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Guns: The Menace of Society 

 
 Amongst the perilous trials of life, gun violence is one of the greatest menaces to 

society. Through a simple utility, the stability of an entire community can be distorted. It 

is the very nature of human beings to seek survival and safety from life risking danger. 

So when such danger is prevalent, we instinctively fall back on fear, and anxiety jolting 

us to search for methods of avoiding our own casualties. The tale of the gun can be one of 

security, or one of tragedy. To some the gun is a means of protection from looming 

danger. But for numerous others, it has been the cause of devastating calamities. These 

calamities occur in abundance through out the U.S., and the aftermath of some of them 

have reached national proportions. 

 An infamous incident of a misfortunate homicide in America was the Luby 

shooting of 1991 in Killeen, Texas. When the attack started, it initially appeared to be 

your average car accident, not that car accidents are ok. However, after the blue Ford 

Ranger crashed through the long windows of Luby’s Cafeteria did the real freak show 

began. It was October 16, 12:39 pm, when George Hennard stepped out of the crashed 

vehicle, killing 23 people, wounding 20, and finally ending the grotesque act with the 

closing scene of taking his own life. It was an act to leave many tears, and a scar on the 

face of America. It was the most horrendous mass shooting in the history of the U.S. 

when it happened, and dropped to second place with the Virginia Tech shooting of 2007. 



Many innocent lives were lost in moments, and the safety of everyone present was taken 

from them. No one could have anticipated this slaughtering, but it is debatable whether or 

not as to it could’ve been ended quicker or even prevented from having such a dreadful 

aftermath. 

 Prior to the devastation that had transcended on the restaurant, it was just a 

normal work day. Some people were there for their daily lunch hour. Some to celebrate 

Boss’s Day, and others there just to meet friends, family, or just have a meal (Jankowski). 

Amongst the people that were present at the time, there was Reverend Kirby Lack, who 

was also amongst those fortunate enough to live and tell the tale. Lack sat with his friend 

Michael Griffith, both getting ready for lunch. Griffith got some bad news about his 

finances earlier, and sought to ease his trouble with dessert and a friend. Lack said 

Griffith melancholy jokes of his own funeral. Little was he aware of his near proximity to 

it. 

 Another notable witness who had direct impact by the scene was former Texas 

state Representative Suzanna Gratia Hupp who was a practicing chiropractor in Copperas 

Cove. The manager at Luby’s, Mark Koppenhaffe, asked her to come for lunch but she 

had refused. However, her parents Ursula and Al Gratia had come and also invited her to 

lunch at Luby’s to which she was persuaded to go to this time. They were at the 

restaurant and sitting in a different table than they normally do, accompanied by 

Koppenhaffe. Just when they were about finished with their lunch and Koppenhaffe 

walked back towards the kitchen, the killer had made his destructive entrance. 

Lack reports that while Hennard was sitting in his crashed vehicle, he pointed the 

9mm semi automatic handgun at a cashier and began to shoot. The newspapers state that 



after Hennard exited the truck he shouted “this is for the women of Bell County” 

(Jankowski). That was along with several other verbal expressions of his misogyny. 

According to Lack, Hennard circled his truck three times shooting as he went along. 

Tactically Lack covered his face with blood, but to his grievous luck, Hennrd still shot 

him in his lower back. The barrel now pressed against Lack’s head and the gun is shot, 

but the bullet lands on the ground ever so close to his head. Lack says that exactly before 

the trigger was pulled the police officers entered the restaurant, shocking Hennard into a 

life saving miss so to say. 

Back to the Gratias, they cleverly sought cover from the start of the shooting. 

Hupp owned a pistol and was told from early on to always keep it on her. However, by 

following state laws she left her pistol in the car. Her father Al, 70, bravely dashed 

towards Hennard. However about half way he was shot in the chest. A local mechanic by 

the name of Tommy Vaughn had been working out a rescue. He was throwing himself at 

the back window until he finally was able to break a bullet weakened glass. As many as 

fifty people were able to escape because of him, including Hupp, who had ran out yelling 

for her mother to do the same. It was later reported that her mother Ursula was shot in the 

head by Hennard, and was found cradling her husband’s head. Hennard was wounded by 

the police and went into the restaurant bathroom. After twelve minutes of his terror run, 

he ended his killing spree with himself. 

As the dust settle, the shop is closed down until the next, Hupp is left orphaned, 

Lack is in the hospital for two weeks, missing Griffith’s funeral, and 20 others are left 

dead. When speaking to the media, Hupp comments that she was not angry at the shooter, 

but rather the Texas Legislature for preventing her from lawfully carrying her gun with 



her in the restaurant. With said comment arises the question as to whether or not gun 

control laws prove to be very useful. Being the delicate subject that deals with the safety 

of human lives, the issue of gun violence and gun control is one of much controversy and 

heated debates in the U.S. 

