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Gun Control and the Monopoly of Force

Whenever a mass shooting occurs, whether within the United States or in other
developed nations, it seems like the debate over gun regulation laws erupts anew. Some may
argue that discussing this topic in the wake of such tragedies is akin to exploiting the
suffering of innocent victims, but it is undeniable that this conversation is a crucial one.

First and foremost, it's important to acknowledge that many of the loudest voices in
this debate have never actually handled a firearm. They may lack the intricate knowledge of
laws, regulations, or equipment that some believe is essential to engage effectively in this
conversation. Additionally, the passionate views on both sides of the debate make it a
challenging subject, with valid arguments both for and against more gun control. It is
imperative that we maintain a level of civility and refrain from personal attacks, such as
blaming individuals for the actions of others or assuming that questioning the validity of gun
control equates to wanting to strip others of their ability to protect their families.

| personally believe that firearms have a positive impact on society. | think more
individuals should have the opportunity to own and train with firearms, and I genuinely
believe that guns make us safer. Of course, statistics can be manipulated to support various
viewpoints, but it's worth noting that the United States is unique in its relationship with
firearms. No other country has as many guns per capita, with 112 guns for every 100 citizens
(the second-place holder being Serbia with 69.7).1 Beyond the statistics, there's something
exceptional about the gun culture in America. Moreover, the United States Constitution
contains the often-debated Second Amendment, which enshrines the right of citizens to keep
and bear arms and form militias. This amendment gives us a distinct place in the world when

it comes to the role of guns in our society.

L Small Arms Survey. (2021). Global Firearms Survey 2021. Geneva: Small Arms Survey. p. 14.
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The gun control debate is multifaceted and emotionally charged. While this paper
leans towards supporting less stringent gun control measures, it is vital to maintain respectful
discussions and consider diverse viewpoints. The United States' unique gun culture, shaped
by the Second Amendment, sets us apart from other nations and plays a significant role in
this ongoing debate. It is crucial that we continue researching and engaging in open
conversations to find common ground on this contentious issue.

Method

In this paper, | employ a comprehensive approach to explore U.S. gun control,
combining qualitative and quantitative research methods to gain a holistic understanding. |
conduct a thorough literature review, summarizing existing academic, government, and
research organization publications on gun control, which forms the basis for our analysis.
Please note that | do not conduct interviews or original research but aggregate and present
existing analyses. It's essential to clarify that | am not a lawyer, haven't attended law school,
and I'm not registered with the bar association. The opinions presented here are solely my
own and do not constitute legal advice.

A Brief History of Firearms and the United States

The history of firearms in the United States spans several centuries and is deeply
intertwined with the nation's development. From the arrival of Christopher Columbus in the
Americas to the founding of the United States, firearms played a crucial role in shaping the
nation.

When Christopher Columbus arrived in the Americas in 1492, he brought with him an
array of firearms, primarily matchlock muskets and early arquebuses. These early firearms,

with their rudimentary mechanisms, marked the first introduction of gunpowder weapons to
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the New World. While their initial use was primarily for self-defense and hunting, they
quickly played a pivotal role in the European colonization of the Americas (Croshy, 1972).2

As European settlers established colonies in North America, firearms became
essential tools for survival and conflict. Flintlock muskets and rifles replaced earlier
matchlock designs, improving reliability and accuracy. The importance of firearms in
colonial life is evident in the Second Virginia Charter of 1609, which required settlers to
bring firearms to the colony for self-defense and hunting (Billings, 2007).3

The American Revolution marked a significant turning point in the history of firearms
in the United States. Muskets and rifles, often privately owned, played a critical role in the
struggle for independence. The American militias, using firearms like the Brown Bess
musket, fought against British forces with their own standard-issue firearms. The widespread
ownership of firearms among American citizens played a central role in the success of the
Revolutionary forces (Kopel, 1995).4

The Founding Fathers recognized the importance of firearms in securing liberty and
individual rights. In 1791, the Second Amendment to the United States Constitution was
ratified, enshrining the right of the people to keep and bear arms. This amendment was
influenced by English common law and the American experience during the Revolutionary
War. It solidified the place of firearms in American culture and law (Halbrook, 2008).°

In addition to being influenced by the principles of freedom and independence, the
Founding Fathers, were influenced by their personal experiences and proclivities, which

included engaging in activities that challenged the established order of their era.

2 Croshby, A. W. (1972). The Columbian Exchange: Biological and Cultural Consequences of 1492. Greenwood
Publishing Group.

3 Kopel, D. B. (1995). The Second Amendment in the Nineteenth Century. Temple University Press.

4 Billings, W. (2007). The Second Charter of Virginia: A New Version. Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 115(3), 193-216.

5 Halbrook, S. P. (2008). The Founders' Second Amendment: Origins of the Right to Bear Arms. Ivan R. Dee.
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There are many reasons why they were so influenced by their revolutionary spirit.
They were men of enlightenment, philosophers, and statesmen who believed in the inherent
rights of individuals. These beliefs extended to the right to self-defense and the importance of
an armed populace in securing liberty. Their experiences in the tumultuous years leading up
to the American Revolution solidified their commitment to these principles. Additionally, It
is true that many of the Founding Fathers were no strangers to activities that defied the
established authorities of the time. As Richard Maybury aptly describes, they were
"smugglers, tax evaders, and traitors." This characterization, however, should not be seen as a
denunciation but rather as a testament to their commitment to freedom and resistance against
oppressive policies.

