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It's true!     The courts are right!

The second amendment did not give us the right to keep and bear arms!

This is a dumb argument!  It is maintained by those bent on disarming

us!

The right to keep and bear arms was a God given right that was given

long before the Constitution was written.

If we can argue about how many times I have been to the moon, does the

argument establish that I have actually been to the moon?

To argue the meaning of the second amendment is a fool's argument just as

arguing how many times I have been to the moon!

Amendment IX:

"The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be

construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people".

The ninth amendment states that the second amendment shall not be

construed to deny or disparage us the right to bear arms or any other

rights that we retained before the Constitution.

The people surrendered no rights when the

Constitution was ratified!  If required them to do

nothing and forbid them nothing.  Beware of

misled Legionnaires touting an amendment that

forbids us to do something!

The only thing you should ever say about the second amendment is that it

did not create our

right to keep and bear arms.  God gave us this

right.   Where does the foe go when you agree

with them?

The second amendment argument is only for those who deny God's

existence.

Dave Wilber, former P.O.W.

I need subscribers to my egroups list---free

Winston Smith




=========================================================================

Note by John Zube: Individual rights are granted neither by a Constitution nor laws nor by a God. They are inherent in the nature of human beings, at least of all those human beings rational enough to recognize the concept of rights and able and willing to respect them in others. 

Our ability to speak and listen implies our freedom and right to express and inform ourselves and, obviously, we can do so without infringing the equal rights of others. Our ability to walk implies freedom of movement, for us and all others. The need of all of us to support our lives implies the right to work to feed, clothe and house ourselves, without depriving others of the same right, and the right to exchange our labour and knowledge and skills for the same purpose.

In a society based upon division of labour and exchange, our very survival and well-being requires also certain monetary and financial rights, which I will not attempt to state here, once again.

A right, according to Kant, is like a balance or natural size limit. Human beings, animals and plants grow only so far. It sets the limit for the arbitrary actions of one human or rational being by the requirement that they harmonize with the arbitrary actions of all others according to a general law of freedom. 

Anyone with a minimum or reasoning powers can judge himself whether the two sides of a balancing scale are in balance or are not and whether equal liberty exists between two or more people or unequal liberty and rights. 

The law of equal freedom or equal rights is as simple as that. As my father, Kurt Zube, put it, if one does not resort to brute force but wants to settle any difference of opinion by agreements rather than force, then there are only two options: either one claims more freedom for oneself, at the expense of others, or one concedes equal freedom to all. To claim more freedom for oneself than one is prepared to grant to others is, obviously, a recipe for conflict, that can easily turn into violent conflict, and similar usurpations by others. Thus the only reasonable way to do justice to all and minimize conflicts, is to concede equal rights or equal liberties to all other human beings, at least the rational ones among them, not to babies, infants, madmen or sick people, who are temporarily out of their minds or not in full possession of their senses and in control of themselves.

To see and understand this problem and its solution does not require a constitutional convention and agreement, or a God, but only a minimum of rationality.

If there were a God Almighty than he was rather tardy in clearly stating all individual rights, in a way that cannot be misunderstood or misinterpreted, anywhere, to anyone.

Only false definitions of liberties and rights lead to conflicts and it is high time to refute all the false ones. All too many of them do exist and they have almost buried the rightful ones under their avalanches.

And it does also make sense to enumerate as far as possible all the particular individual rights and liberties in the best declaration of such rights that we can manage to compile so far.

The governmental declaration of such rights can, obviously, not be relied upon. 

They are very incomplete and contain all too many wrongful notions.

Therefore, I attempted to compile PRIVATE declarations of individual rights and liberties in PEACE PLANS Nos. 589 & 590, in an attempt, so far in vain, to achieve sufficient collaboration in producing a declaration that, for the time being, is the best possible one.

There are pro- and anti-rights groups among libertarians. Alas, most of the libertarian defenders of human rights or natural rights have so far confined themselves to defending merely the idea of them and proving it as far as they could. To my knowledge, they have not tried to supply, individually, or between them, better declarations than were so far offered.

That, in my not so humble opinion, is one of the most urgent tasks of our time.

Related is the job to collect and comment upon all definitions and opinions uttered on rights human rights, individual rights, natural rights, natural law, tolerance for tolerant actions, freedom of action, freedom to experiment etc. and to systematically refute the popular errors, myths and prejudices on theses subjects. That task is a little bit like the cleaning out of the Augean stables, the task for the Hercules of the Legend. We have no Hercules to do this job for us but we have the division of labour option, which would make the job for the individual participant manageable. And we have e.g. microfiche, e-mail, floppy disks, text-only CD-ROMs (yesterday I bought 20 for only A$ 30) and websites for this job.

One step in this direction is taken by my SLOGANS FOR LIBERTY compilation, which not only contains "slogans" but also aphorisms, quotes, comments and replies and has, in its first edition so far been completed for letters A - most of G., published so far only on 7 microfiche, of 210 pages each. 

Luckily, a great scope for differences of opinion even on moral, ethical, rights and liberty question can be provided by exterritorial autonomy for volunteer communities or panarchies. See my growing reference work on this, called ON PANARCHY, of which the first 19 volumes are out on 19 microfiche. They allow to each the government or non-governmental society of his or her dreams. Only for their international relations would they have to agree upon equal rights and liberties or respect for the internally claimed rights and liberties of the members of other communities. 

E.g., we would have to respect, at this stage of general enlightenment, even volunteer communities of nazis, communists, abortionists, racists of all colours, religious fanatics of all kinds, as long as they would confine their destructive impulses to members of the own volunteer community only.

A limit for this tolerance would obviously be reached if they, in spite of enjoying this kind of liberty for their faiths, were to prepare an attack upon others via ABC mass extermination devices, however unsuitable such "weapons" are to hit widely dispersed and intermixed members of other communities, without hitting members of the own.

On the peace promoting aspects of panarchism or exterritorial autonomy for volunteer communities see my two books in PEACE PLANS Nos. 16-18 & 61-63.

These two books do also contain significant proposals for the establishment of ideal volunteer militias for the protection of individual rights and for their warfare, defence and liberation methods. 

Those concerned with the fate of P.O.W.s - and refugees, under present conditions, should be interested in the proposals of Ulrich von Beckerath on these subjects, as included in the above 2 peace books and in the 3 monetary freedom books by von Beckerath, in PEACE PLANS 9-11.

To be able and willing to accept millions of deserters, POW's and refugees within a short period, concede to them their freedoms and rights and achieve that they can very soon support themselves by their own free and unexploited labours, we have to introduce full monetary and financial freedom, in particular, as aspects of general economic freedom, at least for all volunteer groups willing to "risk" these liberties for themselves. Their successful examples would soon be followed by many others. 

                       PIOT, John Zube, 9.9.00.

