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DISPUTING YOUR DISMISSIVE LETTER DATED NOVEMBER 11, 2010 
 
Santiago A. Canton, Executive Secretary 
INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS 
1889 F Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C., 20006 
 

Dear Santiago Canton,  

 I received your disappointing letter dated November 11, 2010 (mailed November 22). 
I hereby dispute your Article 26 determination that my Petition No. 1142-06 that it will not be 
possible to process my Petition on the basis that the information my Petition contains does not 
satisfy the requirements set forth in A Commissions Rules of Procedure or other applicable 
instruments under Article 23: 

AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN 
AMERICAN CONVENTION ON HUMAN RIGHTS,  
THE COMMISSION’S RULES OF PROCEDURE 

 WORD OF ADVICE: When you write a letter that will deliver bad news to recipient 
do NOT began your letter with “I am pleased to address you on behalf of the Inter-American 
Commission on Human Rights in connection with the petition referred to above.” Beginning a letter 
on such a cheerful note falsely prepares the recipient with an expectation of good news only to be 
seriously disappointed by the delivery of bad news. Such ineptness in writing a bad news letter is 
insulting to the recipient. Such a poorly written letter instills resentment and anger for your perceived 
callousness by using an unwavering standard of letter writing. INSTEAD: You should begin your 
letter that delivers bad news to the recipient with “I regret to inform you …” This first sentence 
method properly prepares the recipient for the bad news that follows. Talk about human rights to be 
treated with dignity and respect?  

You state in your letter that the information I provided does not enable the Commission to 
determine that my Petition concerns a possible violation of rights protected by the American 
Convention on Human Rights without clarifying which Articles of the American Convention you 
referred to in your letter. I vehemently protest your conclusion!  

My Petition No. 1142-06 for the human right of armed self-defense is the direct 
counter-balance to Jessica Lenahan’s (formerly Gonzales) Petition No. 1490-05.  

In REPORT NO. 52/07 dated July 24, 2007 the Commission declared Jessica Lenahan’s 
claims in her Petition No. 1490-05 to be admissible in respect to Articles ‡I, ‡II, ‡V, VI, VII, ‡XVIII 
and XXIV of the AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN. The “‡” identifier 
designates the same Articles of human rights that my own Petition No. 1142-06 are based upon 
which is the human right to armed self-defense against violent attacks, included murder 
as exemplified by Jessica Lenahan’s case. What good is a human right to life if the human right to 
armed self-defense is not recognized by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights. Denying 
my Petition places the Commission in a politically hypocritical position. Jessica Lenahan’s Petition 

mailto:ki5ss@yahoo.com


 
2

                                                          

No. 1490-05 became Case No. 12-626. The U.S. Supreme Court denied both my case and 
Lenahan’s case. Where is equal justice if you deny my Petition? 

The conclusion in Jessica Lenahan’s Post-Hearing Brief, CASE NO. 12-626 OBSERVATIONS & 
RESPONSES CONCERNING THE OCTOBER 22, 2008 HEARING BEFORE THE COMMISSION, MARCH 2, 
2009 PRESENTED ON BEHALF OF JESSICA GONZALES, PETITIONER states: 

Petitioner requests that this Commission declare the United States responsible for 
violations of the rights guaranteed by the American Declaration—specifically, 
Articles ‡I, ‡II, ‡IV, ‡V, VI, VII, ‡XVIII, and XXIV. Petitioner also requests that this 
Commission recommend that the United States afford her adequate and effective 
remedies for violation of these rights and initiate legal and programmatic reform in 
the areas of domestic violence and violence against women. Petitioner’s requests for 
relief are more fully articulated in her October 22, 2008, Merits Hearing Summary, 
March 24, 2008, Merits Brief, and December 11, 2006 Observations.1 

 Again, the “‡” identifier designates the same Articles of human rights that my own Petition 
No. 1142-06 advocates for the human right to armed self-defense. I am requesting that the 
Commission recommend that the United States afford me, and the American people at large as a 
class of people, adequate and effective remedies for violation of the human right to life against 
violent attacks up to and including defense against murder and initiate legal and programmatic 
reform not only in the areas of domestic violence and violence against women, but also domestic 
violence against men and children, and violence in other theatres such as piracy on the high seas, 
and society’s COMMON DEFENCE against crime on the streets of America through legislative and 
regulatory recognition of the human right to armed self-defense as intend by the interconnection 
between COMMON DEFENCE CLAUSE in the Preamble to the Constitution of the United States and 
the Second and Ninth Amendment of the Bill of Rights to the Constitution of the United States. 

 You cannot reasonably deny that there exists an embedded human right to armed 
self-defense against violent attacks (including attacks with intent to maim and murder) in the human 
right to life under ARTICLE I RIGHT TO LIFE, LIBERTY AND PERSONAL SECURITY (Every human being 
has the right to life, liberty and the security of his person.) If a human being cannot defend that right 
to life by force of arms (i.e., immediate random access to blunt instruments or immediate use of 
firearms in defense against the imminent threat of violent attack with a presumed intent to be 
maimed or murdered) then what good is the human right to life? 

 Your letter denying my Petition No. 1142-06 defies all logic and because it defies all logic 
I am left to presume that your decision to deny my Petition is politically motivated by an 
international anti-human rights agenda against the fullest exercise of the human right to life (the 
human right to armed-self defense against corrupt governments and the eventual threat of genocide) 
as evidenced by the INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST THE ILLICIT MANUFACTURING OF AND 
TRAFFICKING IN FIREARMS, AMMUNITION, EXPLOSIVES, AND OTHER RELATED MATERIALS, and the 
United Nations PROGRAMME OF ACTION ON THE ILLICIT TRADE IN SMALL ARMS AND LIGHT WEAPONS 

 
1 http://www.aclu.org/files/pdfs/womensrights/posthearingbriefingonzalesv.usa.pdf. See SUMMARY OF HEARING 

ON THE MERITS BEFORE THE INTER-AMERICAN COMM’N ON HUMAN RIGHTS (Oct. 22, 2008), Part X (General 
Recommendations), In the Case of Jessica Ruth Gonzales v. United States of America, Case No. 12.626; 
PETITIONER’S FINAL OBSERVATIONS REGARDING THE MERITS OF THE CASE, Jessica Gonzales v. The United States 
of America, Case No. 12.626, at 6-89 (March 24, 2008) Sec. V (setting out Petitioner’s recommendations and 
prayers for relief); PETITIONER’S OBSERVATIONS CONCERNING THE SEPT. 22, 2006 RESPONSE OF THE UNITED 

STATES GOVERNMENT, at 100-101 (Dec. 11, 2006). 

http://www.aclu.org/files/pdfs/womensrights/posthearingbriefingonzalesv.usa.pdf


which exhibits prejudice against private ownership and possession of Small Arms and Light 
Weapons for self-defense and for the COMMON DEFENCE as intended by the Constitution of the 
United States. When you examine my Petition 1142-06 in the context of genocide then you will be 
morally obligated to reverse your decision. You are, I presume, a decent, moral human being, 
aren’t you? Or did you deny my Petition because I do not have an attorney to represent me? 
 My Petition No. 1142-06 is based upon following list of Articles. The “‡” indicators designate 
the Articles that Jessica Lenahan’s Petition 1490-05 is based upon: 
 

AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN 
 

‡Article I.  Right to life, liberty and personal security. 
‡Article II. Right to equality before law. 
Article III. Right to religious freedom and worship. 
‡Article IV.  Right to freedom of investigation, opinion, expression and dissemination. 
‡Article V. Right to protection of honor, personal reputation, and private and family life. 
Article VIII. Right to residence and movement. 
Article XIII. Right to the benefits of culture. 
Article XVII. Right to recognition of juridical personality and civil rights. 
‡Article XVIII. Right to a fair trial. 
Article XXIV.  Right of petition. 
Article XXV. Right of protection from arbitrary arrest. 
Article XXVI. Right to due process of law. 