The Killeen shooting had occurred nearly three decades ago. However, it was 

neither the last nor the worst mass shooting to occur. The body count after the Luby 

shooting was topped by the Virginia Tech shooting in 2007, where 32 were killed. 

Coming second to that was the Sandy Hook shooting in Newtown, Connecticut in 2012 

with 27 deaths. All previous numbers were topped in 2016 during the Orlando, Florida 

shooting with 50 people killed. These are only to name a few, there are several more 

mass shooting that are scattered throughout our recent past. There are even more smaller 

shootings that occur from a couple of days or weeks, to a few months apart with a 

handful of casualties (LA Times). As a matter of fact, between the period of 1966 and 

2012, there were a total of 90 mass shootings in the U.S. This does not include gang 

shootings or the slaying of several family members. Of the total of 292 globally recorded 

attacks of this nature, nearly a third have been contributed by the U.S. With only five 

percent of the world population, the U.S. managed to score thirty one percent of the 

worlds mass shootings( Christensen). When it comes to gun violence, these rates and 

numbers are very high. Indeed America proves to be a very competitive nation. 

Since the Luby shooting, the mass shootings have become more rampant with 

increased casualties. In fact death by guns in the U.S. are as common as car crashes. With 

all the reported instances gun homicides of mass shootings, as well as single target 

shootings, the total adds up 8,124 in 2014 according to the FBI. This huge number truly 



singles out America from numerous other advanced and first world countries in terms of 

gun homicides. Our rate of deaths from gun homicides add up to about 31 per million 

people, which is roughly around 27 people killed each day of the year. The rate of dying 

from a gun in France is the same as dying of hypothermia in the U.S. For New Zealand 

it’s the same as falling from a ladder in the U.S. In Japan it is as common as dying from a 

lightning strike here (Quealy). For such an industrial nation as the U.S. it is rather 

shocking that there are so many lives taken by those behind the trigger. Why is it that 

even with all the gun laws and regulations that we still have so many unnecessary 

casualties? Are the regulations not restrictive enough or are they restricting too much? 

Could the flaw even be in the second amendment itself which allows the possession of 

guns in the first place? The statistics are baffling in the sense that our numbers are sky 

high compared to numerous other successful nations. 

In order to understand why U.S. has failed to contain its level of gun violence we 

must first analyze the relationship between gun accessibility, gun control laws, and all the 

instances of crimes that took place with guns. By making the connections with these 

factors we will be able to establish if the effectiveness of the gun regulations in individual 

States are valid. From there if we can not find our answers we will move on to compare 

the above mentioned factors of the U.S. to other the nations with exceptionally low 

numbers in gun violence. Hopefully through our analysis of the outside nation we will be 

able to see where America has gone wrong, and set out to bring forth a solution if any 

such exists. 

The premises on which guns are even allowed in the country is on the basis of the 

second amendment which states the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be 



infringed. It is through this law that total ban on guns are deemed unconstitutional and 

why gun possession is permissible in all states of course with conditional requirements. 

The laws of gun control however are distinct amongst the each individual state. Although 

certain groups of states may share certain collective features in terms on their gun laws, 

each have their own unique sets of requirements when it comes down to possession, 

concealment, carry laws, and etc. Each state interprets the second amendment differently 

which in turn affects how much the government can interfere with an individual citizens 

right to purchase, possess, use, or carry a firearm.  

On the NRA Institute for Legistlative Action website, the carry laws are mapped 

out for each state. Currently there are four types of laws enacted at the moment, and the 

states are separated accordingly based on what law they are following. There is the 

“Rights Restricted-Limited Issue” category where the state law allows the government to 

have complete discretion to issue a carry permit. Eight states including New York fall 

into this category, and in most cases the government discretion is used to deny the permit. 

The next category is the “No Permit Required,” where state law allows the individuals to 

carry concealed firearms for lawful reasons with no permit necessary. Twelve states fall 

in this type. The “Discretionary/Reasonable Issue” is similar to the limited issue except 

the government has only some discretion to issue carry permits, and in most cases allow 

law abiding people to be issued permits. Only the state of Connecticut has this law. The 

last and most common of the categories are the “Shall Issue” states. This law states that 

after necessary requirements are met, law abiding individuals will be allowed a permit to 

carry a concealed firearm. The remaining 29 states follow this law. Besides these 

collective laws, each state differ on their rules for licensing owners, permit to carry, 



permit to purchase, and registration of firearms. States that have “No Permits Required” 

like Arizona tend to have the most lax restrictions when it comes to the regulation of 

guns. States like New York with “Rights Restricted” tend to give individuals a very 

difficult time acquiring and carrying firearm. 

