
        
            
                
            
        


		
			Also by Mark W. Smith 

			#Duped: How the Anti-gun Lobby Exploits the Parkland School Shooting—and How Gun Owners Can Fight Back

			Disrobed: The New Battle Plan to Break the Left’s Stranglehold on the Courts

			The Official Handbook of the Vast Right Wing Conspiracy: The Arguments You Need to Defeat the Loony Left

		


		
			[image: ]

		


		
			A BOMBARDIER BOOKS BOOK

			An Imprint of Post Hill Press

			ISBN: 978-1-64293-201-0

			ISBN (eBook): 978-1-64293-202-7

			First They Came for the Gun Owners:

			The Campaign to Disarm You and Take Your Freedoms

			© 2019 by MSVT LLC.

			All Rights Reserved

			No part of this book may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system, or transmitted by any means without the written permission of the author and publisher.

			Information contained in this book is not intended to and does not constitute legal advice under any circumstances. You should not act or rely on any information in this book without seeking the advice of a competent attorney licensed to practice in your jurisdiction for your particular issue.

			[image: ]

			Post Hill Press

			New York • Nashville

			posthillpress.com

			Published in the United States of America

		


		
			First they came for the socialists, and I did not speak out—

			Because I was not a socialist.

			Then they came for the trade unionists, and I did not speak out—

			Because I was not a trade unionist.

			Then they came for the Jews, and I did not speak out—

			Because I was not a Jew.

			Then they came for me—and there was no one left to speak for me.

			Martin Niemöller (1892-1984) was a prominent Lutheran pastor in Germany and early Nazi supporter.1 He later became an outspoken critic of Adolf Hitler.2 In 1937, he was imprisoned in a Nazi concentration camp until he was released by the Allied forces in 1945.3 He is the author of the post-World War II confession, “First they came for the socialists, and I did not speak out…”4 






				
					1	“First they came,” Wikipedia Contributors, Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia, May 6, 2019, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/First_they_came_...

				

				
					2	Ibid

				

				
					3	Ibid

				

				
					4	Martin Niemöller: “First they came for the Socialists...”. Holocaust Encyclopedia, United States Holocaust Memorial Museum, https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/martin-niemoeller-first-they-came-for-the-socialists.
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			THE LIFE OF JULIO: 
THE ANTI-GUNNERS’ DREAM

			[image: ]emember how the 2012 Barack Obama for President campaign created “The Life of Julia” to highlight the ways that government programs affected the prospects of an imaginary, “ordinary” American?1 

			As part of its 2012 re-election bid, the Obama campaign produced an interactive website designed to personalize and concretize the impact of federal government programs on everyday Americans. Called “The Life of Julia,” it followed a composite middle-class person (Julia) from cradle to grave, illustrating how federal spending and wealth redistribution kept her safe, helped her prosper, and generally made her life better. Of course, the campaign piece left out the impact of taxes, regulations, slower growth, and wasteful or counterproductive programs on Julia’s life. Instead, it painted a happy little picture of how Julia spent all those “pennies from heaven,” which the Feds rained down on her, to swathe her in comfy protection from the big, bad, loveless world. Conservatives reacted strongly to “The Life of Julia,” noting that it pretended there were no other institutions in society—no family, no churches, no clubs, or charities. No, “Julia” was like an asteroid, circling in empty space the vastness of the all-providing Sun—that is, the Federal government.

			To illustrate the impact of the multi-front war on our Constitutional gun rights, I’ve decided to take a page from the Obama campaign.

			***

			Here is the tale of Julio, an ordinary American who decides to try to exercise his human right to self-defense and his related constitutional right recognized by the Second Amendment—the right to keep and bear arms.

			Julio lives with his wife, Maria, in the small city of Blutopia, the third-largest community in the state of New Fornia. Julio and Maria have been married for fourteen years and have two girls, ages eleven and eight. Both parents work full-time to make ends meet. Julio manages an autobody shop that specializes in detailing cars. Maria works as a guidance counselor at the local high school. She also volunteers as a Sunday-school teacher at their church. They describe themselves as “working middle-class.” They hope to be able to pay off the mortgage on their small three-bedroom home around the same time that their younger daughter finishes high school.

			Neither Julio nor Maria is especially political. They have voted for candidates of either party, depending on the candidate. They voted, reluctantly, for Barack Obama in 2008, Mitt Romney in 2012, and Donald Trump in 2016. They never talk about these decisions much. Their lives are too busy for “political junkie” stuff.

			But, tonight, this American couple is having a political conversation. They didn’t want to. Reality has thrust it on them.

			***

			As Maria unpacks the meal she has ordered in and the kids do their homework, Julio comes in through the door. He looks drained and deeply angry.

			He walks straight into the bathroom.

			Puzzled and troubled, Maria finishes plating dinner and goes to knock on the door. “Honey? What’s the matter?”

			Silence. After several minutes, Julio emerges, his face wet and hair dripping. He has dunked his head in the sink, and now he stares at her with red, bleary eyes.

			“They held us up at the auto shop,” he says, then grabs and holds her.

			Julio explains that a druggie had come into the shop and pulled a knife on one of the younger employees. Two more young men, who looked like meth heads, stormed in after, waving lead pipes and demanding the cash from the drawer. One of the younger workers picked up a wrench and started to go for them, but Julio snapped at him to stand down. He handed over the money and the junkies fled the scene. Julio called the cops, who duly took a statement.

			Three days’ worth of income gone. Half the money he needed to make payroll this week. Yet Julio feels lucky that they did not kill him or his staff. Julio hates the idea of living at the mercy of criminals; he felt entirely dependent on the kindness of these thugs. Julio hated that feeling, and now he feels sick to the bottom of his being.

			“Maria, I think we need to get a gun.”

			She argues a little, but not for long. Blutopia has seen a string of such robberies, and even some home invasions. Maria doesn’t feel particularly safe at night, and the prospect of extra protection seems appealing. Julio has some shooting experience. His father, who served for twenty years in the Marines, took him hunting as a boy. Maria’s dad was a cop, so the idea of a gun in the house doesn’t fill her with dread, any more than the presence of pointy carving knives on the kitchen counter.

			So, together, they make a decision. Julio will look into what it takes to own a gun.

			And that’s where the story gets ugly.

			***

			Maria is better at research, so she spends a few hours online researching their local laws—and the state laws, which New Fornia passed just a few years ago, when a new governor took office. Maria didn’t notice that part of his platform.

			She prints out the list of hoops that Julio will have to jump through and the forms he’ll need to fill out. It comes to almost twenty pages.

			“Okay,” she says. “I’ve put a sticky note on the forms you need to mail in. The others, you file in person. And I’ve highlighted in yellow everywhere you need to sign. The pink highlights? That’s where things need to be notarized.”

			She hands Julio the stack of documents. He sighs. The thing he hates most, even at the shop, is doing paperwork.

			“Now the first thing it seems you need is a handgun permit from the state.2 You can mail in your first application but, eventually, you need to go to the state office to complete it. That means driving about an hour, I’m afraid.”

			Julio hunkers down. Four hours later, he comes in to see Maria. “Okay, are we done?”

			She shakes her head sadly. “Next, we need to gather documents. According to the websites—I had to check three different ones to find this information—you need:

			
					Two recent passport color photos.3 We’ll get those at the 
local drugstore.


					Your birth certificate.4 You have that, right? Okay, then we’ll need to order a certified copy from the health department where you were born.


