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Praise for In Defense of the Second Amendment





“A truly independent life, in fact life itself, pivots on the right and implementation of keeping and bearing arms. Unarmed and helpless is unarmed and helpless, and no man has any right whatsoever to force that upon another man. Case closed.”


—Ted Nugent, hunter, rock star, and bestselling author of God, Guns, & Rock ’n’ Roll; Kill It & Grill It; and Ted, White, and Blue: The Nugent Manifesto


“In Defense of the Second Amendment is easy to understand and a great resource for anyone doing impartial and unbiased research. Correia uses a no-nonsense approach, adds a touch of humor, and does away with the usual complex legal jargon to support the Second Amendment against the ideology of the far left. He educates the openminded reader who wants to form his or her own opinion, details how gun laws are circumvented by criminals, and explains why they are unreliable from the get-go. I’m particularly impressed by how he sees through the media’s political agenda with its one-sided catcalls of racism and right-wing extremism against those who stand up for their rights. Self-defense is absolutely a human right, and this right—your right—should not depend on someone else’s feelings!”


—Kendall Jones, Turning Point USA contributor and conservationist


“You’ll never read a more interesting or enjoyable book about gun rights and regulation. Every gun rights supporter should have this book both for the fun it offers and for the intellectual ammunition it provides. Highly recommended!”


—Glenn Harlan Reynolds, Beauchamp Brogan Distinguished Professor of Law, University of Tennessee, and founder of the InstaPundit blog


“In a time when the Supreme Court seems to be the only government organization with a basic understanding of the Constitution and Second Amendment, it’s essential that we all understand our rights as enumerated in the Second Amendment. Having a guide to help us all understand what it says—and means—is critical. If you have the facts, you don’t need to get emotional to make your case. And when it comes to our rights, facts matter.”


—Jim Shepherd, publisher, The Outdoor Wire Digital Network


“Those who incrementally attack the Second Amendment are intent on depriving us of the right to defend our families, property, and liberty. Larry Correia exposes this creeping authoritarianism and offers a scorching moral and legal defense of our oldest right. In Defense of the Second Amendment is a must-read for anyone who still values the Constitution.”


—David Harsanyi, senior editor, The Federalist, and author of First Freedom: A Ride Through America’s Enduring History with the Gun


“In Defense of the Second Amendment is a refreshing read filled with concrete information concerning the Second Amendment. Correia points out with verve and humor the ridiculous arguments that the gun control side uses to chip away our constitutional protections of the rights of every human being. He points out the danger of red flag laws and powerfully explains how we who defend our rights can effectively and compassionately make the case for gun ownership with women and minorities. With a plethora of real-world examples of self-defense during the pandemic, the book welcomes (and helps to equip) the eight million–plus new gun owners we gained during the pandemic. Correia gives us the tools to make the modern case as to why gun rights are both women’s rights and civil rights—a cause I have been passionately advocating for years.”


—Antonia Okafor Cover, founder of Empowered 2A and National Women’s Outreach Director for Gun Owners of America


“Larry Correia tells the simple truth in In Defense of the Second Amendment: ‘Nothing stops a madman with a gun, but a good guy with a gun.’ It’s the best explanation of why gun sales are booming as Americans realize they’re on their own to stop crime as it happens. American citizens are the real first responders.”


—Jim Scoutten, Shooting USA
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A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.









Note to reader: Book publishing takes time, and since this went to press, the U.S. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives has likely changed its regulations because, well, as an organization it is malicious, capricious, malignantly dysfunctional, and generally sucks. Make sure you check the current rules.










Foreword by Nick Searcy


Before I met Larry Correia, bestselling author, I met Larry Correia, vicious, bloodthirsty serial Twitter murderer.


I didn’t know who Larry was when I first befriended him on social media. I just knew he tore up silly leftist dumbasses on the internet the way Michael Moore tore up extra-large supreme meatza pizzas. And Larry did so hilariously, with biting sarcasm, incisive wit, and invincible logic. I immediately saw him as an irreplaceable ally in the never-ending Twitter War, and I felt a kinship, as both of us do not play with leftist idiots well. We both had waded into the social media sewer with all our guns blazing, laughing hysterically as we slaughtered stupid Democrat-worshipping brainwashed losers day after day, laughing all the way.


It was only later that I realized that Larry was also a great and prolific fiction writer, with an output as long as my acting resume, and that Larry was exactly the rare kind of conservative I had been saying for years that we needed—the conservative who created art, the conservative who entered the world of storytelling, a world that for too long had been ceded to zombified leftists like Stephen King, Don Winslow, and other once-talented writers whose works had become predictable groaners because of their seemingly irresistible need to infuse them with trite, unrealistic, virtue-signaling leftist ideology.


