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Anti-gunners Launch Campaign to Intimidate U.S. Supreme Court
as Second Amendment Case Looms
For many decades, gun control proponents who saw their fortunes wane in legislatures from coast to coast and
who were unable to get traction with Congress could at least console themselves with the thought that activist courts
had their backs. The Second Amendment, after all, had been all but written out of the U.S. Bill of Rights by law professors and politically-minded judges, as cities and even the U.S. Congress increasingly adopted gun control in the Twentieth Century.
But none of that could change the text, history, or tradition of the Second Amendment, which led to an unbroken and uniquely American embrace of private gun ownership as a defense against crime and tyranny and also gave rise
to the popular understanding of bearing arms as a birthright of U.S. citizenship.
Those facts and that understanding were formally recognized as constitutional doctrine by the U.S. Supreme Court in
the landmark Heller case in 2008.
But the anti-gun orthodoxy, which by then had taken hold of the U.S. legal establishment, would not relent easily. For over a decade courts have generally ignored the holding and reasoning of Heller (and its 2010 followup McDonald) to uphold most of the same gun control whose passage was predicated on the idea that the Second
Amendment had nothing to say about individual gun ownership or use.
Now, however, the Second Amendment is back before a U.S. Supreme Court that features the strongest majority of originalists in modern times. An originalist is simply a judge who believes that constitutional provisions should be
interpreted according to the way they were understood by the public at the time of their adoption (as opposed to proponents of a living constitution, who basically believe the U.S. Constitution has no fixed meaning and should always yield
to what the elite consider the necessities of progress and “good” policy).
This does not bode well for the respondents in the current Supreme Court case, who are stuck with arguing that
the right to “bear arms” somehow allows for state and local officials to impose a “special need” for exercising the right
that effectively screens out most of the law-abiding population.
With a dubious chance of prevailing on the merits, anti-gunners have adopted a tactic of not-so-thinly-veiled
threats to delegitimize and even dismantle the U.S. Supreme Court itself if they don’t get their way.
Proposals to pack the court, to establish term limits for justices, to reduce the Supreme Court’s jurisdiction to
hear cases, or even to abolish the court in its current form are now in vogue on law school campuses, in opinion pieces
of far left media outlets, and even in the U.S. Congress and White House.
These efforts intensified with President Trump’s appointment of three established originalists to the U.S. Supreme Court. They are now reaching a fever pitch as the court embarks on a new term with numerous high-profile issues before it, including the scope of the right to bear arms.
Part and parcel of these efforts is trotting out luminaries of the legal world to lecture the public about the supposedly radical changes these justices are about to unleash on the country. Ironically, however, even these arguments
usually devolve to the idea that the court will simply revert to an earlier status quo that was itself disrupted by activist
decisions that disregarded public opinion, to say nothing of laws enacted by democratically elected legislatures.
For example, a recent op-ed by Erwin Chemerinsky, dean of the University of California Berkeley School of
Law, ominously suggests that the Supreme Court’s current make-up is the result of a sinister plot that dates back to the
Nixon administration.
Besides its over-the-top rhetoric, the article contains blatant legal falsehoods that belie the author’s prestige
and notoriety.
The biggest whopper is Chemerinsky’s statement, “From 1791, when the 2nd Amendment was ratified, until
2008, not one federal, state or local gun regulation was struck down.”
That statement is demonstrably false. Numerous cases invalidated various gun control laws during that time
period.
For example, the Vermont Supreme Court found a license requirement for the carrying of firearms in public
invalid under the state constitution in the 1903 case of State v. Rosenthal. The Green Mountain State has left the public
carry of firearms essentially unregulated ever since.
The Heller decision itself catalogs others examples, including the
IN THIS ISSUE
1846 Georgia Supreme Court case of Nunn v. State (invalidating a
ban on the open carrying of pistols).
EVENTS
PAGE 2 Then there are cases that found gun laws invalid for reasons other
than the Second Amendment or a state right to arms, includLIBERTY NOTES
PAGE 4 ing United States v. Lopez (Supreme Court in 1995 finds Gun Free
School Zones Act exceeded Congress’ Commerce Clause Power)

PRESIDENT’s CORNER

PAGE 5

COURT (Continued on page 3)