					Proof of citizenship.5 Does a driver’s license count? It doesn’t say. Maybe you need to apply for a passport.


					Military discharge papers6—no, you weren’t in the military, so cross that off.


					Proof of residence.7 I think that a cable bill will do. Or maybe our tax forms from last year.


					Any records of an arrest or summons8—it says here, even if the case was dismissed or the record sealed. We’re okay there, I think.


					Any order of protection or restraining order9 you’ve ever had issued against you, including the ‘name of the complainant, their relationship to the applicant, and the reason the order was issued.’ Anything from your past I need to know about?”

			

			She laughs, but Julio doesn’t.

			He says, “I’m wondering why this is, like, fifty times harder than it is to register to vote. That seems kind of important too—but you don’t even need ID here anymore to do that. I don’t want to deal with all this, but…”

			Maria ruffles his hair. “I’ll get all the documents together. I’ll just devote an hour a night, every night, to this until it’s finished.”

			Julio smiles, relieved, and gives her a kiss.

			“So that’s everything, then?” he asks, eager to catch the last quarter of the football game.

			“Er, no,” Maria says, scrolling down a page on a buggy government website. “You’re going to need to swear under oath10—where and to whom, it doesn’t say—that you’ve read and understood all of the following:

			
					Blutopia’s rules regarding safety locking devices.11


					Blutopia Statute 400, licensee responsibilities.12


					New Fornia Title 38, Chapter 5, licensee responsibilities.13


					New Fornia Article 35, deadly force.14


					New Fornia Article 265, criminal possession of firearms.15


					New Fornia Charter 18-C, public safety zones.16


					U.S. Title 18, persons prohibited from possessing firearms.17


					And Blutopia’s police department pamphlet on terrorism and suspicious activity.”18


			

			“Have you studied all that?” she asks, teasingly.

			He grins. “I wouldn’t swear to it. But I guess I’ll have to. Anything else?” The minutes of the game on television are ticking away.

			“Just one last thing. Okay, two. You’ll need to swear to an affidavit designating me as the person who will be responsible for your handgun in the event of your disability or death. Then I’ll need to swear under oath to something called an Affidavit of Cohabitant.”19

			Julio sighs. “Do they need one of the girls as a hostage, too? If so, I designate Alice. She’s a lot more work than Matilda.”

			Maria smiles. “Well, in these cases, they usually ask for the firstborn, but maybe they will negotiate.” They both laugh, a little wearily, and Julio sits down in front of the TV just as the football players are shaking hands wishing each other a “good game.”

			***

			Once his birth certificate arrives in the mail and Julio has gathered all the required documents, he drives an hour to the state’s capital city to file his application. That has to be done in person, on a weekday between the hours of eight a.m. and three p.m. So that eats up one of his last few vacation days—at a time when the shop is struggling to make up the loss from the robbery.

			He shows his ID, has his photo taken by the security camera, and then walks through the long security line, putting his keys into the basket as he goes through the metal detector. Julio waits in another line for an hour, then learns that he needs to be fingerprinted.20 As a government employee takes his prints, Julio feels like some kind of criminal. That costs him one hundred dollars—check only, no cash or credit card. He’s relieved that he remembered to bring his checkbook. After that, he threads his way through long, dusty hallways till he finds the license office. There, he hands the government worker his sheaf of papers, trying not to get any ink on them from his stained fingers.

			The woman flips casually through the stack of documents that ate up so many hours of his and Maria’s time. She asks him for the $350 application fee.21 Check only, no credit card. Julio duly writes it, trying not to do the math about how much is left in their joint account.

			***

			Weeks go by, then months. Maria checks the mail carefully every day, but she finds no response from either the city or the state. She makes phone calls but never gets any answers.

			Finally, three months after Julio submitted his paperwork, they receive a letter from the state. It gives the name of the New Fornia state trooper who will interview Julio to see if his application will go any further.22

			Julio calls the officer and, when he finally tracks the man down, he learns that the earliest open appointment is almost four weeks away. He’ll also need an affidavit of proof of employment23 from the auto shop, a current utility bill,24 his Social Security card,25 current bank statements,26 income tax returns,27 his marriage license,28 and his DMV abstract.29 

			“Is that all?” he asks the officer, exasperated.

			“No,” says the officer. “You will also need three reference letters30 from non-relatives who have known you for at least five years. They’ll need to be notarized, of course. And let me reiterate what it says on your application, sir: ‘Failure to provide the requested documents will result in the immediate disapproval of your pistol permit application.’”31 

			Julio uses another vacation day to drive up to the state capital for the interview. He strides into the police headquarters, determined to see the process through.

			A deputy escorts him to an interview room. It looks just like the rooms used to interrogate suspects on TV shows. A tall, middle-aged man in his ranger hat and full uniform, with holstered pistol, sits behind a metal table. He looks up from time to time from the dog-eared pile of Julio’s papers that sits before him.

			“Name’s Captain Foley. Sit.” The trooper gestures to a metal chair. It looks perfect, Julio thinks, for handcuffing a suspect’s wrists behind it.

			Captain Foley sits with a yellow legal pad and a pencil. He reminds Julio that the ability to own a handgun is a privilege bestowed by government, and not a right. The Captain then starts asking questions.

			“Why do you want a gun?”

			“Er, my store where I work was robbed. There have been home invasions a few miles from where I live.”

			Foley gives him a long Don’t you think we can do our jobs? kind of stare, then moves on.

			“Ever owned a gun of any kind before?”

			“No. Wait, I take that back. My dad took me hunting with shotguns when I was a teenager.”

			“Where will you store a gun if you’re permitted to buy one?”32

			“In my desk at work, and I guess the nightstand at home.”

			“Got any kids?”

			“Two girls, eleven and eight. I’ll keep the safety locked, and the ammo cartridge in a separate place.”

			Foley scratches some notes.

			“Where exactly will you keep the ammunition?”

			“The dresser drawer?” Julio offers.

			“Do you intend to transport the gun anywhere?”

			“From home to work.”

			“Using what means of conveyance?”

			“Er, my car.”

			“Have you ever been assaulted? Ever had your domicile robbed?”

			“No, but we were robbed at work by druggies with knives and pipes.”

			“When do you believe you are legally justified in employing deadly force? Have you read the criminal statutes of New Fornia? Or the city of Blutopia?”

			“Yes, I had to study them—there’s an affidavit in there somewhere.”

			“You’re aware that we don’t have that crazy stand-your-ground law in New Fornia, correct? That you’re legally required to retreat from an attacker, even surrendering your property or escaping from your home, if it is possible for you to do so? That you may fire on someone only if it is the only means to preserve your own or another’s life?”33

			“Yes,” Julio says. “I read that.”

			Foley doesn’t look up again. He writes some more notes and waves with his fingers for Julio to go. “We’re done here. We’ll let you know.”

			Julio rises and retreats from the room, muttering, “Thank you.” It takes twenty minutes driving with the windows down to get the bleach smell of the police station out of his nostrils.

			***

			It’s several months before a thin envelope arrives from the New Fornia State Police. The letter briefly informs Julio that he has failed to show “good cause” to own a gun and will not be receiving a gun permit. It also warns him of the penalties for possessing one illegally.34

			“This is bullshit,” Maria says, in front of both the girls. “We’re fighting it.”

			“Mommy, language!” Alice warns her.

			Maria tells Julio, “Call that state trooper and find out what happened.”