As a fellow warrior in a creative field myself, the world of cinematic storytelling, I felt I had found a brother.


In reading Larry’s Monster Hunter novels, you realize that underpinning all the exciting action, banter, and bloodshed there is a strong, sensible moral code—a code that goes beyond mere legality and enters the realm of right and wrong. Often the hero in a Correia work steps outside of the framework of the law—which, if followed to the letter, would have allowed evil to triumph—and makes a moral choice that might technically be illegal.


At the same time that I was reading Larry’s books, I was involved in a television show called Justified that featured a main character, Raylan Givens, who also frequently stepped outside of what the law dictated he should do and did what his conscience told him was the right thing to do. And, since I played Raylan’s boss, I was the one who ultimately had to decide when I would let Raylan break the law to do the right thing and when I would bust him because he had gone too far.


You see, the law itself is not capable of stopping evil from happening. It is only there to punish the perpetrator after the crime has gone down—which means that the victims are already dead, or raped, or had their life and property destroyed, et cetera, and it is too late to save them.


Which is why the Second Amendment is the only thing that makes Americans capable of preventing pure evil from victimizing them. A law will not and cannot do it.


There are laws against murder. Murders still happen. Same with rape, armed robbery, breaking and entering, car theft, and on and on. The only thing a law can do is punish a criminal after an innocent has been victimized—and in Democrat-run cities with no-cash bail and corrupt prosecutors, the law won’t even do that.


The Democrats—and some leftist Republicans—who are pushing all these gun laws know this. They know that all the gun laws they can dream up will apply only to people who obey them. Criminals, by definition, will not obey laws. So why are they doing it when they know it won’t stop criminals?


This may come as a shock to you—and it may not—but the anti-gun people are not concerned about criminals. They really don’t care what the lawbreakers do, and when you see them drooling over every mass shooting before the bodies are even identified as just another opportunity to advance their agenda, they prove that. Their hysterical gun laws are targeted, with a laser focus, only at law-abiding gun owners. The red dots from the infrared sights on the anti-gunners’ figurative AR-15s (which they stupidly still think stands for Assault Rifle-15) will never be on the chests of the mass shooters, or the serial killers, or the armed robbers or rapists or pedophiles, but solely on their true prey: the legal American gun owners who believe in the right to self-defense, the right to bear arms, and the right to protect their families, their properties, and themselves with force.


Because the ultimate goal of the Left is to outlaw self-defense.


They want you unable to defend your life with deadly force, even when a criminal is coming for your life with deadly force. Why? Because then they know you will be totally dependent, for your safety, for your health care, for your food, for every single thing that makes you able to exist, on the totalitarian government that they intend to install.


Think I’m exaggerating? Leftists have done this all over the world, in North Korea, in Cuba, in Venezuela, in the USSR, and now even in Australia, England, and Canada. And they will do it here if we let them.


Larry Correia understands this, and he imbues his fiction with this powerful idea, and that is why it has resonated with so many throughout the world—because, unlike leftist fiction, it makes sense.


And now he has turned his sights on a nonfictional defense of the Second Amendment. I want the whole world to read it. Like Larry’s fiction, this book will knock you on your ass, make you laugh, and steel your resolve to never let the good, law-abiding people of this nation become disarmed and helpless in the face of government tyranny.


I am proud to stand with Larry Correia in defending the Second Amendment, and when you read this book, you will be too.


Bring it on.


—Nick Searcy


July 23, 2022










Chapter One Guns and Vultures



Every time there is a mass murder event, the vultures launch. It’s fascinating in a sickening way. A bunch of people get killed, and within minutes the same crew of anti-gun zealots shows up all over the news and social media, pushing the same tired proposals that we’ve either tried before or logic tells us simply can’t work. With zero hesitation they strike while the iron is hot, trying to push through legislation before there can be any coherent thought about the repercussions. We’ve seen this over and over and over again. We saw them succeed in England. We saw them succeed in Australia and New Zealand. We’ve seen it succeed here before.


Yet when anyone from my side responds to these ghouls, then we’re shouted at that we’re insensitive and how dare we speak about politics in this moment of tragedy. We should just shut our stupid mouths out of respect for the dead… while they are free to promote policies that will simply lead to a higher body count next time. If gun rights organizations say something, they are bloodthirsty monsters, and if they don’t say anything, then their silence is damning guilt. It is hypocritical in the extreme, and when I speak out against this, I’m called every name in the book, they say I want dead children in schools and malls, or they wish death upon my family. If I focus on logic or rationality, I’m a cold-hearted monster. If I become angry because they are promoting policies that are flawed and will accomplish the exact opposite of their stated goals, then I am a horrible person for being angry. Perhaps I shouldn’t be allowed to own guns at all.