PAGE 2

THE BULLET

COMING EVENTS
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Counter the designs of malicious legislators.
Confront the media’s twisted portrayals of gun rights issues.
Politicize and activate gun owners in defense of their rights.
Acquaint the public with the true nature of the Second Amendment.
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6. Train people in basic firearm safety and handgun defense.
7. Sponsor and support pro-gun legislation
8. Make politicians aware that gun owners are awakening from their
accustomed apathy and
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and Printz v. United States (Supreme Court in 1997 invalidates certain provisions of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act under constitutional principles of federalism).
It doesn’t take a law degree to debunk Chemerinsky’s false statement. A simple Internet browser search would
suffice.
The fact that he would make such a statement therefore shows a brand of arrogance that can only come from
one who sees others as inferior to himself and incapable of drawing their own rational and well-research conclusions.
There is no sense in which Chemerinsky’s statement is literally true.
But even if Chemerinsky’s statement is generously interpreted to apply only to laws invalidated under the Second Amendment, it is still false and materially misleading.
First, the above-mentioned Nunn case did rely on the Second Amendment (although it’s true it didn’t invalidate the act in question in its entirety, but only as it applied to open carry).
But the more fundamental point is that any constitutional law professor should know that courts throughout
U.S. history would have seldom had occasion to consider the meaning of the Second Amendment until well into the
20th Century.
The right to keep and bear arms wasn’t particularly controversial or heavily regulated during the Founding and
pre-Civil War eras.
Gun control first gained major traction in the U.S. as Southern states attempted to use prohibitory and licensing laws to selectively disarm freedmen during the Reconstruction era.
New York later followed suit in 1911 with passage of the Sullivan Act requiring a license for handguns. This
time, however, the law was primary aimed at discriminating against Italian immigrants and other newly-arrived supposed undesirables.
Moreover, in 1875, the U.S. Supreme Court specifically held that the Second Amendment applied only to actions by the federal government, which wouldn’t impose any significant gun control law until the 1930s. The Supreme
Court reaffirmed that decision in 1894. Thus, courts were essentially barred by Supreme Court precedent from judging
any gun control law under the Second Amendment for a period of over 50 years.
Heller makes this point itself:
It should be unsurprising that such a significant matter has been for so long judicially unresolved. For most of
our history, the Bill of Rights was not thought applicable to the States, and the Federal Government did not significantly regulate the possession of firearms by law-abiding citizens. … It is demonstrably not true that, as JUSTICE
STEVENS claims, … “for most of our history, the invalidity of Second-Amendment-based objections to firearms regulations has been well settled and uncontroversial.” For most of our history the question did not present itself.
When the U.S. Supreme Court finally revisited the Second Amendment in the 1939 case of U.S. v. Miller, there
was no one even advocating on behalf of the defendant, much less on behalf of the civil right contained in the Second
Amendment. It was a bizarre, one-sided case, with argument presented only by the government. But even at that, the
court still issued a narrow opinion that focused only on what sorts of firearms are protected by the Second Amendment, not on the people actually protected by the right or the scope of the right’s protection for various activities.
Indeed, the court’s opinion assumed that Miller as a private individual not serving in a militia had standing to
raise the right in a case that concerned his transportation of a firearm across state lines. If he or his public transportation of the firearm were outside the scope of the Second Amendment, the court could have easily resolved the case on
those grounds.
Simply put, there is nothing radical or activist about the U.S. Supreme Court now considering whether a person has a right to bear arms for self-defense under the Second Amendment.
What is radical is that any state would claim to have the authority effectively to abolish that right. Indeed, the
vast majority of the states (42 out of 50, accounting for about 75% of the population) and even the District of Columbia
make that right readily available, either through shall-issue licensing schemes or simply by withholding penalties for
those engaging in it.
New York was determined to be an outlier, and it now may face the comeuppance it so richly deserves, one that
may ironically liberate citizens who live in other restrictive states to again exercise their rights to bear.

"The second office of this government is honorable & easy, the first is but a splendid misery." —Thomas Jefferson
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LIBERTY NOTES
By Kevin L. Jamison