 

COMPARING  
HAMRICK V. UNITED STATES, PETITION NO. 1142-06  

AS A COUNTER-BALANCE TO  
GONZALES V. UNITED STATES, PETITION NO. 1490-05 
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‡ARTICLE I.  RIGHT TO LIFE, LIBERTY AND PERSONAL SECURITY 
 

AUTHORITATIVE SOURCES SUPPORTING MY PETITION 1142-06: 

See David B. Kopel, Paul Gallant & Joanne D. Eisen, FEELING BLUE, NRA Publication, America's 
1st Freedom, (October 2010). http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Mags/feeling-blue.htm  

See Blaine Smith, THE TRUTH ABOUT MORE GUNS AND CRIME--UPDATED: MORE GUNS EQUAL LESS 
CRIME, NRA-ILA: Crime & Criminal Justice, (September 10, 2010). 
http://staging.nraila.org/Issues/Articles/Read.aspx?id=432&issue=007  

See Theodore Bromund and David Kopel, AS THE U.N.’S ARMS TRADE TREATY PROCESS BEGINS, 
U.N.’S “PROGRAMME OF ACTION” ON SMALL ARMS SHOWS ITS DANGERS, The Heritage Foundation 
(July 20, 2010). http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/07/As-the-UNs-Arms-Trade-
Treaty-Process-Begins-UNs-Programme-of-Action-on-Small-Arms-Shows-Its-Dangers  

The Danger to the Second Amendment. The PoA’s focus on “illicit manufacturing” 
parallels that of INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST THE ILLICIT MANUFACTURE 
OF AND TRAFFICKING IN FIREARMS, negotiated under the auspices of the 

http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Mags/feeling-blue.htm
http://staging.nraila.org/Issues/Articles/Read.aspx?id=432&issue=007
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/07/As-the-UNs-Arms-Trade-Treaty-Process-Begins-UNs-Programme-of-Action-on-Small-Arms-Shows-Its-Dangers
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/07/As-the-UNs-Arms-Trade-Treaty-Process-Begins-UNs-Programme-of-Action-on-Small-Arms-Shows-Its-Dangers
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ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES (OAS).2 The convention poses serious dangers 
to the Second Amendment because it defines “manufacturing” in such as a way as 
to require nearly every gun owner to obtain a “manufacturing” license. If the PoA 
were to become a treaty, it could pose similar dangers. Moreover, the PoA continues 
to ignore—and by implication to denigrate—the existence of constitutions in three 
dozen nations that guarantee the right to arms, the right of self-defense, or the right 
to resist tyranny.3 

See Blaine Smith, CAPTAIN COURAGEOUS, NRA Publication: International/UN Gun Control Issues, 
(Somali piracy) (March 15, 2010). http://www.nraila.org/Issues/Articles/Read.aspx?id=407&issue=015 

See Dave Kopel, SOUTH AFRICA’S DEADLY DISASTER: The continuing saga of South Africa’s 
dwindling gun owners provides a case study of what gun-banners want to do in the United States. 
NRA Publication: America's 1st Freedom, (March 2010). 

http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Foreign/South-Africas-Deadly-Disaster.htm  

See By Dave Kopel, THE OAS TREATY—BLUEPRINT FOR DISMANTLING THE SECOND AMENDMENT 
(Administration support for a dangerous international treaty shows its disdain for the Constitution 
and America’s law-abiding gun owners.) NRA Publication: America's 1st Freedom. (August 2009). 
http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Mags/oas-treaty.htm 

See David Kopel, BLOODY PIRATES! (How can a few thugs disrupt the entire shipping industry? It's 
simple when the good guys have water hoses and air horns for self-defense, and only the bad guys 
have guns.) NRA Publication: America's 1st Freedom. (July 2009). 
http://nrapublications.org/a1f/BloodyPirates.html  

See Wayne LaPierre, DISARMING CITIZENS: ON LAND AND AT SEA, NRA-ILA: Self Defense/Castle 
Doctrine, (July 1, 2009). http://staging.nraila.org/Issues/Articles/Read.aspx?id=364&issue=042  

See Theodore Bromund, Ray Walser, Ph.D. and David Kopel, THE OAS FIREARMS CONVENTION 
IS  INCOMPATIBLE WITH AMERICAN LIBERTIES, The Heritage Foundation, (May 19, 2010). 
(Inter-American Convention Against the Illicit Manufacture of and Trafficking in Firearms (CIFTA)) 
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/The-OAS-Firearms-Convention-Is-Incompatible-
with-American-Liberties  

See David B. Kopel, Carlisle E. Moody, Howard Nemerov, IS THERE A RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 
GUNS AND FREEDOM? COMPARATIVE RESULTS FROM 59 NATIONS, 13 Texas Review of Law and 
Politics 1, (December 23, 2008). http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1090441  

See David B. Kopel, THE NATURAL RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE: HELLER’S LESSON FOR THE WORLD, 
59 Syracuse Law Review 999 (2008). http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1172255 

See David B. Kopel, Paul Gallant, & Joanne D. Eisen, HUMAN RIGHTS AND GUN CONFISCATION, 
26 Quinnipiac Law Review 385 (2008). http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Foreign/Human-Rights-and-
Gun-Confiscation.pdf  
                                                           
2 Ted R. Bromund, Ray Walser, and David B. Kopel, THE OAS ILLICIT FIREARMS CONVENTION IS INCOMPATIBLE 

WITH AMERICAN LIBERTIES, Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 2412, May 19, 2010, 
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/The-OAS-Firearms-Convention-Is-Incompatible-with-
American-Liberties.  
3 David B. Kopel, Paul Gallant, and Joanne D. Eisen, THE HUMAN RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE, BYU Journal of 
Public Law, Vol. 22, No.43, pp. 137–43 (1998). 

