
 

Don Hamrick, Petition No. 1142-06 Friday, February 4, 2011 

5860 Wilburn Road, Wilburn, Arkansas 72179; Email: ki5ss@yahoo.com 
 

DISPUTING YOUR DISMISSIVE LETTER DATED JANUARY 13, 2011 
 
Santiago A. Canton, Executive Secretary 
INTER-AMERICAN COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS 
1889 F Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C., 20006 
 

Dear Santiago Canton,  

 Again, I dispute your assertion that it is not possible to process my Petition P-1142-06 as it 
stood in its original form or because no new facts or information have been presented. 

 My Petition in its original form presented an argument for the human right and duty to 
armed self-defense as an additional choice to counter-balance Jessica Gonzales’ reliance on a 
restraining order of a court to which the police ignored in her Petition P-1490-05.  

AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN 1948 

Article I. Right to Life, Liberty and Personal Security. 

“Every human being has the right to life,  
liberty and the security of his person.” 

 I remind you of the Preamble to AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN: 

All men are born free and equal, in dignity and in rights, and, being 
endowed by nature with reason and conscience, they should conduct 
themselves as brothers one to another.  

The fulfillment of duty by each individual is a prerequisite to the rights 
of all. Rights and duties are interrelated in every social and political 
activity of man. While rights exalt individual liberty, duties express the 
dignity of that liberty. 

Duties of a juridical nature presuppose others of a moral nature which 
support them in principle and constitute their basis. 

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. 
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You cannot deny the fact that not all men conduct themselves as brothers one to another. 
The criminal element in the society of man have no reason or conscience for the dignity or the rights 
of others. It is because of the criminal element in the society of man that we are held to Natural Law, 
the Law of Nature in matters of self-defense in addition to civil and criminal law in order to sustain a 
just and civil society.  

 I seriously caution you through logic and reasoning not to fall into the trap of rejecting this 
appeal under Article 26.2 simply because you have rejected my Petition and previous appeal. 

The new facts and information I present herein is intended to be reviewed by the 
Commission itself under Article 26.3 because you are apparently in doubt on the merits of my 
Petition and appeals. 

 I take exception to your dismissal of my Petition without affording me the right to know 
exactly which of the Rules of Procedure (i.e., Article 28.a through 28.i., or other Rules.) I have not 
fulfilled and without affording me the right to submit facts and/or information to fulfill those 
requirements.  

 You have not even informed me whether or not my Petition has even progressed to 
Rule 30.2, delivery to the Secretary of State of the United States. In the Commission’s Admissibility 
Report No. 52/07 on Petition No. 1490-05, Jessica Gonzales and Others v. United States dated July 
24, 2007 I note with particular interest the considered PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COMMISSION in 
paragraphs 4 through 9 that were apparently not extended to my Petition, given the fact that my 
petition was designed to be the counter-balance to Jessica Gonzales’ Petition in defense of the 
human right to armed self-defense. 

NEW FACTS OR INFORMATION IS PRESENTED HEREIN 

 
HUMAN RIGHT TO ARMED SELF-DEFENSE IN  

EUROPEAN CONVENTION 

Council of Europe, CONVENTION FOR THE PROTECTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND 
FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS, Rome, November 4, 1950 as amended by Protocols No. 
11 and No. 14 (CETS No. 194) as from the date of its entry into force on 1 June 
2010. 