It is a Good Day for Liberty.
Have a Merry Christmas. I know where you live.
A sports reporter reported on the success of race car driver Brandon. He claimed that the crowd was shouting
“Lets go Brandon!” They were actually shouting “F—you Biden!” And a new euphemism is born.
There is a report that the administration will pay $450,000 to illegal immigrants. President Biden denounced the
report as garbage news; as opposed to “fake news.” Later reports showed that the administration was negotiating a settlement to the families of illegal aliens separated during the Trump administration. Not quite garbage. Not likely to discourage more illegal immigrants. As an immigration attorney I would be happy to see these people with enough money
to pay their attorney fees. The unintended consequences will create more problems.
A trial in Georgia features two White men who tried to make a citizen’s arrest of a Black man. They killed the man
in the process. Their suspect tried to grab a shotgun from one of the pursuers who fired and killed an unarmed man.
The case is being reported as racism. In support the Georgia citizen’s arrest statute has been traced to 1863 during the
Civil War and therefore racist. Actually, citizen’s arrest statutes date to the “Hue and Cry” of Medieval England. Under
this law every citizen made aware of a fleeing felon was required to drop everything and pursue the criminal with whatever weapons were at hand. Racism is such a handy argument. Doesn’t even have to be true. From now on every selfdefense case will have to overcome the racism charge. Pursuit of a man who may or may not have committed a crime is
dangerous. Making contact with the man is more dangerous. The two pursuing men may have been guilty of bad judgement, I am not at all sure it was murder.
Kyle Rittenhouse is accused of provoking the persons who attacked him. He is denounced as a racist although the
people he shot were all White. Simply by having a gun the prosecution argues that he provoked the mob who thought
(the prosecution claims) he was a mass killer. No one claimed this before the very end of the case when jury instructions
were submitted. In comments about him the same words keep coming up, vigilante, provocation and racist. It is as if
the same talking points are circulated to the usual suspects. He has been found not guilty and the political left has gone
insane. The Wisconsin governor sent in the National Guard to maintain order. If he had done so a year ago there would
have been no Rittenhouse trial.
Kansas City Detective Eric DeValkenaere has been on trial for manslaughter. He responded with his partner to a
report of a car chasing another car at speeds of 90 mph. He pursued the car into Cameron Lamb’s back yard. The Detective says that he saw Mr. Lamb point a handgun at his partner. The detective fired, killing Mr. Lamb. A handgun was
found on the ground beneath Mr. Lamb’s hand, which dangled out of the driver’s window. The prosecution claimed that
the detective had no warrant so had no right to be there. The prosecution claimed that the gun was planted. The detective was convicted of negligent manslaughter. I was going to write a column about the case, but the decision came too
late for me to do a decent job. It will have to wait for next month.
I received my Covid booster on the same day that I received my flu shot. It turns out that it was a bad idea to take
them at the same time. Both medicines careening through my system at the same time in search of disease to destroy
put me out for most of a weekend. Of course, now it is scientifically impossible for me to fall ill.
Missouri held its bear-hunting season with some success. The usual suspects wail and moan about shooting their
teddy bear’s relatives. These are scientifically managed hunts to prevent the bears from overpopulating their range.
Overpopulating their range leads to bear-human encounters and starving bears.
Glen Youngkin won the race for governor in Virginia. He defeated an anti-gun rights Democrat. Towards the end
of the race the Democrats made a claim that Mr. Youngkin was supported by white supremacists. This was supported by
a demonstration of alleged white supremacist demonstrators; one of whom was African American. They cannot even get
a racist demonstration right.
Missourians for Personal Safety held its annual meeting to decide on our legislative priorities for the coming year.
MPS is an umbrella group for the Missouri Grassroots groups. It was reinforced by a representative of the “DC Project.”
This is a female gun rights group. We have the same objectives. They will be of great assistance to the movement.
The gun rights case has been argued in front of the US Supreme Court. A decision is expected in June of 2022.
The media is hysterical with fear about all the terrible things that will happen if the Court rules for the plaintiffs. This is
nonsense. The issue in the case is if there is a Constitutional right to have a license to carry a gun in public. The Court’s
decision will be confined to this issue. It will not allow criminals to have guns. It will not allow guns in sensitive” places
such as schools. There has been some concern that the usual suspects will respond by declaring everyplace to be
“sensitive.” They are not likely to get away with such a subterfuge. It may require another case to prove this. I hope that
the Court will take this opportunity to declare a standard for evaluating gun laws. Standards range from a very low level
that would be upheld if the reason for the law passes the laugh test. The highest legal standard is strict scrutiny; under
which the government almost always loses. Courts have been using “intermediate scrutiny” which is a nebulous standard somewhere in between and undefined. The lack of definition allows courts to explain away gun rights. If the court
decides that gun laws must past strict scrutiny, then life will be good. This will not mean that we have won. It means
that it will be easier to win.
LIBERTY (Continued on page 5)

"No one is educated who knows only one side of an argument." —John Stuart Mill
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People say that they have read the Second Amendment and so they know all they need to know about the law.
The Second Amendment is how the law should be. I teach the law as it actually is. We have a long way to go before the
law is as it should be.
Andrew Branca of www.LawofSelfDefense.com has suggested Kyle’s Law. Under this law in a self-defense case
the jury will be asked to find if the prosecution has presented any evidence to disprove self-defense. If not, the prosecution must pay the defendant’s attorney fees. Named after Kyle Rittenhouse, the law would apply to his case and the
Zimmerman case. It would apply to all politically oriented cases. It occurs to me that juries might be reluctant to find
self-defense in such cases. This requires some thought.
In this Christmas season give a gift to your Great-Grandchildren. Send a gift to an organization fighting to preserve our rights for them. Write a will and provide in it for your Great-Grandchildren’s rights. I remember hearing a
man protest that he did not have enough assets to justify a will. On reflection he recalled owning guns, life insurance
and a bank account. The account may not be large but it must be transferred. He may die in a terrible accident and his
heirs must be given authority to pursue the lawsuit and divide the proceeds. It is easy to consult with an attorney. I
don’t do wills, but I know someone who does.
Have a Merry Christmas. Do as you are told.
In the words of two great time travelers, “Be excellent to each other!”
We shall overcome.

PRESIDENT’S CORNER
WE ARE BETTER
K. L. Jamison

Our critics insist that gun owners are inbred, Neanderthal, psychopathic killers. I disagree.
Missouri has completed its first bear season. This was designed by experts to prevent over-population of bears.
Over-population leads to human-bear confrontations and starving bears. We are headed to our second elk season after
a herd was introduced in southern Missouri. Both species have not been seen in Missouri since before the Civil War.
Professional game management supported by hunters and paid for by the sale of hunting licenses and a tax on ammunition has brought back these species. Conservation money is used to plant vegetation and trees. Tree huggers can
indulge their inclination at our expense.
Feral hogs continue to be a menace. The Conservation Department prefers to trap them rather than kill them.
The hogs end up dead in either case. There is a certain satisfaction in keeping the hogs away from famers’ fields and
livestock.
The deer season proceeds apace. There are pockets of chronic wasting disease among Missouri deer and hunters
are asked to report abnormalities to the Department of Conservation. There are reports of Covid 19 in the deer population. It seems that the government cannot get deer to wear masks either. There is no evidence that humans can
catch the disease from deer. Hunters are advised to wear masks when butchering deer as a precaution.
The Share the Harvest program has provided 4.5 million pounds of venison to food pantries. All by the generous
efforts of Missouri hunters.
Actor Alec Baldwin pointed a gun at camera and shot two people behind it; one died. It appears that live ammunition was mixed with blank ammunition or that someone was plinking with the revolver using live ammunition and
did not unload it. Mr. Baldwin was told the gun was “cold” meaning unloaded. Failure to observe the safety rules
could be grounds for manslaughter.
A prosecutor in the Kyle Rittenhouse trial picked up the rifle used and pointed it at various places in the court
room, including the jury. He had his finger on the trigger the entire time.
People in our community know that guns are always loaded. A person handing a gun to someone will check it
first. The person receiving the gun will check it. A gun is never pointed at any person. The gun is pointed in a safe
direction and fingers are kept off the trigger until it is safe to fire.
A person in our community would not commit these mistakes. If he did some other member would quickly correct him. We are the people who put on gun safety classes. We are the real gun safety organization.
I disagree with our detractors. We are not only better than that; we are better than they are.