			Julio scans the letter. It gives no real reason why he “flunked” the application or the interview with Captain Foley. “I’m going to call him and try to clear this up.”

			The call doesn’t go well. After navigating two automated switchboards, he reaches Captain Foley on the phone. But Foley simply informs him that his application was insufficient to demonstrate a need for a firearm, which he states is a “privilege” and not a right in New Fornia.35

			Off to the side, Maria waves at Julio not to back down. So Julio says, “I have the right to appeal this.”

			“Yes, sir, you do. And you have exactly 120 days in which to do so, or you will need to start the process from scratch.”36 Then Foley hangs up.

			“I’m finding us a lawyer,” Maria announces.

			“Maybe it’s just not worth it,” Julio says.

			“No! It’s the principle of the thing.”

			“I hope this doesn’t hurt my credit rating or put some kind of black mark on my record,” Julio says.

			“We’re going to fix this. You wait and see,” Maria promises.

			Hours of online research yields a potential lawyer. Maria finds an attorney with a criminal-law side practice touching on firearms law, and they drive over to meet with him.

			Some $3,500 in legal bills and government fees later, Julio learns that his appeal has prevailed. More than a year has passed since he first filed his application. Half the workers who were present for the robbery have moved on to other jobs, and a few more of his hairs have turned gray. But now Julio, at last, can exercise his right to keep and bear arms.

			He takes another vacation day to drive back to the state police headquarters, so he can be photographed for a permit. A clerk hands him a flimsy piece of onionskin paper that reads, faintly, “Purchase Authorization.”

			She says, robotically, not looking up at him, “This allows you to purchase one and only one handgun from a dealer with a federal firearms license. You have thirty days to do so, or you must reapply.”37

			“Do you have a list of licensed firearms dealers?” Julio asks.

			The clerk replies, “Try the Internet.”

			Back home, Maria searches online and turns up a guns and sporting goods store about forty-five minutes from home. Nobody answers when Julio phones the place, but he decides to drive out there anyway, in case the owner was too busy to answer the phone.

			Danny’s Army/Navy Store has gone out of business, however. Julio spots a hand-lettered sign behind the glass window: “Dear Valued Customers: Thank you for a century of business, but that last crackpot zoning lawsuit38 was the limit. I’m moving to New Hampshire. Live free or die!”

			Using his phone, Julio finds the next-closest licensed firearms dealer. It is two hours in the opposite direction. So Julio goes home and tells Maria they need to find an online seller. The website is user-friendly, and they find a handgun that looks appealing: a .38 Smith & Wesson, just the right size for Maria’s hand.

			They fill in all the information and try to push “Purchase.” But, at that point—and only at that point!—the site informs them that online sales are illegal in New Fornia and that the online store will not ship a firearm to a licensed dealer in New Fornia.39

			“Honey, I’m getting close to giving up,” Julio admits when the sale doesn’t go through.

			She stares at him, icily. At last, she says: “Do you want to let them win? I don’t intend to. Right now, I plan to get a gun on general principle, even if you dismantle it and keep it in the garage. Screw. These. People.”

			Julio smiles. “That’s why I married you.”

			The next day, they pile in the car with both girls to drive the two-plus hours to another Army/Navy store; a person there had answered the phone and confirmed that the store had the desired pistol. At Marco’s All-American Army/Navy Emporium, they find their semiauto nine-millimeter pistol and ask the friendly salesman to take it from the case. Julio gets a feel for it. Maria asks to hold it, but the clerk tells her that she cannot touch the gun without a permit; and, if she did touch the gun, that would make both Julio and her felons under law.40 The girls both beg to touch it, but a sharp word from Julio sends them cowering behind Maria.

			The salesman draws up the paperwork. “You know that, by New Fornia law, you need to buy a trigger lock and a gun safe, since you have kids.”41

			Julio winces. “How much will that cost?”

			The salesman runs some numbers. “So, the gun is $575, and the rest…another $150.” Maria nods, and the salesman proceeds. “You want some ammo, right?”

			Julio says yes and asks for a hundred rounds for use in target practice.

			The salesman gives him some boxes. “In some states, you can buy a magazine that holds up to fourteen bullets—but ten is the limit here.”42

			“Of course, it is,” Julio says. “Any other hoops we need to jump through?”

			The salesman thinks for a second. “Do you have gun owner’s insurance?”43

			“No.”

			“Well, you legally need to have that within ten days of this purchase. In New Fornia, anyway.44 Sad thing is, the legislature and the governor have pressured most insurance carriers not to offer it in this state.45 But there are a few groups that offer something. Here’s a brochure. Take care of this, okay? I don’t want you to end up getting your pistol confiscated. Also, within seventy-two hours you need to bring this gun to the police station for inspection and registration by the New Fornia License Division.”46

			“Of course, we do,” Maria says.

			“And, if I could give you a tip: The clerks there are supposed to record the make, model, caliber, and serial number of the gun on your permit. Make sure they get it right. Double- and triple-check it before you leave. Because, if they get one number off on your permit, you can be arrested for carrying it—even if it’s their fault, not yours.”47

			When it’s finally time to pay, Julio learns that New Fornia levies a 10 percent firearms tax, which jacks up the price.48 

			With a sigh, he pulls out his wallet.

			“I’m sorry,” the salesman says, “but the credit-card companies won’t process firearms purchases.49 And neither will PayPal.50 We finally gave up—we only take cash or checks.”

			Julio then takes out the special checkbook he has started carrying for gun-related expenses. He writes a check for more than they can really afford at the moment.

			“Do you know any gun ranges?” Julio asks the salesman. “Someday, I want to teach my daughters how to defend themselves. My dad used to take me hunting.”

			“I do, but it’s two counties over—in the opposite direction from you. There used to be more, but they got zoned out of existence.51 Also, I’m afraid your license isn’t the kind that lets you use your gun away from your home or your place of work.52 It’s actually illegal for either of your daughters to even touch it, unless they get licenses.53 Of course, they’ll need to turn twenty-one first. And your wife can’t touch it either, unless she gets a license of her own. There’s a one-year mandatory sentence there, so I wouldn’t fool around with that.”54

			“Daddy, that’s not fair!” Matilda whines.

			“None of this is,” Maria says, patting her daughter on the back.

			“Listen, you seem like a really nice family,” the salesman says. “And I can tell how trying all this has been on you. May I offer you a little unsolicited advice?”

			“Sure,” Julio says.

			“Well, I wouldn’t go blabbing around to people that you have one of these,” he says, indicating the pistol. “For instance, if you talk about it on social media, you’re likely to get your account banned.55 I’ve seen it happen several times—it just takes one jackass reporting that you made him feel ‘unsafe.’”

			Julio and Maria shrug. They are sick of social media anyway.

			“And the state legislature is considering a red flag law.56 If it passes, then anybody you happen to piss off, from a disgruntled employee you fire to an angry babysitter, or one of your kids’ teachers, can file a complaint with the state police. On just the strength of that, they will come take your gun. And you’ll have to fight in court to get it back. The burden of proof is on you to demonstrate that you’re fit to own it. And you have to pay out of pocket for your own attorney, which ain’t cheap. So just keep this on the down-low, okay?”

			He hands them the bags full of their merchandise. “Have a great day,” he says as the four of them leave the store. “God bless America!”

			**​*

			Do the trials and tribulations that Julio and Maria encountered sound improbable to you? Do you think that this can’t happen in America?