http://www.nraila.org/Issues/Articles/Read.aspx?id=407&issue=015
http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Foreign/South-Africas-Deadly-Disaster.htm
http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Mags/oas-treaty.htm
http://nrapublications.org/a1f/BloodyPirates.html
http://staging.nraila.org/Issues/Articles/Read.aspx?id=364&issue=042
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/The-OAS-Firearms-Convention-Is-Incompatible-with-American-Liberties
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/The-OAS-Firearms-Convention-Is-Incompatible-with-American-Liberties
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1090441
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1172255
http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Foreign/Human-Rights-and-Gun-Confiscation.pdf
http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Foreign/Human-Rights-and-Gun-Confiscation.pdf
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/The-OAS-Firearms-Convention-Is-Incompatible-with-American-Liberties
http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/05/The-OAS-Firearms-Convention-Is-Incompatible-with-American-Liberties
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See David Kopel, Paul Gallant, and Joanne D. Eisen, THE HUMAN RIGHT OF SELF-DEFENSE, 22 
BYU Journal of Public Law 43 (Fall 2007). http://www.davekopel.com/2a/LawRev/The-Human-
Right-of-Self-Defense.pdf  

See Dave Kopel, U.N. TO WORLD: YOU HAVE NO HUMAN RIGHT TO SELF-DEFENSE: THWARTED BY 
THE DEMISE OF ITS GLOBAL GUN BAN TREATY, THE UNITED NATIONS DECLARES THE HUMAN RIGHT 
OF SELF-DEFENSE NULL AND VOID. NRA Publication: America's 1st Freedom, (November 2006), 
pp. 26-29, 62-63. http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Foreign/UN-To-World.htm  

See David Hardy, UN REPORT PROCLAIMS SELF-DEFENSE IS NOT A RIGHT, Arms and the Law (blog), 
August 30, 2006. http://armsandthelaw.com/archives/2006/08/un_report_procl.php  

See Dave Kopel, GUN BANS & GENOCIDE: THE DISARMING FACTS. HOW GUN CONTROL HAS BEEN 
USED IN THE DARFUR, SUDAN GENOCIDE. GENOCIDE AND UNITED NATIONS DISARMAMENT IN OTHER 
AFRICAN COUNTRIES. NRA Publication: America’s 1st Freedom, (August 2006).  
http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Foreign/Gun-Bans-and-Genocide.pdf  

See David B. Kopel, Paul Gallant, Joanne D. Eisen, IS RESISTING GENOCIDE A HUMAN RIGHT? 
81 Notre Dame Law Review 1275 (2006). http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Foreign/genocide.pdf  

See United Nations Human Rights Council, Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of 
Human Rights, Fifty-eighth Session, Item 6 of the Provisional Agenda, SPECIFIC HUMAN RIGHTS 
ISSUES: PREVENTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS COMMITTED WITH SMALL ARMS AND LIGHT 
WEAPONS: FINAL REPORT SUBMITTED BY BARBARA FREY, SPECIAL RAPPORTEUR, IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH SUB-COMMISSION RESOLUTION 2002/25, UN General Assembly No. A/HRC/Sub.1/58/27, 
(July 27, 2006). http://www.iansa.org/un/documents/salw_hr_report_2006.pdf  

See Wendy McElroy, THE RIGHT TO SELF-DEFENSE, Fox News, (July 18, 2005). (On June 27, in 
the case of Castle Rock v. Jessica Gonzales, the U.S. Supreme Court found that Jessica 
Gonzales did not have a constitutional right to police protection even in the presence of a restraining 
order.) http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,162325,00.html  

By a vote of 7-to-2, the Supreme Court ruled that Gonzales has no right to sue her 
local police department for failing to protect her and her children from her estranged 
husband. 

The post-mortem discussion on Gonzales has been fiery but it has missed an obvious 
point. If the government won’t protect you, then you have to take 
responsibility for your own self-defense and that of your family. The court’s 
ruling is a sad decision, but one that every victim and/or potential victim of violence 
must note: calling the police is not enough. You must also be ready to 
defend yourself. 

See Joyce Lee Malcolm, GUN CONTROL’S TWISTED OUTCOME: RESTRICTING FIREARMS HAS HELPED 
MAKE ENGLAND MORE CRIME-RIDDEN THAN THE U.S., Reason Magazine, (November 2002). 
http://reason.com/archives/2002/11/01/gun-controls-twisted-outcome  

 As I have shown in the non-exclusive list of authoritative articles above there is ample 
evidence that there is an undeniable human right to armed self-defense. This is an absolute truth. 
Quoting Mahatma Gandhi, “Truth is by nature self-evident. As soon as you remove the cobwebs of 
ignorance that surround it, it shines clear.” / “Truth never damages a cause that is just.” / “Truth 
stands, even if there be no public support. It is self-sustained.” 

http://www.davekopel.com/2a/LawRev/The-Human-Right-of-Self-Defense.pdf
http://www.davekopel.com/2a/LawRev/The-Human-Right-of-Self-Defense.pdf
http://www.davekopel.com/2a/Foreign/UN-To-World.htm
http://armsandthelaw.com/archives/2006/08/un_report_procl.php
http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Foreign/Gun-Bans-and-Genocide.pdf
http://www.davekopel.com/2A/Foreign/genocide.pdf
http://www.iansa.org/un/documents/salw_hr_report_2006.pdf
http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,162325,00.html
http://reason.com/archives/2002/11/01/gun-controls-twisted-outcome


 And as I have said before, my Petition 1142-06 is the counter-balance to Jessica Lenahan’s 
Petition 1490-05 because if she had exercised her Second Amendment right to keep and bear arms 
and her human right to armed self-defense her children might very well be alive today.  

 The human right to armed self-defense is not limited nor restricted to domestic violence. 
Because it is a human right under Article I of the American Declaration on the Rights and Duties of 
Man the human right to armed self-defense exist in every law-abiding human being on this Earth. It 
extends to seamen to defend against pirates on the high seas. 
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‡ARTICLE II. RIGHT TO EQUALITY BEFORE LAW. 

In the same manner that Jessica Lenahan was denied justice by the U.S. Supreme Court 
I was also denied justice by the U.S. Supreme Court. The details of this injustice are included in my 
Amended Admiralty/RICO Act Complaint that I emailed to the Commission. It has evidence 
explicitly showing that the U.S. Supreme Court unlawfully discriminated against my appeal because 
I was a pro se civil plaintiff. I was not treated with equality for the law. 

 

  
ARTICLE III. RIGHT TO RELIGIOUS FREEDOM AND WORSHIP. 

God, Guns, & Freedom 
Excerpt from Civil Complaint Hamrick v. President Bush, 

U.S. District Court for DC, No. 02-1435 (2002)  

  There is a direct connection between religious freedom of the First Amendment and armed 
self-defense of the Second Amendment that gun control activists refuse to admit or acknowledge. 
The Second Amendment is a religious right! Congress is prohibited from enacting legislation 
by the First Amendment in that “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion”, “or, the right of the people peaceably to assemble”. Gun control laws are laws 
against God and Christianity and violates our religious freedom. Some say this connection 
is a very weak link or there is no connection to the Second Amendment at all. The history of the 
world is prima facie evidence that this connection is real and still applies very strongly today.  