"Life is really simple, but we insist on making it complicated." —Michelangelo
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Why the UN Arms Treaty Is So Dangerous for Gun Owners
At the end of the Second World War, the United Nations was created as a way to help maintain peace and stabil-

In recent years, however, critics of the organization have argued that it often engages in considerable overreach
in its efforts. This is especially true in how certain aspects of its efforts to reduce conflict around the globe violate the
rights of American citizens. This is most evident in the Second Amendment and the UN's attempts to regulate the sale
of firearms.
At the center of this contentious issue is the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT), a multilateral treaty that regulates the international trade in conventional weapons. The actual treaty has been in effect since 2014, and while it was meant to
regulate the sales and transfers of tanks, military aircraft and other military hardware, and reduce conflict, its critics –
including the National Rifle Association (NRA) and National Shooting Sports Foundation (NSSF) – have warned that it
could actually impact U.S. gun owners by limiting the availability of commercially made firearms and parts.
To date, 110 nations have ratified the treaty, while 32 have signed but not ratified it. Among those latter nations
is the United States. In fact, two years ago, then-President Donald Trump withdrew from the treaty, and in a statement
at the time said, "We will never surrender America's sovereignty to an unelected, unaccountable, global bureaucracy."
The NRA has also weighed in on the issue, and warned that the ATT could even require all firearms purchased by
Americans to be tracked, and guns registered to ensure compliance with the treaty.
"ATT has consequences for American gun owners," the NRA said in a statement via its official social media account(@NRA). "If the UN gets its way, its deliberately undefined & loose terminology will be used to mandate the provision of personal info related to any American that purchases a firearm manufactured overseas to the origin country's
govt."
The group added, "This is the first step towards creating a global firearms registry."
This week, several Republican lawmakers have also expressed similar concerns. Sen. John Kennedy (R-La.) this
week joined Sen. Roger Marshall (R-Kan.), Sen. Jerry Moran (R-Kan.), Sen. James Inhofe (R-Okla.) and more than 30
other senators in urging President Biden not to support the treaty.
"We write to you today seeking clarification on your Administration’s position on the United Nations Arms Trade
Treaty (ATT). Recent remarks by Deputy Director for Conventional Arms Threat Reduction, William Malzahn, seem to
indicate your intention to rejoin this misguided and overbearing international treaty," the senators wrote in their letter
to the president.
"At the Seventh Conference of States Parties to the Arms Trade Treaty, Deputy Director Malzahn stated, 'The
United States has long supported strong and effective national controls on the international transfer of conventional
arms, and the Arms Trade Treaty is an important tool for promoting those controls internationally.' We find this statement to be most concerning and contrary to the current and historical position of the United States," added the senators.
The lawmakers also warned the "vague language of the ATT could make American commitments uncertain, but
also could impact lawful gun owners.
"Under any circumstance, it is inconceivable that the United States would consider subjecting our constitutional
right to bear arms to international oversight and interference," the senators concluded. "For these reasons, we request
clarification on your intentions regarding this international accord. Moreover, we urge you to reject the ATT; however,
should you have plans otherwise, please know we will unequivocally oppose its ratification in the Senate."
Biden has pledged to make gun control a cornerstone of his agenda, and while his ATF nominee has been withdrawn, there is still the very real danger the ATT and other forms of treaties could be used as a form of backdoor or de
facto gun control.
For now, it seems that lawmakers have seen potential danger the ATT could pose to the gun owners, as well as to
the very Constitution.

