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In the shadow of the Las Vegas tragedy, there is a national debate about what might be done to reduce
the amount of gun violence in this country. Below you will find two opinion pieces with opposing points
- of view on the issue of gun control.
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Supreme Court decided for the first time in 2008 that it confers an mdmdual right to own a gun. This isn't '~
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We may not often think about it in these terms, but if you're a gun advocate (or a member of the
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No matter what legislation we might pass, even in liberal states that have increased restrictions in

peopve howe recent years, We won't get anywhere near banning guns: In particular, we won't address the biggest gun
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rounds or a device that turns their semiautomatic rifle into an automatic one, I've yet to hear it. Those are
the questions we're actually going to debate, and we should.



But when you talk to people from other countries about America and guns, you always get the same The gun Taw is
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The Case Against Banning Guns
Source: Shiha Dalmia, TheWeek.com, September 6, 2017

In the wake of massacres like the Las Vegas mass shooting, many Americans reflexively demand

gun control. The instinct is understandable. But that doesn't mean such initiatives will be effective beyond 1 +1'(1la o
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But anyone who thinks that this — or similar measures — would 51gn1ﬁcantly deter motivated

. Goeed 1€ wd+Ch )
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Possible Response Questions:
*  Which of the opposing arguments do you side with? Explain.
* Did the writers leave anything out of their arguments that you would have added? Explain.
* Discuss some of the “moves” made by the writers to persuade their readers. Explain.
* Pick a passage from the article and respond to it.