Maybury's assertion that "America was a huge underground economy" speaks to the
spirit of enterprise that permeated the colonies. The Founding Fathers recognized the
importance of economic freedom as a cornerstone of individual liberty. Their experiences in
an environment where trade was relatively unrestricted, taxes were often evaded, and
personal initiative thrived profoundly influenced their vision for the nation they sought to
create.

The United States was born as a country of smugglers, tax evaders and bootleggers
and armed with this spirit she quickly became a beacon of prosperity. The Founding Fathers'
commitment to principles of limited government, individual rights, and the right to bear arms
laid the foundation for a nation where personal freedom and opportunity flourished. This
legacy of defiance and the importance of self-reliance continue to influence the American
character and remain integral to the nation's identity.

The Second Amendment in the Eyes of the Framers
The Second Amendment to the United States Constitution, as ratified by the Bill of

Rights on December 15, 1791, states:
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"A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the
right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed."®

At its core, it is critical that we recognize what the second amendment fundamentally
represents: a safeguard of the idea that citizens should possess the means to defend
themselves against potential government tyranny. This perspective is underscored by the
wisdom of the Founding Fathers, who articulated the importance of an armed populace as a
deterrent to oppressive governance.

The Framers' personal correspondence and writings also reveal their intent. In letters
and essays, they often discussed the importance of an armed population as a bulwark against
tyranny. For example, the letters between Thomas Jefferson and George Washington
frequently touched on the topic of citizens bearing arms and their role in preserving liberty.
The architects of the American republic were acutely aware of the historical dangers posed by
unchecked governmental power. To emphasize the need for a well-armed citizenry as a
bulwark against tyranny, they left behind a trail of insightful quotes.

Thomas Jefferson, one of the key framers of American democracy, eloquently
articulated the importance of an armed citizenry: "The strongest reason for the people to
retain the right to keep and bear arms is, as a last resort, to protect themselves against tyranny
in government."

James Madison, often hailed as the "Father of the Constitution,” wrote in The
Federalist Papers, "The advantage of being armed is an advantage which the Americans
possess over the people of almost every other nation...where the governments are afraid to

trust the people with arms.”

6 U.S. Const. amend. I1.
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The framers of the United States Constitution held strong individualistic beliefs and
were staunch advocates of personal sovereignty. This sentiment is best exemplified by the
following quotes from some of the nation's most eminent Founding Fathers:

Thomas Jefferson, in a letter to James Madison dated January 30, 1787, succinctly
captured this spirit with his words:

"I prefer dangerous freedom over peaceful slavery.”

Benjamin Franklin, in his "Historical Review of Pennsylvania™ in 1759, delivered a
powerful message:

"They that can give up essential liberty to obtain a little temporary safety
deserve neither liberty nor safety."”

The Founding Fathers were unwavering champions of liberty, ensuring that citizens
had the right to possess and employ military technology as they saw fit. These quotes shed
light on their perspective regarding the phrase "bear arms."” It becomes evident that, in the
minds of Thomas Jefferson and James Madison, "bearing arms" extended beyond militia
duty; it encompassed any individual's right to carry firearms for personal protection.

The notion of bearing arms for self-defense was an undisputed right in the eyes of the
Founding Fathers. During the Boston Massacre Trials, John Adams affirmed this belief,
explicitly acknowledging the right to "arms in the hands of citizens, to be used at individual
discretion, in private self-defense.” Moreover, prior to the Revolution, James Iredell
emphasized the importance of self-defense, stating, "Be not afraid of the Pistols you have sent
me. They may be necessary Implements of self defense... It is a Satisfaction to have the
means of Security at hand."”

These references underscored what they considered an inalienable right essential to
self-determination. Additionally, the framers intended for the government to be accountable

to the citizenry, partially due to the presence of an armed population. As George Mason aptly
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put it on June 14, 1788, "To disarm the people...[i]s the most effectual way to enslave them."
Simply put their vision was rooted in the belief that an armed populace was a safeguard
against government overreach and tyranny.

Firearms of the Era

In order to fully understand what the framers intended with the second amendment it
is important to understand the weapons that were available at the time. During the late 18th
century, when the Constitution was being drafted, firearms were far from standardized.
Among the notable weapons of the time were pepperbox guns and cannons. Pepperbox guns,
with multiple barrels, provided rapid-fire capability and were embraced for their utility in
self-defense. Cannons, on the other hand, represented the pinnacle of military firepower. This
array of weaponry illustrates that the framers were well-acquainted with a diverse range of
arms and their potential applications.

Further the framers were not just using old muskets at the time of the founding. In fact
The Revolutionary War itself marked a turning point in the advancement of riflery. The
American militias made notable strides in firearm technology, including the development of
the Kentucky Long Rifle, renowned for its accuracy. This experience underscored for the
framers the rapid pace at which military technology could evolve.