"There are some ideas so absurd that only an intellectual could believe them." —George Orwell
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NRA Reacts to the Withdrawal of the David Chipman Nomination
The National Rifle Association celebrates a major victory for our members and law-abiding gun owners as news
reports indicate the nomination of David Chipman to head the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives will
be withdrawn.
“This critical win is thanks to NRA members who flooded their senators’ offices with texts, emails, letters and
phone calls voicing their opposition to Chipman’s nomination. Because of their swift action and ongoing opposition over
the past several months, the radical gun control advocate will not sit at the helm of the ATF,” said Jason Ouimet, executive director, National Rifle Association Institute for Legislative Action. “For now, gun owners can rest assured the most
immediate threat to their rights has been defeated, and gun control proponents have suffered a huge setback.”
Defeating the Chipman confirmation has been a top priority for the NRA since he was first nominated by the
Biden administration in April. The NRA spent millions of dollars activating its army of grassroots supporters and educating its members and key lawmakers on Chipman’s extremism. The NRA lobbied members of Congress, ran TV and
digital ads across the country, executed a massive mail campaign, hosted dozens of town halls in targeted states, wrote
articles and op-eds, and stayed in constant contact with its membership to keep them informed.
Chipman’s nomination posed a grave threat to the Second Amendment. He spent the last 10 years working for gun
control groups and lobbying on Capitol Hill to restrict Americans’ rights. Had he been confirmed, Americans could have
faced widespread gun and magazine bans, along with countless other attacks on their rights. During his confirmation
hearing, Chipman was unable to define the term “assault weapon,” but said he supported banning essentially all semiautomatic rifles and standard magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds.
“Chipman was the wrong candidate for many reasons,” Ouimet continued. “From an administration that claims it
wants to be unifying, it could not have picked a more polarizing nominee. The position should be held by someone who
can be trusted to work with gun owners, law enforcement and the firearms industry. Chipman’s record of support for
radical gun control left no doubt he would not respect the rights of the American gun owner when overseeing the ATF.”
Ouimet concluded, “While today’s battle has been won, tomorrow's threats remain. An administration as radical
as Biden’s is certain to continue their gun control push through various means, including ‘relocating’ Chipman elsewhere. NRA members must remain vigilant.”
You Get What You Pay For
Mike Bloomberg and Everytown have claimed that NRA members support their gun control agenda, based on surveys from 2009 and 2012 that were immediately suspect. Bloomberg hired an already-disgraced researcher to conduct
the work, and that researcher has continued to show himself to be anything but ethical and impartial. New revelations
show the extent to which Frank Luntz will go to mask advocacy as research for his clients and further details the depths
that Bloomberg and his gun control organizations will go to push their agenda.
Frank Luntz has been accused by former colleagues, including high-ranking employees at his own firm, of being more
interested in delivering favorable data for his clients than accuracy. This appears to be confirmed based on work Luntz
did in 2018. While being paid by a candidate for Senate, Luntz selected participants and conducted a focus group on that
same Senate race for HBO and VICE News without informing either of his campaign affiliation. The television focus
groups turned out quite well for his campaign employer. How…convenient.
Readers may be familiar with Luntz because of the “dial tests” and focus groups he conducts on cable news after
debates or major speeches. It’s a gimmick and it’s not scientific. His work for Bloomberg was presented as legitimate
research at the time, despite not having access to the NRA membership rolls. NRA noted at the time that Luntz had
been reprimanded and censured by two professional polling organizations. He had also previously acknowledged crafting survey questions to ensure that he gets “the right answer. With just a single change of wording, you’ll get a different
reaction of how they [respondents] think and feel."
The right answer for Luntz, it seems, is the answer his employers desire. A former Senior Vice President at the
Luntz Research Company told Salon that “Luntz's claim to deliver objective data is a ‘total shtick and a scam.’” This may
be why Bloomberg hired Luntz to run gun control surveys in 2009 and 2012 for Everytown.
Bloomberg’s groups pointed to these as evidence that the NRA was wrong. Doctor Daniel Webster used Luntz’s
research to refute the contradictory findings of another survey. Webster is the Bloomberg Professor of American Health
at the Bloomberg School of Public Health and the Director of the Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Violence Prevention
and Policy. Luntz got himself interviews by claiming that the NRA wasn’t listening to its members – effectively doing PR
work for Bloomberg – while exposing his own ignorance of federal gun law and gun shows.
Luntz’s former VP reported that “Luntz was mainly concerned with results that would yield more 'compelling' data
for the client, rather than accuracy.” Luntz said in a 2021 PBS Frontline interview that “2016 was the beginning of my
insistence on being accurate rather than being partisan.”
Luntz decided to prioritize accuracy years after his work for Mike Bloomberg.
Unlike Luntz, the NRA surveys our actual members. We routinely conduct scientific surveys of our members without predetermined results. The policy positions we adopt are the policy positions backed by our members because we are
the operational arm of our members’ opinions. Luntz claimed to find that NRA members broadly supported gun control.
Scientific surveys of actual NRA members find overwhelming opposition to the very gun control policies pushed by
Bloomberg’s various gun control organizations.
Bloomberg spent tens of millions of dollars on background check bills in Maine and Nevada in 2016. A majority of
Maine voters rejected his ballot proposal and his proposal in Nevada passed by less than one percentage point. ConsultBLOOMBERG (Continued on page 8)