			Maybe you’re blessed to live in a locality that allows the relatively easy purchase and carrying of small arms. Or you figure this isn’t your problem because your state is “gun friendly,” for now.

			Remember that laws like these are always just one bad statewide election away. Not to mention that many anti-gun Americans would love nothing more than to federalize all these laws and force everyone to deal with the federal government to exercise their constitutional right to keep and bear arms.

			Although, at the moment, no jurisdiction makes a gun owner comply with every one of the laws and regulations Julio and Maria encountered, each one is real, on the books, or being proposed somewhere in the USA right now. (Check out the endnotes to see the relevant rules and laws.)

			Regardless of where you live, there are anti-gun billionaires and Hollywood celebrities who want to take away your gun rights,57 through federal laws, or market intimidation, or corporate lawfare, or some other means. And they are prepared to spend hundreds of millions of dollars to do it.58

			Look at former New York City mayor Michael Bloomberg, who is America’s leading anti-gun activist (except when it comes to his own armed security detail). Bloomberg said that he will spend a minimum of five hundred million dollars to defeat President Trump and his pro-gun agenda in 2020.59

			As taxes and housing costs rise on the two coasts, citizens from the blue states, like New York and California, are fanning out across the country, many of them bringing their left-wing gun control politics with them.60 Like locusts, they pick a field clean and then move on to another.

			Colorado has implemented a ban on standard magazines, which they label as “high capacity,” that drove the manufacturer Magpul Industries out of the state.61

			Missoula, Montana, passed a background-check law that was recently upheld by Montana’s state court.62

			Vermont, formerly one of the freest gun rights states, now has magazine restrictions, as well as a minimum purchase age of twenty-one.63 This is in part due to the anti-gun lobby outspending gun rights groups in lobbying expenditures by more than double in 2018.64 That year, the anti-gun groups outspent the NRA’s lobbying effort by over 10-to-1.65

			States like North Carolina66 and New Hampshire67 are turning “purple,” and gun control legislation proposals will not be far behind.68 

			Michael Bloomberg and anti-gun groups are financing anti-gun ballot initiatives and lawsuits everywhere they can. In the 2018 election, for example, Washington state voters approved new restrictions on gun rights.69 If the gun control lobby gets its wish, the “gunshine” state of Florida will be next.70

			Even if an anti-gun ballot item or proposed law is defeated, how much would the pro-gun rights forces have to spend just to keep the status quo? 

			The push for onerous new gun regulations, or even Australian-style and now New Zealand-style gun confiscation, will never stop.

			And remember how much the gun grabbers could accomplish by doing an end run around the democratic process and relying on their friends in corporate boardrooms and the deep state.71 The anti-gun forces keep demanding “universal background checks,” which would create the foundation for a national gun registry. But they don’t really need a federal gun registry; without much of a legal lift, big data companies could probably already give them most, if not all, of the information they want based upon commercial transaction information or persons’ individual internet searches. 

			Have you bought a gun or ammo online?

			Did you use a credit card for your purchase?

			Have you watched gun videos online? Do you regularly visit progun websites?

			All those records have been preserved. They’re sitting in Google’s, Facebook’s, or another tech company’s headquarters, waiting to be used. 

			In the fall of 2018, New York legislators proposed bills that would require law enforcement to review your social media posts before allowing you to purchase a gun.72 “A three-year review of a social media profile would give an easy profile of a person who is not suitable to hold and possess a firearm,” Brooklyn borough president Eric Adams said.73 Illinois proposed a similar measure in early 2019.74

			Are you “suitable”?

			Are you sure?

			Did you ever post an unkind word about Hillary Rodham Clinton or Barack Obama—or about the FBI under James Comey? Ever make a comment on social media that could be construed as hostile or negative to a sensitive snowflake? Would that disqualify you?

			It might in New York state, if these bills ever become law.75 Will California be far behind?

			An obscure 1924 statute, arising from the Tea Pot Dome scandal (you remember that, right?), is being used by Congress to try to review President Trump’s tax returns.76 It won’t take much for a cooperative Justice Department under a liberal attorney general, like Eric Holder, to obtain lists of gun purchasers from credit card companies, and then to provide states with these lists of likely gun owners. A similar ploy to gather and disseminate information was attempted in Washington state to “out” or dox gun owners of AR-15s and similar rifles but was barely stopped.77 Gun owners who had turned in their now-illegal bump stock devices and received a check from Washington state were about to be publicly revealed to an individual intent on creating a public database.78

			As some say, if you are not paranoid, you are not paying attention.

			And, if you are not paranoid about where the anti-gun movement intends to take this country, then you should be when you finish this book.

			IN THIS CHAPTER

			
					Enemies of the right to keep and bear arms have set thousands of little traps to discourage Americans from owning guns. Americans risk going to prison, and financial and reputational ruin because of victimless, paper-work style so-called crimes that have been elevated to felonies.


					Many state and local governments and police agencies work together, with unelected deep staters, to make it expensive, grueling, and time-consuming to exercise a basic American right. This is being done intentionally.


					It takes determination and grit to be a gun owner in much of today’s America.


					If you want to know what American anti-gunners have in mind for you and your gun rights, look to how they treat their fellow citizens whom they lord over in anti-gun cities such as New York City and Los Angeles.




			




		 



			
				
					1	James Taranto. ”The Lonely Life of Julia.” The Wall Street Journal, May 3, 2012. https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424052702304743704577382170789179442.

					William J Bennett. “Obama’s ‘Life of Julia’ is the wrong vision for America.” CNN, May 9, 2012. https://www.cnn.com/2012/05/09/opinion/bennett-obama-campaign/index.html.

				

				
					2	INSTRUCTIONS TO HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICANTS.” POLICE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF NEW YORK, HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICATION SECTION. http://www.nyc.gov/html/nypd/downloads/pdf/permits/HandGunLicenseApplicationFormsComplete.pdf.

				

				
					3	Ibid.

				

				
					4	Ibid.

				

				
					5	Ibid.

				

				
					6	Ibid.

				

				
					7	Ibid.

				

				
					8	Ibid.

				

				
					9	Ibid.

				

				
					10	Ibid.

				

				
					11	Ibid.

				

				
					12	Ibid.

				

				
					13	STATE OF NEW YORK PISTOL/REVOLVER LICENSE APPLICATION. https://www.troopers.ny.gov/Firearms/PPB-3.pdf.

				

				
					14	Ibid.

				

				
					15	Ibid.

				

				
					16	Ibid.

				

				
					17	“Identify Prohibited Persons.” ATF. Last reviewed September 22, 2016. https://www.atf.gov/firearms/identify-prohibited-persons.

				

				
					18	“INSTRUCTIONS TO HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICANTS.” POLICE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF NEW YORK, HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICATION SECTION. http://www.nyc.gov/html/nypd/downloads/pdf/permits/HandGunLicenseApplicationFormsComplete.pdf.

				

				
					19	Ibid.

				

				
					20	Aditi Sangal. “New York City and Its Gun Laws, How Strict Are They?” Guns of New York. http://nycitylens.com/wp-content/guns/new-york-city-and-its-gun-laws-how-strict-are-they/index.html.

				

				
					21	“INSTRUCTIONS TO HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICANTS.” POLICE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF NEW YORK, HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICATION SECTION. http://www.nyc.gov/html/nypd/downloads/pdf/permits/HandGunLicenseApplicationFormsComplete.pdf.