The vultures never hesitate to lie or emotionally manipulate decent, well-meaning people who just want to keep their communities safe. They prey on the public’s good intentions and lack of knowledge. If you question them, they’ll browbeat you into silence. They don’t want debate. They want compliance.


As soon as one of these awful events hits the news, my feed fills with “ban all guns,” “damn the NRA,” “hateful Christians,” “Republican murderers,” “evil MAGA,” “white men are the real killers,” or some other attack on whatever demographic is most convenient for the media to despise that week. Of course this demographic blame is assigned before anybody has a clue who the killer was.


Anytime there’s another mass murder, usually in a place with strict gun control, almost always in a gun-free zone, they swoop in. During election years we’ve even seen the situations where the Democrat candidates have called for more gun control while the shooting was still happening. It’s reflexive and pervasive. Details never matter. They want what they want, and they’ll latch onto any tragedy as fast as possible to get it.


Most reasonable people just want to fix problems. But the vultures? They don’t care. There’s a crisis, they want to get something out of it. Stimulus, response. Strike while emotions are high. Some want control. Others just want to posture. The ones who are aware enough to understand that their proposals will actively make things worse are the vilest kind of scum.


Every member of the gun culture watches as these events unfold and thinks, Hell, here we go again. It is sad, but when these things happen, my people are following the news, and before we can even begin to process what’s happening, we all end up thinking some variation of Please don’t let the bad guy be someone the news can somehow make out to be like me… Even though the vast majority of the time the shooter isn’t one of us, has nothing to do with us, and (in reality) people like us are the last line of defense against them, it doesn’t matter. We know we’re going to get blamed.


Then they’ll attack us, hound us, insult us, legislate against us, and, if they can, disarm us in more ways and places—so decent folks can be even more incapable of defending themselves the next time somebody who isn’t us does something evil. Repeat. Repeat. Repeat.


Then they reveal who the shooter is.


If he is a member of any group that can possibly be tied to their political enemies, no matter how tenuously, they continue as before. If he is a delusional lunatic with no discernable political philosophy at all, they assign him to us. However, if the killer clearly aligns with their regular causes…


Immediately the same exact people who’d just been screeching about evil Tea Party, racist, hate-monger, right-wing, cis-hetero, whatever phantoms begin urging calm and saying not to jump to conclusions. It isn’t fair to tar a big group because of the actions of a few. Watch out for that hateful rhetoric because you might inflame people.


Sure, they had no problem making sweeping generalizations and “inflaming” half the country a few minutes ago… but that’s okay. Because when the vultures talk about how violent and bloodthirsty the other side is, they’re just virtue signaling for their tribe. If my people were a fraction as evil and hateful as they portray us, they’d never say a word. They do it because they know it is safe to do so.


If you hear about a mass killing happening on the news, and then it suddenly vanishes the next day, with almost no national coverage, that tells you what you need to know. This is so common and ham-fisted that it has become a running joke. If an insane white racist kills ten people, we’re going to have to listen to sanctimonious lectures and demands for gun control for months. If an insane black racist kills ten people, it drops off the news within twenty-four hours.


Of course the media will act all offended like this isn’t the case. How dare you insinuate that their coverage is biased? But it’s painfully, awkwardly, stupidly biased, and everyone who has paid any attention knows it.


There have been mass killings attempted by BLM supporters and Bernie Bros,1 yet when I mention those cases to the zealots who act like this “epidemic of violence” has a single source, I’m met with clueless stares because they haven’t heard of those. In 2016 in Dallas, a psycho gunned down five cops and then got taken out by a bomb robot2—that’s the kind of lurid sensationalism our sleazy media love. Yet that case got memory holed because the identity and politics of the killer weren’t convenient for the narrative at the time.


Mass killers come from all races, philosophies, and walks of life. No one demographic has a monopoly on disaffected, listless, angry losers who want to make a statement. Except that’s never how it is portrayed because our media and politicians have a scam to push.