"The natural progress of things is for liberty to yield and government to gain ground." —Thomas Jefferson
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ants and “wordsmiths” can only help organizations like Everytown gloss over so much of their agenda with slick talking
points. Maybe that’s why Everytown campaigned on unrelated issues in 2020 in swing districts.
Luntz helped Bloomberg generate a false narrative that professional anti-gun activists still use.
The NRA has, for 150 years, safeguarded the rights of the American people. We’ve done so in the interests of our members – the people Frank Luntz and Mike Bloomberg wouldn’t know anything about.
Biden Admin Amassing Millions of Records on US Gun Owners Amid
New Crackdown on Firearms
Biden's ATF obtained more than 54 million gun owner records in 2021 alone
The Biden administration in just the past year alone stockpiled the records of more than 54 million U.S. gun owners and is poised to drastically alter gun regulations to ensure that information on Americans who own firearms ultimately ends up in the federal government's hands, according to internal Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms (ATF) documents obtained by the Washington Free Beacon.
The ATF in fiscal year 2021 processed 54.7 million out-of-business records, according to an internal
ATF document obtained by the Gun Owners of America, a firearms advocacy group, and provided exclusively to
the Free Beacon. When a licensed gun store goes out of business, its private records detailing gun transactions become
ATF property and are stored at a federal site in West Virginia. This practice allows the federal government to stockpile
scores of gun records and has drawn outrage from gun advocacy groups that say the government is using this information to create a national database of gun owners—which has long been prohibited under U.S. law.
The ATF obtained 53.8 million paper records and another 887,000 electronic records, according to the internal
document that outlines ATF actions in fiscal year 2021. Gun activists described this figure as worryingly high and said it
contributes to fears that the Biden administration is trying to keep track of all Americans who own firearms, in violation
of federal statutes. The procurement of these records by the ATF comes as the Biden administration moves to alter current laws to ensure that gun records are stored in perpetuity. Currently, gun shops can destroy their records after 20
years, thereby preventing the ATF from accessing the information in the future.
"As if the addition of over 50 million records to an ATF gun registry wasn't unconstitutional or illegal enough, the
Biden administration's misuse of ‘out-of-business' records doesn't end there," Aidan Johnston, the Gun Owners of
America's director of federal affairs, told the Free Beacon. "Instead of maintaining the right of [licensed firearm dealers]
to destroy Firearm Transaction Records after 20 years, buried within Biden's proposed regulations is a provision that
would mean every single Firearm Transaction Record going forward would eventually be sent to ATF's registry in West
Virginia."
The ATF's registry site has long been a battleground between gun advocates and the federal government. Those in
favor of more restrictive gun measures want the ATF to digitize this registry and create a federal database of U.S. gun
owners, a move opposed by groups such as the Gun Owners of America and the National Rifle Association. The ATF has
so many records stored in its West Virginia site that several years ago the floor collapsed, according to the New York
Times.
An ATF spokesman declined to comment on internal agency records but told the Free Beacon that the agency's
"National Tracing Center processes millions of out of business records each month." However, "those out of business
records do not constitute an initiation or continuation of any federal gun registry," the spokesman said.
The Gun Control Act of 1968 mandates that licensed firearm dealers that go out of business provide the ATF with
their records. They are then processed into images, though the ATF maintains this database cannot be searched by a
purchaser's name. Physical records, the agency says, are then destroyed.
The record-keeping issue has received new scrutiny as the Biden administration readies to implement several new
restrictions on firearms and owners, including a proposed ban on anywhere from 10 to 40 million pistol braces, which
are used as stabilizers on popular weapons such as AR-15s. Under these guidelines, gun owners would be ordered to
register or destroy these pistol braces.
The ATF's proposed regulations would also require gun parts to be regulated with background checks, meaning
that if an individual assembled a legal homemade gun, he may be forced to submit to up to 16 different background
checks.
Gun advocates, including the Gun Owners of America, accuse the Biden administration of abusing the rulemaking process to ensure these regulations are put into effect in record time, possibly before the end of the year.
"The Biden administration has forced ATF to undertake the rule-making process in record time—resulting in
faulty argumentation and demonstrating that neither ATF nor Biden's anti-gun appointees know anything about the
firearms and accessories they seek to regulate," said Johnston.
The ATF, through its spokesman, maintained that its rule-making process allows for gun advocates, experts, and
others to offer comment on proposed regulations well before they go into effect. "Congress and the Government Accountability Office have an opportunity to review any final rule prior to its effective date," the spokesman said. "The process is anything but ‘speedy.'"
"You simply have no credibility if you are blaming Kyle for going to the riot but not the rioters for rioting in the first
place, or the media for provoking the riots based on lies about the Jacob Blake case."
—Matt Walsh
"Don't go around saying the world owes you a living. The world owes you nothing. It was here first." —Mark Twain
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Beto’s Back, Along with His Gun Ban
Everyone’s least favorite adrift office seeker is back in the national spotlight. On November 15, Robert Francis
“Beto” O’Rourke announced his candidacy for Texas governor. Should the work-shy politico secure the Democratic
nomination, it would likely set up a 2022 showdown with two-term Texas Governor Greg Abbott (R). In 2018, the perennial candidate failed in an attempt to unseat U.S. Senator Ted Cruz (R-Texas). In 2019, Beto ran for the 2020 Democratic presidential nomination and dropped out before securing a single delegate.
Gun owners are most familiar with Beto for his flamboyant support for gun confiscation. During the September
12, 2019 Democratic debate, Beto was asked about his proposal to confiscate commonly-owned semi-automatic firearms. Beto responded in part by saying, “hell yes, we're going to take your AR-15!” The Beto campaign would go on
to sell t-shirts with the anti-gun slogan.
Less than a week later, Beto reiterated his call for gun confiscation on CNN’s Cuomo Prime Time. During an
interview, Chris Cuomo asked Beto, “All right, so let's state the proposition. Are you, in fact, in favor of gun confiscation?” Beto responded with “Yes.”
In addition to confiscating commonly-owned semi-automatic firearms, Beto has endorsed all manner of other
gun restrictions.
In September 2019, Beto demanded that banks and other financial services providers stop doing business with
firms that manufacture commonly-owned semi-automatic firearms. Moreover, Beto demanded that these financial institutions prevent prospective gun purchaser from using their own credit or money to purchase lawful products. Specifically, Beto commanded,
Banks and credit card companies must:
Refuse to take part in the sale of assault weapons.
Stop processing transactions for gun sales online & at gun shows without background checks.
Stop doing business with gun & ammo manufacturers who produce or sell assault weapons
Illustrating how out of step Beto is with the Lone Star State, in June, Texas lawmakers enacted S.B.19. The law is
aimed at preventing financial institutions from discriminating against companies that produce products that help
Americans exercise their Second Amendment rights. Specifically, the law prohibits governmental entities from contracting with financial institutions that discriminate against “a firearm, firearm accessory, or ammunition manufacturer, distributor, wholesaler, supplier, or retailer,” a sport shooting range, or a firearm trade association.
Beto was also the only presidential candidate to endorse the gun control “Peace Plan” put forth by David Hogg and
his associates at March for Our Lives. The plan’s tenets included, “reexamine the District of Columbia v. Heller interpretation of the Second Amendment,” annual gun licensing, a federal ban on commonly-owned semi-automatic
firearms and their magazines, and “a reduction of our domestic firearm stock by at least 30%.”
The two-time failure hasn’t backed off his gun confiscation stance since announcing his gubernatorial bid. Speaking
with the Texas Tribune for an item to coincide with his campaign announcement, Beto stated, “I think most of us also
understand that we should not have military-style weapons used against our fellow Texans.” The candidate also criticized recent changes to Texas law that respect the rights of law-abiding Texans to carry a firearm for self-defense without having to acquire government permission.
In addition to Beto’s seeming desire to extend his political losing streak, some might also be confused by how Beto
has the time to run for office. After all, voters were promised that Beto would have an important role tackling guns for
the Biden administration.
At a March 2, 2020 campaign rally in Dallas, Beto endorsed Biden for president. Sharing the stage with his former
rival, Biden stated, “I want to make something clear. I’m going to guarantee you this is not the last you’ll see of this
guy.” Biden went on say, “You’re going to take care of the gun problem with me. You’re going to be the one who leads
this effort. I’m counting on ya.”
Following the campaign event, Biden and Beto went to local burger chain Whataburger, where the septuagenarian
continued to heap praise on Beto’s anti-gun advocacy. Speaking about Beto and gun control, Biden stated, “This guy
changed the face of what we’re dealing with regarding guns, assault weapons… and I just want to warn [Beto’s wife]
that if I win I’m coming for him.”
Of course, Biden never came for him. That could reasonably be chalked up to the befuddled president’s waning
memory. It might also be the case that given the strong opposition to Biden’s radical ATF Director nominee, gun control lobbyist David Chipman, posting an even more toxic figure to an administration post would have proved even more
untenable.
The 36 States That Honor Missouri’s
Concealed Handgun License
Alabama
Colorado
Idaho
Kentucky
Mississippi
New Hampshire
Oklahoma
Tennessee

