1. Does THE SgconD AmenoMeNT STILL ExisT? Pe. I
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SCHUYLER BARBEAU Dece MBER 9, 2016

FDC

TN THIS ARTICLE, T AM GolNa To BREAK DowN THE LAW FoR

Yol So THAT YOU MAY BE ABLE T0 UNDERTAND THE LAW AS T DO,

L _AM GOING To PROVE To YOU THAT TUE SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHT

To KEEP AND REAR ARMS DoES STl EXIST.  LAW T REALLY

COMPLACATED AND BORING To TRY T READ AND UNDERSTAND <o M

GOING_TO TRY To KEEP THINGS AS CLEAR AND SIMPLE FOR THE

LAWMAN_AND THE ComMON FOLK. T WILL QUOTE FROM LS. SUPREME

COURT CASES, UNITED STATES (ODE (USC), UNITED STATES COPE oF

FEDERAL REGULATIONS (CFR), THE .S, CONSTITUTION, BUL OF RIGHTS,

AND MAYBE SoME OTHER SOURCES, EVERYTHING T QUOTE CAN BE .

LOOKED UP AND VERIFIED YOURSELF, AND I ENCOURAGE You to Do <,

THAT_YOU_MAY FURTHER EDUCATE YOURSELF, KNOWLEDGE TS powgp.,

ESPECIALLY WHEN._YOu WIND UP FACING FEDERAL. CHARGES FOR

EXERCISING _YOUR SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHTS. NONE OF wHAT T

WRITE CAN BE GUARANTEED AS LEGAL ADVICE, HOW EVER, AT THE
TIME _oF THIS WRITING, THIS TS MY, NEARLY, ENTIRE LEGAL

ARGUEMENT THAT T WiiL 8 PRESENTING TO THE COuRTS FOR THE

L CHARGES T AM CURRENTLY FACING TN THE FEDERAL SYSTEM. T AM

 STAKING MY_FREEDOM oA THIS © LEGAL THEARY,” TF YoU WANT To

CALL g v THAT. T HAVE SPENT THE LAST VEAR TN FEDERAL

NOBODY BELIEVES THAT YOU CAN_LEGALLY HAUE- A MACHINEGUN

ToDAY  WITHOUT HAVING SoME LICENSE. OR PDSSESSING ONE_OF THOSE

TO TELL Yo OTHERWISE. THE GOVERWMENT, COURTS, ATF, FROSECUTORS,
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ATTORNEYS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND OTHERS WAUE ALL WORKED HARD

TO KEEP PEOPLE TN THE DARK ABROWT “THE CONSTITUTIONAL

LIMITATIONS ON TUE FEDERAL GOUERNMENT REGARDING FIREARMS.

T _SHALL SHINE A LIGHT ON THIS DARKNESS To REVEA)L A LITTLE
SCMETHIN' CALLED LIRERTY.

L GEGAN_STURYING THE CONSTITUTION AND RIZL 68 RIGHTS BACK

IN 2012, T REMEMBER MANY PEOPIE. TELLING ME HOW WE HAVE NO

SECOMD AMENDMENT RIGHTS ANYMORE. TN THE SuMMER T DECIDED T

WANTED A GUN. T SETTLED ON AN AR-S TvPE Ricte. T DiID ALL

KINDS of RESEARCH, ABOAT EVERYTHING AR-IS. T SPENT AROUT S

MONTHS LOOKING AT EVERY MANUFACTURER. FOR EUERY PART OFTHE

RIELE. T DECIDED THAT T wWAS GolnNG T RUILD MY own. Tig

ALWAYS LIKED CuUSToM. ANYTHING AND T HAD SESN MANY sTom)

BUWLDS ONTHE INTERNET AND THATS wWHAT T WANTED, T'> SFEND

WEEKS JOOKING AT _RARRELS, WEEKS (0oKING_ AT COMPENSATORS,

WEEKS ON TRIGGERS, AND So FORTH. I MAINLY SHePPED ON

RAINTERARMS . COM AND BROWNELLS. COM, 0ND SOME. PARTS WERE.

ORDERED OFF THE MANUFACTURER'S WERSTTE. T STUDIED THE. BALISTKS

FOR_6.5¢/.223, THEORY OF OPERATION FoR THE AR-LS, MATERIALS

SCIENCE AND THE TEANCLOGY BEHIND AL THE PARTS BECAUSE T WAS

ESSENTIALLY DESIGNING MY PERFECT, DREAM RIFLE, CosT ASIDE.

THE RECIZUER SET WhAS MY HARDEST €& CHOICE RECAUSE THERE'S

SO_MANY TO CHpoSE AROM AND T WANTED SOMETHING UN]QUE

ASETRETICALLY AND HiaH PERFORMANCE. T AlSc LEARNED AGouT

WHAT)s callen AN "90% LOWER REC(EVER ¥ WNICH QECAME. CRITICAL

IN MY BULD PLAN. K FREARM TS A TooL For Ms. MY PLAN WaS

TO DESIGN AND BuilD THE PERFECT TOOL FOR. THE JoB, So T wAS

VERY PARTICIALAR TN MY SELECTIONS. T WANTED A HIGHEST

| PERE®RMING, SELECT-FIRE, SHORT-RARRELE P, FULLY AMBIDEXTRIOUS,

EXTREMELY SMOOTH_ OPERATING RIFLE. NOW, DUR|NG THE MONTHS

OF ALL My RESEARCH, T SAW TN VARIOUS TNTERVET FORUMS AND

CONVERBATIONS WTH PEOPLE THE MENTIONING OF REGISTRATION AND

TAX_STAMP REGUIREMENTS FOR. SHORT-GARQELED RIFLES (sgRs). T

GoT TO THINKING, WA T A MINUTE., T THOUGHT THE SECOND

HAMENDMENT _SAID “ SHALL NOT RE TWFAINGED,” YET THERES ALL THise




GUN _CoNTROL LAWS, AND MANY PEopLE SAY TUESE LAWS ARE AlL

UNCONSTITUTIONAL, AND OTHERS SAY THEY ARE. TT DIDN'T MAKE

SENSE TOME 50 T RESEARCHED MORE. T LOOKED AT THE CONSTITUTION

AND AT THE NATIONAL FIREARMS ACT (NFA) AND GUN CONTROL ACT

(GCA) STATUTES ToTRY To UNDERSTAND How CONGRESS CAN ENACT
THESE LAWS AND BE LEGITIMATE — CONSTITUTIONAL . WHAT T

DETERMINED 1S THAT UNDER THE COMMERCE CLAUSE, (ONGRESS CAN
REGULATE FIREARMS THAT ARE COMMERCIALLY PRODUCED AND THE LICENSED

LMPORTERS, MANWFACTURERS; AND DEALERS OF THEM, T FIGUAED THE

ATF _CAN ONLY REQUIRE ME TO & REGISTER A “FIREARM™ THAT A

LICENSED MANUFACTURER MAPE BECAUSE TT’S PART OF COMMERE. T

FIGURED, WELL. THEN, T?LL. MAKE MY oWN GUN, AND THE GOVERNMENT

WILL NOT HAYE. ANY TURISDICTION OVER TIT OR ME T2 REQUIRE ResISTRATON

AND TAXES, T SAw (N THE DEFINITION FoR THE WORD ® FIREARM™ THAT

A_FRAME OR RECIEVER TS CONSIDERED A FIREARM Too. THIS 1S WHEN

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE 90Z LOWER COMES INTO PLAY. THE ATE SAID

ON THEIR WEBSITE, AT _LEAST WHEN T (AST READ IT, THAT AN 20%

LOWER IS NOT CONSIDERED A “ FIREARM™ BECAUSE OF THE STATE OF

BEING _B0%Z COMPLETE IN TS MACHINING., THE SITE SAID, BECAUSE

OF THAT, BECAUSE. _TT REQUIRRS ADVANCED MACHINING SKILLS TO

COMPLETE. THE MANUFACTURING PROCESS, AND As LONG AS You

COMPLETE 1\ T._YOURSELF, FOR_YOUR_OWN PERSONAL USE, AND REMAINS

IN YouR PossEssion, THERE ARE NO REGULATIONS, T READ THAT AND

ToLD MYSELF, THAT MEANS T CAN BUILD MY RIFLE HoW EVER T wWawT

(AND SO T DiD. T ORDERED A_REAUN NICE BIUET RECIEVER SET WITH

AN E0% MATCHED LOWER, AND DRIL TIGS, AND_MILLING BITS, AND

WENT TO A RELATIVES T0 USE HIS MILLING MACHINE ™ FiNISH THE

LOWER. AT FIRST, T ONLY HAD BOUGHT AND INSTALLED A FULL-AUTO

GOT. AN M-16_STYLE ®0LT CARRIER. AND THEN MADE A DRop —IN-AUTO

|5ERE (DIAS), THE SERE WAS AN ExPERIMENT TO SEE IF PLASTIC WillD:

HOLP UP TO FULL-AUTO FIRE. T CARVED THE DIAS ouT OF A RioCK oF

WHAT. T RELIEVE. To BE A BLOCK oF NYLON PLASTIC. T LookED AT

A _PICTURE OFF THE JNTERNET AND EYEBAUED TT. To GET TT 70

FIT AND FuncTionN RIGHT. TT WORKED BuT NOT Goobd RECAUSE T

DIDAMT MAKE IT 70 ANY SPECIFICATION. 1T wAS JusT ATEST To SEE
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LE PLASTIC WollD HotD UP BERUSE T HAVE 2-D PRINTER FILES
FoR THE DIAS AND would LATER TRY TO PRINT SOME ouT. T ROUGHT
A 10.5 INCH BARRE/L FOR MAIN USE AND AN % JNCH BARREL THAT
L INSTAUED IN A SeconD UPPER. RECIEVER W(TH A SCoPE AND RIPoD
FOR LONG RANGE TARGET ENGAGEMENTS. BECAUSE THE 0% LOWER
ISN'T A FIREARM YET, THE COMPANY THAT MANUFACTURED IT IS NOT
REQUIRED TO SERIALIZE IT. SINCE THERE'S No SERIAL MNUMEBER, TT
CAN'T Re REGISTERED. YOU, AS A PRIVATE CITIZEN, AND NOT A
LIcensED MANUFACTURER, ARE NOT REQUWRED To SERIALIZE, REs:
REGISTER,; AND PAY TAXES ON FIREARMS THAT You MAKE FOR YoURSELE

IELL EXplalN TT FURTHER oN IN. THIS ARTICLE, JUST So You Know, A
|DIAS R ANY OTHER TYPE oF SERE IS A “MACHINEGUN™ AS well IN THE
|STATUTORY PETINITION. A LICENSED MANUFACTURER s REQUIRED T

SERIALIZE AND REGISTER THEM, HOWEUER, AN AMENDMENT To TUE GCA

1IN 1986 TOLD LICENSED MANUFACTURERS, TMPORTERS, AND DEALERS THAT .
|[THEY CoULD NO LoNGER MAKE, TMPORT, OR PEAL MACHINE GUNS UMESS
AT 1S ON REHALF 0F THE GOVERNMENT, @uT T MADE MY owp/

MACHINEGUN, BECAUSE T CAN, AND So CAN You. Now, T SHALL BREAK

| DOWN THE Law, THE. CONSTITUTION, AND HOW AND WHO THE LAWS APRLY TO..