What Rights Do We Have?  

(Black’s Law Dictionary) 
NATURAL RIGHTS : Those which grow out of nature of man and depend upon his personality 
and are distinguished from those which are created by positive laws enacted by a duly constituted 
government to create an orderly civilized society. (Black’s Law Dictionary) 

CIVIL RIGHTS: (CIVIL LIBERTIES)  Personal, natural rights guaranteed and protected by the 
Constitution; e.g. freedom of speech, press, freedom from discrimination, etc. Body of law dealing 
with natural liberties, shorn of excesses which invade equal rights of others. Constitutionally, they 
are restraints on government. (Black’s Law Dictionary) 



RELIGIOUS FREEDOM : Within the Constitution (First Amendment) embraces not only the right 
to worship God according to the dictates of one’s conscience, but also the right to do, or forbear to 
do, any act, for conscience sake, the doing or forbearing of which is not inimical to the peace, good 
order, and morals of society.  (Black’s Law Dictionary) 

Second Amendment As A Religious Right Explained  
CORPUS JURUS SECUNDUM - VOLUME 14 - CIVIL RIGHTS 

Section II: Rights Protected and Discrimination Prohibited Generally 

A. IN GENERAL 

§ 12. General Considerations  “Apart from Constitutional or statutory provisions, inherent 
rights  will be upheld by the courts against any action which would result in discrimination between 
persons of different races, creeds, or color.” 

 

Black’s Law Dictionary defines inherent rights as “One which abides in a person and is not given 
from something or someone outside of itself. A right which a person has because he is a person. See 
inalienable rights.  

Continuing in Black’s Law Dictionary, inalienable rights  are defined as “are rights which are not 
capable of being surrendered or transferred without the consent of the one possessing such rights; 
e.g., freedom of speech or religion, duke process, and equal protection of the laws;. See Bill of 
Rights.  

The Bill of Rights , defined by Black’s Law Dictionary, are the first ten amendments to the United 
States Constitution providing for individual rights, freedoms, and protections.” Notice that the 
Second Amendment is within those first ten amendments as being an “individual right.”  

CORPUS JURUS SECUNDUM  
(continued Under Library Reference section.) 

It is recognized, without reference to Constitutional or statutory provisions, that an inherent human 
right  will be upheld by the courts against action by any person or department of government that 
would destroy such a right or result in discrimination in the manner in which enjoyment is to be 
permitted as between persons of different races, creeds, or color. 

 

 BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY defines creed  as “confession or articles of faith, formal 
declaration of religious belief, any formula or confession of religious faith and a system of 
religious belief.” The King James Bible fits this definition for creed as it was the predominant 
system of religious belief at the time of the debate over the United States Constitution. 

THE UNRECOGNIZED AND DENIED RELIGIOUS  
CONNECTION TO THE SECOND AMENDMENT  

 The Second Amendment has a religious origin, the right of self-defense with arms of equal 
effectiveness of the standing army’s weapons. In Biblical times they were rocks, sticks, clubs, spears, 
and swords. Today it encompasses full-automatic and semi-automatic weapons. Prior to prohibition 
of alcohol possession and use of full-automatic weapons for lawful purposes was not prohibited. It 
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was the governments interference and intervention in morality and through the unwritten law of 
unintended consequences, this country has taken the slippery slope of gun control. Such a slope has 
had disastrous results in every country on Earth throughout recorded history, especially in this 
century, of which the result was genocide committed by the country’s own government. The United 
States is not exempt from this disastrous “cause and effect” equation. Remember Waco and Ruby 
Ridge for recent history. Remember the Indian wars of the early 1800s, and Kent State and the 
Veterans’ Bonus March on Washington DC.  (See Appendix X, p.  93) 

 The Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership have published two books worth 
reading.4 These two books points out that the path our country is presently taking with gun control 
has only disaster in its future. These facts must not be ignored. In addition to these references the 
United States Code already has provisions to reverse the trend of gun control in place that the 
United States legally recognizes genocide as unlawful. Yet where it is proven that genocide cannot 
occur in a nation where its citizens are lawfully armed but only occurs in nations where full gun 
control exists, gun confiscation soon followed does genocide eventually occur. For the United 
States to recognize genocide as a crime against humanity and yet actively pursue the 
very path that leads to genocide, incrementally increasing the number of gun control 
laws is a schizoidism of law, A.K.A. Conflict of Law. 

Warnings of Government Genocide -- 2nd Kings 19:32-34 “Therefore thus saith the LORD 
concerning the king of Assyria, He shall not come into this city, nor shoot an arrow there, nor come 
before it with shield, nor cast a bank against it. By the way that he came, by the same shall he 
return, and shall not come into this city, saith the LORD. For I will defend this city, to save it, for 
mine own sake, and for my servant David’s sake.”  

Corruption -- Ecclesiastes 3:16-17 “And moreover I saw under the sun the place of judgment, 
that wickedness was there; and the place of righteousness, that iniquity was there. I said in mine 
heart, God shall judge the righteous and the wicked: for there is a time there for every purpose and 
for every work.”  

Corruption/Bribery -- Isaiah 1:23-26 “Thy princes are rebellious, and companions of thieves: 
every one loveth gifts, and followeth after rewards: they judge not the fatherless, neither doth the 
cause of the widow come unto them.” Therefore saith the LORD, the LORD of hosts, the mighty 
One of Israel, Ah, I will ease me of mine adversaries, and avenge me of mine enemies: And I will 
turn my hand upon thee, and purely purge away thy dross, and take away all thy tin: And I will 
restore thy judges as at the first, and thy counselors as at the beginning: afterward thou shalt be 
called, The city of righteousness, the faithful city.”  

The Corrupted Receives Justice – Job 20:24-25 “He shall flee from the iron weapon, and the 
bow of steel shall strike him through. It is drawn, and cometh out of the body; yea, the glittering 
sword cometh out of his gall: terrors are upon him.”  

