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A Case for Gun Control
[bookmark: _GoBack]The heightened number of gun tragedies and violence in the U.S has revived the controversial debate on gun control. On an average, there are about 32,000 shootings leading to death annually in the U.S (Siddiqui, 2015). Gun control involves the laws and policies that control the manufacture, sale, ownership, alteration, or use of guns or firearms. Many states allow for citizens to own and carry a concealed gun, which is considered the number one reason for increased gun violence and crime in America. Increased mass shooting such as the recent Sandy Hook School shooting and the live television shooting of two journalists has seen increased efforts to enact stricter gun control laws (Siddiqui, 2015). This is however met with increased opposition from anti-gun control supporters who argue that owning a gun is a right for protection. Guns control laws should be enacted to ensure that firearms are only reserved for police and military personnel who are tasked with protecting citizens against violence or crime, therefore reducing the number of unjustifiable killings in the U.S.
Lack of gun control laws is the main reason that unjustifiable killings and gun violence are increasing in the U.S. According to Collier, (2013) the high number of guns in circulation makes it reasonable for people to suspect or fear that others are also armed and therefore the motivation to shoot first. Gun violence in the U.S is no secret as about 300 people die on a daily basis from shootings (Doeden, 2011). The ability to buy and own a gun means that the whole system of selling and owning is ineffective since most guns used in crime come from the same system that is expected to offer guns legally. Most of the controversial gun related crimes or shootings involve people with legal gun ownership. However, the ability to determine whether to apply deadly force on a person one deems a threat is still controversial. Even the current laws that require owners of firearms to use them only as a last resort are violated on a daily basis (Doeden, 2011). The whole idea of enabling citizens to own guns makes it impossible to predict a peaceful future, one without violence. If guns were only limited to the police and military, there would be fewer gun-related killings in the U.S. 
Additionally, the constitutional freedom to keep and bear arms is a direct freedom to kill others at any place and time (Collier, 2013). It would be difficult for an individual with a gun not to use it if they feel threatened. However, if the same individual does not a gun and is threatened, the result of the altercation may less likely lead to a shooting or death. Countries that do not allow gun ownership or have gun control laws have less cases of gun violence or crime. Additionally, the constitutional right is not an obligation, but a freedom for anyone to freely exercise (Congressional Digest, 2013). Nonetheless, all citizens in the U.S do not have guns. Most of the main arguments for gun ownership are ensuring that every citizen has the right for self-defense. In this case, anti-gun control supporters argue that gun ownership can help reduce gun violence by ensuring that other people are armed and can stop mass shooting from occurring. However, this has not been the case since most of the controversial gun violence cases do not involve people who used their legally owned guns to stop criminals. The mere fact that gun violence still continues even though it has reduced it still occurs, means that there is need for gun control laws (Mosbacher et al., 2015). It illustrates that the unlimited access to guns has failed as a constitutional right or freedom and requires gun controls to be enacted for a safer U.S.
The lack of gun control laws has increasingly led to increased gun violence and lack of control is ownership and use of guns. It is clear that the lack of proper gun control laws has led to increased violence. States that allow people to purchase and own guns without proper background checks make it possible for citizens with mental illness, criminal backgrounds, or generally violent people to own guns (Salgado, 2015). The Holmes and Charleston shooting are examples of people who legally owned guns, but used them violently due to mental or criminal backgrounds of the shooters. Currently, only 10 states have regulations that require hand-gun owners to have a permit –to-purchase (PTP) guns that requires a proper background check with law enforcement (Salgado, 2015). States that have implemented the PTP system have witnessed a reduction in gun-related homicides while states that have retracted the PTP regulation have witnessed an increase in gun-related homicides (Salgado, 2015). The lack of gun regulations has made gun violence a major public health issue. Instead of enjoying the constitutional right for self-defense by keeping and owning a gun, the U.S is now dealing with efforts on how to reduce gun violence. Furthermore, the extent to which gun regulation has ignored some of the crucial gun control factors is impossible to ignore. The lack of regulation limiting high-performance assault guns and military-grade magazines illustrates an irresponsible strategy that leads to violence (Prevention Institute, 2015). The idea of self-defense does not mean that people homes and the community should be regarded as a battle field where high-capacity guns are used. Such laws that seek to control gun ownership are sensible based on the ability to control who owns a gun, what type of gun can be owned, and how the gun can be used. 
According to Lott (2007), gun control laws are counterproductive or have costs and benefits. It has generally been argued that owning a gun is important for self-defense especially for individuals. Lott (2007) argues that the number of cases where people with concealed weapons have killed a criminal or a threat is large, but is not expressed in mass media. Moreover, it is argued that gun control laws such as the gun-free zones in schools do not make sense for people at home (Lott, 2007). This is because potential criminals willing to harm a family are less likely to be frightened by such a sign. It is no doubt that a gun is an effective way for self-defense, but the ability to determine who is in the right position or has the capacity to use a gun for self-defense responsibly call for a certain regulation. The main challenge here is addressing a problem that is based on a cycle. The right to own guns without proper regulation increases the chances of irresponsible or unjustifiable use of such guns. Clearly, if guns were owned under strict laws, less people would pass the requirements to own such guns. Additionally, the right to self-defense is not limited to people with a criminal record or are mentally disabled (Doeden, 2011). This tends to create a bias that can only be eliminated if guns are completely reserved for law enforcers and the military. Overall, based on the current situation, gun regulations can play an integral role in ensuring that gun ownership, sale, and use are effective.
In conclusion, guns control laws should be enacted to ensure that firearms are only set aside for police and military personnel who are tasked with protecting citizens against violence or crime, therefore reducing the number of unjustifiable killings in the U.S. The right to own and bear guns is only necessary in a society where the government has no capacity to protect its citizens against crime or violence. The society does not pose the high threat or necessity for requiring or offering people the freedom to own and use guns for the purpose of self-defense. It is clear that gun ownership may be not just for self-defense, but for crime, revenge, and other unjustifiable acts.
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