Alaska
Delaware
Indiana
Louisiana
Missouri
North Carolina
Pennsylvania
Texas

Arizona
Florida
Iowa
Maine
Montana
North Dakota
South Carolina
Utah

Arkansas
Georgia
Kansas
Michigan
Nebraska
Ohio
South Dakota
Vermont

"Inflation is the most regressive tax of all, yet is advocated by those who claim to be progressive." —Elon Musk

PAGE 10

THE BULLET

OLD WEST DRAWING
We will have a limited number of raffle tickets (1,000). We will not mail tickets to
members to sell. Tickets will be available at all General meetings and at events where WMSA
has a table. Additionally, to build our treasury for the coming year, this year’s raffle is aimed
towards gaining more WMSA members.
The tickets are $5 each or 5 for $20. As an added incentive, bring in a new member at
a General Membership Meeting and get a free raffle ticket. Any current member who brings
in a new WMSA member gets a free raffle ticket for each new member added to our rolls.
Bring your prospective new member to a General membership meeting and when the
new member completes the membership application and pays their dues, you are handed a
ticket, no charge! The drawing will be in July 2022, either at the Missouri Valley Arms
Collector Show or the WMSA General Membership Meeting.

Go recruit new members, get a free ticket for every member and exhaust our limited number of tickets.

Tickets can also be obtained via mail by sending a check to the
WMSA, P.O. Box 11144, Kansas City, MO 64119.

If you win, what will you get? You get more than just the rifle.

Henry Lever Action .22 caliber Rifle AND a Ruger
Wrangler .22 caliber revolver plus hard carry case.