Defending Against Government Abuses -- Jeremiah 5:20-31 “Declare this in the house of 
Jacob, and publish it in Judah, saying Hear now this, O foolish people, and without understanding; 
which have eyes, and see not, which have ears, and hear not: Fear ye not me? saith the LORD: will 

 
4 Simkin, Jay, Aaron Zelman, and Alan M.  Rice, Lethal Laws: “Gun Control” is the Key to Genocide: 
Documentary Proof: Enforcement of “Gun Control” Laws Clears the Way for Governments to Commit Genocide 
and Jay Simkin & Aaron Zelman, “Gun Control” Gateway to Tyranny: The Nazi Weapons Law, 18 March 1938: 
Original German Text and Translation, with an Analysis that Shows U.S. “Gun Control” Laws Have Nazi Roots.  
Jews for the Preservations of Firearms Ownership, Inc., Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
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ye not tremble at my presence, which have placed the sand for the bound of the sea by a perpetual 
decree, that it cannot pass it: and though the waves thereof toss themselves, yet can they not prevail; 
though they roar, yet can they not pass over it? But this people hath a revolting and a rebellious 
heart; they are revolted and gone. Neither say they in their heart, Let us now fear the LORD or God, 
that giveth rain, both the former and the latter, in his season: he reserveth unto us appointed weeks 
of the harvest. Your iniquities have turned away these things, and your sins have withholden good 
things from you. For among my people are found wicked men: they lay wait, as he that setteth 
snares; they set a trap, they catch men. As a cage is full of birds, so are their houses full of deceit: 
therefore they are become great, and waxen rich. They are waxen fat, they shine: yea, they overpass 
the deeds of the wicked: they judge not the cause, the cause of the fatherless, yet they prosper; and 
the right of the needy do they not judge. Shall I not visit for these things? Saith the LORD: shall not 
my soul be avenged on such a nation as this? A wonderful and horrible thing is committed in the 
land; the prophets prophesy falsely, and the priests bear rule by their means; and my people love to 
have it so: and what will ye do in the end thereof?”  

Malicious Prosecution -- Psalms 59:1-5 “Deliver me from mine enemies, O my God: defend 
me from them that rise up against me. Deliver me from the workers of iniquity, and save me from 
bloody men. For, lo, they lie in wait for my soul: they mighty are gathered against me; not for my 
transgression, nor for my sin, O LORD. They run and prepare themselves without my fault: awake 
to help me, and behold. Thou therefore, O LORD God of hosts, the god of Israel, awake to visit all 
the heathen: be not merciful to any wicked transgressors. Selah.”  

Illegal Use of Weapons -- Numbers 35:18 “Or if he smite him with an hand weapon of wood, 
wherewith he may die, and he die, he is a murderer: the murderer shall surely be put to death.”  

Militias -- Ecclesiastes 4:12-13 “And if one prevail against him, two shall withstand him; and a 
threefold cord is not quickly broken. Better is a poor and a wise child than an old and foolish king, 
who will no more be admonished.”  

Defending the Church with Weapons -- 2 Chronicles 23:10 “And he set all the people, every 
man having his weapon in his hand, from the right side of the temple to the left side of the temple, 
along by the altar and the temple, by the king round about.”  

Weapons in the Workplace -- Nehemiah 4:17 “They which builded on the wall, and they that 
bare burdens, with those that laded, every one with one of his hands wrought in the work, and with 
the other hand held a weapon.”  

Lawlessness Without The Sword -- Deuteronomy 32:25. “The sword without, and terror 
within, shall destroy both the young man and the virgin, the suckling also, with the man of grey 
hairs.” 

Weapons Manufacturing & Defense Against Persecution -- Isaiah 54:16-17 “Behold, I 
have created the smith that bloweth the coals in the fire, and that bringeth forth an instrument for his 
work; and I have created the waster to destroy. No weapon that is formed against thee shall prosper; 
and every tongue that shall rise against thee in judgment thou shalt condemn. This is the heritage of 
the servants of the LORD, and their righteousness is of me, saith the LORD.”  

The Slaughter Weapon - (Sword v. Full-Auto Firearms) -- Ezekiel 9:1-2 “He cried also in 
mine ears with a loud voice, saying, Cause them that have charge over the city to draw near, even 
every man with his destroying weapon in his hand. And behold, six men came from the way of the 
higher gate, which lieth toward the north, and every man a slaughter weapon in his hand; and one 
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man among them was clothed with linen, with a writer’s inkhorn by his side: and they went in, and 
stood beside the brasen altar.”  

Facing Your Enemy -- Deuteronomy 20:1 When thou goest out to battle against thine enemies, 
and seest horses, and chariots, and a people more than thou, be not afraid of them: for the Lord thy 
God is with thee, which brought thee up out of the land of Egypt. 

War -- Exodus 15:3 “The LORD is a man of war : the LORD is his name.” 

The Lord as a Warrior -- Joshua 5:13 “And it came to pass, when Joshua was by Jericho, that 
he lifted up his eyes and looked, and, behold, there stood a man over against him with his sword 
drawn in his hand: and Joshua went unto him, and said unto him, Art thou for us, or for our 
adversaries? And he said, Nay; but as captain of the host of the LORD am I now come. And Joshua 
fell on his face to the earth, and did worship and said unto him, What saith my lord unto his 
servant?  And the captain of the LORD’s host said unto Joshua, Loose thy shoe from off thy foot; for 
the place whereon thou standest is holy. And Joshua did so. “  

Standing Watch -- Zechariah 9:8 “And I will encamp about mine house because of the army, 
because of him that passeth by, and because of him that returneth: and no oppressor shall pass 
through them any more: for now have I seen with mine eyes.”  

Keeping Firearms Out of the Hands of Children (Teens)  

Defies Religious Teachings of the Bible 

The Story of David and Goliath 

Weapons Training For Children - 1 Samuel 17:39-40 “And David girded his sword upon his 
armour, and he assayed to go; for he had not proved it. And David said unto Saul, I cannot go with 
these; for I have not proved them. And David put them off him. And he took his staff in his hand, 
and chose him five smooth stones out of the brook, and put them in a shepherd’s bag which he had, 
even in a scrip; and his sling* was in his hand: and he drew near to the Philistine.”; 1 Samuel 
17:49  “And David put his hand in his bag, and took thence a stone, and slang it, and smote the 
Philistine in his forehead, that the stone sunk into his forehead; and he fell upon his face to the 
earth.”** 

*And his sling. In Adam Clarke’s Commentary: “The sling, both among the Greeks 
and Hebrews, has been a powerful offensive weapon. See what has been said on 
Judg. XX. 16. It is composed of two strings and a leathern strap; the strap is in the 
middle, and is the place where the stone or bullet lies.  The string on the right end of 
the strap is firmly fastened to the hand; that on the left is held between the thumb 
and middle joint of the fore finger.  It is then whirled two or three times round the 
head; and when discharge, the finger and thumb let go their hold of the left end 
string. The velocity and force of the sling are in proportion to the distance of the 
strap, where the bullet lies, from the shoulder joint. Hence the ancient Baleares, or 
inhabitants of Majorca and Minorca, are said to have had three slings of different 
lengths, the longest they used when the enemy was at the greatest distance; the 
middle one, on their nearer approach; and the shortest, when they came into the 
ordinary fighting distance in the field. The shortest is the most certain, though not the 
most powerful. The Balearians are said to have had one of their slings constantly 
bound about the head, to have used the second as a girdle, and to have carried the 
third always in their hand. 
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In the use of the sling it requires much practice to hit the mark; but when once this 
dexterity is acquired, the sling is nearly as fatal as the musket or bow; see on ver. 
49. David was evidently an expert marksman; and his sling gave him greatly the 
advantage over Goliath; an advantage of which the giant does not seem to have 
been aware. He could hit him within any speaking distance; if he missed once, he 
had as many chances as he had stones; and after all, being unencumbered with 
armour, young, and athletic, he could have saved his life by flight. Against him the 
Philistine could do but little, except in close fight; it is true he appears to have had a 
javelin or missile spear, (see on ver. 6, ) but David took care to prevent the use of all 
such weapons, by giving him the first blow.” 