HOPEFULLY You, THE READER, WILL ALSD BETTER UNPERSTAND THE PRINeiPLE

1|OF _INDIVIDUAL FREEDOM AND LIBERTY. THE FOLLOWING TS AN EXCERPT,

MOPIFIED SLIGHTLY FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS EXAMINATION, FRoM ONE OF THE
LEGAL DOCUMENTS T HAUE PREPARED FOR mY CASE.,

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT

T SOUGHT T0 EXERCISE MY SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHT To. KEEP AND BEAR

JARMS ANDTO DO THIS; T PURCHASED ALL THE PARTS NECESSAQY T0 BulLD AN

AR-IG RIFLE, T DESIRED TO EXERCISE RIGHTS, RATHER THAN PRIVILEGES.

{RIGHTS THAT ARE CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED FRom (MFRINGEMENT,

_{[RATHER. THAN PRIVILEGES, THAT CAN BE REGULATED. T0 Do THIS, T CHOSE
‘,NOT TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMERCE. BY NOT PURCHASING A RIFLE FRoM A
|ILICENSED FIREARMS DEALER OR ONE THAT WAS MADE BY A LICENSED
HMANUFACTURER THAT WOULD HAVE TRAVELED IN INTERSTATE C(OMMERCE.

FIREARMS THAT ARE PRODUCED N AND THAT ARE TRAVELING W
INTER OR INTRA - STATE COMMERCE ARE REGULATED AND ONSUMMERS
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O0F suCH FIREARMS ARE HELD TD THE REGULATIONS THAT COVER THEM.

PRODUCING GooDS R AND SEILING  THEM T0 THE PUBLIC_ IS A PRIVILEGE

[THAT CAN BE AND 1S REGULATED BY CONGREsS AND THE STATES. (ONSUMERS

PARTICIPATE IN THIS COMMERCE _WHEN PURCHASING Goobs AND IN SOME.

CASES ARE REGUWRED T REGISTER_AND PAY TAXES ON THE. TRANSFER OF

POSSESS|ON._OF THOSE GOODS, ALL OF WHICH (S A PRIVILEGE AND IS

REACHED BY CONGRESS' AUTHORITY. UNLESS EXPLICITLY EXPRESSED BY

THE _Suergme LAw, ANYTHING OUTSIDE OF THIS FALS OUTSIDE OF fRIVILEGE

AND 1S A RIGHT;_AND IN SoME CASES |S EXPLICITLY PROTECTED BY THE

CONSTITUTION_AND_ITS AMENDMENTS, LIKE THE SECOND AMENDMENT. BY

MACHINING_AND _BUNLDING MY OWN RIFLE, T EXERCISED MY RIGHTS

INSTEAD OF PRIVILEGES AND BECAUSE CONGRESS LACKS AUTHORITY TU REsUIATE

OR_PROHIBIT WHAT I Do PRIVATELY AND MY PERSOVAL RIGHTS, THERE (S MO

LI SURISDICTION To CHARGE, PROSECUTE, AND TMPRISON ME FOR DOING MTHING.

L AM CHARGED FOR A VICTIMLESS CRIME, BY LAWS AND REGULATIONS

THAT ONLY APPLY TO COMMERCE AND BUSINESSES. MV DETENTION A=D IS

NLAWFUL_AND_PROSECUTION 1S A GROSS VIOLATION oF MY EIETH AMENDMENT

DUE PROCESS RIGHTS. THE FOLLOW{NG EXPLANATION WiLl SHow HOW

CONGRESS 1S WITHOUT TurISDICTION To ReQuize. ME (OR YoU, REAER),

A PRIVATE. CITIZEN, TO REG)STER MY PRIVATE PROPERTY AND IS WITHour

POWER _To _PROHIRIT. ME, OR NOil, FROM MAKING AND POSSESSING ARMS THAT

T MAKE MYSELE Fof. PERSONAL USE AS OPPOSED Tp COMMERCIAL SALE.

AND USE. SINCE DWE PROCESS HAS NEVER TAKEN PLACE 70 DEPRIVE ME cF

MY RIGHTS, THE GOVERNMENT LANNGT TNTERFERE WiTH MY EXERAISING of

SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHTS.

CONGRESS[ONAL POWERA -TO REGULATE

CoNGRESSIONAL POWER TO REGULATE. FIREARMS STARTS WITH AND IS

LIAITED BY ARTICLE- 1, SEC. 3, CLAUGE 3 OF THE UsS. CONSTITUTION. =

GTHE  COMMERCE CrLAusE.  CONGRESS HAS THE PowER To LAV _AnD ColiecT

TAXES To REGULATE. COMMERCE RETWEEN THE STATES. COMMERE B (S

HEOMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES, PEORLE AND BUSINESSES PRODUCING GoODS AND

| CROVIDING _SERVICES OMN A LARGE SCALE T0 THE CoNSUMER PUBLIC. THE

LIPURPOSE _OF THE COMMERCE CLAUSE WAS T0 CREATE AN _AREA OF FREE TRADE

AMONGE. THE STATES. AND _FOREIGN STATES, FAIR AND EQUAL, FREE FRom
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INTERFERENCE. SEE WESTINGIUISE [AECTRIC CopP v TWiLY, Y86 Us 3g¥,

402403, 30 LED 2D 355, I0¥ 5. CT- 556 (129%); MISSOURI ex rel

BARRETT v, kMYSHAS NATURBL GAS Co., 256 US 30§, 65 LED W30, 44 S CT

S PUBLIC UTIITIES Commission v ATILEBIR] STEAM & ELLCIRC Co.,

273 US 39, T/ LED 533, 47 5 CT. 294y MICHIGAN —/Scausit) P L.

ce. v CALVERT, 98LED 583, 347 US /577 GRAMHOLM v HEAD,

16! LED 20 796, 594 US 460

CoNGRESS TS WITHOUT POWER To REGULATE

OR_PROHIRIT PRIVATE. ACTIVITIES

THE GuN ConTRoL AcT (GCA)_AND NATONAL FIREARMS ACT (MEa)

WERE BENACTED UNDER THE COMMERCE CLUASE AUTHORITY 4ND THE

SUPREME. COURT HAS RULED THEM CoNSTITUTIONAL UNDER THE SAME. LT (S

WELL ESTABLISHED AND UNDERSTOOD THAT CONGRESS HAS NO GENERAL

POLICE. POWERS. CONGRESs DOES yoT HAVE. THE POLICE POwER ToTell e

OR YOU, T CANT MAKE, KEEP OR PoSSEss, AND TF T WAWTED To, SELL A

FIREARM T MAKE FOR MYSELF. TS [T COMSTITUTIONAL To ENFORCE. AN EXCISE

TAX_ONTHE DoING _OF BUSINESS WHEN YOU As A PRIVATE CITiZEN ARE

NOT ENGAGED '[N BUSINESS P TS 1T CONSTITUTIONAL To ENFORCE. LAWS

REGULATING LICENSED BUSINESSES ENGAGED IN Comm ErCial ACTIVITIES ol

A _PRIVATE CITIZEN WHO (S NOT ENGAGED iN CoMMERCIAL ACTUITIES P

LS 1T CoNSTITUTIONAL TO SUBTECT A FRIVATE. CITIZEN EXERCISING HIS

PROTECTED AND UNALIANARLE RIGHTS TO LAws REGULATING THE.

PRIVILEGE @F PARTICIPATING (N INTERSTATE COMMERCE WHEN HE,._LS

NOT ENGAGING. TN 0R CONDUCTING ANY SUCH AcTiVITIES T T THINK NOT:

AT_THE MOST, ONLY STATES MAVE POLICE. POWER TO TELL THEIR CITIZENS

THEY CAN'T MAKE SoMETHING, BUT WHEN [T COMES To ARMS, NOT EVEN

THE STATES CAN INTEREERE. ARTICLE VI, CLAUSE 2, " THIS

2 IN EVERY STATE SHALL BE BOUND THEREBY, ANYTHING (N THE

(CONSTITUTIONS OR LAWS OF ANY STATE T THE ConTRARY NOTWITHSTAIDING.”