In recent studies it shows that the average number of Americans who own guns 

have gone down. However, the number of guns owned have gone up significantly. Of the 

242 million adults in the U.S., there are about 265 Million guns. Half of the guns present 

belong to only three percent of the adult population. These mass owners average on about 

17 guns a person. Around 55 million gun owners exist in the U.S. The number of gun 

owner went down from twenty five percent to twenty two percent since 1994, and the 

amount of guns in total since then has gone up by 70 million (Addady). 

In the recent periods, after the plethora of mass shootings that had transpired, 

citizens have divided into two polar groups in terms of opinion on what should be the 

necessary preparations taken to impede any further misfortunate accidents. There are the 

liberal minded groups who believe that much stricter gun control laws are required by the 

government as it can be seen the current ones are of no avail. Those amongst this group 

tend to be young, urban dwellers most of whom don’t own any guns. Then there are the 

conservative minded group who wish to keep things the way they were and find it 

unnecessary and bothersome to make any changes to gun regulations at all. Those who 

oppose much further restriction tend to say that laws can’t stop a person from acquiring a 

weapon illegally and committing violent crimes with it. The people on this side consists 

of those that live in rural areas and own multiple guns. 



So far we can observer certain key features in the gun violence timeline from 

decades before the Luby shooting till now. Firstly we can see that the number in 

homicides blamed by guns are appalling, not just compared to other high economy 

nations, but by moral standards. There is an average of 30,000 deaths by guns each year. 

Two thirds of them are by suicide (LA Times). These numbers are clear whistle blowers 

that something is wrong. However, with the continuing rise in mass shootings since 1966, 

it is apparent that the U.S. has not been affective with its controlling of the gun violence. 

The NRA ILA successfully demonstrates to us how easy it is for the “No Permit 

Required” states to gain gun access. It is a no brainer that with such easy firearm access 

one is only asking for a casualty to occur.  

Charts from the Nation Journal clearly gives the data showing the fewest to most 

gun deaths per 100,000 people in each state. Next to is the amount of state gun laws 

present. The comparison shows an obvious correlation where the higher amount of gun 

laws results in lower deaths. Facts like these lead President Obama to come to 

conclusions such as "States with the most gun laws tend to have the fewest gun 

deaths”(Carrol). Such information however, have been known since as early as the 

1960’s. The following is a statement of the Commission on Law Enforcement and 

Administration of Justice in Douglas Murray’s writing piece: “Federal Bureau of 

Investigation statistics demonstrate that a higher proportion of homicides are committed 

with firearms in those areas where firearms regulations are lax, than in those areas where 

there are more stringent controls” (Murray 82). This piece was published in the October 

of 1975. So even sixteen years before the Killeen massacre, the above mentioned 

correlation was observed. Right after this quote, Murray cites another article by John 



Snyder where he says states with lower gun control had lower rates of homicide in 

general. Murray hints towards the idea that just because there were more gun control laws 

doesn’t mean it is a direct cause for being safer. Adam Winkler, a University of 

California Los Angelos law professor and second amendment expert agrees with what 

Murray wishes to imply. He states that although the data shown in the charts are true, 

they have their limitations. Specifically, in the sense that they do not determine a direct 

cause and effect. Both Murray and Winkler suggest that other components may be at play 

here affecting why the data shows what it does. Demographic features such as education 

level, marital stability, rural or urban, etc,, are all factors that can explain the lesser 

number of deaths in a certain area (Carrol). Wrinkler states that the National Journal 

contained certain exceptions in their data such as the state of New Hampshire which has 

some of the lowest gun regulations, but also the seventh lowest gun death rate as well. 

Wrinkler says that although he partly agrees with Obamas statement, there is not enough 

hard evidence. Murray, however, concludes that gun control laws have no effect on the 

rate of violence beyond the background social conditions of the incident. 

From the opinions of Murray and Winkler, it becomes evident that even with gun 

laws present, mass shootings could not be prevented. As seen with the Luby shooting, the 

law even allowed for further damage by the criminal. Had Hupp been legally allowed to 

carry her handgun with her, she could’ve potentially stopped the shooter much earlier on 

to prevent further deaths. However, in the ruse to lower gun violence through gun laws, 

the state of Texas made it harder to stop. The conservatives use scenarios like this to 

justify why regular law abiding people should be allowed to carry their guns with them, 

so in the situation that many people fall into danger because of one lunatic, someone will 



have an elevated advantage of stopping him. Laws are there for those who follow the 

rules. A criminal can find a variety of windows to acquire guns illegally. So while he or 

she is loaded and ready to attack innocent lives, no one else is prepared, or allowed to be 

prepared to fight back and protect themselves. There are numerous options for acquiring 

weapons illegally, from black markets on the streets and the internet, to 3D printers. 