**In Adam Clarke’s Commentary, . . . “The Baleares, in time of war, 
sling greater stones than any other people, and with such force, that 
they seem as if projected from a catapult. . . . Therefore, in assaults 
made on fortified towns, they grievously wound the besieged; and in 
battle they break in pieces, the shields, helmets, and every species of 
armour, by which the body is defended.  And they are such exact 
marksmen that they scarcely ever miss that at which they aim.” 

The historian accounts for their great accuracy and power in the use 
of the sling, from this circumstance: . . . “They attain to this 
perfection by frequent exercise from their childhood; for 
while they are young and under their mother’s care, they are 
obliged to learn to sling; for they fasten bread for a mark at 
the top of a pole; and till the child hit the bread he must 
remain fasting; and when he has hit it, the mother gives it to 
him to eat.” 

“I [Adam Clarke] have given these passages at large, because they 
contain several curious facts, and sufficiently account for the force 
and accuracy with which David slung his stone at Goliath. We find 
also in the . . ., not miss the mark, of the historian, the true notion of . 
. ., to sin, which I have contended for elsewhere. He who sins, 
though he aims thereby at his gratification and profit, misses the mark 
of present and eternal felicity.” 

The Hypocrites – Isaiah 32:14-15, 18. “The sinners in Zion are afrain; fearfulness hath 
surprised the hypocrites. Who among us shall dwell with the devouring fire? Who among us shall 
dwell with everlasting burnings? He that walketh righteously, and speaketh uprightly; he that 
despiseth the gain of oppressions, that shaketh his hands from holding of bribes, that stoppeth his 
ears from hearing of blood, and shutteth his eyes from seeing evil; . . . Thine heart shall meditate 
terror. Where is the scribe? Where is the receiver? Where is he that counted the towers? 

Adam Clarke’s Commentary: [The sinners in Zion are afraid] Zion 
has been generally considered as a type of the Church of God. Now 
all the members of God’s Church should be holy, and given to good 
works; sinners in Zion therefore, are portentous beings! But, alas! 
Where are they not? The Targum on this verse is worthy of notice: 
“The sinners in Zion are broken down; fear hath seized the ungodly, 
who are suffering for their ways. They say, Who among us shall dwell 
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in Zion, where the splendour of the Divine Majesty is like a 
consuming fire? Who of us shall dwell in Jerusalem, where the 
ungodly are judged and delivered into hell for an eternal burning?” 

[Where is the scribe?] The person appointed by the king of Assyria to 
estimate their number and property in reference to their 
being heavily taxed. [Where is the receiver?] Or he who was to 
have collected this tribute. [Where is he that counted the 
towers?] That is, the commander of the enemy’s forces, who 
surveyed the fortifications of the city, and took an account of 
the height, strength, and situation of the walls and towers 
that he might know where to make the assault with the 
greatest advantage; . . . .” 
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‡ARTICLE IV.  RIGHT TO FREEDOM OF INVESTIGATION,  
OPINION, EXPRESSION AND DISSEMINATION. 

In 2002 I investigated the U.S. Government’s requirement for Able Seamen of the U.S. 
merchant marine to have small arms qualification training on the 9mm Baretta, 12ga shotgun, and 
the M14 rifle by emailing my article on the Second Amendment rights of U.S. seamen to keep and 
bear arms as applied to U.S. flag merchant vessels to defend against pirates on the high seas to the 
U.S. Coast Guard in Washington, DC. The U.S. Coast Guard perceived my investigative inquiry as 
a threat in retaliation for the U.S. Coast Guard’s Final Agency Action deny my Second Amendment 
application for recognition of mandatory U.S. Government mandated Small Arms Qualification 
Training in the form of an endorsement on the Merchant Mariner’s Document titled “National Open 
Carry.” The Coast Guard ordered me off the U.S. Government vessel that was anchored off the 
Coast of Lithuania. Two days later I was questioned by two civil NCIS agents from NCIS European 
Division (Italy) for 2 hours and they cleared my name. I proved my innocence to the NCIS agents. 
However, that U.S. Government vessel left port for a 10-day U.S. Navy exercise the day after I was 
removed from the ship. I was essential stranded in Lithuania for a total of 12 days, a foreign country 
where I did not speak the language. I had lost my job because of the U.S. Coast Guard’s false 



 

allegation because the company had made flight arrangements to fly me back to the United States. 
However, because I sent a series of emails to the company explaining the false allegation as the 
U.S. Coast Guard’s over-reaction to a U.S. citizen seamen advocating Second Amendment rights as 
applied to the U.S. merchant marine, a right of the First Amendment right to freedom of speech and 
the right to petition the government for redress of grievances which as a human right under Article I 
of the American Convention the company canceled my flight and allowed me to return to the vessel 
to complete my employment. 

After completing my employment I returned to the United States to file a lawsuit against the 
U.S. Coast Guard for their wrongful retaliation for exercising my rights under the Bill of Rights and 
the rights protected by the American Convention.  

Because I pursued my case in the federal courts with appeals and refilling my civil 
complaints in the years that followed the U.S. Coast Guard retaliated again and again by conspiring 
with the U.S. Department of Transportation to issue Bar Notices in 2004 and 2006 prohibiting me 
from any and all headquarters facilities of the U.S. Coast Guard, the U.S. Department of 
Transportation and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 

Because I compiled probable cause evidence of judicial corruption and extortion by federal 
judges by compelling me, a fully documented seaman, to pay the filing fees of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the DC Circuit and the 8th Circuit in St. Louis, Missouri, the U.S. Supreme Court, and 
the U.S. District Court in Little Rock, Arkansas in violation of federal laws, 28 U.S.C. § 1916 and 
18 U.S.C. § 872 and because the federal judges denied my motions for reimbursement of the filing 
fees that I was coerced into paying and the FBI and the U.S. Department of Justice refused to 
consider my complaint of extortion as a crime because my complaint was against federal judges I 
sent an email to the U.S. Marshals Service in 2003 to investigate the possibility of exercising my 
statutory right to make citizen’s arrest of federal judges for extortion of nearly $2,000 and 
obstructions of justice the U.S. Marshals Service turned the table on me by investigating me. They 
even intercepted me during my Greyhound Bus trip in Richmond, Virginia traveling from Little 
Rock, Arkansas to Washington, DC even though I my intent was to visit the U.S. Marshals Service 
first before taken any action on citizen’s arrest and the U.S. Marshals Service knew my intent. But 
they treated me like a criminal suspect. To this day I cannot visit the U.S. District Court or the U.S. 
Court of Appeals in Washington, DC without an escort by the U.S. Marshals. I am still on their 
Watch List and have been since 2003. 