The governments signatory hereto, being members of the Council of Europe, 

Considering the Universal Declaration of Human Rights proclaimed by the General 
Assembly of the United Nations on 10th December 1948; 

Considering that this Declaration aims at securing the universal and effective 
recognition and observance of the Rights therein declared; 

Considering that the aim of the Council of Europe is the achievement of greater unity 
between its members and that one of the methods by which that aim is to be pursued 
is the maintenance and further realisation of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms; 

Reaffirming their profound belief in those fundamental freedoms which are the 
foundation of justice and peace in the world and are best maintained on the one 
hand by an effective political democracy and on the other by a common 
understanding and observance of the human rights upon which they depend; 
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Being resolved, as the governments of European countries which are like-minded and 
have a common heritage of political traditions, ideals, freedom and the rule of law, to 
take the first steps for the collective enforcement of certain of the rights stated in the 
Universal Declaration, 

Have agreed as follows: 

Section I – Rights and freedoms  

Article 2 – Right to life  

1. Everyone's right to life shall be protected by law. No one shall be deprived of his 
life intentionally save in the execution of a sentence of a court following his conviction 
of a crime for which this penalty is provided by law.  

2. Deprivation of life shall not be regarded as inflicted in contravention of 
this article when it results from the use of force which is no more than 
absolutely necessary:  

a. in defence of any person from unlawful violence;  

b. in order to effect a lawful arrest or to prevent the escape of a person 
lawfully detained;  

c. in action lawfully taken for the purpose of quelling a riot or insurrection. 

SOMALI PIRATES MURDER IN RETALIATION  
A CAPTIVE SEAFARER IN COLD BLOOD 

Citing gCaptain Staff, BIMCO SEAFARER TO EXECUTION BY SOMALI PIRATEs, gCaptain blog, 
February 4th 2011:   

BIMCO, the International Chamber of Shipping, INTERCARGO, INTERTANKO and 
the International Transport Workers’ Federation have issued a joint statement 
expressing their outrage that Somali pirates have executed, apparently in 
cold blood, a seafarer on the merchant ship Beluga Nomination which had 
been attacked and hijacked by armed pirates on 22 January in the Indian Ocean, 390 
nautical miles north of the Seychelles. Three seafarers were reportedly taken 
aside for ‘punishment’ after an attempt by the Seychelles coastguard to 
free the hostage crew resulted in the death of a pirate. 

“The international shipping industry is truly disturbed at reports that pirates have 
been torturing seafarers physically and mentally, often in the most 
barbaric ways,” the statement read, “including hanging them over the ship’s 
side by ropes around their ankles with their heads under water and even 
subjecting them to the horrendous practice of keelhauling.” The grouping 
urged governments to empower their naval forces to take fast and robust action 
against pirates, and the vessels under their control, before passing ships are boarded 
and hijacked. The statement concluded with a sobering look at ships having to mull 
alternative routes to deliver cargoes. “This latest particularly atrocious action 
appears to represent a fundamental shift in the behaviour of Somali 
pirates. The cold-blooded murder of an innocent seafarer means that ship 
owners and their crews will be re-evaluating their current determination to 
ensure that this vital trade route remains open – over 40% of the world’s 
seaborne oil passes through the Gulf of Aden and the Arabian Sea. The 
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shipping industry will be looking at all possible options, including 
alternative routes, which could have a dramatic effect on transport costs 
and delivery times – piracy is already estimated to cost the global 
economy between $7-12 billion per year.” 

IMO RESPONSE TO SOMALI PIRATES  
COLD BLOODED MURDER OF CAPTIVE SEAFARER 

Efthimios E. Mitropoulos, Secretary-General, International Maritime Organization, “PIRACY: 
ORCHESTRATING THE RESPONSE,” speech at the launch of World Maritime Day theme for 2011, 
February 3, 2011: 

… Piracy and kidnapping have blighted the maritime community for too long and it is 
seafarers who bear the brunt. And while we condemn and deplore any act of piracy, 
as the Security Council has done in several resolutions, we were appalled by 
yesterday’s news that pirates had executed, apparently in cold blood, a seafarer on 
the “Beluga Nomination”, a ship which had been attacked and hijacked last month, 
390 miles off the Seychelles. And so it was very much with seafarers in mind that, last 
year, the IMO Council decided that the 2011 World Maritime Day theme should be 
“Piracy: orchestrating the response.” … 

