ANALYSING GUN CONTROL IN AMERICAN SOCEIETY
The debate on gun control is still on-going in the American society. Those in favor of gun purchase and ownership continue to base their arguments on people’s safety while those against gun control often refer to the Second Amendment that gives the American citizens the right to own guns. However, based on the shooting incidence that occurred recently in Arizona where Senator Gabrielle Gifford was shot and serious injured while other six bystanders were killed, there is urgent need for further restrictions on gun ownership. Apparently, Obama’s administration seems to be in support of gun control and this gives Americans hope that more strict regulations will be implemented on the ownership and use of guns.

Introduction

Taking in to account that Second Amendment has given the citizens of the United States the rights to posses and carry fire arms with about 50% of Americans owning certain types of firearms, matters involving gun ownership and possession have resulted to heated debates in the society. Most Americans feel that there is need to have some form of regulations on guns so as to reduce the level of gun-related form of violence in the nation. On the other hand, those against gun control argue that it would be a violation on their Second Amendment’s rights. The results and extent of gun control has had very strong political repercussions since it generally determines the present meaning of the Second Amendment. Despite the fact that each group has strong points in their arguments, there is a great need for gun control in the United States. In fact, the right of an individual to own and possess fire arms should be balanced by the society’s greater social needs. Presently, based on the number of violent acts and crimes committed with guns in America, the society seriously needs stricter gun control measures (Naik 2011).

Literature review

The Second Amendment on private gun ownership was drafted over 200 years ago and it did not raise any alarm then (Lott, 2010). The framers of this Amendment considered private firearms as important for protecting personal liberty as well as a means of checking against extreme government power and foreign threats. In fact, it was thought of as the best way of preserving liberty. In 1911, New York passed the Sullivan Act which was one of the first laws of gun control. This law required registration of any firearm that was considered small enough to be concealed on an individual’s body. As a matter of fact, the Sullivan Act became the test measure for gun control laws in years to come. Those against the Second Amendment began mobilization in the 1930s at the federal level. Two laws enacted this time, the Federal Firearms Act and the National Firearms Act of 1938 established the first centralized gun control. Despite the fact that quite a number of these regulations were not controversial by present standards such as machine gun possession regulation and licensing gun dealers, they introduced the national regulation of firearms concept (p. 101).

In the 1960s, the United States Supreme court became a court in favour of full judicial activism, a legal philosophy that has threatened the rights of the Second Amendment ever since. In the same line of thought, it was during this time that anti-Second Amendment politicians started tasting the waters on gun control in America. In fact, Homer Cummings’ FDR anti-gun attorney general was the highest-ranking official to do this. Consequently, Cummings planned for measures in relation to federal gun control like national registry in the hands of gun owners and the central government for guns. Coincidentally, the Second World War broke out, and Japan and Germany invaded their neighbours. This acted as a reminder on the importance of guns to the Americans.

Cumming’s initial attempts to regulate guns and their ownership suddenly lost popularity. More to this, most American leaders were pro-gun. In actual fact, democratic presidents John F. Kennedy and Harry Truman were members of NRA (Lott 2010, p. 112). Nonetheless, advocates of gun control were always present in policy discussions, but didn’t have much political clout. He late 1960s marked the beginning of considerable gun control in America. Led by the Warren Court, liberal activists’ judges enacted a widespread liberal agenda.

Findings

There should be strict implementation of gun control because there is an increased need for safety of individuals in America. This would ensure that the number of accidents that are related to firearms are minimised. Moreover, the implementation of gun control would effectively ensure that guns do not land in the wrong hands. The regulation of gun ownership and possession would ensure that people’s guns are not stolen and used for criminal acts. Taking into account that most people in America commit suicide using guns, particularly when they are exposed to severe mental trauma, such gun control measures could ensure that people with such medical history do not have easy access to guns leave alone owning one (Naik 2011).