				

				
					22	Aditi Sangal. “New York City and Its Gun Laws, How Strict Are They?” Guns of New York. http://nycitylens.com/wp-content/guns/new-york-city-and-its-gun-laws-how-strict-are-they/index.html.

				

				
					23	“INSTRUCTIONS TO HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICANTS.” POLICE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF NEW YORK, HANDGUN LICENSE APPLICATION SECTION. http://www.nyc.gov/html/nypd/downloads/pdf/permits/HandGunLicenseApplicationFormsComplete.pdf.

				

				
					24	Ibid.

				

				
					25	Ibid.

				

				
					26	Ibid.

				

				
					27	Ibid.

				

				
					28	Ibid.

				

				
					29	Ibid.

				

				
					30	Ibid.

				

				
					31	Ibid.

				

				
					32	“Safe Storage: State by State.” Gifford’s Law Center. Last updated September 16, 2018. https://lawcenter.giffords.org/gun-laws/state-law/50-state-summaries/safe-storage-state-by-state/.

				

				
					33	“CRIMINAL JURY INSTRUCTIONS 2d (CJI2d-NY), NY JUSTIFICATION: USE OF DEADLY PHYSICAL FORCE IN DEFENSE OF A PERSON, PENAL LAW 35.15.” The Law of Self Defense. Effective September 1, 1980. http://lawofselfdefense.com/jury_instruction/ny-justification-use-of-deadly-physical-force-in-defense-of-a-person/.

				

				
					34	Brie Stimson. “New York man facing illegal weapons charge after killing 2 burglars in his home says gun was father’s.” May 29, 2019. https://www.foxnews.com/us/new-york-man-faces-illegal-weapons-charges-after-killing-2-burglars-in-his-home; Irwin, Bob. “Women Arrested For Shooting Attacker in Self Defense, New York NY.” Ammoland, February 28, 2018. https://www.ammoland.com/2018/02/women-arrested-for-shooting-attacker-in-self-defense/#axzz5ppLA4XFC.

				

				
					35	“Licensing and Registration.” NRA-ILA, October 7, 2000. https://www.nraila.org/articles/20001007/licensing-and-registration. (Sarah Brady of the Brady Campaign, which was formerly known as “Handgun Control, Inc.,” “years ago discussed her plans for the future with the New York Times. She said in her Aug[ust] 15, 1993, interview that her group favors a ‘need-based licensing system, with all guns and all gun transfers registered. In the Brady world, an honest citizen who wanted to own a gun would have to prove to his or her local police the ‘need’ for that gun.”)

				

				
					36	“Getting A NYC Firearms Permit.” NYC Guns. https://newyorkcityguns.com/getting-a-nyc-firearms-permit/.

				

				
					37	“Getting A NYC Firearms Permit.” NYC Guns. https://newyorkcityguns.com/getting-a-nyc-firearms-permit/.

				

				
					38	Michael Hiltzik. “An appeals court upholds a gun store ban, despite the 2nd Amendment.” Los Angeles Times. October 12, 2017. http://www.latimes.com/business/hiltzik/la-fi-hiltzik-9th-circuit-guns-20171012-story.html.

				

				
					39	“How To Buy Guns Online.” Bullock’s Guns n More, http://www.bullocksguns.com/articleDetail.asp?ID=2.

				

				
					40	Robert Farago. “Mark Kelly Commits a Felony at New York Gun Show.” October 14, 2013. https://www.thetruthaboutguns.com/2013/10/robert-farago/mark-kelly-commits-felony-new-york-gun-show/.

				

				
					41	“Safe Storage: State by State.” Gifford’s Law Center. Last updated September 16, 2018. https://lawcenter.giffords.org/gun-laws/state-law/50-state-summaries/safe-storage-state-by-state/.

				

				
					42	“Large Capacity Magazines.” Gifford’s Law Center. https://lawcenter.giffords.org/gun-laws/policy-areas/hardware-ammunition/large-capacity-magazines/.

				

				
					43	“Background on: Gun Liability.” Insurance Information Institute. May 16, 2018. https://www.iii.org/article/background-on-gun-liability.

				

				
					44	Joseph Albanese. “NY Bill Would Require Gun Owners to Carry $1M Insurance Policies.” December 11, 2018. https://www.range365.com/ny-bill-would-require-gun-owners-to-carry-1m-insurance-policies/.

				

				
					45	Jon Campbell and Joseph Spector.”NRA: How Andrew Cuomo is trying to destroy it.” Democrat and Chronicle. August 7, 2018. https://www.democratandchronicle.com/story/news/politics/albany/2018/08/06/nra-how-andrew-cuomo-trying-destroy/913204002/.

				

				
					46	“Getting A NYC Firearms Permit.” NYC Guns. https://newyorkcityguns.com/getting-a-nyc-firearms-permit/.

				

				
					47	Ibid.

				

				
					48	“Firearm and Ammunition Taxes.” Rand Corporation. March 2, 2018. https://www.rand.org/research/gun-policy/analysis/supplementary/firearm-and-ammunition-taxes.html.

				

				
					49	Maria Lamagna. “Could credit-card companies ban gun sales?” Market Watch. October 28, 2018. https://www.marketwatch.com/story/could-credit-card-companies-ban-gun-sales-2018-02-23.

				

				
					50	Ibid.

				

				
					51	Michael Hiltzik. “An appeals court upholds a gun store ban, despite the 2nd Amendment,” Los Angeles Times. October 12, 2017. http://www.latimes.com/business/hiltzik/la-fi-hiltzik-9th-circuit-guns-20171012-story.html.

				

				
					52	Aditi Sangal. “New York City and Its Gun Laws, How Strict Are They?” Guns of New York. http://nycitylens.com/wp-content/guns/new-york-city-and-its-gun-laws-how-strict-are-they/index.html.

				

				
					53	New York State Law, http://ypdcrime.com/penal.law/article265.htm#p265.01b.

				

				
					54	“Sentencing Guidelines for Criminal Possession of a Weapon in New York,” Sullivan & Galleshaw, January 21, 2016. https://www.criminaldefense.sullivangalleshaw.com/sentencing-guidelines-for-criminal-possession-of-a-weapon-in-new-york/.

				

				
					55	Todd Haselton.“Here’s Facebook’s once-secret list of content that can get you banned.” CNBC. April 24, 2018. https://www.cnbc.com/2018/04/24/facebook-content-that-gets-you-banned-according-to-community-standards.html.

				

				
					56	Nicole Gaudiano. “‘Red flag’ laws that allow for temporary restrictions on access to guns gain momentum across nation.” USA Today. March 25, 2018. https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2018/03/25/red-flag-laws-allow-temporary-restrictions-access-guns-gain-momentum-across-nation/454395002/.

				

				
					57	“ANOTHER GROUP OF ANTI-GUN CELEBRITIES FORMS CALLING THEMSELVES THE “NORA.” The Daily Caller. April 21, 2018. https://dailycaller.com/2018/04/21/another-group-of-anti-gun-celebrities-forms-calling-themselves-the-nora/.

				

				
					58	Emma Goldberg. “These Are The U.S. Billionaires Who Back Gun Control.” Forbes. June 16, 2016. https://www.forbes.com/sites/emmagoldberg/2016/06/15/these-are-the-u-s-billionaires-who-back-gun-control/#7d309f4f7d9e.