We have all seen the memes and trash articles about how there is some crazy-high number of mass shootings annually. I’ve seen some saying that we have had over three hundred mass shootings a year, and there are political cartoons claiming there have been over 340 in the first half of this year.3 This is a nonsense number cooked up to sell a narrative, and the only way they can get that number is by torturing the definition of mass shooting to any events where multiple people got shot, including things like family murder-suicides, or rival drug dealers having a gun fight. The actual number of events that fit the commonly understood definition is, as I’ll show, between two and twelve in any given recent year, a tiny fraction of what the media is trying to sell.


Even then, if you stick with their ridiculous redefining of the terms, most of those three hundred “mass shootings” took place in jurisdictions with extremely strict gun control laws, like Chicago, Baltimore, and Washington, D.C.4 By this new ridiculous standard, most mass shootings happen in cities that haven’t elected a Republican in generations—yet who gets blamed for this “epidemic of violence”? The people in red states of course. Where we own piles of guns and have crime rates similar to Canada’s.


I hate to break it to you, but no matter how many restrictions you put on gun ownership in Iowa, people in San Francisco are still going to get shot.


I can’t accentuate enough how profoundly dishonest this behavior is. Everything the news reports is filtered through the prism of How can I milk this for political gain?


For example, the shooting in San Bernardino in 2015? Straight up terrorism.5 Like dictionary-definition terrorism—violent-extremists-inspired-by-foreign-terror-organizations-preaching-about-martyrdom-style terrorism. But nope, terrorism wasn’t hot right then. So the narrative became “workplace violence,” which obviously shows a need for more gun control. If you think two coordinated, bomb-building killers just suddenly sprang into existence because of an argument at a Christmas party, you’re either smoking crack or you are an avid CNN viewer.


No amount of gun control matters to a jihadist. I’ve talked a lot about how criminals don’t care about the law. Terrorists are criminals on steroids. Militant, suicidally dedicated death cultists are in it to win it, and they aren’t going away anytime soon. But hey, let’s make even more places gun-free zones! That’ll show them.


I’m not naïve enough to think that if some random bystander at that particular event had been armed with a concealed weapon everything would have turned out peachy. That’s foolish. The only constant about gun fights is that they suck for somebody. However, a good guy with a gun might make a difference. The willfully ignorant will trot out their hypothetical worst-case scenarios about how an armed citizen would only make things worse, demonstrating their childlike grasp of the subject. It’s difficult to make mass butchery worse. At best, you might end the threat. And if not—congratulations, you were at least a speed bump.


When everybody is legally disarmed, the only people who will be armed are the bad guys. Bad guys love that. That shooting happened in California, which has some of the strictest gun control laws in the country. Those laws ensure your only options are to run, hide, or hope. California had what is known as “may issue” CCW—a racist system where only the rich or connected are allowed to be armed—and since no movie stars or tech company CEOs were there that day, the terrorists were guaranteed their victims would be unable to shoot back (CCW stands for “carrying a concealed weapon”). California has an assault weapons ban. The terrorists didn’t care. California has high-capacity-magazine bans. The terrorists didn’t care. California has got all sorts of ridiculous rules with registries, approval lists, mandatory locks, safety tests, bullet buttons, and other forms of voodoo completely unintelligible to red-state America, but the terrorists still didn’t care.


Of course they didn’t. Because when an evil man is planning a one-way trip to commit a couple hundred felonies, including mass murder, he loves gun control laws. Gun control protects the bad guys. That gun-free-zone sign means they’re going to get several uninterrupted minutes of carnage footage on their GoPro to stream to their propaganda websites before the cops arrive.


So what is the vultures’ solution? Make the killers mission even easier. Further disarm the target populace. That will show them. Let’s have a special report about how all of California’s idiotic gun laws that utterly failed need to become mandatory in every other state. It’s not like this doesn’t happen all over the world—Paris, Mumbai, Beslan, and coming soon to a gun-free zone near you. There are hundreds of shootings and bombings in Africa and Asia that don’t even make our news because they don’t help the vulture narrative, so most Americans never even hear about them.


The media needs Americans to think that mass killings are a uniquely American experience when they clearly aren’t. If they can’t find a way to milk the American people for those tragedies, why bother covering them?


One thing that can always be counted on, whenever there is a mass killing by someone from a demographic that doesn’t benefit the narrative, just wait a few days… and then watch for the inevitable articles about how the real threat in America is dangerous “right-wing extremists.” If there’s not a new article, an older one will suddenly become popular again. This is as reliable as clockwork. Uh-oh. There was a shooting that didn’t benefit our current political goals. Quick share this link that asks, Who are the real monsters? Clearly the answer is always Americans who own guns. No matter what the question is, the answer is always to give the vultures more power.