U.S. STATE DEPARTMENT AND THE U.S. COAST GUARD IN 2009  
VINDICATED THE MERITS OF MY CIVIL CASE IN THE FEDERAL COURTS FOR  

ARMING U.S. MERCHANT VESSELS AND NATIONAL OPEN CARRY OF FIREARMS IN  
INTERSTATE TRAVEL WITHIN THE UNITED STATES 

Citing Maritime Protective Services’ blog: Maritime Transportation Security News & Views, 
USCG UPDATES INFORMATION ON FOREIGN NATIONS’ POLICIES TOWARDS WEAPONS ON US-FLAG 
COMMERCIAL VESSELS dated August 18, 2010:1 

Last week, the US Coast Guard posted, on its Homeport website, an updated Port 
Information Matrix that summarizes available port state responses to a US State 
Department démarche requesting information on port state laws and restrictions on 
the carriage of self-defense weapons for vessels operating in high risk waters.  The 
new matrix, an attachment to PORT SECURITY ADVISORY (PSA) (08-09) “PORT STATE 
RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION REGARDING CARRIAGE AND TRANSPORT OF 
SELF-DEFENSE WEAPONS ABOARD U.S. COMMERCIAL VESSELS,” replaces a previous 
version that had been updated in May. 

Since I can’t find where I might have saved previous versions of the Matrix, I’m 
relying on a very fallible memory to suggest the latest changes.  I believe the listings 
for Djibouti, Guinea, India, Kenya, Mauritius, Nicaragua, Oman, and Tanzania are 
new.  Of these India and Tanzania allow neither weapons on board nor armed 
transits through the country between airports and vessels.  The other countries permit 
both under conditions, which are summarized in the new matrix. 

To access the new matrix, or PSA (08-09), go to Homeport,2 click on 
“Counter Piracy” under “Featured Homeport Links” at the top of the right side of the 

                                                      
1 http://mpsblog.org/2010/08/18/uscg-updates-information-on-foreign-nations%e2%80%99-policies-towards-
weapons-on-us-flag-commercial-vessels-2/  
2 http://homeport.uscg.mil/mycg/portal/ep/home.do  
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page.  On the Counter Piracy page, scroll down to “PSA (8-09): PORT STATE 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION REGARDING CARRIAGE AND TRANSPORT OF 
SELF-DEFENSE WEAPONS ABOARD U.S. COMMERCIAL VESSELS AND PORT 
INFORMATION document.”3  Clicking on that will provide a choice of PDF links for the 
updated Port Information Matrix and for PSA (08-09).  

  The forthcoming completed collection of information in response to the State Department’s 
démarche will become the foundation for a new maritime treaty for armed merchant vessels which, 
in turn, will cause the revision of several other maritime treaties and conventions such as the Safety 
of Life at Sea (SOLAS), ISPS, STCW,  the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS), to incorporate the human right to armed self-defense against piracy and armed robbery 
on the high seas. 

The State Department’s démarche invokes Article 61 Supervening Impossibility of 
Performance and Article 53 Treaties Conflicting with a Peremptory Norm of General International 
Law (Jus Cogens), the human right to armed self-defense, of the VIENNA CONVENTION ON THE LAW 
OF TREATIES 1969 (VCLT 1969) and the VIENNA CONVENTION ON THE LAW OF TREATIES BETWEEN 
STATES AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS OR BETWEEN INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 1986 
(VCLTS&IO 1986) against the United Nations’ PROGRAMME OF ACTION TO PREVENT, COMBAT AND 
ERADICATE THE ILLICIT TRADE IN SMALL ARMS AND LIGHT WEAPONS IN ALL ITS ASPECTS, 
A/CONF.192/15 and the INTER-AMERICAN CONVENTION AGAINST THE ILLICIT MANUFACTURING AND 
TRAFFICKING IN FIREARMS, AMMUNITION, EXPLOSIVE, AND OTHER RELATED MATERIALS (CIFTA) to the 
extent that these two treaties interfere with, threatens, obstructs, or nullifies the Second Amendment 
rights of U.S. citizens. 

