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Introduction

The debate over gun control is one of the great controversies in America. Those supporting it argues that gun control laws would make United Country safer. However, those opposing it argue that gun regulations are unconstitutional and would compromise the government’s duty of protecting the safety of its citizens. Gun control is a legal measure that intends to restrict the ownership and usage of guns in America. Presently, America has pervasive or lenient gun control laws that allow civilians to acquire guns with ease. Developed countries like Japan have strict gun control laws (The Lancet, 2017). In these countries, it is difficult for civilians to own guns. Because of the fewer gun regulations in America, there is high availability of guns. The firearm industry has grown tremendously. In many households now, there are guns. The debate on gun control brings the controversy of whether the policy will increase the safety of Americans or decrease it. Those supporting gun control laws argue that America will become safer when gun laws are enforced. When guns are easily available, the rate of violent crimes is high. However, those opposing the regulations argue that gun control laws would make America less safe. Guns enhance the self-defense of Americans. Therefore, when the gun control laws are enacted, Americans' ability of self-defense will reduce. Essentially, the American government has a duty of ensuring that its citizens are safe. This is the rationale for enhancing the state’s national. The implementation of gun control laws is of national security interest. The firearm mortality rates in America are high. Gun violence is the leading cause of homicide and suicide in America. Similarly, the rates of mass shootings are high. This implies that America is indeed less safe with fewer gun regulations compared to when it has more struct gun restrictions. Violent crimes have also increased in America. Gun control laws can help to reduce these crimes. Countries that have strict gun control laws experience less violent crimes. They also have low gun firearm mortality rates and fewer mass shooting incidents. In light of this, Congress should weigh between self-defense and personal liberty on one hand and public safety on the other hand. 

Literature Review

Literature Review Preface

The gun control debate has been there for many years. Americans have a polarized attitude on whether gun control policy would make America safer. Some Americans are of the view that permissive gun control laws are the primary cause of increased violence in America. In this regard, they support gun control regulations. On the contrary, some Americans believe that the issue of gun control has nothing to do with violence in America. Thus, they contend with the idea of regulating the ownership of guns. This literature review focuses on both sides of the argument. The first part of the literature shows that gun control laws would be contrary to the constitution. Thus, these laws are unconstitutional. Moreover, the laws would have a spillover effect. Once the gun regulations are implemented, the people gun users would go to countries with fewer gun regulations. The second part of the literature review asserts that gun control regulations would help to reduce the raising of firearm mortalities in America. Furthermore, the mass shooting incidents would reduce. 

Literature Review Body
Gun ownership in America is a constitutionally protected right. The Second Amendment guarantees Americans the right to bear firearms. In this regard, gun control regulations would infringe Second Amendment rights (The Lancet, 2017). Essentially, owning a gun does not mean causing harm to a person. Guns are necessary for self-defense. In light of this, people live more peacefully when their security is guaranteed. Thus, gun regulations would interfere with the ability of individuals to defend themselves. Subsequently, the security of Americans would deteriorate because individuals would be attacking one another effortlessly. This is what the Second Amendment wanted to prevent. Moreover, the regulations would affect even law-abiding citizens who use guns properly. Indeed, most of the people abusing guns are those who acquired them illegally (The Lancet, 2017). So, having regulations that target even law-abiding citizens is not fair. The government is not justified to intrude on the rights of law-abiding citizens. By intruding on America’s rights of owning firearms, the government would be compromising its duty of ensuring the safety of citizens that is mandated by the constitution.

Regulating gun acquisition, ownership and use would have spillover effects. Since these rules would make it difficult for Americans to acquire guns, the individuals who want guns would move to states with permissive gun laws (Coates & Pearson-Merkowitzz, 2017). Subsequently, they would acquire them and come back to America. This implies that gun ownership will not reduce. If the law seeks to reduce criminal activities in America by reducing ownership of guns, then the criminal activities would continue increasing. The demand for guns would increase in America and in states that have fewer gun regulations (Coates & Pearson-Merkowitzz, 2017). In light of this, people would be getting guns at a higher cost than they used to get it before. The policy worked to strengthen the black market for guns in America. Move over, the regulations would make it hard for criminals who use guns to commit criminal activities. As a result, the criminals move to the states with fewer regulations to commit crimes there. Thus, the policy would be detrimental to American neighbors. 

Gun violence is the leading cause of homicides and suicide in America. It happens because, the more the gun availability, the higher the rate of gun abuse. There are intended and unintended gunshots. All these causes injuries and deaths. If the gun restriction laws are passed, the firearm mortalities would reduce. Presently, the firearm mortalities in countries that have strict gun restriction laws like Japan and Britain, firearm mortalities are low compared to the United States. When these laws are enacted, only the law-abiding citizens would be able to acquire a gun. Most of these suicide and homicide cases are perpetrated by individuals who don’t abide by the law (Crifasi, 2018). With permissive gun laws, criminals are motivated to acquire guns and subsequently use them to commit criminal activities. When strict laws are enacted, the criminals will not be able to acquire guns with ease. Because of this, violent crimes will reduce. Consequently, firearm mortality will reduce. Mass shooting incidents in America would also reduce. The current level of the mass shooting in America is high. The government has a duty of protecting its citizens (Crifasi, 2018). In regard to this, it should protect them from the mass shooting. There is a correlation between gun availability and high mass shooting. When gun control laws are enacted, gun availability in America would decline. Henceforth, most of the people who will own guns will be responsible. With this, mass shooting incidents would decline. 

Literature Review Conclusion

The controversy in the gun control debate should be resolved by weighing between the personal liberty of Americans and public safety. In light of this, public safety is of more importance. In exercise of the duty of ensuring that citizens are safe, the government should go ahead and enact gun restriction laws. Once the gun availability reduces, gun violence will reduce. Consequently, gun-related injuries and deaths will reduce. Gun ownership is a constitutional right. However, the clause should be reinterpreted to specify the kind of weapons that should be allowed. 
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