Sure, a few seconds of cursory research will show that these articles about the latest looming threat are statistical bunk. Just like they conveniently redefine “terrorism,” “workplace violence,” “gun safety,” and “mass shootings” whenever it is convenient, they cherry-pick every regular, run-of-the-mill, violent crime involving some angry white dude and label it “right-wing extremism” or “white supremacy.” Of course, they could do the same thing with every violent crime involving some angry black dude and label it “black extremism,” but that would be racist.


The vultures like a nice, simplistic, easily digestible narrative: People we don’t like are violent trash, so you all need to give up your rights and give us more control, and we promise this time we will protect you. Sure, we’re the same government that fails constantly, but you should be helpless and count on us to be your only line of defense.


Except reality is complicated, and there’s more to violent crime than just “guns exist.” Like poverty, education, drug abuse, where you live, and what violent subcultures you belong to. Crime is an extremely messy issue. Anybody who boils it all down to one root cause is trying to sell you something. In this case, they’re selling gun control. Judging by how Americans purchase enough guns any given week now to arm the entire Marine Corps, apparently we aren’t buying that narrative.


I’ve seen people freak out about recent gun sales numbers, how Americans buying guns shows “fear.” Well, no kidding. Every time some evil dirtbag shoots up something, we’re afraid politicians are going to ban everything. Nothing makes Americans want something like telling us we shouldn’t have it, so whenever Joe Biden bloviates on the topic, gun sales go through the roof.


The vultures like their simple, repetitive formula. Everything bad is the fault of the people they don’t like. You should be scared of who they want you to be scared of. Now give them more power. That’s why they love racially motivated killers. Having one of those scumbags go on a rampage is like Christmas to the vultures.


In that awful moment after the shooting starts, you don’t care about the killer’s motivation. It doesn’t matter if he’s hurting people because of their religion, politics, skin color, or because he didn’t have a father figure, or the neighbor’s dog told him to do it. What matters is putting him down. And the faster you can do that, the better.


The vultures hate when regular people fight back and prevail. They do their best to stomp on those cases. Stories of armed self-defense get squashed so thoroughly that they’ve convinced many low-information voters that the concept of a “good guy with a gun” is a myth. We have repeatedly seen that while the news is covering a mass casualty event, there will be other attempts within a week or two after, only the bad guy gets immediately ventilated by a bystander, and the vultures pretend it never happened. If those make the national news, it is only in passing, briefly, and then they’re gone and forgotten.


The media shares part of the responsibility because they give these killers the fame they desire, but their culpability is even worse than you first think. By burying the stories where wannabe killers promptly get shot in the face by a local and die a pathetic and ignominious death, they remove the chance for shame. If all an aspiring killer goes by is what he sees on the internet, then he will believe he’s going to be an unstoppable force until the cops eventually arrive in five to seventy-seven minutes. How about instead of promising them fame and importance, the media shows the ones who get gunned down by a grandma and end up as big a failure in death as they were in life?


But of course the vultures don’t want aspiring killers to have second thoughts. More incidents and higher body counts get clicks and pass laws.


No matter how biased you think the press is, they’re actually worse. They actively bury stories about armed self-defense to such an extent that even though defensive gun uses (DGUs) are far more common than murders,6 their reporting favors the latter in an absurd ratio.


Dr. John Lott wrote in 2021: “As of Aug. 10, America’s five largest newspapers—the New York Times, Washington Post, Los Angeles Times, USA Today, and the Wall Street Journal—have published a combined total of 10 news stories this year reporting a civilian using a gun to successfully stop a crime, according to a search of the Nexis database of news stories. By contrast, those same newspapers had a total of 1,743 news stories containing the keywords ‘murder’ or ‘murdered’ or ‘murders’ and ‘gunfire,’ ‘shot,’ or ‘shots.’ Including articles with the word ‘wounded,’ the total rises to 2,764.”7


They’ve sold you a lie.


The vulture punditry even attacks prayer now. A horrible thing happens, and people offer their thoughts and prayers. It’s just something that decent people do when they can’t actively change the situation. But now the vultures won’t even allow for that basic human kindness. It’s go all in on gun control with them or you are a terrible person.


Hating prayer is particularly ironic, considering all the politicians and reporters praying every time there’s a shooting that the bad guys turn out to be some right-wing, gun-nut Trump voters. While the vultures actively mock decent people, the anti-gun zealots are the ones exercising faith in the false idols of gun control.