				

				
					59	Marc Caputo. “Michael Bloomberg’s $500 million anti-Trump moonshot.” Politico. Feb 13, 2019. https://www.politico.com/story/2019/02/13/michael-bloomberg-trump-2020-1167159.

				

				
					60	Christa Case Bryant. “How young liberals’ moves to Red America may temper political divides.” The Christian Science Monitor. July 6, 2018. https://www.csmonitor.com/USA/Politics/2018/0706/How-young-liberals-moves-to-Red-America-may-temper-political-divides.

				

				
					61	Marianne Goodland. “Colorado Court of Appeals upholds state’s ban on large-capacity magazines.” The Gazette. Oct 18, 2018. https://gazette.com/news/colorado-court-of-appeals-upholds-state-s-ban-on-large/article_1de480b4-d324-11e8-9785-2fbc4289cf3a.html; “Magpul, which left Colorado in protest, to supply Marines with ammunition magazines.” The Denver Post. Dec 23, 2016. https://www.denverpost.com/2016/12/23/magpul-marines-ammunition-magazines/.

				

				
					62	Seaborn Larson. “Judge rules in favor of Missoula ordinance requiring background checks on all gun sales.” Missoulian. Oct 11, 2018. https://missoulian.com/news/local/judge-rules-in-favor-of-missoula-ordinance-requiring-background-checks/article_bdaff00e-fb9d-5b0b-b618-c3f153dea64a.html.

				

				
					63	Alicia Freese. “Gun Groups Sue to Strike Down Vermont’s New Magazine Limits,” Seven Days. April 18, 2018. https://www.sevendaysvt.com/OffMessage/archives/2018/04/18/gun-groups-sue-to-strike-down-vermonts-new-magazine-limits.

				

				
					64	Morning in Vermont. Lobbying in Vermont. February 27, 2019. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=drMcThAWlWU&feature=youtu.be.

				

				
					65	Ibid.

				

				
					66	Bruce Thompson. “Politics is purple in North Carolina.” The Hill. November 14, 2017. https://thehill.com/opinion/campaign/360192-politics-is-purple-in-north-carolina.

				

				
					67	Steve Koczela. “How N.H. Went from Deep Red to Swing State Over the Course of a Few Elections.” New Hampshire Public Radio. June 17, 2016. https://www.nhpr.org/post/how-nh-went-deep-red-swing-state-over-course-few-elections#stream/0.

				

				
					68	Robert Gebeloff and David Leonhardt. “The Growing Blue-State Diaspora.” The New York Times. August 23, 2014, https://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/24/upshot/the-growing-blue-state-diaspora.html.

				

				
					69	German Lopez. “Washington votes to strengthen gun laws with Initiative 1639.” Vox. November 7, 2018. https://www.vox.com/2018/11/7/18071662/washington-initiative-1639-gun-control-laws-results.

				

				
					70	Madeleine Carlisle. “Taking Gun Control to the People After Parkland.” The Atlantic. February 11, 2019. https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2019/02/new-ballot-initiative-aims-ban-assault-weapons-florida/582451/.

				

				
					71	Victor Garcia. “Hannity: ‘Deep State in full panic mode.’” Fox News. May 28, 2019. https://www.foxnews.com/politics/hannity-deep-state-in-full-panic-mode; Halbrook, Stephen. “Some of the World’s Most Powerful Banks Push Policies Circumventing Constitution And Federal Laws.” Independent Institute. September 13, 2018. https://www.independent.org/news/article.asp?id=10508.

				

				
					72	Aristos Georgiou. “GUN CONTROL: NEW YORK WANTS TO MAKE YOU SUBMIT SOCIAL MEDIA HISTORY BEFORE PURCHASING GUNS.” Newsweek. Nov 23, 2018. https://www.newsweek.com/gun-control-new-york-wants-make-you-submit-social-media-history-purchasing-1228579.

				

				
					73	“Lawmakers Drafting Bill That Would Allow Social Media Checks Before Gun Purchase.” WCBS Radio. November 2, 2018. https://wcbs880.radio.com/articles/lawmakers-drafting-bill-would-allow-social-media-checks-gun-purchase; Miltimore, Jon. “New York Lawmakers Want to Screen Gun Buyers’ Social Media History for Hate Speech.” Foundation for Economic Education. November 6, 2018. https://fee.org/articles/new-york-lawmakers-want-to-screen-gun-buyers-social-media-history-for-hate-speech/.

				

				
					74	Ryan Prior. “Illinois may make gun buyers show their social media accounts to police to get a gun license.” CNN. Feb 8, 2019. https://www.cnn.com/2019/02/08/us/illinois-social-media-gun-law-trnd/index.html.

				

				
					75	“Senate Bill S9191– The 2017-2018 Legislative Session.” The New York State Senate. https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/bills/2017/s9191.

				

				
					76	George K Yin. “How to Get Trump’s Tax Returns—Without a Subpoena,” Politic Magazine. May 4, 2019. https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2019/05/04/donald-trump-tax-return-law-226790.

				

				
					77	Kevin Rounce. “State Legislature Passes Bill Protect Information of Former Bump Stock Owners.” April 29, 2019. https://www.kpq.com/state-legislature-passes-bill-protect-information-of-former-bump-stock-owners/.

				

				
					78	“WA Bump Stock Owner ID Protected by Last-Minute Legislation.” April 30, 2019. https://www.ammoland.com/2019/04/wa-bump-stock-owner-id-protected-by-last-minute-legislation/.

				

			

		


		
			​[image: ]

			THE ATTACK ON AMERICA: THEY DON’T HATE GUNS SO MUCH AS THEY HATE US

			[image: ]ver hear Aesop’s fable about the dog and the wolf?

			A starving wolf is near death when he encounters a well-fed dog. The dog tells the wolf that he needs to give up on his life of fighting for every scrap of food. He should come in from the wild and live with him in the house, where he’ll enjoy regular feedings. It’s an easy existence, the dog promises. “I’ll arrange it. I’ll talk to my master.”

			So the wolf heads off with the dog. As they walk, the wolf notices that the fur around the dog’s neck has worn away. “What happened to your neck?” the wolf asks.

			“Oh, that’s nothing,” the dog says. “That’s where the master puts on the collar to keep me chained up at night. It chafes a little, but you get used to it.”

			But the wolf won’t have it. He turns his back on the promised food and runs into the woods.

			Aesop’s moral? “Better to starve free than be a fat slave.”1

			That story resonates with most of us, especially as Americans. Think of the state motto of New Hampshire, “Live Free or Die.” Our ancestors were the settlers who confronted a savage wilderness; the slaves who strove for freedom and escaped on the Underground Railroad; those emigrants too restless, ambitious, or proud to remain as feudal tenants in Sicily or Ireland. The founders of the first lasting settlements in New England were religious secessionists who wouldn’t bend a knee to the reigning Church of England, and so fled across an ocean. Our Founding Fathers rebelled against the greatest empire on earth rather than surrender the self-government the colonies had practiced for decades. The colonies themselves were peopled by various kinds of rebels: the Puritans, who called for “no king but Jesus”; the wild Scottish-Irish frontiersmen; the fearless dissenting Quakers; the tidewater adventurers who carved out farms in malaria-ridden swamps.