The framers fully comprehended that maintaining a balance between the arms of the
citizenry and those of the government was essential for safeguarding liberty. They recognized
that the ability of citizens to possess military-grade weaponry was not merely about
individual self-defense but also about preserving the nation's ability to resist tyranny, both
foreign and domestic.

Interpretations of the Second Amendment
As established at the time of the Second Amendment's ratification in 1791, its

wording was straightforward: "A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a
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free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” The
Founding Fathers' intent was rooted in the belief that an armed populace, capable of forming
a militia, was crucial for national defense and to deter potential tyranny. It is also important to
note that in the 1700s, the term "well regulated” in the context of a militia did not primarily
refer to government regulation in the modern sense. Instead, it emphasized the importance of
a disciplined and organized citizenry capable of self-defense, with an underlying belief in the
community's responsibility for its own security.

In the 19th century, a key aspect of Second Amendment interpretation focused on the
militia clause. Courts often viewed the right to bear arms as closely tied to service in a well-
regulated militia. The U.S. Supreme Court's decision in the case of United States v. Miller
(1939) reinforced this view, asserting that the possession of a sawed-off shotgun had no
"reasonable relationship to the preservation or efficiency of a well-regulated militia."”

More recently the individual rights interpretation has emerged. This is a significant
shift that occurred in the mid-20th century when the Second Amendment came to be seen as
protecting an individual's right to own firearms for purposes beyond militia service. In the
landmark case of District of Columbia v. Heller (2008), the Supreme Court affirmed that the
Second Amendment protects an individual's right to possess firearms for self-defense within
the home. This decision marked a pivotal moment in Second Amendment jurisprudence,
recognizing an individual's right to bear arms for personal protection (District of Columbia v.
Heller, 554 U.S. 570).

Another crucial development was the incorporation of the Second Amendment against
state governments through the Fourteenth Amendment. The Supreme Court case McDonald
v. City of Chicago (2010) clarified that the Second Amendment applies to state and local
governments, further strengthening individual gun rights (McDonald v. City of Chicago, 561

U.S. 742).
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The Monopoly of Force

The discourse surrounding firearms and the Second Amendment in the United States
has evolved significantly over time. While historically there was a strong emphasis on
preventing a government monopoly on force, recent years have witnessed a shift in focus
toward individual rights and self-defense as central themes in the gun control debate.

The Founding Fathers, who drafted the Second Amendment, were deeply concerned
about the potential for government tyranny. Their experience under British rule had ingrained
in them a profound skepticism of centralized power and the importance of ensuring that the
people had the means to resist it. The idea of preventing a government monopoly on force
was a core principle behind the Second Amendment. It was believed that an armed citizenry,
organized into a well-regulated militia, served as a check on government overreach.

In recent years, there has been a notable shift in the gun control debate away from
solely focusing on preventing a government monopoly on force.

The Founding Fathers of the United States held a deep-seated concern about
preventing a disparity in the monopoly of force, which has profound implications for the
relationship between the government and its citizens. Their intent was to ensure that the
government and the people shared access to the means of force, thereby preventing the
emergence of an imbalanced power dynamic.

To counteract this threat, the Framers championed the concept of an armed citizenry.
They believed that an armed populace served as a vital check on government overreach. The
ability of the people to bear arms meant that the government could not easily disregard the
will and rights of its citizens.

In contemporary times, some argue that there is a concern regarding the disparity in
the monopoly of force. They contend that while the government possesses a wide array of

military-grade weapons and resources, the ability of ordinary citizens to access such
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firepower is limited. This, they argue, has created a situation where the government has a
significant advantage in terms of force, potentially tilting the balance of power in its favor.

To the Framers, closing the monopoly on force also meant fostering an informed and
vigilant citizenry. They believed that an active and engaged populace, capable of bearing
arms, was more likely to be watchful of government actions and assertive in defending their
rights. An armed citizenry, in their view, would be less prone to complacency and more
inclined to hold those in power accountable.

The Framers envisioned a nation where individual citizens took responsibility for their
own safety and the well-being of their communities. This sense of civic duty extended to the
ability to bear arms responsibly. They expected citizens to act as stewards of their own
liberty, ready to defend it if necessary. In this context, closing the monopoly on force was a
means to ensure that the government could not easily disregard the will and rights of the
people.

Advocates for further expanded gun rights argue that preserving the citizens' ability to
bear arms, including firearms that can serve as a deterrent to potential government overreach,

is essential for maintaining the intended balance of power.

The interpretation of this amendment has evolved over time, and the Supreme Court
has issued several landmark decisions regarding individual gun rights.