Meanwhile, the gun culture wants all Americans to take advantage of their Second Amendment rights. We think you should go buy guns and get your concealed weapons permits too, that way you can be useful when a psycho decides to shoot up your neighborhood. Oh wait, sorry. Those of you who live in corrupt blue cities don’t get to exercise those rights because the politicians you elected want you disarmed so they can feel safe.


They don’t care if you get slaughtered as you’re helpless and unable to fight back, because then they’ll hold a press conference, capitalizing on your death for personal gain before your corpse is even cold.


Wow. Why is it my people are the bad guys again?





When former prime minister of Japan, Shinzo Abe, was brutally murdered by an attacker armed with a homemade shotgun constructed out of pipes and a board and held together with electrical tape, President Joe Biden’s statement about the killing immediately after the assassination declared that “gun violence always leaves a deep scar on the communities that are affected by it.”8


In speaking to the press afterwards, he barely expressed perfunctory condolences before rambling off some factually incorrect stats about America’s gun crime, and some equally incorrect stats about Japan’s lack of murders.9 As if our two countries aren’t an apples-and-oranges comparison. Japan is a super-homogenous society isolated on its own islands, while America is a giant country made up of hundreds of cultures spread across fifty very different states, next door to a narco state with a border our government can’t control. I’m pretty sure the Japanese wouldn’t have rioted over George Floyd, and if they had, the Japanese police wouldn’t have put up with their cities being on fire for months over it. Of course we have different crime rates.


Japan is not us. They’ve had gun control essentially since the Portuguese introduced firearms there five centuries ago.10 If Japanese criminals felt like having guns, they’d have them. Their crime is not like our crime. Their organized crime organizations have rules governing civility, and if Japan had a single neighborhood in the entire country half as rowdy as inner-city Baltimore, the Japanese authorities would promptly bulldoze it into the sea. They have a government registry for swords. Japan is one of the only countries with a population polite and accommodating enough to accept that level of control.


Despite all that, one scumbag just conclusively demonstrated that even the strictest gun control laws in the world are utterly useless against a determined attacker. And he did it with black powder he probably stole from fireworks, ignited by a battery.


Yet the zealots can’t help themselves. They reflexively use the political assassination of a beloved world leader to awkwardly push their current domestic agenda. Because everything is about the narrative.





As I was editing this manuscript, an event occurred that is a perfect example of the vulture phenomenon. There was an attempted mass shooting at a mall in Greenwood, Indiana. The bad guy was able to kill three before being interrupted by a twenty-two-year-old who was legally carrying a pistol thanks to Indiana’s brand-new constitutional carry law. The hero dropped the bad guy before he could hurt anyone else, and the local police labeled him a Good Samaritan. Somehow this story managed to slip past the vulture media and went viral to be seen by the masses.11


And the anti-gun zealots lost their minds.


If you care enough to dive into the cesspool of social media, the days following the Good Samaritan’s heroic actions provided a profound look at the banality of evil. Don’t take my word for it. Go look for yourself. There was an endless parade of butt hurt from the anti-gun camp.


Why were they so outraged that this heroic young man had killed a lunatic before he could murder more innocent people?


It was bad for their narrative.


They were furious that there was a clear example of a “good guy with a gun.” That’s supposed to be a myth. Sure, we have hundreds of examples where regular armed citizens stopped violent criminals in the act, but the media crushes those in order to keep the public ignorant.


There were pathetic attempts at moral equivalence because the mall had a No Guns Allowed sign. It was supposed to be a gun-free zone, and this armed citizen carried a gun inside anyway! Clearly he’s just as big a villain as the mass murderer!


I wish I was exaggerating, but I’m not. One idiot wrote, “This business posted a policy, clearly stating weapons were not allowed on that private property. He violated it just like the shooter did. That is not a ‘good Samaritan.’ ” Another moron (who had PhD after her name) tweeted, “Both the assailant and that ‘brave armed citizen’ carried weapons into a gun free zone. Hope this young man is charged.”12


Violating the sanctity of their little No Guns Allowed signs was just as big a sin to them as murder.


A sane and rational person’s takeaway from this situation would be that gun-free zones are pointless and everybody else in that mall should be thankful the good guy ignored the signs. Unfortunately for the zealots, Indiana state law says those signs are meaningless suggestions with no force of law behind them anyway. At most, if the person carrying a concealed weapon is seen by management, he can be asked to leave, and failure to do so would constitute trespassing.13


So basically you can risk death… or a lifetime ban from Gap. Tough call.