			We’re a nation of wolves, not dogs. Not lone wolves, but leaders and members of loyal packs. Those packs are first families and then churches and other civic organizations, which Alexis de Tocqueville rightly identified as the source of spontaneous order in a nation both democratic and egalitarian. Our structure of government was based on this observation. One Founding Father after another named liberty as the essential good that the state was meant to foster. The appalling contradiction of human slavery was so out of tune with our nation’s founding spirit that we fought a dreadful, bloody civil war over the issue, finally killing that institution.

			Religious liberty, economic liberty, political liberty—the freedom to follow our consciences wherever they might lead us, so long as they didn’t destroy the common good or trample the rights of others—were the guiding lights of every U.S. founder, each of whom took the very real risk of dying at the end of a British rope as a traitor.

			Unfortunately, that spirit seems to be weakening in our country. More and more, we see dogs, not wolves—people who choose (or think they are choosing) a safe, servile existence over freedom. And they don’t admire the wolves who refuse that existence. Instead, they resent them, fear them, and often seek to impose on them by force the same trammeled conditions. They want to see the wolves put into collars and defanged.

			In other words, those who love freedom less than comfort or predictability want to put the rest of us on leashes. And that’s why they want to take away our guns.

			AMERICA WAS BORN AS A SELF-DEFENSE GUN CULTURE

			The right to keep and bear arms is pivotal to the American experience. This is the liberty that helps safeguard all the others. It’s the ultimate thing keeping the dog’s collar off our necks. And that’s why the friends of all-powerful governments dominated by elites are so desperate to disarm us. The dog resents the wolf, while the would-be master fears him.

			Gun ownership and the power of self-defense for a citizen, his family, and his neighbors are the ultimate expression of liberty.

			Don’t take it from me. Take it from the men who risked their lives (and often lost their livelihoods) by leading the fight for American independence. Here are just a few representative quotations from our founders. Please make a point of posting one of them a day on social media, to wake up your fellow citizens.

			
					“The Constitution shall never be construed…to prevent the people of the United States who are peaceable citizens from keeping their own arms.”2—Samuel Adams

					“Arms like laws discourage and keep the invader and the plunderer in awe, and preserve order in the world as well as property. The same balance would be preserved were all the world destitute of arms, for all would be alike; but since some will not, others dare not lay them aside…. Horrid mischief would ensue were one half the world deprived of the use of them.”3—Thomas Paine

					“To preserve liberty, it is essential that the whole body of people always possess arms, and be taught alike, especially when young, how to use them.”4—Richard Henry Lee

					“The supreme power in America cannot enforce unjust laws by the sword; because the whole body of the people are armed, and constitute a force superior to any band of regular troops that can be, on any pretense, raised in the United States.”5—Noah Webster

					“What country can preserve its liberties if their rulers are not warned from time to time that their people preserve the spirit of resistance? Let them take arms.”6—Thomas Jefferson

					“The laws that forbid the carrying of arms are laws of such a nature. They disarm only those who are neither inclined nor determined to commit crimes…. Such laws make things worse for the assaulted and better for the assailants; they serve rather to encourage than to prevent homicides, for an unarmed man may be attacked with greater confidence than an armed man.”7—Thomas Jefferson, quoting Cesare Beccaria

					“I ask who are the militia? They consist now of the whole people, except a few public officers.”8—George Mason

					“A militia, when properly formed, are in fact the people themselves.”9—Richard Henry Lee

					“The people are not to be disarmed of their weapons. They are left in full possession of them.”10—Zachariah Johnson11


			

			In his paper, How the British Gun Control Program Precipitated the American Revolution, David Kopel writes:

			The ideology underlying all forms of American resistance to British usurpations and infringements was explicitly premised on the right of self-defense of all inalienable rights. From the self-defense foundation was constructed a political theory in which the people were the masters and government the servant, so that the people have the right to remove a disobedient servant. The philosophy was not novel but was directly derived from political and legal philosophers such as John Locke, Hugo Grotius, and Edward Coke.12

			Because the founders considered the right of ordinary citizens to bear arms in self-defense to be central, they recognized and enshrined it in the Second Amendment. But activists now single out that constitutional right for selective harassment and prosecution. It is the right most under attack, whether it’s through propaganda, sanitized and orchestrated media narratives, abusive lawsuits, or stealth legislation.

			We need to fight back, just as our forebears fought for freedom.

			Hi​story is replete with people who feared freedom and, thus, fought for an all-powerful government over individual freedom. We often (rightly) remember the names and stories of those who fought for freedom. But why did they have to fight? Because many, many people fought against it.

			Think of the crucial moments when powerful, well-educated, wealthy, and influential people fought on the wrong side—fought against the expansion of freedom, the empowerment of citizens, and the lifting of unjust laws:

			
					In 1215, some English barons fought to help King John continue imposing crushing taxes on his subjects to fuel his foreign wars. But other brave barons rebelled, forcing the king to offer a written guarantee, binding on his successors, that limited the powers of the monarch.13 That guarantee was the Magna Carta.


					In 1620, the Anglican bishops of England had broad support in persecuting the Puritans at home, imprisoning them for heresy and seizing their churches.14 That’s why the separatist Puritan “Pilgrims” fled, willing to brave the stormy Atlantic and the wild woods of New England. They drew up a document, the Mayflower Compact, that established a civic basis for their new colony in Plymouth, Massachusetts, and served as the first framework of government in the American colonies.15


					In 1628, thousands of men of power and wealth supported King Charles I’s attempts to become an absolute monarch, effectively repealing the rights their ancestors had won with the Magna Carta. But enough brave members of Parliament stood up to the autocratic Charles to force him to sign the Petition of Right, which restricted his power in important respects and extended key rights from the Magna Carta to ordinary subjects.16 After the ensuing English Civil War and Restoration, it served as the charter for limited, representative government in England. It also became the key precedent the American colonists cited in their case against King George III.17


					In 1689, many English lords and their followers bitterly resented the overthrow of absolutist-minded King James II. But Parliament passed a bill further restricting the powers of English monarchs—including, notably, denying kings the power to deprive the people of weapons. This Declaration of Right became a model for both the Declaration of Independence and the American Bill of Rights.18


					In 1776, by John Adams’s reckoning, a full one-third of colonists were Tories including Benjamin Franklin’s son, supporting the efforts of King George’s Parliament to revoke long-treasured American liberties and rights of self-government. But the Continental Congress boldly declared independence from Britain.19 Thomas Jefferson’s Declaration of Independence cited the violation of the traditional “rights of Englishmen.”20


					In 1787, some Americans wanted a much more powerful presidency, even a monarchy.21 Some privately offered George Washington a throne—but thankfully, the prospect horrified him.22 More dangerous still: disgruntled, unpaid soldiers of the Continental Army set out to march on the Congress in Philadelphia and impose their own military dictatorship.23 Again, it took Washington himself to talk them out of this plan—which would have set the United States on the same path that South American republics mostly took, with disastrous results for freedom. Instead, representatives of U.S. states created a federal system of government that carefully balanced the powers of each of the three branches of government.24


			

			Every generation has had its share of people who didn’t trust their fellow citizens with freedom. Elitists who squinted scornfully at the “commoners.” Nativists who didn’t trust German or Irish immigrants, because of their language or their religion. Onetime slave owners who wanted to make sure that black Americans couldn’t defend their basic rights with firearms.

