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Voluntary Interrogatory on the Common Defense 

 
Dear Mr. Secretary, 

 I am preparing a civil complaint for the federal court in Little Rock, Arkansas on 
the constitutional relationship between the COMMON DEFENCE in the PREAMBLE, and in 
Article I,  Section 8, Clause 1; the PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES in Article IV, Section 2, 
Clause 1, and in the FOURTEEN AMENDMENT, Section 1; and the SECOND AMENDMENT. 

 I need UNCLASSIFIED ANSWERS from the SECRETARY OF DEFENSE to the following 
questions. The Q & A will be Evidence under RULES 401 & 402 of the FEDERAL RULES OF 

EVIDENCE.   

 QUESTION (1) Does Brenton Harrison Tarrant’s manifesto, THE GREAT REPLACEMENT, 
present a threat to the United States?  

 March 15, 2019 excerpt from New Zealand mosque shooter Brenton Harrison 
Tarrant’s manifesto, The Great Replacement (page 9): 

“Why did you carry out the attack?” 

“. . . Finally, to create conflict between the two ideologies within the United 
States on the ownership of firearms in order to further the social, cultural, 
political and racial divide within the United States. This conflict over the 
2nd amendment and the attempted removal of firearms rights will 
ultimately result in a civil war that will eventually balkanize the US 
along political, cultural and, most importantly, racial lines.1 

This balkanization of the US will not only result in the racial separation of 
the people within the United States ensuring the future of the White race 
on the North American continent, but also ensuring the death of the 
“melting pot” pipe dream.2 ” 

 Michael Davis, The Manifesto Posted On 8chan By Alleged El Paso Shooter Minutes 
Before Attack,  August 6, 2019.3   

 
1 My emphasis. 

2 My emphasis. 

3 https://www.memri.org/reports/manifesto-posted-8chan-alleged-el-paso-shooter-minutes-attack 



 QUESTION (2): For about three years the Congressional Democrat Leadership pushed 
impeachment of President Trump with no impeachable offenses. They were 

mugwumping 4 the fence between politics and treason.  

 Under Constitutional Law and the Law of Treason, presuming the Impeachment Process 
was an insurrection to overthrow the United States Government, did President Trump have 
the Presidential authority and justification to invoke the Militia Clause in Article II, Section 2, 
to call out the U.S. Marine Reserves under the MANPOWER GUIDANCE FOR ACTIVATION AND 

DEACTIVATION OF RESERVE COMPONENT MARINES ORDERED TO ACTIVE DUTY ISO DEFENSE SUPPORT OF CIVIL 

AUTHORITIES, Date Signed: 10/3/2019 | MARADMINS Number: 550/19? 5 

FACT (1): The COMMON DEFENCE is part of the Preamble to the 
United States, and in Article I, Section 8, Clause 1.  

FACT (2): The PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES CLAUSE is contained in 
Article IV, Section 2 and in the FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT, Section 1. 

 QUESTION (3):   Is the Second Amendment linked to the Common Defence and the 
Privileges and Immunities? My interpretation is YES. Am I correct? Please explain the 
connection in Common Defence terms.  

Defence is the original spelling in the Constitution. Am I correct to interpret the 
spelling of Defence, as opposed to the Defense spelling today to have 
constitutional significant differentiations with the two spellings? Implying that 
the Common Defence is the provence of the People under the Ninth Amendment 
and the Tenth Amendment powers reserved to the people themselves. 
The prime example is the constitutional militia without the criminal element 
bastardizing the constitutional militia concept. (A serious political issue 
associated with that question.) 

 QUESTION (4):  If I am correct on the linkage then am I correct to interpret that linkage 
to mean that NATIONAL OPEN CARRY is an embedded constitutional right originally meant to 
protect the COMMON DEFENCE?  

 QUESTION (5): Am I correct to apply Constitutional Law to the sum total of the perpetual  
Federal and State gun control laws as primarily designed to destroy the Common Defence of 

the people of the United States and thereby destroying the right of self-defense for the  people 

”to keep and carry arms wherever they went?”  Dred Scott v. Sandford, 60 U.S. 393, AT 416–
417 (1856). My Causality theory is the perpetual Federal and State gun control laws benefits 

 
4 https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/mugwump. Mugwump is an anglicized version of a 
word used by Massachusett Indians to mean “war leader.” The word was sometimes jestingly 
applied in early America to someone who was the “head guy.” The first political mugwumps were 
Republicans in the presidential race of 1884 who chose to support Democratic candidate Grover 
Cleveland rather than their own party's nominee. Their independence prompted one 1930s 
humorist to define a mugwump as “a bird who sits with its mug on one side of the fence and its 
wump on the other.” 

5 https://www.marines.mil/News/Messages/Messages-Display/Article/1979422/manpower-
guidance-for-activation-and-deactivation-of-reserve-component-rc-marin/ 



the criminal element and is unconstitutionally detrimental to the law-abiding people making 
Single-Shooter, Mass Murder incidents a common occurrence in society at large for the past 
couple of decades, maybe more..  

 QUESTION (6): Am I correct to interpret gun control laws as treason against the United 
States Constitution? 

QUESTION (7): Am I correct to interpret the gun control doctrine to be a delusional false 
doctrine?  

 QUESTION (8): If Congress, the State legislatures, the Federal and State Courts, including 
the U.S. Supreme Court concede that National Open Carry is an imbedded constitutional right 
how would you propose the restoration of that right?  

THE CURRENT PREAMBLE 

We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, 
establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, 
promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves 
and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 
of America. 

THE POSSIBLE PREAMBLE, IF AMENDED 

We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, 
Declare National Open Carry will establish Justice, insure domestic 
Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and 
secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and 
establish this Constitution for the United States of America. 

The idea here is that all present gun control laws prohibiting the constitutionally 
normative purpose for the Common Defense will become unconstitutional. The reasoning here 
is that National Open Carry was the social, legal, and the constitutional norm when the 
Constitution was ratified. While the country changed human behavior has not changed and 
never will. That is the reason the Constitution is a Statict Constitution and not a Living 
Constitution. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Don Hamrick 

 