ARTICLE T 5AYS THE AMENDMENTS T SHALL BE VALID To ALL ZNTENTS. AND

‘FP\&B,OSES. AS PART 0F THIS CoNSTITUTION, " STATES _CANNOT INTERFERE

Wity PERSINAL RIGHTS BUT CAN REGULATE PRIVILEGES LIKE TEE BUSINESS

\AND COMMERCE. TF THE ACTS REACH PRIVATE ACTIVITIES AND MRIVATE.
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PROPERTY, THEN THEY ARE UNCONSTITUTIONAL BECAUSE. THE POWER FOR
{[THE. FEDERAL GOVERNMENT DOES NOT EXIST: TETHE NFA /S AN ExSE
ITAX ON THE- DelNG oF BUSINESS, AS WAS RULED BY THE. SUPREME @URT
AN SowziysKl, SILED 722, 300 US 506, THEN (T IS UNCONSTUTUTIONAL
TO ENFORCE THE LAW oN PRIVATE. CITIZBNS NOT ENGAGING N BUSINESS.
|| THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH TS ENFORCING TAX LAWS CONTRARY THE INTENT
JIOF THE (AW AND of CONGRESS: AS WILL BE AXPLAINED EEFEER MORE
{EATER, CONGRESS HAS A BOUUPRY THAT ITs REACH CANIT CROSS AMD -
HTT LIES BETWEEN COMMERUAL ACTIVITIES THAT DO SUBSTANTIALLY AFECT
INTERSTATE COMMERCE AND ACTIHTIES THAT DONT. MY ACTIVITIES WERE
NOT EVEN CommERCIAL AND WERE PURELY INTERSTATE. IEN_ MUGLER v
Kansps, 3/ LED 205, 123 US 623, (1957), QUOTING JuSTICE MetEM
[EROM THE LICENSE CASES, UE US 5 How, Sok, [12: 256], Surmene augr
“A state REGULATES TS PoMESTIC COMMERCE, CONTRACTS,
TRANSMISSIONS OF ESTATES, REAL AND PERSONAL., AND- ACTS
UPON MATTERS TNTERNAL MATTERS WHICH RELATE J0 iTS
MORAL AND POLITICAL WELLFARKE. OVER THESE. SUBIECTS

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS NO POWER ...~ MR. JuSTICE

WoODBURY OBSERVED { T HOW CAN THEY (THE- STAIES) BE.
SOVEREIGN WITHIN THEIR RESPECTIVE SPHERES, WITHOUT
POWER TO REGULATE. AL THEIR TNTERVAL COMMERCE, AS WELL

AS POLICE, AND PIRECT HOW) WHEN ANDP WHERE IT SHALL BE
CONDUCTED TN ARTICLES INTIMATELY CONNECTED EITHER WiTH
PUBLIC MORALS OR PUBLIC SAFETY GR PUBLIC PROSPERITY P 7" MR,
JSUSTICE. GRIER, [N STILL MORE EMPHATIC LANGUAGE SAID: “THE
TRUE- QUESTION PRESENTED BY THESE CASES, AND ONE- WHICH T AM
NOT DispoSEp TD EVADE, IS WHETHER THE STATES HAVE A RIGHT
TO PROHIBIT THE SALE. AND CONSUMPTION OF AN ARTICLE OF
COMMERCE WHICH THEY BELIEVE To BE PERNICIOUS TW TS
EFFECTS, AND THE CAUSE o F DiSEASE, PAUPERISM; AND RIME...
WITHOUT ATTEMPTING To DEFINE WHAT ARE THE- PECUL IAR
SUBTECTS OFTHIS POWER, [T MAY SAFELY BE AFEIRMED, THAT
EVERY LAW FOR THE RESTRAINT OR PUNISHMENT OF CRIME, FOR
THE PRESERVATION OF THE PURLIC PEACE.,, HEALTH, AND MORALS
MUST COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY,ssn THE POLICE POWER.,
WHICH 1S EXCLUSIVELY TN THE STATES TS ALONE OMPETENT
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TO THE CORRECTION 0F THESE EVILS... 7 (EmPHASIS ApbeD)

20 FAR LN TH(S CASE, WE SEE THE SUPREME COURT TALKING ABOUT
THE STATES NEEDING POLICE POWER TO DEAL WITH THE MAKING OF ALCOHOL
FOR COMMERCIAL SALE TO TRY REDUCING THE EViL EFFECTS OF AlcoroL
ON SOCIETY, THIS CASE DEALS WITH THE STATE OF KANSAS PUTTING A
PROHIBITION ON THE COMMERCIAL MAKING AND SALES OF AlCoHoc. THE
HISUPREME. COURT CONTINUED TN THS CASE ! = -
TTHESE CASES REST uponN THE ACKNOWLEDGED RIGHT OF THe
STATES oF THE WNION To ConTAoL PURELY INTERNAL AFFAIRS,
AND 1IN DOING SO0, To PROTECT THE. HEALTH, MORALS, AND
SAFETY OF THEIR PEOPLE BY REGULATIONS THAT DO NoT

CINTERFERE WITH THE BXECUTION 0F THE POWERS OF THE GENERAL
GOVERNMENT, OR VIOLATE RIGHTS SECURED BY THE COMSTITUTION

OF THZ UNITED STATES, THE woWER To CSTARLISH SWCH
REGULATIONS, AS WAS SAD IN GBEBAWS ve JGDEN, 22 U.5. 9.
WHEAT: 203 [6:71], REACHES EVERVTHING WITHIN THE TERRITCRY
OF A STATE NOT SURRENPERED ToTHE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT...

THE GCA AND NFA SPECIFICALLY TAX AND REGULATE- PEOFLE WHO SPECIFICALLY
AND INTENTIALLY ENGAGE IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. OUTSIPE OF PEOFLE
WHO WANT TO MANUFACTURE AND SE/L FIREARMS O CUSTOMERS CUTSIPE oF
A STATE. OF ORIGIN, CONGRESS HAS NO POWER BECAUSE (T's A PURELY
TENTERNAL AFFAIR,” AND EVEN THEN THE STATES HAVE TO BE WEARY OF
TNTERFERING WITH (TS CITIzEN'S PERSONAL RIGHTS, THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT HAS NO POWER OVER OUR PRIVATE ACTIVITIES AND EVEN IF
JOUR ACTIVITIES WERE COMMERCIAL IN NATURE. AND THEY TAKE Place oniy
HWITHIN YOUR STATE'S BOUNDRIES, THEN THEY CAN'T SUBSTANTIALLY AFFECT
JINTERSTATE. COMMERCE. AND CONGRESS CAN'T TNTERFERE. THE SufREME
COURT™ CONTINUED ¢ ,

. TT 15, HOWEVER, CONTENDED, THAT; ALTHOUGH THE STATE. MaY
PROMIBIT THE MANUFACTURE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS FOR SALE.
OR BARTER WITHIN HER LIMITS, FOR GENERAL USE AS A REVERAGE,
‘NO CONVENTION OR LEGISLATURE HAS THE RIGHT, UNDER OUR FORM
OF GOVERNMENT, To PRORIBIT ANY CETT2EN FROM MANUFACTURING
FOR HIS OWN USE, OR FOR EXPoRT, OR STORAGE; ANY ARTICLE-
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OF FoOD OR PRINK MOT ENDANGERING 0R AFFECTING THE RIGHTS ofF .

OTHERS, THE ARGUMENT MADE N SupPoRT OF THE FIgST BRANCH
OF THIS PROPOSITION, BRIEFLY STATED, IS THAT. IN THE IMPLIED .
COMPACT BETWEEN THE STATE AND THE C(TIZEN, CERTAIN RIGHTS -
ARE RESERVED BY THE LATTERy WHICH ARE GUARANTEED BY THE
CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISION PROTECTING PERSONS AGAINST BEING
DEPRIVED OF LIFE, LIBERTY, OR PROPERTY, WITHOUT DUE PROCESS

OF LAW, AND WITH WHICH THE STATE CANNOT INTERFERE; THAT
AMONG THOSE RIGHTS IS THAT OF MANUFACRING FOR ONE'S UsE
EATHER FooD OR DRINKj ... OUR SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT, BASED 2%

UPON TUE |NDIVIDWALITY AND INTELLIGANCE OF THE CITIZEN,

DOES NOT cLAlm To CONTROL HIM, EXCEPT As To HIS CONDUCT
TO OTHERS, LEAVING HIM THE Sote€ JUDGE AS TOD ALL THAT onlY
AFFECTS HIMSELE «au "

| ALTHOUGH THIS CAse 1S ABOUT ALCOHOL, WE CAN sussﬂ‘lmg Tarms™ W
[/AND THE CONCEFT REMAINS THE SAME, T MAPE MY RIFIE FOR 28 MY owN
USE AND THIS MARING AND POSSESSION DID NO TENDANGERING  0R
{IAFFECTING THE RIGHTS OF OTHERS.” MY RIGHTS 1O MAKE, KEEP, AND BEAR
ARMS ARE RIGHTS RESERVED BY ME AND You. T HAVE NEVER MEILDED
ITHOSE RIGHTS TO ANY GOVERNMENT: OUR RIGHTS. ARE NOT. GRANTED T0-US
BY ANY FEDERAL OR STATE CONSTITUTIONS. OUR RIGHTS DONOT e€xisT
AS A CREATURE OF ANY STATUTE. OUR RIGHTS ARE NATURAL, PERSONAL,
i.AND UNALIENABLE, NO GOVERNMENT cAN INTERFERE. IFTHE SUPREME
COURT SAVS A MAN HAS A RIGHT TD MANUFACTURE ALCoHOL FOR HIS cwl USE
AND NOT EVEN A STATE WITH \TS POLICE POWERS CAN. INTERFERE. AND wiTH
NO AMENDMENT PROTECTING THAT RIGHT, THEN CERTAIVLY, wiTH THE
HISECOND AMENDMENT EXISTING,; NO STATE OR FEDERAL GOVERNMENTS CAN
{INTERFERE WITH OUR MaKING, KEEPING, BEARING, OR EVEN OCCASIONALLY
HEELLING ARMS. THE SUPREME. COURT COMTINUED 5

| " i THE RIGHT TO MANWFACTURE DRINK FOR ONE’S PERSONAL USE
TS SUBTECT To THE CONDITION THAT SUCH MANUFACTURE POES NOT
ENDANGER. OR AFFECT THE RIGHTS OF OTHERS. TF SUCH MANURACTURE
DOES PRETUDICIALLY AFFECT THE RIGHTS AND INTERESTS OF THE
CoMmunITY, TT FOLLOWS, FROM THE VERY PREMISES STATED, THAT
SOCIETY HAS THE POWER 10 PROTE(T (TSELF, BY LEGISLATION,
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AGAINST THE JINTURIOUS CONSEQUENCES OF THAT BUSSINESS, AS
SAID AN MUNY v. ILLINIOS, T4 U S. 124 /29 B3] whiE power
DOES NOT EXST WITH THE WHOLE PEOPLE TO CoNTROL RIGHTS THAT
ARE PURELY AND EXCLUSIVELY PRIVATE, GOVERNMENT MAY REQUIRE
(EACH CITIZEN To SO CoNpucT HIMSELE, AND So USE HIS AROPERTY,
A5 NOT UNNECESSARILY TO INTURE ANOTHER... "

HWHEN T MADE MY MACHINEGUN, T EXERCISED MY € PURELY AND EXCLUSIVELY
[|PRIVATE "' RIGHTS AND DID So WITH NO [NTENTION 70 HARM AWV OTHER
HCTWIZENS, TN FACT, FRom THE DAY T BUILT THE RIFLE UNTIC THE DAY
I[L WAS ARRESTED, OVER A YEAR AND A HALE, NO ONE WAs EVER .
|/ INTURED OR HAD THEIR PERSONAL RiGHTS [NFRINGED UPON. TN FACT,
|| ONE_OF THE REASINS T BUILT THE RIFLE WITH THE CAPABILITIES MIVE

HAS WAS To PROTECT AND DEFEND ANY AND Al CITIZENS oF AMERICA
AVD THEIR RIGHTS, FREEDOM, AND LIBERTY, NoT T ENDANGER OR

UNNECESSARILY [NTURE. AMOTHER. T WAS ALWAYS CAREFUL AOT TO INFRINGE.