 

  
 

‡ARTICLE V. RIGHT TO PROTECTION OF HONOR,  
PERSONAL REPUTATION, AND PRIVATE AND FAMILY LIFE. 

Because I made investigative inquiries with the U.S. Government into my statutory and 
constitutional rights as applied to government wrongdoing the U.S. Government retaliated by 
damaging my honor and personal reputation through misguided and malicious criminal 
investigations of me. The U.S. Marshals Service invaded my private and family life by visiting my 
mother in Arkansas on the day I visited the Little Rock, Arkansas office of the U.S. Marshals Service 
before heading off to Washington, DC on my Greyhound Bus trip. 
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ARTICLE VIII. RIGHT TO RESIDENCE AND MOVEMENT. 
The U.S. Marshals Service visiting my mother in Arkansas and intercepting me on my 

Greyhound Bus trip to Washington, DC are violations of my human right to residence and 
movement even when I use my mother’s address of my home of record as contingent circumstances 
as a traveling seaman. 

 

  

ARTICLE XIII. RIGHT TO THE BENEFITS OF CULTURE. 
A Gun Culture 

I note that in the Preamble to the American Declaration:  

“Inasmuch as spiritual development is the supreme end of human 
existence and the highest expression thereof, it is the duty of man to 
serve that end with all his strength and resources. Since culture is 
the highest social and historical expression of that spiritual 
development, it is the duty of man to preserve, practice and foster 
culture by every means within his power. And, since moral conduct 
constitutes the noblest flowering of culture, it is the duty of every man 
always to hold it in high respect.” 

 The human right to armed self-defense is and will always be an intrinsic part of Article I Right 
to Life. And from that human right to armed self-defense culture is derived from and achieved by 
social and spiritual development. From social development comes social norms. From social norms 
comes law and government. There is an interdependency between law and social norms that insures 
a civil society. Civil society is supported and reinforced by spiritual development as it is supposed to 
be with all of society. 

 However, given the fact that human beings are creatures of the animal kingdom and possess 
instincts for self-preservation originating in natural law as with other creatures in the animal kingdom 
human beings have preserved for themselves the human right of self-defense because the criminal 
element of society will forever keep us in a kill or be killed human environment.  

 Because the development of firearms in human history have both offensive and defensive 
purposes Governments have legislative and regulated restrictions on civilian ownership, possession, 
and usage to varying degrees from total prohibition to constitutional protections. Regardless of the 
variant governmental views on civilian possession of firearms there exists a gun culture. This gun 
culture exists because it is derived from spiritual development of religious beliefs as I have shown in 
Article III. Right to Religious Freedom and Worship section above.  

 

  

ARTICLE XVII. RIGHT TO RECOGNITION OF  
JURIDICAL PERSONALITY AND CIVIL RIGHTS. 

In the last 8 years of have pushed my lawsuit in the federal courts of the United States I have 
not been able to enforce any statutory, constitutional rights in the federal courts. The federal judges 
deny my every motion but grant every motion by the U.S. Government. The federal judges abuse 
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the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure to prevent me from proceeding past the Motion to Dismiss. My 
cases have been dismissed with and without prejudice all because I have represented myself (pro se) 
because I cannot afford an attorney to represent me. 

 This judicial bias or bigotry against my Second Amendment case is because I am advocating 
National Open Carry under the Second Amendment and Ninth Amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States. I even cite Cohens  v. Virginia, 19 U.S. 264, 404 (1821), as a form of judicial 
treason for the federal judges refuse to allow my case to go to a civil trial:  

“It is most true that this Court will not take jurisdiction if it should not; 
but it is equally true that it must take jurisdiction if it should.  The 
judiciary cannot, as the legislature may, avoid a measure because it 
approaches the confines of the Constitution.  We cannot pass it by 
because it is doubtful.  With whatever doubts, with whatever 
difficulties, a case may be attended, we must decide it if it be brought 
before us.  We have no more right to decline the exercise of 
jurisdiction which is given than to usurp that which is not given.  The 
one or the other would be treason to the Constitution.  Questions 
may occur which we would gladly avoid, but we cannot avoid them.  
All we can do is to exercise our best judgment and conscientiously to 
perform our duty.” 

Cohens  v. Virginia, 19 U.S. 264, 404 (1821). 

Today, November 29, 2010, the U.S. Supreme Court has denied the 
Petition for Writ of Certiorari of Kerchner,, et al v. Obama, President of U.S., 
et al., No. 10-446. This Petition challenge President Barrack Obama’s 
eligibility to be president under the Constitution’s natural born citizen clause . 
See U.S. Supreme Court’s Order List : 562 U.S., Certiorari – Summary 
Dispositions, Monday, November 29, 2010, page 15.  
http://www.supremecourt.gov/orders/courtorders/112910zor.pdf  

The U.S. District Court for Hawaii dismissed my own Obama eligibility lawsuit, Hamrick v. 
Fukino, No. 08-0544-ACK-KSC in 2009. 

No federal court of the United States has ever ruled on the merits of any Obama eligibility 
case at trial. There as been no trial in any federal court to determine of Barack Obama is eligible to 
be president in accordance with the Constitution of the United States.  

The same view can be applied to the rejection of my Petition No. 1142-06 because it is the 
human rights counter-balance to Jessica Lenahan’s Petition No. 1490-05. If the Commission 
declared the majority of her Petition as admissible then the Commission must declare the majority of 
my Petition because of its reciprocal counter-balance nature of my case to Jesica Lenahan’s case. 

 

  

‡ARTICLE XVIII. RIGHT TO A FAIR TRIAL 
Based upon my Petition No. 1142-06 and the supporting evidence I submitted to the 

Commission over the last 4 years common sense dictates that the U.S. Government has wrongfully 
denied me my right to a fair trial. 
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ARTICLE XXIV.  RIGHT OF PETITION 
My every complaint (petition) to federal agencies have been ignored or denied.  

 

 

ARTICLE XXV. RIGHT OF PROTECTION FROM ARBITRARY ARREST  
The U.S. Marshals Service, the U.S. Coast Guard, and the U.S. Department of 

Transportation have threatened me with arrest because I have exercised my rights against 
Government wrongdoing. 

 

  

ARTICLE XXVI. RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS OF LAW 
 The federal judges have denied my right to due process of law for the last 8 years because 
the dismissals of my lawsuits were based upon a political ideology antithetical to the National Open 
Carry aspect of Second Amendment and the Ninth Amendment.  

 

  

IACHR PREJUDICED AGAINST THE EMBEDDED HUMAN RIGHT OF  
ARMED SELF-DEFENSE IN ARTICLE I? 

I have been twice denied by the U.S. Supreme Court in like manner as Jessica Lenahan case 
was denied by the U.S. Supreme Court.  

I note with extreme concern that my Petition 1142-06 was submitted 4 years ago in 2006.    
I have submitted updates on the continuing violations of my human rights by the U.S. Government 
over the years with no formal acknowledgements of receipts (with a few rare exceptions) or any 
informative updates on the progress of my Petition over the years. Has there been an intent to 
ignore by Petition 1142-06? 