			In the twentieth century, the Progressive movement, led by Woodrow Wilson, took aim at the U.S. Constitution itself in an effort to expand his administration’s power to impose social change on recalcitrant free Americans.25 Having earned a doctorate and having served as president of Princeton University before becoming governor of New Jersey, Wilson was what, today, we would consider an elitist. The Wilsonian progressives ushered in a new era of federal government control and centralized power, implementing the first federal income tax and creating the Federal Reserve to control banking and the Federal Trade Commission to control private industry.26 All of this was under the guise of instituting social reform and eliminating corruption—the same rally cry for progressives a hundred years later.

			Be​ginning in the late 1960s and continuing today, we have the New Left and its heirs.27 They view our country with jaundiced eyes. They paint America from its initial settlement to today as a dark, hypocritical masquerade, and American freedom as a poisonous bait-and-switch. They want to micromanage our economic choices, suppress religious beliefs and practices that they find “offensive,” silence dissenting speech in the media and on college campuses and, of course, take away our weapons. Because, without those weapons (and only without them), we will really be defenseless.

			In fact, we will be as defenseless as the 169.2 million civilians intentionally murdered by their own governments in the twentieth century, as historian R. J. Rummel reports.28 Those governments ran the gamut from extreme right (the Nazis) to radical left (the Maoists), but the victims all had one thing in common: They’d been previously disarmed by their own governments. They were easy prey for totalitarian thugs.

			Most in the West (outside the United States) are equally helpless today in the face of zealots and killers. When you read the news about some jihadist attack in London, Paris, New Zealand, or Berlin, what do you learn? That the civilians were defenseless, fleeing from a few men with guns or even machetes, and hiding until the police, at last, arrived. By​ contrast, when terrorists or mass shooters attack in the United States, often (although not often enough) an armed citizen stops them, preventing even more deaths.29

			Gun ownership has been, and remains, a vital, healthy part of American life. Today there are approximately 390 million firearms in the United States.30 The number of firearms exceeds the approximately 253 million cars in our country, as well as the American population.31

			Americans have “a deep and enduring connection to guns. Integrated into the fabric of American society since the country’s earliest days, guns remain a point of pride for many Americans.”32 At least two-thirds of American adults either 1) grew up in a household with guns or lived in a household with guns at some point in their lives, and 2) either currently own a firearm or say that they might own one in the future.33 Seven out of ten adults—including 55 percent of those who have never personally owned a gun—have experience firing guns.34 A super-majority of Americans—including 79 percent of those who do not personally own a firearm—have friends who own guns.35

			Two-thirds of gun owners report that “protection is a major reason they own a gun.”36 About seven in ten cite “hunting” and “sport shooting” (target shooting, trap, and skeet) as reasons.37 Fifty-eight percent of male gun owners go to a shooting range, 37 percent go hunting, 27 percent attend gun shows, 43 percent watch gun-oriented television or videos, 39 percent frequent gun websites, and about one in five participate in online forums or listen to podcasts or radio shows about guns.38

			Americans’ experience with firearms is not only broad, but also runs deep: Three-quarters of Americans who currently own a gun “say they can’t see themselves ever not owning one,” and this holds true “among majorities of gun owners across demographic groups.”39 Seventy-one percent of those who do not currently own a firearm but owned one in the past “say they could see themselves owning a gun in the future.” Indeed, even 52 percent of all non-gun owners say they can envision buying a firearm.40 Three out of four gun owners say owning firearms “is essential to their own sense of freedom.”41 “For today’s gun owners, the right to own guns nearly rivals other rights laid out in the U.S. Constitution in terms of personal salience.”42 They rank the right to own guns as comparable in importance to their individual rights to privacy, freedom of speech, freedom of religion, and the right to vote.43 Like the founding generation that won the Revolution and wrote the Bill of Rights, contemporary American gun owners regard the right to bear arms as “the true palladium of liberty” in our republic.44 Interestingly, gun owners and non-gun owners share common ground with respect to the rest of the Bill of Rights: they “tend to agree on other top-tier constitutional rights. Roughly equal shares say freedom of speech, the right to vote, the right to privacy, and freedom of religion are essential to their own sense of freedom.”45

			This broad public support for firearms ownership is not merely a product of the political influence of the National Rifle Association. Although the NRA is the oldest civil rights organization in the nation, its advocacy is not the source of Americans’ commitment to the Second Amendment—it is the other way around. Fewer than one in five American gun owners are a member of the NRA.46 The Second Amendment owes its place in American constitutional discourse not to pundits or posturing, but to millions of individual citizens unabashedly insisting on a right that is expressly reserved to them in the Bill of Rights. In fact, “[o]ne in six gun owners have used a gun to defend themselves.”47 

			Thus the right to keep and bear arms is not legal theory—it is lived experience. The widespread ownership of private firearms does far more than help deter full-on tyrannical government and limit the damage terrorists can do. It also provides a powerful, quiet deterrent for the restriction of countless other rights that Americans take for granted. Most Europeans long ago shrugged and counted those rights as lost.

			Did you know that it is illegal—outright illegal—to homeschool children in Germany? As the Catholic News Agency has reported, the German government will “criminally punish families who homeschool with fines or even imprisonment.”48

			In Britain, people go to prison for saying or doing things that authorities deem offensive to religious ethnic groups. In 2017, The Stream reported:

			Kevin Crehan is dead at 35. He perished as an enemy of the British state, the victim of de facto judicial murder. Crehan was in prison for a tasteless prank: offended perhaps by the aggressive demands of immigrant Muslims in Britain for the imposition of sharia law, Crehan left a bacon sandwich on the front steps of a mosque. For that he was sentenced to one year in a prison full of violent Muslim criminals who knew about his prank, with no protective custody. (The cause of his death is still unclear.)

			In a bitter twist, Julian Lambert, the judge who sentenced Crehan for his crime, in 2015 gave a sentence of only two years to a member of a pedophile rape gang that preyed on toddlers and a baby. So, in 2017, that baby rapist will be a free man, while Kevin Crehan, Englishman, sleeps in the English earth.49

			In France, people pay hefty fines for criticizing the government’s immigration policy. Robert Menard, mayor of the southern town of Beziers, was prosecuted, convicted, and fined two thousand euros. His “crime”? He said, “In a class in the city centre of my town, 91% of the children are Muslims. Obviously, this is a problem. There are limits to tolerance.”50 Whether you agree with the substance of Menard’s comments is irrelevant. What is important is that the government made him a criminal and punished him for expressing a personal opinion with which the government disagreed.

			In New Zealand, it is a major crime to merely possess a manifesto of a mass shooter, and you can go to prison for years if you possess a video of a shooting.51 In April 2019, New Zealand’s chief censor banned a manifesto reportedly written by the terrorist behind the fatal attacks in Christchurch, then charged journalists and academics $102.20 to take a peek at a printed copy. New Zealand has its own “chief censor”? Why does a free country like New Zealand need a chief censor? Regardless, the manifesto was officially classified as “objectionable,” and journalists and academics had to apply to look at it. They needed to state their qualifications, intentions, and reasons to read the document and needed to pay a nonrefundable $102.20 fee.52

			The elitists of today’s intolerant left would dearly love to impose such restrictions in America—and are trying. But here, because of our long tradition of strong individual rights backed up by an armed citizenry, the social controllers still have to be sneaky. They get people thrown off Facebook. They try to get them fired. They harass them and their children. But the government is still pretty far from trying to impose European Union-style censorship. A central part of why is that our citizens can push back. They consider their homes their castles. They can fight off a home invasion, for instance—unlike in Britain.
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