1{UPON OR HARM OTHERS. THE SUPREME COURT FURTHER SAID IN MUGLER @

" .. TT DOES NOT FOLIOW THAT EVERY STATUTE ENACTED
OSTENSIBLY FOR THE PROMOTION oF THESE ENDS 1S To RE ACEPTED
AS A LEGITIMATE BXERTION OF THE POLICE POWERS OF THE StATE.
THERE- ARE, OF NECESSITY, LIMITS BEYOND WHICH [EGISIATION
CANNOT RIGHTFULLY GO. WHILE EVERY Pesssuriry possig/c
PRESUMPTION IS To BE INDULGED IN FAVOR OF THE VALIDITY o
A STATUTE, SIWKING Fumd Casks, 77 U.s. 78257 5o/, THE
COURTS MUST PBEY THE CONSTITUTION RATHER THAN THE LA~
MAKING DEPARTMENT OF GOVERNMENT, AMD MUST, UPoN THEIR
OWN RESPONSIBILITY, DETERMINE WHETHER, TN ANY PARTICULAR
CASE, THESE LIMITS HAVE BEEN PASSED, “To WHAT Pugrposs’
TT WAS SaD N MARBURY v MADISON, S U 5. 2 CRANCH, 137, /67
L2:60, 207, "ARE POWERS LIMITED, AND T0 WHAT PURPOSE. 1S THAT

LIMITATION COMMITTED To WATING, TF THESE (IMITS MAY, ATAWY
_TIME, BE PASSED BY THOSE [NTENDED T0 @5 RESTRAINED © THE
DISTINCTION RETWEEN A GOVERNMENT WITH LIMITED AND UNLIMITED .
POWERS 1S ABOLISHED, Tf THOSE LIMITS DO NOT CONFINE THE
PERSONS ON WHOM THEY ARE IMPOSED, AND (F ACTS PROHIBITED
AND ACTS ALLOWED ARE. OF SQUAL OpLIGATION.' THE COURTS pge




NOT BeuND BY MERE FORMS, NOR ARE THEY TD BE MISLED RY

MERE PRETENSES, THEY ARE AT LIBERTY — TNDEED, ARE UNDER

S0LEMN PUTY — TO LOOK AT THE sUBSTANCE OF THINGS,

WHENEVER THEY ENTER UPON THE INGUIRY WHETHER THE

LEGISLATURE HAS TRANSCENPED THE LIMITS OF (TS AUTHORITY.

1F, THEREFORE, A STATUTE PURPORTING To HAVE BEEN ENACTED

10 PROTECTEM THE PUBLIC HEALTM, THE PUBLIC MORALS, OR THE

THOSE OBIECTS, OR 1S A PALRABLE INVASION OF RIGHTS

SECURED BY THE FUNDAMENTAL LAW, (T [S THE DUTY OF THE

COURTS_TO_so ADTUDGE, AND THEREBY GIVE. EFFECT ToTHE

cousTrTuTion. " (EMPHASIS ADDED TO ALL QUOTATIONS FRom JUGLER)

M_cASE 1S aN_TANY PARTICULAR CASE™ AND THE COURTSS SHOULD Lok AT THE.

TSUBSTANCE OF THINGS.” "THE_RIGHT T0 KEEP AND_BEAR ARMS, EVEN A MACHINEGUN,

15 _TSECURED BY THE FUNDAMENTAL LAWY AND THE COURTS SHouLD © <O

ADIUDGE AND GIVE EFFECT T0 THE CONSTITUTION ” AND ouR /MiNg. LIBERTY.

ITS_NOT UP TOTHE COURTS, EVEN THE U-S. SUPREME COURT, T0 DECIDE WiICH

ARMS WE CITIZENS CAN AND LANNCT HAVE. THAT MATTER WAS DEIDED

BY THE FRAMERS OF THE CONSTITUTION AND BLL OF RIGHTS, AND THEY

SAID To THE FEDERAL AND STATE GOVERNMENTS, THE RIGHT OF THE

HPEOPLE TO_KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHAIL NoT Re INFRINGED. r"Asa/wsﬂ

TS ANY _WEAPON. ON TOP OF( THAT, THERE [S NO DELEGATED AUTHORITY

T0_THE JUPICIAL BRANCH, T0 INTERPRET THE SUPREME LAW AND TELL

WS WE oMLY HAVE THE RIGHT To KEEP CERTAIN FIREARMS AND THNT THE

SECOND_AMENDMENT. ONLY PROTECTS FIREARMS THE. COURT SAYS TT.

PROTECTS. THE COURTS AND SomE MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC WOULD COMTEND

THAT — WELL, THE FIRST AMENDMENT. IS NOT_ABSOLUTE RECAUSE SME

SPEECH (S HARMFPUL, LIKE: LIBEL | SLANDER, DEFAMATION 0F CHARACTER.

ek AGREE ON THAT POINT, HOWEVER, UNLIKE SOME SPEECH ACTWALLY

_ANY BRANCH OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAVE To IGNORE THE.

SECOND AMENDMENTS TNSTRUCTION? THE PURPISE of THE FEDERAL

COVERNMENT _15/WAS TO MANAGE THE SEVERAL STATE. GOVERNMENTS,
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1> WHY WE HAVE THE TENTH AMENDMENT AND WHY ONLY THE STATES HAVE

FOLICE. PoWERS. 70 UNDPERSTAND THIS SETTER, YOU HAVETD UNDPERSTAMD

HISTORY. THE COLONISTS USED TO ASK = who ARE THEY (BRITISH PARLIAMENT)

2,000 MILES AWAY, To TELL US HowW To LIVE oUR LIVES. WHO ARE THEY,

2,000 MILES AWAY, TOTHINK THEY KNoW BEST How TO MANAGE US, THE

FOUNDING _FATHERS DESIGNED THE NEW CENTRAL GOVERNMENT, wiTH THE
PAST \SSRES IN MIND, GIVING SPECIFIC POWERS AND LIMITATIONS SO

THAT THE CIYTIZENS OF THE UNION woUlLD NOT EVER HAUE To DEAL WiTH

SUCH TYRRANNY AGAIN, APPERANTLY THAT WASN'T ENouGH THOUGH.

INTERSTATE AND TINTRASTATE ComMMERCE

THE _COMMERCE CLAUSE ALLOWS CONGRESS To REGUATE. FIREARMS

BECAUSE TUERE ARE  COMPANIES WHO MANUFACTURE. AND SELL FREARMS

ACROSS THE NATION CREATING_ A COMMERCE  STREAM _AND NATIONAL

MARKETS, WHICH CONGRESS <AN LEGISLATE To REGULATE. THERE (S

NC_DISPUTE. OF THAT FACT FOR THAT S PRECISELY WHAT CoNGRESS’

INTENT AND PURROSE. FOR THE GUN CoNTROL ACT (13 USC 5921 ef Seq.)

AND THE NATIONAL FIREARMS ACT (26 WSC §550( ef seq. ) TG —T0

REGULATE. COMMERCE AND CRIME INVOLVING COMMERCE.

IT 15 WELL SETILED THAT CONGRESS CAN REGWLATE. TWTRASTATE

ACTVWIATYES, N M/CHIGAN—WISCOUSIN RL. (0. V. CALVERT, 347 Us /S7

78 LED 5%3, THE SUPREME COURT REFERENCED MEMAIS MATURA. GAS CO.

V. S70ME, 295 US 90, 37, SAVING CTT \S NOW WELL SETTLED THAT

VALID_IF, AND ONLY I, THE LOCAL ACTWATY. IS JaT SUCK AN_INTEGRAL

PART OF THE INTERSTATE PROCESS, THE FLOW OF COMMERCE, THAT IT
CANNOT REALISTICALLY BE SEPERATED FRom v " SEE ALSO UN/TED STATES.

b LOPEZ, 514 US 549 AND GONZMES v. RAICH, 545 Us 1, /6=)7. MY

LOCAL_ACTIVITIES OF MAKING MY OWN AND POSSESSING MY MACH INEGUN,

NOT EVEN BEING COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES N NATURE, ARE NOT T SUCH

AN INTEGRAL_PART " _OF ANY FLOW OF ANY. COMMERCE STREAM, THEREFORE

NO_\MPOSITION OF Tax (1MPOSED_BY THE NFA) CAN BE VALID. ANY du/7ep

STATES 1 HEWRY, 638 £ 3d 637 (17 CIR. 2012) AND _GONZALES v. RAKH

ARGUMENTS_ OR REASONINGS FOR REACHING MY PRIVATE ACTIVITIES ARE
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FORECLOSED. THE ANALNSIS BY THE SUPREME COURT HAS EXTENDED CONGRESS

REACH WITH THE ComMMERCE CLAUSE TO BUSINESSES TUAT ONLY OPERATE

WITHIN A SINGLE STATES RORDERS AND HAVE MO OUTSIDE CONTACTS,

HOWEVER, ONLY BUSINESSES AND COMMZRCIAL ACTIVITIES MAY BE REACHED.