Then, when I submitted by email a PDF copy of my latest Admiralty/RICO Act amended 
lawsuit against the U.S. Government on October 29, 2010 it was just one day less than 2 weeks that 
you wrote your dismissive November 11, 2010 letter to which I find your expediency conspicuously 
and suspiciously odd.  

 I direct your attention to Article 26, Clause 2 of the Commission’s Rules of Procedure: “If a 
petition or communication does not meet the requirements called for in these Rules of Procedure, 
the Executive Secretariat may request that the petitioner or his or her representative satisfy those 
that have not been fulfilled.” 

I invoke my right to address any part of my Petition that you allege does not meet the 
requirements of human rights violations of any Articles of the AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE 
RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN or the AMERICAN CONVENTION ON HUMAN RIGHTS. 

THEREFORE, I hereby dispute your dismissive letter dated November 11, 2010 on the basis 
that my Petition No. 1142-06, and all submitted documentations as evidence in support of my 
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Petition No. 1142-06 does, in fact and human rights law, satisfy the requirements set forth in 
Commissions Rules of Procedure or other applicable instruments under Article 23 of the STATUTE OF 
THE INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS and Article 23 of the RULES OF PROCEDURE 
OF THE INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS. The violations of human rights under the 
AMERICAN CONVENTION ON HUMAN RIGHTS and the AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND 
DUTIES OF MAN are listed as follows: 

AMERICAN CONVENTION ON HUMAN RIGHTS 

PART I - STATE OBLIGATIONS AND RIGHTS PROTECTED 

CHAPTER I - GENERAL OBLIGATIONS 

Article 1. Obligation to Respect Rights 

Article 2. Domestic Legal Effects 

CHAPTER II - CIVIL AND POLITICAL RIGHTS 

Article 3. Right to Juridical Personality 

Article 4. Right to Life 

Article 7. Right to Personal Liberty 

Article 8. Right to a Fair Trial 

1. Every person has the right to a hearing, with due guarantees and within a 
reasonable time, by a competent, independent, and impartial tribunal, 
previously established by law, in the substantiation of any accusation of a 
criminal nature made against him or for the determination of his rights and 
obligations of a civil, labor, fiscal, or any other nature. 

Article 12. Freedom of Conscience and Religion 

Article 13. Freedom of Thought and Expression 

Article 14. Right of Reply 

Article 21. Right to Property 

Article 22. Freedom of Movement and Residence 

Article 23. Right to Participate in Government 

Article 24. Right to Equal Protection 

Article 25. Right to Judicial Protection 

Article 26. Progressive Development of Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights 

 

  

 

AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN 

(Listed on page 3) 
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RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE  
INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS 

Article 26.  Initial Review  Clause 2.  If a petition or communication does not meet the 
requirements called for in these Rules of Procedure, the Executive Secretariat may request 
that the petitioner or his or her representative satisfy those that have not been fulfilled.  

Article 28.  Requirements for the Consideration of Petitions 

Petitions addressed to the Commission shall contain the following information:  

a. the name, nationality and signature of the person or persons making the 
denunciation; or in cases where the petitioner is a nongovernmental entity, the name 
and signature of its legal representative(s);    

b. whether the petitioner wishes that his or her identity be withheld from the State; 

c. the address for receiving correspondence from the Commission and, if available, a 
telephone number, facsimile number, and email address; 

d. an account of the act or situation that is denounced, specifying the place and date 
of the alleged violations;  

e. if possible, the name of the victim and of any public authority who has taken 
cognizance of the fact or situation alleged;  

f.  the State the petitioner considers responsible, by act or omission, for the violation 
of any of the human rights recognized in the American Convention on Human Rights 
and other applicable instruments, even if no specific reference is made to the 
article(s) alleged to have been violated;    

g. compliance with the time period provided for in Article 32 of these Rules of 
Procedure; 

h. any steps taken to exhaust domestic remedies, or the impossibility of doing so as 
provided in Article 31 of these Rules of Procedure; and, 

i. an indication of whether the complaint has been submitted to another international 
settlement proceeding as provided in Article 33 of these Rules of Procedure. 

Article 29.  Initial Processing 

1.   The Commission, acting initially through the Executive Secretariat, shall receive 
and carry out the initial processing of the petitions presented as follows: 

a. it shall receive the petition, register it, record the date of receipt on the 
petition itself and acknowledge receipt to the petitioner; 

b. if the petition does not meet the requirements of these Rules of Procedure, 
it may request that the petitioner or his or her representative complete them 
in accordance with Article 26.2 of these Rules; 

c. if the petition sets forth distinct facts, or if it refers to more than one person 
or to alleged violations not interconnected in time and place, the claims may 
be divided and processed separately, so long as all the requirements of Article 
28 of these Rules of Procedure  are met; 
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d. if two or more petitions address similar facts, involve the same persons, or 
reveal the same pattern of conduct, they may be joined and processed 
together;t 

e. in the situations provided for in subparagraphs c and d, it shall give written 
notification to petitioners. 

2. In serious or urgent cases, the Executive Secretariat shall immediately notify the 
Commission. 

Article 30.  Admissibility Procedure  

1.   The Commission, through its Executive Secretariat, shall process the petitions 
that meet the requirements set forth in Article 28 of these Rules of Procedure. 

2.   For this purpose, it shall forward the relevant parts of the petition to the State in 
question. The identity of the petitioner shall not be revealed without his or her 
express authorization. The request to the State for information shall not constitute a 
prejudgment with regard to any decision the Commission may adopt on the 
admissibility of the petition. 

3.   The State shall submit its response within two months counted from the date the 
request is transmitted. The Executive Secretariat shall evaluate requests for 
extensions of this period that are duly founded. However, it shall not grant extensions 
that exceed three months from the date of the first request for information sent to the 
State. 

Article 31.  Exhaustion of Domestic Remedies 

1.   In order to decide on the admissibility of a matter, the Commission shall verify 
whether the remedies of the domestic legal system have been pursued and exhausted 
in accordance with the generally recognized principles of international law. 

2.   The provisions of the preceding paragraph shall not apply when:   

a. the domestic legislation of the State concerned does not afford due process 
of law for protection of the right or rights that have allegedly been violated; 

b. the party alleging violation of his or her rights has been denied access to 
the remedies under domestic law or has been prevented from exhausting 
them; or, 

c. there has been unwarranted delay in rendering a final judgment under the 
aforementioned remedies. 

 

 

 ave, motu proprio, fulfilled the requirements set for in the Commission’s Rules of 
Procedure in accordance with Article 26.2 for any part of my Petition No. 1142-06 that Santiago 
Canton alleges without specificity that does not meet the requirements. Therefore, I request a 
De Novo Review of my Petition No. 1142-06. 

I h
 

Respectfully, 
 

 
Don Hamrick 