Historically, the Supreme Court has recognized an individual's right to bear arms for
self-defense and participation in a well-regulated militia. However, the Court's decisions have
not extended to unregulated access to military-grade weaponry like fighter jets or nuclear
weapons. The possession of such weapons by private citizens would raise significant public

safety and national security concerns.
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Furthermore, private companies like Raytheon may hold licenses for the production
and sale of certain military equipment, but these licenses are typically granted under strict
regulations and oversight by government agencies like the Department of Defense. The sale
and possession of advanced military technology are highly regulated and controlled by
federal laws and agencies. For example, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and
Explosives (ATF) regulates firearms and explosives in the United States. While they oversee
the licensing of certain firearms, including fully automatic weapons and destructive devices,
the licensing process is subject to extensive background checks, waiting periods, and specific
criteria to ensure public safety. In summary, precedents currently prioritize public safety and
national security.

This however contradicts the Framers ideal of the second amendment that clearly did
include military weapons. This would include but is not limited to, F-35s, scud missiles,
nuclear weapons, and other WMD’s which in the eyes of the Framers should be available to
private citizens.

To a certain extent this is already the case. Anyone can own a tank, cannon, and/or
highly explosive material. They are just highly regulated, and you are not able to own the
most advance models. The government cites national security reasons as to why they are able
to prevent people from owning these. However, there is a argument for private citizens to
own weapons of mass destruction (WMDs) based on personal liberty over public safety and
national security.

The Right to Bear Arms and the Protection of Personal Liberty

A legal argument that would therefore keep with the textualist thinking of upholding

exactly what was written in its proper historical context. The argument based on the framers

thinking would go as follows:
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The Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution guarantees the right of the people to
keep and bear arms. While this right has been subject to various interpretations, it is
crucial to recognize the paramount importance of personal liberty in a democratic
society. This argument asserts that personal liberty should be prioritized over public
safety and national security concerns in the context of private citizens owning WMDs.
The Second Amendment enshrines the right of individuals to bear arms, and it does
not specify limitations on the types of arms that can be possessed. This text should be
interpreted in the broader context of individual liberty and freedom from government
overreach. The framers of the Constitution understood the potential for tyranny and
believed that an armed citizenry would serve as a check on government power. While
public safety and national security are critical considerations, they should not infringe
unreasonably on individual liberties. Any limitations placed on the right to bear arms
must meet a strict scrutiny standard, demonstrating that they serve a compelling
government interest and are narrowly tailored to achieve that interest.

In keeping with historical precedent, we must ensure that the people have the ability
to act as this final check and balance. Throughout U.S. history, there have been
periods when private citizens had access to more powerful weaponry, including
cannons and artillery. This historical precedent suggests that the framers intended for
citizens to possess arms capable of challenging the government's monopoly on force.
In a democratic society that values individual freedoms and liberty, the right to bear
arms, even including WMDs, should be protected and upheld. While there are valid
concerns about public safety and national security, the fundamental principles of
personal liberty and the historical context of the Second Amendment support the

argument that citizens should have the right to own WMDs.
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However, this viewpoint is not without its detractors, who emphasize the need for
reasonable gun control measures to ensure public safety. The debate over the extent of access
to firearms and the balance between individual rights and collective security remains a
contentious and evolving issue in American society.

These, opponents argue for sensible gun control measures to prevent gun violence and
enhance public safety. The balance between individual rights and collective security

continues to be a subject of debate, with no easy answers.
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Appendix
Continuation
The Debate Currently: The Guide to Gun Control
Conceal Carry

A prime example of the debate shifting is the changing perspective on concealed carry
and the rise of the constitutional carry movement, which serve as vivid examples of how the
debate has evolved. Contemporary debates around the Second Amendment often center on
issues such as gun control, regulations, and the balance between individual rights and public
safety. Recent Supreme Court decisions have reaffirmed the individual's right to own
firearms while allowing for reasonable regulations, leaving room for ongoing discussions on
this constitutional right.

In the past, concealed carry laws in the United States were often stringent and varied
widely from state to state. Obtaining a concealed carry permit was a rigorous process, often
involving extensive background checks, training requirements, and a demonstration of "good
cause" for carrying a concealed firearm. This approach was rooted in the belief that tighter
regulations would enhance public safety.

One significant shift in the gun control landscape was the introduction of "shall-issue"
concealed carry laws. These laws required authorities to issue concealed carry permits to
applicants who met specific criteria, such as passing a background check and completing
required training, without the need to demonstrate a specific "good cause.” The shall-issue
approach was seen by proponents as an expansion of the right to bear arms for self-defense.

More recently, the gun control debate has seen a paradigm shift with the emergence of
the constitutional carry movement. Constitutional carry, also known as permit-less carry,
allows individuals to carry concealed firearms without the need for a government-issued

permit. The movement is grounded in a strict interpretation of the Second Amendment,



Sheffet 18

asserting that the right to bear arms is an inherent and constitutionally protected right that
should not be subject to government regulation.

The rise of constitutional carry reflects a growing sentiment among some Americans
that the government should have minimal involvement in regulating firearm ownership and
carry. Advocates argue that the right to self-defense is a fundamental and inalienable right,
and that individuals should not be required to obtain government permission to exercise that
right.