THE SUPREME COURT IN RAICH SAID._CoNGRESS MAY REGULATE : 1) THE

CHANNELS OF INTERSTATE COMMERLE, 2) THE. INSTRUMENTALITIES OF
[ENTERSTATE._COMMERCE., AND PERSONS oR THINGS IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE,

AND %) ACTIVITIES THAT SURSTANTIALLY AEFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE.
ALL THREE OF THESE THINGS ARE ASPECTS OF A BUSINESS OB COMMERCIAL

ENTERPRISE. THE COURT IN ZJFEZ, REFERENCING RA/CH, SAW i CONGRES,

UNDER THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION'S COMMERCE CLAUSE, ART 1, §8, CL 3

MAY REGULATE THREE BROAD AREAS OF ACT\VITIES : (1) THE USE OF THE

| CHANNELS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE, (2) THE PROTECTION OF THE.

INSTRUMENTALITIES _OF (NTERSTATE COMMERCE, OR PERSONS OR THINGS IN

TNTERSTATE COMMERCE, EVEN THOWGH THE THREAT MAY COME FROM

INTRASTATE ACTIVITIES, AND (3) THOSE ACTIVITIES THAT SUBSTANTIALY
AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE; WHERE ECONOMIC ACTIMITY

SUBSTANTIALLY AFFECTS INTERSTATE COMMERCE, CONGRESSIONAL

LEGISLATION REGULATING THAT ACTIVITY WILL BE SUSTAINED, ( EMPHUASS

ADPED), ALL OF WHICH_T. HAD NO PART IN. NO_CHANNELS WERE. USED, M0

PERSONS_OR THINGS (A FIREARM) TRAVELED IN_INTERSTATE (OMMERCE, NO

INSTRAMENTALITIES WERE WNLIZED, NO THREATS WERE MADE TO THOSE

THINGS, AND T_WAS NOT ENGAGED IN ANV ECONOMIC ACTIVITY. So_How

LIAND_POSSESSION. OF MY FIREARM FOR PERSONAL USE, AND UNDER WHAT
DELEGATED POWER T THE SUPREME COURT SAID THEY Twould Not PLLE

INFERENCE UpoN INFERENCE IN A MANNER THAT WOULD BID FAIR TO

CONVERT _CONGRESSIONAL AUTHORITY_UNDER THE COMMERCE CLAUSE TO A

|GENERAL. POLICE POWER OF THE. SORT™ RETAWED RY THE STATES..." FURTHER,
THE SWUPREME COURT SAW IN_LOPEZ &

: -
BUT EVEN THE MODERN_ERA PRECEDENTS WHICH HAVE EXPANDED

i CONGRESSIONAL POWER UNDER THE (OMMERCE CLAUSE CONFIRM
_____ & THAT THIS POWER 1S SURTECT T0 OUTER LIMITS. _IN_JONES.

& (AUGHLIN STEEL, THE COURT WARNED THAT THE SCOPE OF

THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE. POWER MUST BE CONSIDERED T

. THE _UIGHY OF CUR DUAL SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT  AND MAY

-
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NOT 85 EXTENDED So AS TO EMBRACE. EFFECTS UPON INTERSTATE

COMMERCE S0 \NDIRECT AND REMOTE THAT To EMBRACE THEM,

IN VIEW OF QUR COMPLEX SOUETY, WOULD EFFECTUALLY
- OBLITERATE  THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN WHAT 1S NATIONAL

AND WHAT 1S LOCAL AND CREATE A COMPLETELY CENTRALIZED .
 GONERNMENT..” 20/ US, at 37, 87 LE0 893, 575 <7 &S: SEE

ALSD_DARBY, supra, at //7-/20, 85 LEp ép3, 6/ S. CT. 457, /32,
AR 193 (COMGRESS MAY REGULATE. INTRASTATE ACTIVITY THAT HAS
A CSUBSTANTIAL EFFECT™ ON INTERSTATE commirce); Wickags,

Stpra, at 125, 12/, $7 L8D j22, 63 5. <T 52 (ComGRESS MAY
REGULATE ACTIVITY THAT " EXERTS A SUBSTANTIAL EFFECT on
INTERSTATE Commrce ). (Emprasis AmeD)

THE “TUMCIALLY ENFORCEASLE OUTER LIMITS Y MEATIONED ARGUEM ARE
ESTABLISHED IN BETWEEN INTRASTATE AES COMMERCE ACTIVITIES THAT Do
JACTWALLY  SUBSTANTIALLY, APFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE AND INTRASTATE
COMMERCE ACTIVITIES THAT DO NOT SUBSTANTIALLY AFFECT INTERSTATE
COMMERCE. THE SUPREME COURT SAWD TACTIVITIES THAT ARE. BEYOND THE REACH
OF CONGRESS UNDER THE COMMERCE POWER ARE THOSE WHICH ARE. COMPLETELY
WITRIN. A PARTICULAR STATE, WHICH Do NOT AFFECT OTHER STATES, AND WITH
{[WHICH T 1S NOT NECESSARY To INTERFERE FOR THE PURPISE OF EXECUTING SOME
OF THE- GENERAL POWERS OF THE GOVERNMENT. " KATZENBACH v. MCluns,
3. LED 2 299, 377 U5 274. CONGRESS! POWER EnpS AT TSUBSTANTIAL
{|EFFECTS " ON. COMMERCE AND THE. ACTIVITY HiS To BE commerciAL, THEN,
BENOND THAT HORIZON ARE ACTIVITIES THAT HAVE NETHING To pO wiTH
COMMERCE. THAT ARE. PERSONAL AND PRIVATE. TF THE SUPREME COURT SAYS
JITHEY  WILL NOT PILE. UP. INFERENCES TO GAIN CAUSE TO EXTEND THE
{|REACH OF CONGRESS, THEN NEATHER SHOWLD THE LOWER COURTS ORTHE
{BOVERNMENT. o ,
THE SUPREME COURT HAS RULED THAT THE SECOND AMENDMENT DaES
NOT MAKE THE RIGHT TO KEEP ANP BEAR ANY ARMS ARScLUTE. AND T
ONLY AGREE TRAT \N CERTAIN. CASES, GOVERNMENT CAN REGULATE
FIREARMS AND THE PEOPLES’ RIGHTS ; LIKE. FIREARMS THAT ARE. COMMERCAILY
MADE, PEOPLE LICENSED AND ENGAGED IN BUSINESS, PEOPLE CONVICTED
OF VIOLENT CRIMES, MENTALLY TLL, AND MINORS. BUT, THE FEPERAL
GOVERNMENT STILL DOES NOT” HAVE PULICE. POWERS To DEPRIVE RIGHTS BY




ACTS OF CONGRESS. T AGREE. THATTHE CONSTITUTION PERMITS SoMg

REGULATION OF FIREARMS, BUT ONLY WHEN THEY ARE TRAVELING IN

INTERSTATE _COMMERCE AND THE RUSINESS ESS THAT MANUFACTURE, IMPORT,

AND DEAL THEM RECAUSE ANY FURTHER REGULATORY OR PROWIRITIVE

SCHEME \wolLP EXTEND THE REACH 0F JURISDICTION ACROSS THE BOUNDRY

(INTO_THE “SHALL NOT BE. INFRINGED" TERRITORY OF THE SECOND AMENDMENT

WHILE POSSIBLY, SIMULTANEOUSLY VIOLATING THE TENTH AMENDMENT,

CONGRESS DogS NOT_HAVE GENERAL POLICE POWER DELEGATED TO rt, ONLY. PoWeR.

TO REGWLATE. COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY, MY ACTIVITIES WERE VON-ECONOMIC,

NON=COMMERCIAL, AND PRIVATE, Two STEPS BEYOND TUE BOUNDRY AND ONER

THE_HoR\zoN. THAT SAME. GOES_FOR ANYONE ELSE wHo MAKES TUBIR own

MACHINE GUN OR ANY OTHER TYPE OF FIREARM. SO, UNDER WHAT POLER

DOES CONGRESS WAVE TOTELL ME T CAMMOT MAKE-MY_OWN MACHINEGUN

UNDER  WHAT. POWER DpES CONGRESS HWAVE. TO TEUME T MUST RELISTER

MY _PRWATE PROPERTY AND PAY TAXES ONTHOSE NON-COMMERCIAL ACTIVATIESS

UNDER wHAT POWER CAN TWE EXECUTIVE BRANCH ENFIRCE (Al oN CMIZENS

FOR_THER _PRIVATE ACTIVITIES WHEN THE LAW IS MEANT FOR BUSINESSES £ IS THIS.

NOT_TXRANNY T TP WE DO NOT AVAIL OURSELVES TO THE LAW, HOW CAN WE BE

BOUND To \T ¢

MERRIAM — WERSTERS DICTIONARY _oF LAw (zoly) DEFINES T INFRWGE” 4S:

“ro ENCROACH UPON 1N A WAY THAT VICLATES [AW O&JUE._,QIGHTSAQﬁAWEKJﬁ

EVCROACH IS DEFINED As: “TO ENTER GRADUALLY OR STEALTHILY UPON ANOTHERS’

PROPERTY OR RIGHTS. . CONGRESS MIGHT BE ABUSING (TS COMMERCE CLAUSE

POWER TO__SIDESTEP_AND_ GO AR0UAD_THE SECOND AMENDMENTS INSTRUCTION

THAT _RIGHTS SECURED ARE NCT TO_BE INFRINGED 0R EMCRoACHED Hpop,

UTILIZING  THE COMMERCE POWER_To REGULATE FIREARMS AND BE THEN

APPLY 8922(0) As A PoilCh POWER, OR THE EXECUTIVE ENFORCUNG. (T AS

IF 1T WERE A PoLi{CE POWER [S ENTERING TGRADUALLY 08 STEALTHILY.™

LAND  CONSTITUTES A USURPATION OF POWER. RIGHT. NOW, THE GOVERNMENT

CWISHES TO PROSECUTE. ME. UNDER ACTS _INTENDING IO TAX AND REGUWATE.

