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STILL SAYING NO TO GUN CONTROL? 
   America reels yet again to the heinous murders of the innocent! Saying we have reached the point of living in an unusually uncertain world can only be described as the understatement of all time. 

   Our country, “land of the free, home of the brave” has, before our very eyes, been taken over by those who use the founding principles to maim and destroy. Bringing children into the world is a freedom not enjoyed and not available for experience at will in places like China. Perhaps that statement should be followed by adding “Thankfully that is not the case here in America.” But, most American parents believe their country’s Constitution provides the protection and right to living safely as a basic premise in the American way of life, not one sacrificed for those obsessed with owning an arsenal of weapons.
   Freedom is one of those ideas “grabbed” onto that can be used in so many ways as justification to pursue our dreams and happiness. Unfortunately, the idea of freedom to do as one pleases does not necessarily mean one should have or should do as some people do. The years (dare I say aging) brings wisdom to some, after all, we can hope we’ve learned from out mistakes and don’t keep repeating them. 

   Gun control proponents have brow beat “us ordinary Americans” with the second amendment to the U.S. Constitution, but as a refresher, here is exactly what the second amendment says:  

   Amendments – Article II:  Right of Arms. A well regulated militia being necessary to the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.” 
   Need it be asked, where in that one-sentence does it guarantee gun ownership to any citizen, especially those lacking the intellect to keep guns secure from persons exhibiting extreme personally traits, mental health disease, deranged attitudes, routine interests in graphic violence and fantasy video games? 
   In a 1995 U.S. Supreme Court ruling, United States v. Lopez, a federal law was overturned that imposed criminal penalties on anyone possessing a firearm in a school zone, based on the premise that “a criminal statute that by its terms has nothing to do with “commerce’ or any sort of economic enterprise, however broadly one might define those terms.” 
   Dissenting judges maintained that “the pervasive presence of guns in schools plainly diminished the ability to provide a sound educational environment, which would ‘substantially affect’ interstate and foreign commerce in the long run.” 

   Chief Justice Rehnquist would have no part of such a rationalization as put forth by the dissenting judges, maintaining that “If gun possession in schools could be defined as interstate commerce, anything could.” 

   The U.S. Supreme Court of today has come to be a political foil and far too often at the center of American politics, despite insistence it operates above the fray. The Bush v. Gore election case is probably the most obvious support of this statement. Right-to-arms proponents have used rulings of the court and revisionist tactics to read new meaning into the second amendment, a meaning never envisioned by those now infamous forefathers. By no stretch of the imagination could the “drafters” of the Constitution have foreseen the automatic and assault weapons of present-day America, much less the mentally unstable deranged people who would murder young children in their school classrooms. 
   The U.S. Supreme Court has lost sight of what America is about. There are those  within the American population who push narrow issues such as abortion, gun control and the pledge of allegiance as though they are all that matter.

   Examples of such mentality is what’s happening right here, right now, in Colorado – civil unions and marijuana. Like it or not, these two issues are primed to set the agenda/destiny of the 2013 legislative session – the new Democratic Speaker of the House of Representatives has already announced civil unions would be addressed early in the session. (Note: Democrats are now in the majority in the House and Senate, in case you hadn’t heard.) The vocalists for these two issues have succeeded in overpowering what most citizens see as the responsibility of elected legislators. 
   When questioned about gay marriage as opposed to civil unions, the new Democratic Speaker acknowledged that gay marriage violates Colorado’s Constitution, and as a legislator, he took an oath to uphold the laws of Colorado. 

   Stanford political scientist Morris Fiorina made this profound statement in refuting the idea of a national culture war when he wrote about the dynamics of the U.S. Supreme Court, activist judges and party politics in play by the 1990’s. He said, “The activist tail had come to wag the party dog.” 

   Fiorina stated, “Most citizens want a secure country, a healthy economy, safe neighborhoods, good schools, affordable health care, and good roads, parks and other infrastructure.” 

   All of these seem to refute the idea of majority rule – America has slipped down that slippery slope of allowing the loudest, most vocal to force the focus on what benefits the least number of the population:

· marijuana users are not in the majority in this country; 

· same-sex couples seeking to marry are not in the majority in this country;  and

· gun owners (while there are many) are not in the majority in this country. 

   Yet, these voices are the ones that overpower public policy for the majority of citizens in this country. 

   Before my e-mail account crashes from overload, the previous paragraphs are not meant to bash homosexuals and gun owners, but are meant to bring attention to an overpowering trend that’s taking over our country, how far it has been literally dragged from the founding principles. 

   The U.S. Constitution was written at a time of basic simplicity, meant to provide a fluid, guiding document for the country. The second amendment to the Constitution has been twisted into a right never intended by the founding fathers, the right to own guns by anyone, even those who lack the mental ability to keep them secure from the mentally deranged who kill small children and other innocent people. 

   Maybe a more accurate statement is that gun proponents have pushed the gun control issue to the point of putting the mentally deranged in charge of the mentally deranged!  

   This writer can find no stronger case in support of some form of gun control than the Connecticut mother owning such an assortment of guns as she did and failing to prevent access to them by her son even though she was aware of his mental health problems! Why in the name of God does a woman with a son who has mental health issues need an assault rifle?   

Mark Twain once said:  “The rule is perfect – in all matters of opinion our adversaries are insane.”  
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