The shift toward constitutional carry illustrates the increasingly polarized nature of the
gun control debate in the United States. While some states have embraced constitutional carry
as a reinforcement of individual liberties, others view it as a concerning erosion of public
safety measures. The gun control debate in the United States has evolved significantly, with
the shift toward concealed carry reforms and the emergence of the constitutional carry
movement representing key milestones. These changes reflect changing perspectives on the
balance between individual rights and public safety, making the debate more complex and
contentious than ever. The future of gun control in the U.S. will likely continue to be shaped

by these evolving dynamics.
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The Perception vs. Reality of School Shootings in the Gun Control Debate

In the ongoing gun control debate, school shootings have emerged as a central and highly
emotive topic. The tragic events that occur within school premises understandably provoke
strong emotions and garner extensive media coverage. However, it is essential to examine the
stark contrast between the perception of school shootings and the statistical reality.

School shootings undeniably receive significant attention from the media, generating intense
public concern and debates about gun control. The extensive coverage tends to amplify the
perception that such incidents are alarmingly common and represent an imminent threat to
students across the nation.

Contrary to the prevailing perception, statistical data reveal that school shootings,
while tragic, are exceedingly rare events. The USA Today article titled "Parkland School
Shootings Are Not the New Normal” (2018) underscores this point. The article cites an
annual average of approximately 10 deaths in school shootings. Moreover, an NPR report
titled "The School Shootings That Weren't" (2018) sheds light on cases that were initially
reported as school shootings but did not meet the criteria upon closer examination.

It is essential to contextualize these statistics within the broader landscape of firearm-
related fatalities. While every school shooting is a devastating tragedy, the number of deaths
from school shootings represents a small fraction of the overall gun-related deaths in the
United States. This context is often overshadowed by the intense media focus on these events.

The disproportionate media attention to school shootings can distort public perception
and contribute to the belief that they are more frequent than they actually are. This
misperception can, in turn, influence public opinion and policy debates surrounding gun
control.

In addressing the issue of school shootings, it is crucial to strike a balance between

compassion for victims and rational, fact-based discussions about gun control. While the
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emotional impact of these tragedies is undeniable, it is equally important to consider the

broader context and the statistical rarity of such events.
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Mass Shootings in the United States: Examining the Per Capita Victim Rate

The issue of mass shootings in the United States has garnered widespread attention
and concern. While the U.S. does indeed experience a larger number of mass shootings
compared to many other countries, a closer examination of the per capita victim rate reveals a
more nuanced perspective.

One factor contributing to the larger number of mass shootings in the United States is
its substantial population. With a larger population comes a greater likelihood of incidents
occurring simply due to the larger pool of individuals. This factor alone can skew the
perception of the frequency of mass shootings.

To gain a more accurate understanding, it's crucial to assess the per capita victim rate,
which takes into account the population size. According to sources like Mother Jones and
Politifact, the number of mass shootings in the U.S. is relatively low on a per capita basis,
averaging about 7 per year. Moreover, the per capita victim rate is also relatively low, with an
average of approximately 50 people dying in mass shootings annually.

Putting this into perspective, individuals in the United States are statistically more
likely to encounter other rare events than to become victims of mass shootings. For example,
as the data suggests, one is more likely to be struck by lightning than to die in a mass
shooting.

Understanding the per capita victim rate is crucial for accurately assessing the risk
posed by mass shootings. However, the sensational nature of these events often leads to
heightened public concern and calls for action. Balancing this perception with the statistical

reality is a challenge that policymakers and society as a whole must grapple with.
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Mass Shootings and Media Coverage: An Examination of Influence

The relationship between media coverage and the frequency of mass shootings has
been a subject of considerable debate and analysis. While there is no definitive causal link,
there is evidence to suggest that media coverage can influence the number of mass shootings
in a given year (Lankford, 2016).

Media plays a pivotal role in shaping public perception and awareness. When a mass
shooting occurs, it often receives extensive and prolonged media coverage. The
sensationalized reporting, constant news updates, and in-depth analysis contribute to making
these events highly visible and memorable in the public consciousness (McGinty et al.,
2016).

One of the observed effects of extensive media coverage is the "copycat”
phenomenon. This refers to individuals who, after seeing the attention garnered by previous
mass shootings in the media, are motivated to carry out similar acts of violence (Borum et al.,
2015). Research suggests that some individuals seek notoriety and recognition, and media
coverage can inadvertently provide the platform for achieving such recognition.

The contagion effect is another potential consequence of media coverage. It posits
that the intense reporting of mass shootings can inspire individuals with similar grievances or
predispositions to engage in acts of violence (Pew Research Center, 2019). The extensive
coverage can serve as a form of validation for those contemplating such actions.

Media outlets grapple with the ethical dilemma of reporting on mass shootings. On
one hand, they have a responsibility to inform the public about significant events and their
implications. On the other hand, there is a growing recognition of the potential harm that
sensationalized coverage can cause by inspiring more acts of violence (Bachmann & Gooch,

2018).
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In order to mitigate the potential influence of media coverage on the frequency of
mass shootings, experts and advocates suggest several strategies:

Minimize Sensationalism: Media outlets can avoid sensationalizing the actions of

perpetrators and focus on providing factual, objective reporting.