BUSINESSES AND COMMERCE, AND ARE TREATING THEIR PROVISIONS AS

POLICE POWERS, WHICH ONLY THE STATES HAVE.

THE PURPOSE OF THE. GUN_CONTROL ACT. (1% USC 55 921 et eq.)

| CoNGRESS MADE. A DECLARATION. IN SECTION 101 OF THE GUN CONTROL




ACT OF 1968, PUBLIC (AW 90-6l8, WHKH PROVIDES :
({THF- CONGRESS HEREBY DECLARES THAT THE PURPOSE OF THIS T(TLE
IS TO PROVIDE SUPRORT To FEPERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL LAw
ENFORCEMENT OFFICIALS IN THEIR FIGHT AGAINST CRIME AWD
VIOLENCE, AND. (T IS NQOT THE PURPOSE OF THIS TITLE TO
PLACE ANV UNDUE OR UNNECESSARY FEDERAL RESTRICTIONS
OR BURDENS ON LAW ABIDING CITIZENS WITH RESPECT To
THE AcRUISITION, POSSESSION, OR USE OF FIREARMS
APPROPRIATE. T THE. PURPOSE GF HUNTING, TRAPSHOGTING,
TARGET SHeoTING, PERSONAL PROTECTION, OR ANY CTHER
LAWFLL _ACTwiTY, AND THAT THIS TITLE IS NoT INTEADED |
JO DISCOURAGE OR ELIMINATE. THE PRIVATE. OWNERSHIP OR
WSE OF FIREARMS BY LAW- ABIDING CITIZENS FOR LAWFUL
PURPOSES, OR PROVIDE FOR THE [MPOSTTION ©F BYX FEDERAL
REGULATIONS OF ANY PROCEDURES OR REQUIREMENTS  OTHER
THAN THOSE REASONABLY NECESSARY TO IMPLEMENT AND
EFFECTUATE THE PROVISIONS OF THIS TriLe. ”

$0 THERE You HAVE IT, CONGRESS SAID THE ACT POES NOT TELIMINATE <p

{[THE. PRIVATE OWNERSHIP" OF FIREARMS AND I PRWVATELY MADE, 0wNED,
|AND USED MY MACHINEGUN FOR LAWFUL PURPOSES, YET THE GOVERNMENT

15 TRYING TO TELL us THAT $§922 (0) ELIMINATED THE PRWATE POSSESSION
OF MACHINE GUNS MADE AFTER 1986, ECVEN THOUGH CGONGRESS SAID OTHERWISE.

| IPID CONGRESS ELIMINATE PRIVATE OWNERSHIP WITH §922 (0), OR DID THEY .

ONLY TELL LICENSED MANUFACTURERS, DEALERS, AND IMPORTERS THAT
THEY CoulD NO LONGER MANUFACTURE, IMPORT, AND DEAL MACHINEGUNS
UNLESS ON BEWALF OF THE GOVERNMENT © T MADE A DECLARATION TO
THE CouRT EXPLAINING MY LAWFUL INTENTIONS FOR
MAKING AND USING MY RIFLE, WHICH ARE |\ KEEPING wWiTH

.
=P

| EXACTLY WHAT CONGRESS PECLARED THE GUN CONTROL ACT WAS NOT
{INTENDED To INTERFERE WITH. T AM ‘A LAW-ARIDING CITIZEN
[HAVING  NEVER BEEN CONVICTED OF ANY CR\ME AND WAS USING MY

FIREARM FOR LAWFUL PURPOSES, MAINLY FOR TARGET SHOOTING AND

[IPERSONAL PROTECTION, = MY ACQUISITION OF MY RIFIE WAS NOT THROUGH

COMMERCE AS T MADE T MYSELF AND MY OWNERSHIP of &8 MY
PROPERTY WAS PRIVATE. SECTIeN 92Z(0) AS THE GOUERNMENT 1S
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TRYING _To APPLY YT — AS A PolICE POWER — ELIMINATES MY RIVATE

OWNERSHIP, WHICH 1S EXACTLY WHAT CONGRESS CAUNGT DO AND
DECLARED 1T wAS NOT_INTENDING 10 D0, “STATUTES CRIMWALIZANG

THE POSGESSION, TTRANNGEER, AND MAKING OF MACKINEGUNS ARE MERELY
MALUM_FROHIBITUM  LAMS, TN CONTRAST 7O RAPE, MURDER, AND

ROBHERY, SuCH GUN RELATED ACTIVITIES ARE NoT iNHERENTLY BAD;

THEY ARE- ONLY TECHNICALLY OR ARTIFICIALY JLLEGAL. COURTS, HOWEVER

MUST_DEFER TO CONGRESS WHEN T LEGISLATES PURSUANT TO IS

ENUMERATED POWERS.” ARDDIN, 19 F.3d ot 186 n. 25, (EMPuasts ADDED).

WELL, COURTS Musy DEFER To CONGRESS AND CONGRESS SAWS THEY ARE

NOT_ECIMINATING PRIVATE PoSSESSION OF FIREARMS, THAT INCLUDES

MACHINEGUNS AND AVY OTHER TVPE OF FIREARM, IF THE COURTS

DETERMINE THAT §922(6) IS NOT A STATUTE ENACTED AND ENFORCED

UNDER A _PoLiCE POWER, THEN YT MMST BE A (OMMERCE POWER, BUT

HOW CAN T 2E APPLIED TO ME, OR ANYONE, WHEN we DIDNT/IF WE Dot

PARTICIPATE. N COMMERCET WHEN T SAY *PARTICIPATE IN CoMMERGE

DUST 70 CLARIEY, 1'M TALKING ABOUT BUYING FIREARMS AS A

WHOLE GUNS, NOT_PARTS OR MATERIALS, BECAUSE THATS WHAT THE LAW
COVERS,

THERE. ARE MANY CASES THAT ALSO SAY WHAT THE PURPOSE OF THE

ACT 15 " PRINCIPAL PURPOSE OFTWE €8 GUN CONTROL ACT OF 1968, |3

USC 8921 o seq., TS TO CURB CRIME BY KEEPING FIREARMS OUT OF

THE _HANDS OF THOSE NOT LEGALLY ENTITLED 0 POSSESS THEM

BECAUSE OF AGE, CRIMINAL BACKGROUND, OR INCOMPETENCY AND TQ

LCHANNEL COMMERCE IN FIRERRMS THROUGH FEDERALLY [ICENSED

IMPORTERS, MANUFACTURERS, AND DEALERS IN AN ATTEMPT To HALT

MAIL—=ORDER__AND_INTERSTATE TRAFFIC N FIREARMS. " HUDDLESTOM v

UNITED STATES. (1974) 415 dS 819, 27 L £p 2d 752, 1.5 T, [262.

“ BRWEEE PRINCIPAL PURPOSE OF 18 USC §922 wAS 1o maKe. 1T

L POLABLE T0 KEEP. RREARMS OUT OF THE HANDS OF THOSE NOT LEGALLY

IENTITLED 7O POSSESS THEM BECAUSE. OF AGE, CRIMINAL BACKGROUND.

OR _INCOMPETENCY." BARRETT v. Uw(Tep STATES (197€) 423 s 272,

96 L £d 24 450, 76 5. 70 478. " PURPosE oF Coneress IN

ENACTING GuN CoNTROL ACT OF 1962, I8 USC %921 etsep., 1STO

ELIMINATE FIREARMS_FROM THE HANDS OF RIMINALS WHILE INTERFERING

A5 _LITTLE AS PoSSIBiE. WITH LAW_ABIDING CiTizens.” YNM/TED STATES
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V. WEATHERFORL (1972, CA7 L) 471 Fod 97, cond-dow (7234 us 92,
% L £d 24 675, 73 S, CT. 2044 T ENACTING Gl CONTROL ACT OF 1965,

CONGRESS \WTENDED TO REGULATE ALL BUSINESSES ENGAGED IN \MPORTING,

DEALING, AND MANUFACTURING FIREARMS CONCERNING [NTERSTATE AS WELL AS

BEPERS INTRASTATE —TRANSACTIONS SO AS TO AsSisT STATER EFFEcTIVELY TO

) 7, ) .
REGULATE FIREARMS TRAFFIC wiTHIN THEIL 2oR0ERS. AVITED STHTES u

PETZRUCL (1973, CAZ Ca)) 956 F 24 227, Cert duy (1920) 97 us 937
W L L 2d 287, 94 5. c 1937, (EMpuss Anvep). T whs woT A

BUSINESS, NOR wAs T ENGAGED IN ANY commerciAl TRANSACTIONS, MR

WAS T PARTICIPATING IN COMMERCE BY THE PURCHASE (A TRANSACH(JN) oF

A FIREARM  FROM ANY BUSINESS WHERE. (T"\ould BE CoVERED &Y THE

ACYS. T AM noT CUNDERY THESE LAWS ANp NEITHER AQE YOU IF WU

IMAKE NOUR OwWN FIREARMS, LIKE T pip.  "Guy CONTROL ACT, 1% Usc

57 92| ef Seq., WAS \NTENDED To BE BROAD MEASURE. TO CORRECT WIbESPREAD
ABUSES IN TRAFEIC 1N FIREARMS. ” 4TED spazes w Stiwron (1975, cao fan)

529 A2d /255, 33 AR fed T37, cerd-dow (1776) 929 US 95, 47 £ £/ 2/

524, %S ¢t g2/, “1% usc 5922 i \NTENDED TO DRV UP SuppLy OF CRME

GUNS’ CompLETELY FOR FELON."™ UMITED STAZES u Mpap /3975 CA9 Gof)

555 £ 24 965, " PURROSE oF GUN CONTROL ACT OF W68 IS 0 LimiT

POSSESSION _OF FIREARMS 0 THOSE. PERSONS WHO ARE RESPONSIZLE AND LA
AB\DING, " RARKER v UMITED STATES (1978, Colo hiw) S77 2o 12/,

“PURPOSE. oF 13 USCET22(h) 1S TO ELIMINATE Sueply oF FIREARMS AVALLABLE

[T0 FELONS THROUGH INTERSTATE AD POREIGN CommeRcr.” UWITED STAES v.