On the other hand, American citizens against gun control argue that such restrictions are likely to put pressure on innocent and law abiding citizens instead of the criminals, hence would be of no use. In addition, those against gun control bring out the argument that guns protect the freedoms and rights of the American citizens. As such, they also claim that if citizens abide by the current laws on gun ownership and possession further restricts on gun purchases would be unnecessary. Lastly, the oppossers of gun control argue that it is not the guns that kill people, but people use guns to kill others (Lott 2010, p. 395).

Discussion

In accordance with Naik (2011) those in favour of gun control argue that, its implementation will reduce the level of crime rate in America that has been on the rise. Most people seem to abuse their right to guns by using them to commit crimes such as armed robbery, rape, and murder. Studies have clearly shown that over 80% of crimes committed in America are carried out using guns especially in the case of murder. On many occasions, people have used their guns to murder their enemies out of anger. A good example of criminal offenses committed using guns is the recent shooting of Arizona Senator Gabrielle Giffords. This violent act was carried out by Jared Lee Loughner using a high-capacity ammunition clip. In line with this, Senator Frank Lautenberg has announced his plan to bring in a legislation banning private ownership of such clips (Covin, 2011). By doing so, the Senator will be bringing forth a prohibition established by President Bill Clinton in 1994.

Actually, the Federal Assault Weapons Ban expired under President Bush in 2004. It allowed American citizens to own any kind of firearm instead of a rifle which was intended in the Second Amendment. If the ban had not expired, incidents like the one in Arizona would have been avoided and other serious tragedies that have taken place over the last six years. As a matter of fact, the gun used by Loughner was a semi-automatic pistol which contained a 33-round clip. Obviously, Loughner used over ten bullets since the shooting killed over six people and injured others including the Arizona representative. Notably, a similar gun was used by Seung-Hui Cho in the year 2007 at Virginia Tech (Covin, 2011).

The issue of gun safety and regulations has been split along party lines. Most republicans always reference the Second Amendment in defence of gun rights whereas democrats often raise the need for more restrictions on gun ownership. President Obama’s administration seems to be in support of gun control since the president supports innovative local programs such as Cease-Fire program in Chicago, which applies community-based strategy to curb violence among the youth and has proven to be effective (Clark, 2011). Additionally, supporters of gun control argue that it would reduce the number of suicide cases recorded in America. Note that most people with guns use them to take away their own lives especially when they are under severe stress or have mental problems. Similarly, under the same conditions, such people use their guns to murder relatives and friends.

In contrast, those against gun control argue that honest citizens are highly punished by strict gun control regulations since criminals will always find a way of circumventing legislations to own guns. More to this point, further gun purchase restrictions only leave innocent citizens at the mercy of criminals. However, reliable evidence from nations with tight gun regulations such as England shows that criminals are more hesitant to purchase and use guns. This is because the time, risk, and cost involved are higher in nations with strict gun regulations. Additionally, the oppossers of gun control argue that guns protect individual freedoms and rights. In line with this, guns are perceived as a defense line for citizenry confronted by a government that is evil. Moreover, the opposers feel that citizens would be limited if the government was granted monopoly on guns (Lott, 2010, p. 397).

Those who oppose gun control continue to argue that the Congress has spent over 300 million dollars since 1993 on a National Instant Check System in an attempt to prevent illegal possession of guns (Lott, 2010). Despite the intrusiveness and expense of this system, it’s been reported to be error prone and incomplete, often allowing the guilty to purchase guns. Lastly, the oppossers of gun restrictions argue that guns don’t kill people but people use them to commit murder. Furthermore, such people do so because they do not respect the morals and laws of the nation. If there was less glorification of crime by the media, better schools, and more role models in the government, then there would be less criminal offences (Lott, 2010, p. 398).

Conclusion

Gun control is a heated issue in the society of America and is a perfect example of interests groups and their effect on the three government branches. Most importantly, gun control is the best way to solve America’s problem with violence and crime related to guns. However, the NRA claims that the issue with guns and violence isn’t the guns but with broken homes and societal values, and that is what ought to be fixed. Nonetheless, so long as crimes are being committed using guns, ways of preventing those guns from being available should be in effect. Moreover, gun regulations seem likely to be a swift process as compared to mending broken homes and teaching morals to the American society.