Shannon Watts, spokes-harpy for the astroturf anti-gun organization, Moms Demand Action for Gun Sense in America (which is an incredibly stupid name), was especially upset and wrote, “I don’t know who needs to hear this but when a 22-year-old illegally brings a loaded gun into a mall and kills a mass shooter armed with an AR-15 after he already killed three people and wounded others is not a ringing endorsement of our implementation of the Second Amendment.”14


That sounds like she was upset more people weren’t killed. Death is good politics for them. They need higher body counts to cause panic and get votes.


However this vapid creature’s tweet helped set the narrative the rest ran with. It was “illegal” for the good guy to be armed. Only it turns out it wasn’t, and even if it had been, so what? Aren’t innocent lives more important than your stupid, little feel-good sign?


She also seems disturbed the good guy was twenty-two years old, as if that makes any difference.


Her next bit is even more nefarious. She claims that because the bad guy killed several people before the good guy could stop him the idea of an armed citizen ending a murderer’s spree before the murderer can kill anyone else somehow suspect. The pretzel of spiteful illogic defies untangling. But believe it or not, this take became the narrative of the day.


That’s so despicable it makes me want to puke.


We will delve into this in far greater detail later, but it is clear what stops mass killers is a violent response. The faster it is delivered, the better. But even if you are there when it starts, humans still have reaction times. We have to process information in a chaotic situation and then act on it. The aggressor sets the terms, and unless you see them coming, he has the advantage of surprise. Yet it came out that between the moment the bad guy opened fire and the point the Good Samaritan dropped him a mere fifteen seconds elapsed.15


By any measure this young man did fantastic. He outperformed the entire Uvalde PD by himself.


If anybody were crazy enough to follow Shannon Watts’s recommendations, the killer wouldn’t have had fifteen seconds, he’d have fifteen minutes. Then the vultures could have more blood to dance in.


Remember, armed citizens are like seat belts. They don’t prevent crashes. They mitigate damage. Only that’s not good enough for Moms Demand Action. It seems like they crave more death. That way they can get a bunch of useless laws passed that will disarm the Good Samaritans and do absolutely nothing to stop the bad guys. They take away the seat belts and say, That’s okay, we’ll just declare that cars are no longer allowed to wreck ever again.


Some of these mopes were even upset that the police called him a Good Samaritan. Because Samaritans are supposed to be meek and nonviolent. I’m sure whoever came up with that narrative is a devout Biblical scholar!


But once it came out that the Good Samaritan (yeah, I’ll still call him that—deal with it) hadn’t broken any gun-free-zone laws, the narrative quickly shifted to Shannon Watt’s dishonest take on how “good guys with guns” are failures because they can’t stop the bad guys before they demonstrate they are bad. Well neither can all our laws and the power of the government apparently, so I suppose we should just hang it up then and let them kill as many people as they feel like until the cops arrive.


There was a political cartoon, showing the grim reaper keeping score, with one side filled with hash marks for hundreds of “mass shootings in America” and one single mark under “mass shootings stopped by a good guy with a gun.” This was of course immediately shared by lying scumbag reporters spouting nonsense like “348 Mass Shootings in half a year is 348 too many mass shootings. One ‘Good Samaritan’ doesn’t make this ok.”16


What blatant liars. We’ve already gone over how they arrive at that ridiculously inflated number, and the “One Good Samaritan” bit is also a preposterous lie. We have hundreds of examples of armed citizens stopping bad guys early in events that might have developed into mass shootings, all the way up to events where the aggressor clearly intended to stack as many bodies as possible only to get gunned down before he could reach his goals.


So in the sick, depraved mind of an anti-gun vulture, everything counts as a mass shooting, and nothing counts as stopping one.





Regardless of your politics you really should care about the Second Amendment. In November 2016, a few days after Donald Trump got elected, I wrote an article that went viral titled “A Handy Guide for Liberals Who Are Suddenly Interested in Gun Ownership.”17


That blog post contained a lot of the same information I’ve put into this book about how to get armed and trained. My tone was pretty flippant, but in my defense I had gotten rather tired of listening to people who I knew had been vehemently anti-gun their entire lives suddenly shifting gears and histrionically crying about how they were going to arm up in order to battle the second coming of Satan-Hitler before they all got loaded into cattle cars and shipped to the gulag.


Despite my enjoying their wailing and gnashing of teeth, the Second Amendment is for them too, so I did try to provide helpful advice about how to become responsible gun owners. It was rather fun to watch a certain idiotic editor from a big New York City publisher (whom I’ve known for many years and who has been rabidly anti-gun the entire time) panic and begin sharing gun articles he’d found on the internet with titles like, “What’s The Best AR-15 to Buy?” My response was, “None of those, dummy, because every single thing on that list is illegal in New York City and you voted to make it that way.”