Tickets are $5 each or 5 for $20
Come to our next General meeting and buy your tickets!
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MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION
WESTERN MISSOURI SHOOTERS ALLIANCE
The Alliance is a regionally-based, grass-roots organization that seeks to;
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

Counter the designs of malicious legislators.
Confront the media’s twisted portrayals of gun rights issues.
Politicize and activate gun owners in defense of their rights.
Acquaint the public with the true nature of the Second Amendment.
Network with other pro-gun groups to coordinate local, state and national strategies.
Train people in basic firearm safety and handgun defense.
Sponsor and support pro-gun legislation.
Make politicians aware that gun owners are awakening from their accustomed apathy and

WILL TOLERATE NO FURTHER EROSION OF THEIR FREEDOMS!

Date: _____/_____/_____

Name: ______________________________

Mail to:
Western Missouri Shooters Alliance
P.O. Box 11144
Kansas City, MO 64119

Address:_____________________________
City:________________________________

Hotline (877) 333-WMSA
www.wmsa.net
County: ___________________

State:________ Zip:___________
Occupation: __________________________
Home Phone: (____) ____-_________
E-Mail _________________________

Cell Phone: (____) ____-________
NRA member? ____

Registered Voter? ____

Check membership type:
___ Annual
$35

___ Senior (65+)
$25

___ Associate
$15 (spouse, no newsletter)

___ 3 Year Annual
$100

___ 3 Year Senior
$70 (65+)

___ 3 Year Associate
$40 (spouse, no newsletter)

___ Sponsor
$100 (4 business card

__ Sponsor
$250 (12 business card

ads per year.)

ads per year.)

Dedicated to the restoration of the inalienable right to keep and bear arms as guaranteed by the Second Amendment
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...dedicated to the restoration of the inalienable right to
keep and bear arms as guaranteed by the 2nd Amendment
*REMINDER* Next General Meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, Jan. 25, 2022 at 7:00 PM
Meeting located at BASS PRO, Independence, MO

CONTACT INFORMATION - Let them know what you think!
Missouri State Senate
Greg Razer—D -Dist 7
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 330
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573)751-6607
Mike Cierpiot—R -Dist 8
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 422
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-1464
Barbara Washington—D -Dist 9
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 425
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-3158
John Rizzo—D—Dist 11
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 333
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-4551
Dan Hegeman—R -Dist 12
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 332
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751– 1415
Lauren Arthur—D - Dist 17
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 427
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-5282

Denny Hoskins-R—Dist 21
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 423
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-7381

Brenda Shields—R -Dist. 11
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 407A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3643

Ingrid Burnett—D Dist 19
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 105A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3310

Chris Sander - R Dist 33
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 118A2
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-9766

Brad Pollitt— R - Dist 52
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 233A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-9774

Rick Bratton—R—Dist 31
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 331
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-2108

Josh Hulbert—R _Dist 12
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 1156-2
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-9760

Bill Kidd—R Dist 20
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 403-B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3674

Rick Roeber-R-Dist 34
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 407C
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-1456

Terry Thompson - R Dist 53
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 406A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-1462

Tony Luektemeyer—R—Dist 34
201 W Capitol Ave., Rm. 429
Jefferson City, Misouri 65101
(573) 751-2183

Sean Pouche—R— Dist 13
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 115A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-6593

Robert Sauls—D Dist. 21
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 101D
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-5701

Keri Ingle - D Dist 35
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 109E
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-1459

Dan Houx - R - Dist 54
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 413B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3580

Missouri House

Ashley Aune—D— Dist 14
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 109E
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3618

Jonathan Patterson—R Dist 30
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 305A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-0907

Doug Richey - R Dist 38
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 207B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-2238

Mike Haffner— R - Dist 55
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 1233B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3783

Maggie Nurenburn— D - Dist 15
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 101F
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-4787

Dan Stacy - R - Dist 31
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 411 B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-8636

Peggy McGaugh - R -Dist 39
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 411-2
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-1468

Michael Davis - R - Dist 56
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 116-3
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-2175

Mark Ellebracht - D Dist 17
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 135-BA
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-1218

Jeff Coleman— R Dist 32
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 114B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-1487

Gregory Curtis - R Dist 51
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 115D
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-2204

Rodger Reedy - R - Dist 57
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 405B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3971

Randy Railsback—R—Dist 8
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 201A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-0246
Dean Van Schoiack—R—Dist. 9
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 201G
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-3666
Bill Faulkner—R—Dist 10
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 201A
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-9755

Wes Rogers - D Dist 18
201 West Capitol Ave Rm. 105B
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101
(573) 751-2199

WEB ADDRESSES - Get educated!
Gun Owners of America
www.gunowners.org
703-321-8585

Gateway Civil Liberties Alliance
http://www.gclastl.org/
866 385-GUNS (4867)

Women Against Gun Control
www.wagc.com
801-328-9660

Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership
www.JPFO.org
262- 673-9745

Missouri Sport Shooting Association
www.missourisportshooting.org/

NewsMax.com
www.newsmax.com

The National Rifle Association
www.nra.org
800-672-3888

Western Missouri Shooters Alliance
www.wmsa.net

The Second Amendment Foundation
www.saf.org
425- 454-7012

Missouri Carry
Online Forum
www.missouricarry.com
Arming Women Against Rape and Endangerment
www.aware.org
877-672-9273

The Washington Times
www.washtimes.com
The London Telegraph
www.telegraph.co.uk

The Drudge Report
www.drudgereport.com

