
Nullification: 
The 

Real 
Solution 

to 
Gun 

Control 

Rather 
than 

trying 
to 

“fix” 
the 

Constitution, 
state 

legislators 
should 

follow 
it 

by 
refusing 

to 
enforce 

(i.e., 
nullifying) 

all federal 
gun 

control. 

The 
Tenth 

Amendment 
clearly 

states 
that 

the 
federal 

government 
cannot 

do 
anything 

unless 
the 

Constitution 
specifically 

says 
so. Therefore, 

any 
attempt 

to 
disarm 

the 
people, 

short 
of a constitutional 

amendment, 
is unconsti- 

tutional 
and 

is null, 
void, 

and 
of 

no 
legal 

effect. 

Nullification 
is 

a 
duty, 

not 
an 

option. 
Under 

Article 
VI, 

state 
officials 

swear 
an 

oath 
to 

support 
the 

Constitution 
— 

and 
that 

includes 
rejecting 

all attempts 
to 

violate 
the 

Second 
Amendment. 

Multiple 
states 

have 
already 

enacted 
measures 

nullifying 
federal 

gun 
control. 

These 
include 

Missouri's 
Second 

Amendment 
Preservation 

Act 
(2021), 

which 
nullifies 

the 
1934 

National 
Firearms 

Act 
and 

the 
1968 

Gun 
Control 

Act. 
Many 

county 
sheriffs 

have 
also 

nullified 
federal 

gun-control 
laws. 

Next, 
state 

and 
local 

officials 
must 

be 
courageous 

and 
prepared 

for 
harsh 

pushback 
from 

the 
federal government, 

judiciary, 
media, 

and 
others. 

However, 
an 

educated 

electorate 
will support 

nullification 
efforts. 

For more 
information 

about 
Article V and 

the 
amendment 

process, 
visit JBS.org/ConCon 

or 
scan 

the 
following 

QR 
Code 

Get 
involved 

in the 
battle 

to save 
the 

Constitution 
— 

including 
the 

Second 
Amendment 

— by j
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John 

Birch 
Society. 
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