Limit Graphic Content: Restricting the use of graphic images and details that could be

used as a guide by potential copycats may help reduce the allure of media coverage

(Borum et al., 2015).

Promote Responsible Reporting Guidelines: Media organizations can adopt guidelines

that emphasize responsible and ethical reporting of mass shootings (American

Psychological Association, 2019).

Highlight Community Resilience: Reporting on the resilience of affected

communities, the support offered to victims, and the efforts to prevent future incidents

can provide a more balanced perspective (McGinty et al., 2016).

While media coverage alone obviously cannot be blamed for the occurrence of mass
shootings, there is evidence to suggest that it can influence the behavior of individuals who
may be susceptible to carrying out such acts (Lankford, 2016). Striking a balance between
responsible reporting and the public's right to information remains a challenging endeavor as
society grapples with the complex relationship between media coverage and the incidence of

mass shootings.’

Lankford, A. (2016). Public mass shootings in the United States: Selected implications for public health. Violence
and Victims, 31(2), 187-199.

McGinty, E. E., Webster, D. W., Barry, C. L., & Vernick, J. S. (2016). News media framing of serious mental
iliness and gun violence in the United States, 1997-2012. American Journal of Public Health, 106(3),
476-482.

Borum, R., Fein, R., Vossekuil, B., & Berglund, J. (2015). Threat assessment: Defining an approach for evaluating
risk of targeted violence. Behavioral Sciences & the Law, 33(2-3), 215-235.

Pew Research Center. (2019). How Americans view the NRA.
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2019/09/09/how-americans-view-the-national-rifle-association/

Bachmann, M. S., & Gooch, S. G. (2018). Media contagion and suicide among the young. In Suicide in America
(pp. 127-138). Springer.

American Psychological Association. (2019). Ethical journalism and mass shootings: A call for responsible news
reporting. https://www.apa.org/news/press/releases/2019/08/mass-shootings
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Firearm Suicides and the Impact of Gun Control Policies

Firearm suicides are a pressing public health concern, and discussions about gun
control often include considerations of their potential impact on reducing such suicides.
While it is true that stricter gun control measures may lead to a reduction or even elimination
of firearm suicides, it is essential to recognize that this might not necessarily decrease the
overall rate of suicides but may only change the methods used.

Countries like Australia have implemented stringent gun control policies, resulting in
notable reductions in firearm suicides. In Australia's case, these measures included buyback
programs and restrictions on gun ownership (National Review, 2015)2. Such policies can
make it more difficult for individuals in crisis to access firearms, which may lead to a
decrease in firearm-related suicides.

However, it is crucial to consider the concept of the method substitution effect. This
phenomenon suggests that individuals determined to end their lives may shift to alternative
methods if their preferred means, such as firearms, become less accessible. This means that
while firearm suicides may decrease due to gun control, the overall suicide rate might not
change significantly.

Addressing suicide rates necessitates a comprehensive approach that goes beyond gun
control. It involves improving mental health services, reducing stigma around seeking help,
and increasing public awareness. Efforts should also focus on means restriction, which

involves limiting access to lethal methods across the board, not just firearms.

8 National Review. (2015). Australia's gun buyback program: What the data shows.
https://www.nationalreview.com/2015/10/australia-qun-control-obama-america/
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Homicide Rates in the United States: A Complex Issue

The issue of homicide rates in the United States is multifaceted and often tied to
factors beyond just gun ownership. While some argue that the U.S. has a "gun problem," it's
important to explore the broader context of the issue.

One perspective posits that the high homicide rates in the United States are more
closely linked to gang and drug-related violence than to the mere presence of guns. The
argument is that firearms are tools, and the majority of homicides occur in the context of
criminal activity, particularly in gang-related incidents (Greenfield, 2018).° This suggests that
addressing root causes such as gang violence and drug-related crimes may be more effective
in reducing homicides than solely focusing on gun control.

Critics of gun control policies often argue that most gun crimes are committed with
firearms that are already illegal, rendering further restrictions on legal firearms ineffective
(Politifact, 2018).%° This perspective suggests that limiting access to legal firearms may
hinder law-abiding citizens from protecting themselves without necessarily addressing the
core issue of illegal firearms in criminal hands.

Homicide rates in the United States are not evenly distributed across the country.
Research indicates that a small number of factors significantly increase the likelihood of
being a victim of a gun-related homicide. Geographic concentration is one such factor. Over
50 percent of murders in the United States occur in just 2 percent of the nation's counties, and

gun-related homicides are heavily concentrated within certain neighborhoods in those

9 Greenfield, D. (2018). America doesn't have a gun problem, it has a gang problem. Frontpage Mag.
https://archives.frontpagemag.com/fpm/america-doesnt-have-gun-problem-it-has-gang-daniel-greenfield/

Kates, D. B., & Mauser, G. (2002). Would banning firearms reduce murder and suicide? A review of international
and some domestic evidence. Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy, 30(2), 649-694.

10 politifact. (2018). Do illegal gun owners commit most gun crime? Rep. Faso says yes.
https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2018/mar/12/john-faso/do-illegal-gun-owners-commit-most-gun-

crime-rep-fa/
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counties (Crime Prevention Research Center, 2017).1* This highlights the localized nature of
the problem and the need for tailored solutions.