The State Department’s démarche is a United States response to the DJIBOUTI CODE OF 
CONDUCT’S demonstrated failure to suppress the out-of-control Somali pirates. This raises the issue 
of the human right to armed self-defense as a vital component to the human right to life for seamen 
of all maritime nations and the sovereign right to self-defense of merchant vessels of all maritime 
nations as a new peremptory norm of general international law (jus cogens) thereby the State 
Department action with their démarche invokes Article 62 Fundamental Change of Circumstances 
and Article 64 Emergence of a New Peremptory Norm of General International Law (Jus Cogens) of 
VCLT 1969 and VCLTS&IO 1986. 

UNITED NATIONS STUDY PROVES GUN OWNERSHIP  
REDUCES HOMICIDE RATES 

The United Nations SMALL ARMS SURVEY (SAS) is an internationally-respected 
organization on gun violence research, often working with the United Nations:  

The Small Arms Survey undertakes joint research projects with 
independent researchers, international organizations, UN agencies, 
research organizations, NGOs, and partner institutions.  

As a United Nations resource, SAS explains their perspective on firearms:4  

The proliferation of small arms and light weapons represents a 
grave threat to human security. The unchecked spread of these 

                                                      
3 http://homeport.uscg.mil/mycg/portal/ep/contentView.do?contentTypeId=2&channelId=-
18389&contentId=216022  
4 http://www.smallarmssurvey.org/files/sas/about/mission.html.  
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weapons has exacerbated inter-and intra-state conflicts, contributed 
to human rights violations, undermined political and economic 
development, destabilized communities, and devastated the lives of 
millions of people.  

It’s safe to say that SAS supports gun control.  

In 1999, UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan stated:  

Even in societies not beset by civil war, the easy availability of small 
arms has in many cases contributed to violence and political 
instability. These, in turn, have damaged development prospects 
and imperiled human security in every way.5 

                                                      
5 Kofi Annan, STATEMENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL, Sept. 24, 1999, UN Press Release SG/SM/7145, 
SC/6733. 
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It’s also safe to say the United Nations supports gun control. Therefore, it seems 
reasonable to conclude that these international players have data showing a 
correlation between increased civilian firearms inventory and a violent crime 
indicator such as homicide rates. So let’s see what their data tells us.  

Between 2003 and 2007, SMALL ARMS SURVEY 6 compiled civilian firearms 
inventories for various countries around the world. THE EUROPEAN SOURCEBOOK 
OF CRIME AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE STATISTICS – 2006,7 published under the auspices 
of the Council of Europe, compiled crime data for the greater European region for 
the years 2000-2003. This research group “included several members involved in 
recent UN [crime] surveys.” The latest (2003) values appear in the table below, in 
order to best correlate firearms ownership with murder rates (expressed as offenses 
per 100,000 population).  

The top quartile is comprised of developed western economies. These data 
contradict Annan’s assertion that firearms “damaged development prospects and 
imperiled human security” and the SAS assertion that firearms availability 
“undermined political and economic development.” The UN’s own reports prove 
that other factors besides gun control play a larger role in homicide rates.  

Returning to Mexico , the UN Office on Drugs and Crime reported that in 2000 
(latest UN data), Mexico ‘s homicide rate was 14.11, over 2.5 times the U.S. rate, 
and Mexico ‘s violent crime increased 68% through mid-2007.  

Why aren’t the “experts” acknowledging their own data?  
References: 

Civilian firearms ownership data can be retrieved by downloading Chapter 2 from 
SAS Yearbooks for years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2007 at the SAS Publications 
page.8 

For in-depth analysis of the United Nations civilian disarmament program, read 
Four Hundred Years of Gun Control: Why Isn’t It Working?, which deconstructs the 
gun control agenda and motivates more people to support our civil right of self-
defense. 

