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AGENDA
5:30 p.m.
Welcome and Introduction
Reverend Kathleen Day, United Christian Ministry at NAU

Hot Topics Café Overview
Andrea Houchard, Director, NAU Philosophy in the Public Interest

5:45 p.m.
Community Discussion
Luke Maring, The NAU Department of Philosophy

1) Should we be more concerned with some kinds of gun violence 
than others?

2) Are there good reasons to ban and/or protect certain kinds of 
firearms or defense strategegies?

3)What rights are at stake for actual or potential gun owners and 
for actual or potential victims of gun violence?

6:50 p.m.
Closing Questions and Recap of Discussion

SPECIAL THANKS TO OUR PARTNERS, 
SUPPORTERS, AND VENUE HOSTS!

United Christian 
Ministry at NAU

Note: This informational handout is a modified version of the 
National Issues Forums Institute Issue Advisory, How Can We Stop 
Mass Shootings in Our Communities?



1) Should we be more concerned with some kinds of gun 
violence than others?

The tragic shooting near NAU’s campus on October 9, 2015 left one student dead and three injured. While 
this incident is still under investigation, it makes the issue of gun violence a present reality in the Flagstaff 
community. Nationwide we hear about gun violence on a number of different fronts ranging from police force 
to toddler misfires. Gun violence on college campuses, whether premeditated or not, is another example of 
how gun violence is becoming more prevalent in American communities. This is a national problem with a 
wide variety of manifestations. How can we stop unnecessary or unintended violent acts and ensure that 
people feel safe in their homes and communities?

Types of gun violence and possible 
mitigating actions

Percentages of the 574 people killed by law enfocement this past year:

49.7% were white 28.3% were black 15.5% were Hispanic/Latino

Percentages overall of population as determined by the U.S. census:

Criminal attacks
Action A: Require a 28-day wait to purchase firearms, and require background checks for all, 
including purchases from private individuals. 
Trade off: This will delay people’s ability to defend themselves.

Children and guns
Action B: Require that citizens keep firearms outside of the home in secure places, such as gun 
ranges.
Trade off: This will make it impossible to use a weapon in self-defense at home.

Mass shooting
The United States leads the world in mass shootings. There were 90 mass shootings
between 2008-2012, and continue to occur on a regular basis. 
Action C: Restrict all firearms from college campuses, including the right of people to bring 
weapons in cars, even if those weapons are concealed.
Trade off: This would restrict the liberty of people attending or working on college campuses in 
a way that is not required by the rest of society.

Police shooting

62.6% is white 13.2% is black 17.1% are Hispanic/Latino

There have benn several recent cases in which armed police have shot and killed citizens. Some 
worry that law enforcement uses excessive force with citizens. 
Action D: In the normal line of duty, police should not carry firearms. 
Trade off: Police may find themselves without adequate protection in dangerous situations.



2) Are there good reasons to ban and/or protect certain 
kinds of firearms or are there other effective strategies for 

reducing gun violence?

3) What rights are at stake for actual or potential gun 
owners and for actual or potential victims of gun violence?

Action E: Restrict assault weapons, high capacity magazines, armor-piercing ammunition, and 
handguns.
Tradeoff: Stable, law-abiding citizens will lose the liberty to own certain weapons.

Increase security
Action F: Post more guards and security officers in schools and other public places.
Tradeoff: This may interfere with the learning environment and make schools and other public 
places seem like prison camps. It wil also likely raise the number of police or security guard 
shootings.

Allow concealed carry
Action G: Require all jurisdictions to allow law-abiding citizens to carry concealed firearms and 
greatly expand training for self-defense.
Tradeoff: The guns that people see as a means of self-defense sometimes be used against them 
by others. The allowance of concealed carry has also lead to higher levels of gun violence.

Target suspects
Action H: Individuals, especially teachers, professors and security guards, should be vigilant 
and identify others who appear to be unbalanced or to pose potential threats.
Tradeoff: This could turn people against one another and create a culture of informants. It may 
result in young people being pushed into the mental health system when they are just undergoing 
the normal stress. It also makes it more likely that vulnerable people like minorities will be 
targets of suspicion.

Ultimately, the question of who can own or acquire firearms and under what circumstances is a matter of policy 
and law. As citizens, we need to think about which courses of action we would be willing to support. Policies 
may not only affect individuals as such, but also those who occupy special roles in society including law 
enforcement officials, teachers and others.

Ethical and moral issues are at the fore of this disagreement. On the one hand, people feel  they have a right to 
life and to personal security. On the other hand, people feel they should have liberty to acquire arms. How do we 
balance these competing moral claims, independently of legal or policy considerations? 

Action I: Protect people’s right to personal security by limiting firearm ownership in the U.S.
Trade off: This would infringe people’s liberty to possess firearms as guaranteed by the second 
amendment. 

Action J: News media should reduce coverage of mass shootings so such killers are not 
guaranteed fame and notoriety.
Trade off: This will limit the spread of important news and, in some cases, may put people at 
greater risk due to lack of knowledge.

Restrict weapons



Action K: Restrict depictions of violence, mayhem, and shooting in video games and other mass 
media, such as primetime television.
Trade off: This limits artists’ freedom of expression. Furthermore, there is no conclusive 
research linking entertainment violence and behavior.

Action L: Realign social services around violence prevention—including youth development, 
mental health, anti-gang, and anti-drug programs.
Trade off: This will not reach people who are not in the system, some of whom are dangerous.
Action M: Crack down on bullying in schools and workplaces. Teach peaceful conflict 
resolution to young people.
Trade off: This may not target the people who could need it most—that is, loners who do not 
attend school or have regular jobs.

What uses of firearms (hunting, target 
shooting, etc.) do people value?

How can we give people the opportunity 
to use firearms in these ways without 
exposing others to unnecessary risks?

Below are some further questions to consider



NOTES:

SOURCES

NAU’s Philosophy in the Public 
Interest is non partisan and does 
not endorse any position with 
respect to the issues we discuss. 
Philosophy in the Public Interest is a 
neutral convener for civil discourse. 

Contact us:
928-523-8339 | nau.ppi@nau.edu | nau.edu/ppi

http://nau.edu/police/policies/weapons/
http://smartgunlaws.org/gun-deaths-and-injuries-statistics/
http://www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/12/mass-shootings-mother-jones-f
ull-data
http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonkblog/wp/2015/06/18/11-essentia
l-facts-about-guns-and-mass-shootings-in-the-united-states/#1
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/UseOfForceAndFirearms.
aspx
http://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2015/jul/01/us-police-killings-this-year-b
lack-americans?CMP=share_btn_tw