The issue of homicide rates in the United States is a complex one with multiple
contributing factors. While firearms play a role, it is crucial to consider the broader context,
including gang violence, drug-related crimes, and geographic concentrations of homicides.
Effective solutions may require a comprehensive approach that addresses these underlying

issues alongside any potential gun control measures.

1 ott, J. R., & Moody, C. E. (2017). Number of murders in the US in 2014. Crime Prevention Research Center.
https://crimeresearch.org/2017/04/number-murders-county-54-us-counties-2014-zero-murders-69-1-
murder/
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Legal Gun Ownership and Homicides: Complex Relationships

The relationship between legal gun ownership and homicides is a complex and often
debated issue. While there may be a correlation between the two, establishing causation is
challenging, and there are several factors to consider.

It is essential to differentiate between correlation and causation when examining the
relationship between gun ownership and gun violence. A rise in gun ownership may coincide
with an increase in gun violence, but it does not necessarily mean that one causes the other.
The reasons for increased gun violence can be multifaceted, and the rise in gun ownership
could be a response to perceived threats or concerns about personal safety (Kleck, 2013).1?

One common argument against strict gun control measures is the observation that
some cities and states with stringent gun laws also have higher crime rates. However,
attributing crime rates solely to gun control measures oversimplifies the issue. The
relationship between gun laws and crime rates is influenced by numerous factors, including
socioeconomic conditions, demographics, and the proximity to large cities (Cook & Ludwig,
2006).13 It's essential to consider these complexities when assessing the impact of gun control
on crime.

Proximity to large urban centers can significantly influence crime rates, including gun
violence. Cities tend to have higher population densities and unique social dynamics that
contribute to elevated crime rates. The proximity factor can explain some of the outliers in
the relationship between gun control measures and crime rates (Cook & Ludwig, 2006).4

The relationship between legal gun ownership and homicides is intricate, and it is

essential to approach this issue with caution. While there may be correlations between gun

2 Kleck, G. (2013). The impact of gun ownership rates on crime rates: A methodological review of the evidence.
In D. Kates (Ed.), Firearms and Violence: A Critical Review (pp. 171-194). National Academies Press.

13 Cook, P. J., & Ludwig, J. (2006). The social costs of gun ownership. Journal of Public Economics, 90(1-2), 379-
391

14 Heritage Foundation. (n.d.). Here are 8 stubborn facts on gun violence in America.
https://www.heritage.org/crime-and-justice/commentary/here-are-8-stubborn-facts-gun-violence-america
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ownership rates and gun violence, establishing causation is challenging. Multiple factors
contribute to gun violence, including socioeconomic conditions, demographics, and

urbanization.
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Understanding Defensive Gun Uses

Gun violence is a complex issue that encompasses a range of incidents, including
homicides, accidental deaths, and suicides. While the total number of gun-related deaths in
the United States is indeed significant, it's essential to break down the statistics to gain a more
nuanced perspective.

Each year, approximately 30,000 deaths in the United States are attributed to firearms,
which includes homicides, suicides, and accidental deaths (NPR, 2018).% This figure
highlights the seriousness of the issue and the need for comprehensive approaches to address
it effectively.

It is crucial to consider not only the negative aspects of gun ownership but also
instances of defensive gun use. Research suggests that guns are used defensively far more
frequently than they are used in criminal acts. Some estimates suggest that defensive gun use
occurs at a rate over ten times higher than criminal gun use (National Academies, 2013).16

When discussing gun violence, it is essential to strike a balance between
acknowledging the challenges posed by firearms and recognizing that responsible gun
ownership can provide individuals with a means of self-defense. This balanced approach can
inform policy discussions and initiatives aimed at reducing gun violence while respecting the
rights of law-abiding gun owners.

The issue of gun violence in the United States is multifaceted and includes various
types of incidents, from homicides to accidents and suicides. While the total number of gun-
related deaths is concerning, it's equally important to consider instances of defensive gun use.
A holistic understanding of this complex issue is crucial for developing effective strategies to

address gun violence.

15 NPR. (2018). How often do people use guns in self-defense? https://www.npr.org/2018/04/13/602143823/how-
often-do-people-use-guns-in-self-defense

16 National Academies. (2013). Priorities for Research to Reduce the Threat of Firearm-Related Violence. The
National Academies Press. https://www.nap.edu/read/18319/chapter/3#15
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Evaluating the Effectiveness of Gun Buyback Programs

Gun buyback programs are initiatives undertaken by governments or organizations to
encourage individuals to voluntarily surrender firearms in exchange for compensation,
typically with the aim of reducing the number of guns in circulation. The effectiveness of
such programs is a topic of debate among policymakers, researchers, and the public.

The effectiveness of gun buyback programs in reducing gun violence is not settled,
and the evidence is mixed. Some studies suggest that buybacks may lead to a modest
reduction in the number of firearms in private hands (Homel et al., 2000).1” However, it is
crucial to distinguish between the reduction in the number of guns and the reduction in gun
violence, as these do not necessarily go hand in hand.