\RIVERA. (1178, DC Comn) YE7 £ Supp 37 " PURROSE OF 2ok Gun CONTRIL AcT

OF 196% 15 To STRENGTHEN FEDERAUE CoNTROLS oUER INTERSTATE AnD

FOREIGN CoMMERCE. IN FIREARMS AND T0 ASSIST STATES EFFECTIVELY To

)
[ REGULATE FIREARMS WITH(N THEIR BORDERS.

" UWTED STATES v BUSIC

| f//{s/?Z, CA3) 22 Gr [ 2443, " FepeRAL RegulATION oF INTRASTATE SALES

OF FIREARMS DOES NOT CONSTITUTE. UNCONSTITUHONAL USUvpaTloN of STATE

POWERS;VSKNCE THE TRANSACTIONS. ENCOMPASSED THEREIN INVOLVE LICENSED

‘DEALE»&i WHOSE GENERAL. INVOVEMENT. WITH_INTERSTATE COMMERCE. IS

suBsTANTIAL. " AUITED STATES v. CRAMpaw. (1972, CAT Me) 453 Fod

/2/6 Q:f/jp,_é/As[s JAA@)AM@ “SupSECToN oF 1% UsC 8922, AS AMENDED,
WiiCH CRIMINALIZES CERTAIN ACTIVITIES (AFFEJ;FIN,G COMMERCE" ARE.

| SURISDICTIONAL WoRDS oF ART, AND SUBSECTION REACHEG OwLY THeSE

| FIREARMS THAT TRAVEL \N_INTERSTATE COMMERCE. " MU7ED STATES v
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WALLACE (1987, CAS Tex) 587 £ 24 580 (EMPLHSIS ADDED). UroN REANG
TRE- ENTRE- ACT, THE INTENT OF CONGRESS, AND CASES INVOLVING THE

HG. G ALy ONE CAN DETERMINE THAT IT PERTAINS TO PEGPLE AMD
BUSINESSES  ENGAGED IN COMMERCE AND APPLIES ONLY To FIREARMS THAT
TRAVEL IN INTERSTATE AND FOREI[GN COMMERCE BETWEEN THOSE
JUCENSED MANUFACTURERS AND. IMPORTERS, AND THE DEALERS OF THER .
FIREARM S, OTHERWISE, CONGRESS (S WITHOUT TURISDICTION.  FIREARMS
N, PRIVATE POSSESSION ARE NO LONGER. PRODUCTS FLOATING DOWN ‘THE
HCOMMERCE STREAM,

THE  GOVERNMENT MAY CONTEND, AND MANY OTHER PEOPLE, THAT EVEN.
IMAKING A oNE-TIME spis OF A mrtE (YOUR PRIVATE PROPERT‘/> CONSTITUTES
JHCOMMERCIAL ACTIVITY. HOWEVER, A DEALER iS5 WHO THE [Aw APpLIES T
{AND 1S PEFINED IN THE STATUTES AND CODE oF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, AUD
ONE-TIME, oR PERIODICAL SALES, OF PRIVATE. PROPERTY DOES NOT MAKE US
A DEALER AS DEFINED, THUS [T DOESN'T SATISFY THE ELEMENTS OF ANY
HCRIME,  THE TERM TRANSFER™ IV THE G.C.A. ANVD N.FA. ONLY APPLES
i;TO DEALERS, MANUFACTURERS, AND IMPORTERS WHO PTRANSFERT PoSsEssion
OF THEIR "BUSINESS INVENTORIES™ IV INTERSTATE AND |NTRASTATE

. JCOMMERCE  AND ARE LICENSEP UNDER THE LAw 70 Doso., TumpeR
FEDERAL LAW, INDIVIDUALS MAY NOT DEAL IN FIREARMS WITHOUT FIRST
IRECIEVING A LICENSE. INDIVIDUALS WITHOUT LICENSES MAY MAKE

PERIODIC SALES OF FIREARMS FROM THEIR PERSONAL COLLECTIONS, ALTHOUGH

THEY MAY NOT ENGAGE [N THE REGULAR COURSE. OF BUSINESS OF DEALING.
FIREARMS FOR PROFIT. WHEN A PURCHASER BUYS A FIREARM ERoM A
JLAWFULLY  LICENSED DEALER, BOTH #RE THE DEALER AND THE BUYER MusT
{RECORD THE- TRANSACTION WITH A BUREAU OF ALCHOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS,
AND EXPLOSIVES FORM HYT73, A TRANSACTION RECORD Fogm “THAT DEALERS

{IARE REQUIRED BY LAW T0 KEEP... FEDERAL LAW (THE G.C.A, AuD N.F.A.)

[REQWIRES LICENSED DEALERS TO MAINTAIN "ACRUISTTION AND DISPosiTION

{RECORD BOOKS, WHICH ARE. ALSO USED To RECORD (NFORMATION AROUT :
(TTRANSACTIONS . LU//TED STATES vi SHIPLEY (2013, CAS). 506 Fad, Apox. 450,
(Empipsis ADDED). AS NOU_CAN REAP IN THAT CASE, THE ONLY Time
[TRANSACTIONS HAVE- To BE RECORDED 1S WHEN SOMEONE BuyS A4 GuN
IFROM A LICENSED DEALER AND THE RECRDS OF SUCH MUST e kEPT
BY THEY DEALER. THE LAW DOESN'T, AND CANNGT; SAY THAT PRIVATE
CITIZENS HAVE TO DO RECORDS CF TRANSFERS, BECAUSE CONGRESS IS
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WITHOUT CONSTITUTIONAL DELEGATICN OF POWER TO WRITE. SUCH LAW AND

ONLY CONGRESS WRITES THE LAW. WUNDER THE LAW, LICENSED MANUFACTURERS

AND LICENSED [MPORTERS ARE. REQUIRED T SERIALIZE THER

MANKRFACTURED AND IMPORTED FIREARMS. SINCE T Am NoT A _LICENSED

MANWFACTURER OR_IMPORTER, T WAS NoT- REQUIRED BY (AW TO SERIALIZE

MY AR-IS WHEN T MADE IT. ONLY LICENSED DEALERS AND PURCHASERS ARE
REGWIRED 7o RECORD THEIR TRANSACTIONS /TRANSFERS, BUT T AM NoT &

LICENSED So T WAS/AM NOU REQUIRED Tp RECORD ANY TRANSACTIONS NoR

Conip T SINCE MY RIFLE IS NOT SERFAEE SERIALIZED AND BECAUSE.

I WAS PART OF MY PERSONAL CoLLECTIoN, IF T WANTED TO SEIL MY

RIFLE, 1T WoulD NoT RE TRANSEERING FRoM A _“BUSINESS (MyeNTORY”

INTO_A_PRIVATE COLLECTION. 18 U.5.C. §923(C)— LICENSING — SAVS:

14
UPeN FILING _OF A JROPER APPLICATION AND PAYMENT of THE PREXRIRED

YEE, THE ATTORNEY GENERAL SWALL \SSUE 10 A QUALIFIED ACPLICANT

THE _ABEROPRIATE. LICENSE. WHICH, SUBJECT 0 THE PROVISIONS oF THIS

CHAPTER [CHAPTER 44 - BIREARMS, S9921 et seq. ] AdD OTHER APLICARLE

PROVISIONS OF LAw [THE N.F.A. | SHALL ENTITLE THE LICENSEE To

TRANSPORT, SHIP, AND RECIEVE FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION COVERED

BY SUCH TCENSE. W INTERSTATE. oR FOREIGN COMMERCE DURING

THE PERIOD. STaTED IN THE Licgnce . o (EMPUASIS ADPDED).

A _PERSON OMLY BECOMES SURTECT To THE LAWS AFTER TUEY GET TWE

LCENSE. OR WHEN ENGAGING N _BUSWESS W iTHoUT oNE. Do ¥ou SEE DL

THE. STATUTE SAYS THERE _ARE FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION “covered” ey

[THE License? "COUBRED” FIREARMS ARE. THSE MADE AND (MPCATED BY

LICENSED MANUFACTURERS AND LICENSED IMPORTERS, AND THEN DEALT BY

THE LICENSED DEACERS. THESE “Couered” FiREARMS AAE THE oNES

[IREQUIRED TO B SERIALIZED, AND REGISTERED If THEY ARE OF THE TYPE

DEFWED IN 26 UScE584G (), IF THERE ARE “Covegep? FIREARMS ; THERE

JAUST BE FIREARMS NOT COVERED.  THOSE WoulD 8B ONES You MAKE

AMOURSELE,  WHEN 3922() 15 READ 10 THE. CONTEXT OF THEENTIRE ACT AS (T

|
SHOULD B, (T TELLS THE LICENSED DEALERS, (MPORTERS, AND

MANUFACTURERS  THAT THEY CANNOT M MRE, DEAL, AND (MPORT. MACHINEGUVS.
UNLESS 1T 1S oN_BEHALF OF THE GoUBRNMENT AMD THAT THEY — THE

LICENSEES — AWD AL OTHER PERSONS CAMNOT POSSESS ANY MACHWEGUN

THAT WAS MADE FOR THE GOVERNMENT AFTER 1426 UMLESS. AUTHORIZED BY

1AW o Do so.  MY_RIFLE WAs WoT MADE BY A LICENSED MANUEACTURER
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FOR THE GOVERNMENT SO THERE 1S NOT ANY VIOLATION IN_THAT wAY. T Am
NOT A LICENSED MANUFACTURER wWHO HAD MAPE A MACHINEGUN NOT For THE

GOJERNMENT, WHICH WoulD HAVE VIOLATED THE LAW BECAUSE OMLY LICENSED

MANUFACTURERS CAN MAKE MACHINEGUNS FoR THE. GOVERNMENT, NoT ROR THE

CIVILIAN MARKET. §‘IZZ@) TELLS ONLY LICENSED DEALERS THAT THEY CAVNOT

[TRANSFER MACHINEGUNS MADE AFTER 1986 T0 CIVILIANS, ONLY To THE

GOVERNMENT. T AM NOT A LICENSED DEALER SO T CAN'T VIoLATE THAT (A

It T WANT TO SELL MY PRIVATE PROPERTY TO SOMEONE.

THE PURPOSE OF THE NATIONAL FIREARMS ACT (26 usc $€ 530 et seq.)