The data proves the inverse relationship between the greater the number of firearms 

ownership and possession and the reduced homicide rate. Therefore, federal judges exhibiting 

the political ideology that more gun control, or defending gun control laws already on the books 

in the belief that they reduce homicide rates are themselves delusional. Judge Sullivan’s proves 

the example of “the pot calling the kettle black.” Extrapolating that data to propose that 

“National Open Carry” of a semi-automatic handgun in intrastate, interstate, nautical, and even 

in maritime travel will further reduce the homicide rate and other violent crimes.  

                                                      
6 http://www.smallarmssurvey.org/files/sas/publications/yearb2008.html.  
7 http://www.europeansourcebook.org/esb3_Full.pdf  
8 http://www.smallarmssurvey.org/files/sas/publications/yearb2008.html.  
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OLD LATIN QUOTATIONS 

Citing Latin quotations from A COLLECTION OF LATIN MAXIMS & RULES IN LAW AND EQUITY, 
SELECTED FROM THE MOST EMINENT AUTHORS, ON THE CIVIL, CANON, FEUDAL, ENGLISH AND SCOTS 
LAW WITH AN ENGLISH TRANSLATION, AND AN APPENDIX OF REFERENCE TO THE AUTHORITIES FROM 
WHICH THE MAXIMS ARE SELECTION, by Peter Halkerston, L.L.D.; Edindburgh, U.K. 1823: 

Veritas quae minime defensatur, opprimitur ; et qui non improbat, 
approbat. 
Truth which is by no means defended, is oppressed ; and he who 
does not disapprove, approves it. 
 
Adversus periculum naturalis ratio permittit se defendere. 
Natural reason allows one to defend himself against danger. 
 
Bonum defendentis ex integra causa, malum ex quolibet defectu. 
Good is the result of a person defending from an entire cause :  
evil results from one defending from any defect. 

 
Referring to the first Latin quotation above, if you and the Commission do not defend the 

Truth on the human right to armed self-defense as a vital part of Article I. Right to Life, Liberty and 
Personal Security to the AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN 1948 then you 
oppress that right. And if you do not disapprove of the oppression of the human right to armed 
self-defense then you approve of the oppression of that human right as a vital component of Article I 
to the AMERICAN DECLARATION. That makes your work as part of the Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights hypocritical and an affront to human rights for all people. 

CONCLUSION 

 From my perspective as an individual pursuing vindication of my human rights under the 
AMERICAN DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MAN 1948 under the following articles: 

Article I. Right to Life, Liberty and Personal Security;  
Article II. Right to Equality Before Law; 
Article IV. Right to Freedom of Investigation, Opinion, Expression and Dissemination; 
Article V. Right to Protection of Honor, Personal Reputation ...; 
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 [Civil] Trial; 
Article XXIV. Right of Petition; 
Article XXV. Right of Protection from Arbitrary Arrest; 
Article XXVI. Right to Due Process of Law; 
Article XXIX. Duties to Society. 

 The federal courts of the United States up to and including the Supreme Court of the United 
States have denied my human rights and duties listed above. It is unfathomable that the 
Commission does not see any violations of my human rights by the U.S. judicial system. 

 Note on the second page of the Memorandum Opinion from the U.S. District Court for the 
District of Columbia appended to this letter the derogatory and disparaging remarks against an 
unrepresented civil plaintiff, me. And also note the preference of the federal court to compel an 
unrepresented civil plaintiff to the same pleading standard required of attorneys under Rule 8(a)(2) 
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Short and Plain Statements and avoiding the more lenient pleading standard under Rule 8(d)(2) 
Alternative Statements of Claims that I belief was designed of unrepresented civil plaintiffs.  

 The entire Memorandum Opinion plus the Footnote is a denial of my statutory rights and 
my rights to procedural and substantive due process rights and my right to a civil jury trial. The last 
few dismissals were simply because my cases were previously dismissed without regard to the merits 
of my cases. That’s is judicial bias and obstruction of justice. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Don Hamrick 
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