Gun buyback programs face several limitations and challenges. First, they often target
legal firearms owned by law-abiding citizens, while criminals may be less likely to
participate. This can limit their impact on reducing crime. Second, the effectiveness of
buybacks depends on the number of firearms surrendered, the types of firearms collected, and
the motivations of participants (Webster et al., 2002).18

One concern is that gun buyback programs can lead to the substitution effect, where
individuals who surrender their firearms may later acquire new ones. To be effective,
buybacks should be part of a broader strategy that includes measures to prevent this
substitution.

Addressing gun violence comprehensively involves a combination of measures,
including stricter background checks, mental health support, and education. While gun
buybacks may play a role in reducing the number of firearms in circulation, they should be

considered one component of a broader strategy rather than a standalone solution.

7 Homel, R., & Thompson, S. (2000). The Australian Firearms Buyback and Its Effect on Gun Deaths.
Contemporary Issues in Criminal Justice, 113-128.

18 Webster, D. W., Vernick, J. S., Bulzacchelli, M. T., & Vittes, K. A. (2002). Effects of a gun dealer's change in
sales practices on the supply of guns to criminals. Journal of Urban Health, 79(1), 108-116.



Sheffet 31

The effectiveness of gun buyback programs in reducing gun violence remains a
subject of debate, with mixed evidence suggesting modest impacts on the number of firearms
in circulation. To achieve meaningful reductions in gun violence, comprehensive approaches

that address the root causes and involve a range of measures are necessary.
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Rifles and Mass Shootings: Putting Things in Perspective

When discussing gun violence and mass shootings, it's important to consider the types
of firearms involved and their relative significance in these incidents. Contrary to some
perceptions, rifles are not the primary problem when it comes to mass shootings.

The majority of mass shootings in the United States involve handguns rather than
rifles. Handguns are more accessible and concealable, making them a more common choice
for those intent on committing such acts (The New York Times, 2015).19 Statistics indicate
that individuals are significantly more likely to be shot by a handgun in a mass shooting
event.

In terms of homicides, including those not related to mass shootings, rifles are
relatively uncommon weapons used in comparison to handguns. Statistically, individuals are
far more likely to be killed by other means, such as knives or sharp objects, than by rifles
(Statista).?°

It's essential to keep these statistics in perspective when discussing firearms policy
and their relationship to violence. While rifles, including so-called "assault rifles,” may
capture significant attention in public discourse, they are not the primary drivers of gun
violence in the United States. Addressing gun violence comprehensively involves considering
various factors, including the types of firearms involved.

When it comes to mass shootings and overall homicides, rifles are not the primary
contributors. Handguns are more commonly used in mass shootings, and other means of

homicide, such as knives, are statistically more prevalent. A nuanced approach to gun

19 The New York Times. (2015). How They Got Their Guns.
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2015/10/03/us/how-mass-shooters-got-their-guns.html
20 Statista. (n.d.). Mass Shootings in the U.S. by Weapon Types Used.
https://www.statista.com/statistics/476409/mass-shootings-in-the-us-by-weapon-types-used/
Statista. (n.d.). Murder Victims in the U.S. by Weapon Used. https://www.statista.com/statistics/195325/murder-
victims-in-the-us-by-weapon-used/
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violence prevention should consider the specific factors contributing to different types of

incidents and implement measures accordingly.
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Addressing Gun Violence: Exploring Solutions

Gun violence is a multifaceted issue that requires comprehensive solutions. While it's
clear that factors like poverty and access to firearms play a role, effective strategies should
consider a range of approaches.

Poverty has been identified as a significant indicator for violent crime, including gun
violence. Reducing poverty and addressing its underlying causes, such as lack of access to
education and economic opportunities, is a fundamental step in preventing violence (Felson
& Pare, 2016).%

The effectiveness of gun control laws in reducing crime rates remains a subject of
debate. Research has shown mixed evidence regarding the impact of these laws on overall
violence rates (Felson & Pare, 2016).%? It's essential to recognize that the relationship
between gun control and crime is complex, and more nuanced approaches may be necessary.

One important aspect of addressing gun violence is ensuring that policymakers have a
comprehensive understanding of firearms and their implications. This knowledge can inform
the development of evidence-based policies that balance public safety and individual rights
(Felson & Pare, 2016).%

Some interventions have shown promise in reducing gun violence. Requiring a license
to possess a gun and implementing bans on gun purchases by individuals with alcohol
addiction issues appear to have positive effects on reducing homicide and robbery rates
(Felson & Pare, 2016).24

Addressing gun violence requires a multifaceted approach that goes beyond the

publicly suggested simplistic solutions.

2L Felson, R. B., & Pare, P. P. (2016). Firearms and violence: A critical review. Journal of Police Crisis
Negotiations, 16(3), 226-241. https://doi.org/10.1177/0734016816670457

22 Felson, R. B., & Pare, P. P. (2016). Firearms and violence: A critical review. Journal of Police Crisis
Negotiations, 16(3), 226-241. https://doi.org/10.1177/0734016816670457
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