IN _ENACTING THE N.F.A,, CONGRESS “SOUGHT T0 REGULATE THE SALE, TRANSFER,

AUD LICENSE OF MACHINEGUNS, SAWED-OFF SHOT GuNS, SAwED-OFF RlFLES,, AND OTHER

FIREARMS, OTHER THAM pPISTOLS AuD REVOLVERS, WHICH MAY BE (oNCEALED oN THE

)

PERSON, AWD SWENCERS.” H.R. ReP. NO. 75-2457, ot 1(1938). “as 1 uwperstar,

THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF THE BILL |5 TO STOP GANGSTERS FRom GETTING Holp oF

"

MACHINEGUNS . STATEMENT OF REP. WILLIAM P CONNERY, JR., 78 Cong, _Rec,

I, 4o ( 434).  "WHEN CONGRESS PASSED THE NATIDNAL FIREARMS ACT [ Twne 1934]

IMPOSING A TAX 6N DEAIERS IN FIREARMS. AND ON -THE TRAFFIC OF FIREARMS, THE
EF’IARPOSE AND INTENT OF CONGRESS WAS WITHOUT GUESTIoN DPIRECTED AT HE

DILLINGERS, MA BARKERS, AND GAMGSTERS WHp WERE PLAGUING THE COUNTRY with

CRIMES OF VIOLENCE. ” MEKEE £ CO.u FIRST NAT. BANK oF SAN DIEGO, 265

NE Supp. 1 ( <o Gof. /%7), “1He NATIONAL FIREARMS ACT AROSE FROM A MoTIVE

TO_RREVENT RACKETEERS, BANK RDB?:ERS, AND DESPERADOES FROM OBTAINING SAwED —

LOFF _SHOTGUNS ANP MACHINEGUNS TO RUN WILD IN RIME- ANp TO_ENABLE. THE

GOVERNMENT TO TRACE OWNERSHIP. " _UMITED STATES v ApAuS, N F Stp. 276,

(23 (€4 Fra. [935). AT THE TIME IN THOSE DAYS, ONLY BLACKSMITHS. AND

MANWFACTURING _ COMPANIES WERE AGLE TO MAKE GUNS BECAUSE THE LIMITED

TECHNOLOGY OF THE TIME_AND KNOWLEDGE. THE AVERAGE CITIZENS DIpN'T HAVE

THE MEANS AND EAZE_TO MAKE ADVANCED WEAPONRY AT HOME L(KE WE DO

[TODAY.__WHEN VOU BEGIN. READING, THE. ACT AT THE BEGINING IN_SECTION 580,

ot cavs: ToN ST ENGAGING IN_BUSINESS ... EVERY |MPORTER,

MANUFACTURER, AND_DEALER IN_FIREARMS SHALL PAY_A SPECIAL (otcUpATIONAL)

, ?
ITAX_FoR EACH _PLACE OF BUSINESS... ’ AND_THEN. YOU_MOVE TO THE_NEXT

SECTION, 5307, AND IT 5A¥G : " ON_FIRST ENGAGING IN_RUSINESS. .. £ACH

IMPORTER, MANUFACTURER, AND DEALER IN FIREARMS SHALL REGISTERT, ..
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I[N WHICH SWCH BUS(NESS |S TO BE CARRIED ON ... EACH COCATION...

WHERE HE WILL CONDUCT SUCH BUSINESS,” WHEN A PERSON REGISTERS HIS
BUSINESS, HE SHALL RECIEVE “THE APPROPRIATE LICENSE WHICH, SUBJECT
T0 THE PROV\SIOI\); OF THIS CHAPTER AND OTHER APPLICABLE PROVISIONS OF [AW,
SHALL ENTITLE. THE LICENSEE To... " MANOFACTURE; IMPORT, AND DEAL FIREARMS.

[THE APPROPRIATE LICENSE BEING. A CLASS 1, 2 or 2 UNPER C.FR.
a4, 32 (b). TN AfER 35802, THE PROCEEDING SECTIONS ARE WHAT A
|PERSON ENGAGING IN BUSINESS AND LICENSED TO DO s0 MUSE OBEY. THIS IS
JITHE CONTEXT THAT muST BE APPLIED, AT THE TIME THE N.F A, WAS WRITTEN,
|| THERE. WERE. ONLY BUSINESSES MANUFACTURING MACHINEGUNS AND THE LAl
HOMLY ADDRESSES THEM, REQUIRING SERIAL NUMBERS FOR REGISTRATIONS AVD

TRACING  PURPOSES, AND TO ALD TAXATION OF THE MANUFACTURING AND DEALING.

[ TRANSACTIONS . THAT CONSTITUTE THE CoMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES THAT CoNGRESS
{{HAS JURISDICTION TO TAX AND REGU(ATE. WHAT PEOPLE Do PRIVATELY AND

NON=COMMERCIALLY . DOES NOT GIVE B CoNGRESS COMMERCE CLAUSE-

[SUMSDICTION, OR POLICE POWER JURSDICTION, OR “NECESSARY AwD

PROPER " CLAUSE TURISDICTION .
CONTEXT

ONE  SHOULD NOT READ A SINGLE SURSECTION OF A SECTION of AN ACT

{/AND ATTEMPT To APPLY 1T IN ALL CASES, ACTIVITIES, OR CONDUCT. AS MANY
{IFEDERAL AGENTS- AND THE COURTS Do IN PROSECUTING CITIZENS, "IN
| EXPOUNDING A STATUTE, WE ARE NOT... GUDED BY A SINGLE SENTENCE
{08 MEMBER OF A SENTENCE, BUT Lo0K To THE PROVISION OF THE WHOLE

LAW, AND 1TS OBIECT AND PoLicY. " ALOT LIFE JNS. CO. v. DEDEAUX,
8/ Us 4, Sh 95 LEd 39, 107 5. Ct IS4 (1987). TN so covcupivg,

{WE- DO NOTHING MORE. OF CoURSE, THAN FoLLoW THE CARDINAL RULE THAT
A STATUTE IS To BE READ AS A WHOLE, SEE [MASSACHUSETTS v.

1ORASH) 490 Us (07, 115, (04 L Fd 24 98, w7 s. 7 /463 (1989),
SINCE MEANING OF STATUTORY LANGUAGE 5. PLAIN OR NOT, DEPEND oN

\CONTEXT.  SEE e.g.. SHELL Ol co. v. JWA DEFT.. OF REVENUE, 4% 4s
117, 26, Joz2 ¢ £d 24 %6, 107 5. ct 278 (1785). TworDs ARe NoT

PEBBLES IN ALIEN TUXTUPOSITION ; THEY HAVE ONLY A COMMUNAL
EXISTANCE; AND NOT oNLY DOES THE MZANING OF EACH INTERPENETRATE

[[THE OTHER, BUT AL IN THEIR AGGRAGATE THKE THEIR PURPORT FROM THE
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SETTING IN WHICH THEY ARE USED....| M ARB . FEDERBUSH D., /2/
24 95¢, 957 (A2 1q41)(L. HwD, T.)( uotep w SHELL OlLy _Supra_af
25, nb). " KlWs v ST VIMCENT'S sosPriae, So2 g 215, (Empssss
ADDED ). THOSE WERE ALL SUPREME._COURT CASE. CITATIONS. WHEN A
supsectiod Like §922(0) oR 5 5%61(d) ArE READ ouT of CONTEXT, THE

GOVERNMENT _CAN_AND DOES MISCONSTRUE THEIR APPLICATION, APPLY PoLicE

POWERS NOT DELEGATED, ANP _VIOLATE. A CITIZEN SECOND, FOURTH, AND
FIFTH AMENDMENT RIGHTS AS WELL AS “THE STATES TENTH_AMENDMENT RIGHTS,

CONCLUSION

THE TEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS TUERE. HANDS TIEP WHEN IT CoMES To
THE SECOND APMENDMENT AND PRWATELY OWNED FIREARMS. TF Nou MAKE
YOUR OWN FIREARM, YOU CAN MAKE T HOWEVER Yol WANT AND Yoli DO
INOT HAVE TO REGISTER YT OR GET THE TAxX_STAMP. FOR A FEW YEARS

T VE_ARGUED_WITH PEOPLE WHO SAD T CANT DO wHAT T Did_AND TVE

TN TRIS PAPER, T ¥R HAVE SHowN You MosT of THE LAW. TUERE IS sTiLL

MUCH_MORE N THE G.Co A AND N Acs AND_IN THE. COBE OF FEDERAL

REGULATIONS PARTS 47% & 79, TWNT CowD HELP EXPLAIN MY POSITION,
EVERYTHING_ T DID WAS (EGAL, T HIDE NOTHING, NCR Dip T HAVE To
TRY_TO SNEAK ARGUND TRYING TO BUY PARTS.  MOST £VERYTHING WAS
ORDERED_AND SHIPPED RIGHT To MY APARTMENT POOR _AND THE REST
WAS GOUGHT OVER THE COUNTER AT MY FAVPRITE LoCAL _SHop, NO
TRICKS, NO_5MOOTH_Mougs. T Pib 1T BECAUSE T CouLd Do IT. GO

To A _DEALER _AND TRY T BUY AN SRR OR A SuppRESSHE. WITHOUT

Can'T. A DEALER CANNOT  TRANSFER A REGISTERED FIREARM TO Mou
WITHOWT COMPLYING _WITH ALL THE (AWS AND REGULATIONS. BUT Yo
Could_MAKE VoUR oWN AT HOME TF You GoT THE SKILLS Avd ACESS
__TO MACHINING _EQUIPMENT, OR MAVRE SOMEONE 1o HELP YOU. _DON'T
i BB FooLED BY THE ATF_OR ANY OUTHER GOVERNMENT OR LAW EVERREZE
e ENFORCEMENT, THEY DON'T STUDY ALL THE (AW, ESPECIALLY THE
SUPREME LAW, TO WHICH THEY SWEAR AN OATH To SUppoRT AND
. DEFEND, THEY DON'T. WANT EVERVONE RUNNING AROUND WITH MACHINEGUNS,
CBR’s, AND SUPPRESSRS THEY MADE AT HOME,




