Joseph A. Glean

8610 Washington Avenue
Alexandria, VA 22309-2323
(703) 780-3094

October 1, 2011

Jim Snyder, vice president

Virginia Citizens Defense League, Inc.
P.O. Box 513

Newington, Virginia 22122

Dear Mr. Jim Snyder:

I would be remiss if I did not offer your organization a few brief words relating to my
position on Survey Question Nos. 1 and 3.

We definitely need to re-assert our 2nd Amendment right to bear arms, but this doesn't
mean wasting our time bolstering the phony, liberalized notion that we must,
simultaneously, advocate for the continuance of concealed carry permits.

As far as I'm concerned, the general statutory requirement of having to “ask permission”
in order to carry a concealed weapon is questionable at best. And here in America, such
requirements are constitutionally unacceptable. Instead of following the Constitution, we
are being forced to comply with bogus gun-control measures, despite the warnings issued
by our founding generation that the party elitists would likely impose such regulations as
a way to preserve their seats of power.

In this way, the gun-control people seek to undermine the Constitution, depriving and
divesting good, law-abiding citizens of their ability to defend or rescue themselves and
their property from the clutches of those in power— from those political elitists who
would leap at the opportunity to subject each and every one of us to the bondage of moral
and political oppression. In principle, such measures seek to rob ordinary citizens of
something that our founders viewed as an especially important right, worthy of protection
under our federal bill of rights.

By wasting our time trying to institute 'reciproeity' arrangements with other states, which
place unnecessary (and unconstitutional) incentives on the possession of a “concealed
weapon” permit, we simply tighten the noose that separates us from restoring our true
right, as law-abiding citizens, to a bona fide “constitutional carry” policy— one that
would allow every legible citizen to carry firearms at his or her own discretion, by re-
affirming and re-asserting their constitutional right to 'once again' do so.

I’m also concerned about the type of information that's being collected by the Courts in
fulfillment of these statutory requirements. I'm often reminded of the account given by
