When it comes to the regularly proposed Do-Somethings, whatever your politics, whomever you are voting for this next election, just imagine the hated other side wins. Would you trust their guy with the ability to deprive you of your rights? If you’re thinking your sainted choice would never do that, but the crooked, conniving candidate on the other side would totally abuse such a power, then maybe it is a really stupid power to give anybody.


In this book we will talk a lot about using firearms for self-defense, but ultimately the Second Amendment is about protecting ourselves from tyranny. This is how I explained it in my handy guide for liberals:




What about Doomsday?


Now the elephant in the room. I’ve seen a lot of you going on about how terrified you are for all your “marginalized” friends, that the government is going to turn tyrannical and genocidal, and murder them by the million. I don’t think that’s actually going to happen, but let’s say it did. We’re talking full on Gestapo-Stasi jack boots and cattle car time. Bear with me through this hypothetical situation, that stuff about ability/opportunity/immediate threat is actually happening, but it is systematically being carried out by agents of the state against its own citizens. I’m talking war in the streets.


I keep seeing you guys saying that you’re going to “fight harder.” No offense, but bullshit. What are you going to do? Call more innocent bystanders racists? Post more articles from Salon even harder? Have a protest and burn your local CVS? Block more freeways with your bodies? Guess what. If the government has actually gone full tyrannical, they’re just going to machine-gun your dumbass in the street. They are going to drive through your roadblock, and your bodies will grease the treads of their tanks.


That’s what actual tyrants do. So despite your bitching, virtue signaling, and panic attacks, we’re a long way off of that.


There is a saying that has long been common in my half of the country. There are four boxes to be used in defense of liberty: soap, ballot, jury, and ammo. Please use in that order. You can debate, vote, and go to court in order to get things changed. You only go ammo box when those other things no longer work, because once you do, there is no going back.


God willing, America never gets to that point, because if we ever go to war with ourselves again, then it will be a bloodbath the like of which the world has never seen. We have foolishly created a central government so incomprehensibly powerful that to stop it from committing genocide would require millions of capable citizens to rise up and fight.


Congratulations. Now you understand why the Framers put the Second Amendment in there. It is the kill switch on the Republic, and everyone with a clue prays we never have to use it.


Right now you guys are angry and talking a lot of shit. This is all new to you. My side is the one with the guns, training, and the vast majority of the combat vets, and we really don’t want our government to get so out of control that this ever happens. Only fools wish for a revolution. But that big red button is still there in case of emergency because if a nation as powerful as America ever turned truly evil then the future is doomed. As Orwell said, “if you want a picture of the future, imagine a boot stamping on a human face—forever.”


That’s the real meaning of the Second Amendment. So don’t screw around with it. If you do, you’re no better than the fat wannabes running around the woods in their surplus camo and airsoft plate carriers… You don’t get that, but all my gun culture readers know exactly who I’m talking about. They are the morons CNN trots out whenever they need to paint all gun owners as irresponsible, inbred, redneck violent dupes for your benefit.


And spare me the typical talking points about how an AR-15 can’t fight tanks and drones… It’s way beyond the scope of this article, but you don’t have a flipping clue what you’re talking about. Every HuffPo guest columnist thinks they are von Clausewitz. They aren’t.


This Doomsday option is something we never want to use, but which we need to maintain just in case. It is also another reason Hillary lost. One motivator for Americans to vote for Trump was that Hillary hates the Second Amendment. Her husband put the biggest gun ban we’ve ever had in place, and she has been exceedingly clear that she hates guns and would get rid of all of them if she could.


And doing that would push that big red button.


When the already superpowerful government wants to make you even more powerless, that scares the crap out of regular Americans, but you guys have been all in favor of it. Take those nasty guns! Guns are scary and bad. Don’t you stupid rednecks know what’s good for you? The people should live at the whim of the state!


But now that the shoe is on the other foot, and somebody you distrust and fear is in charge for a change, the government having all sorts of unchecked power seems like a really bad idea, huh?


Absolute power in the hands of anyone should terrify you. The Second Amendment is there to make sure the foundation of that power always remains in the hands of the people.18








For a brief and panicked moment, many ardent anti-gunners almost got it. They were so close. But then within a few weeks they had gone back to barfing up their same tired talking points about how only the police are trained enough to have guns and all of us dumb peasants should be disarmed for our own safety because the state will take care of us… and ironically they wrote all that while they had #resist added to their names.


You can’t sway the willfully ignorant, but you can defeat them.
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