Options are nearly endless. There’s endless videos on YouTube demonstrating how 

makeshift guns can be built at home from regular appliances. There is so much potential 

for mass shootings even with the action of putting stricter gun control. So what is it that 

America seems to fail at that other countries succeed so easily. Perhaps the problem lies 

within the constitution itself. 

After the mass shooting of Dunblane, UK in 1996, where 16, five to six years old 

children were shot along with their teacher, Britian entered into a state of grief and shock. 

This later turned to anger. They couldn’t understand how a man of suspicious behavior 

and indecent past could be allowed to own a firearm. The families of the deceased began 

public petitions calling for complete ban on guns. A surprising 750,000 people showed 

their collective opinion in their agreement to ban all guns private ownership of weapons. 

By 1997 all firearms were banned from the UK. If one were to possess a firearm of any 

sort, it would be illegal and result in heavy fines and up to ten years in prison. The data 

graph shows that the relative gun crimes reported after around 2003, had declined sharply 

after the ban. Gun crimes did still exist due to criminal’s illegal possession of guns. 

Nonetheless, Dunblane had its goals come to fruition as they saw the abundant decline in 

the rate at which gun crimes had occurred (Jowit). 



One of the most phenomenal cases of gun control in the world is Japan. Truly 

after much research, the system of gun control in Japan seems to encompass the perfect 

balance of gun regulations. In Japan, as of 2011, the amount of legal gun owners was at 

271,000, compared to the countries populace of 127 million people. The reported gun 

deaths in 2006 consisted of two people, and of just six in 2014. That comparison is a ring 

in the desert to the U.S. The secret to their success was the rigorous, complex, and drawn 

out process for even holding a gun, which made people not find it worthwhile to even 

acquire any longer. To become an owner, one has to take classes and pass written and 

practical exams. Thereafter, they must take a psychological assessment to determine if 

they have the mental stability of safely utilizing a firearm. This unique feature in 

particular is was makes the Japanese laws so outstanding. In so many instances, for 

example Adam Lanza, of the Sandy hook shooting, the shooter was mentally ill. Yet they 

were able to legally acquire the weapons. To those who are not sane, they should never 

be allowed to wield such lethal weapons for the safety of themselves, as well as others 

(Jowit).  

Japans history on its cut of gun ownership is one that the U.S. would very much 

dislike. It started from the Toyotomi Hideyoshi shogunate of the 1500’s. The peasants 

had all their guns confiscated so the shogun would not have to fear an uprising from 

them. Although this is the extreme opposite of democracy, it kept the notion of limited 

gun ownership in the country that survived till today. There do still exist gang usage of 

guns as the law does not stop criminals from breaking them. However, the over issue of 

gun violence in certainly under control (Jowit). 



Thus, it seems the greatest hindrance to Americas gun commotion is itself. It is 

flawed at its very foundation, the constitution, which does not allow total ban on guns, 

and stirs in the heart of its citizen, that they have an undeniable right to own a gun. 

Americans have proven that the reason they cannot control their gun violence is because 

they are too stubborn. Those who favor more restrictions, are headed in the right direction 

to lower the shooting rates. However, it is a fact of life that crime will not cease to exist 

as long as there is still people on Earth. The conservatives are the ones who seem to truly 

understand this and believe it is their obligation to own a gun and protect themselves. 

These conflicting sides along with the built in second amendment, are the reasons why 

America remains so high in its number of gun deaths. However, if America truly wishes 

to lower the gun violence, it must make a compromise within itself. America needs to 

regulate its firearms intelligently. They should follow the method of Japan in terms of the 

requirements for acquiring a firearm. This will satisfy the requests of the liberals. 

However, it should allow the concealed carrying of the weapon by all those who legally 

own it. This will ease the worry of protection amongst the conservatives. These laws 

should be enacted the same in every state, and perhaps then can America reap the fruits 

of a successful gun control system. 
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Cover letter 

 This paper was one that was rather challenging for me. However, in the end I 

believe I was able to complete a decent job writing it, put my best effort in doing so. 

There are certain requirements that were to be meet in this assignment. I believe I have 

meet those requirements at bare minimum levels. I was stumped often throughout the 

entire process of the essay, but by critically breaking down the steps of my research and 

writing, I was able to move forward on the assignment.  

 One of the most difficult part of this essay for me was finding a topic. I find that 

in general when the decision of a topic of interest is left to me I struggle greatly. Just 

coming up with what I should write about took serious amounts of time. Afterwards was 

the research and guidelines of the essay. We were given basic guidelines and 

requirements by the professor, however, they only helped so much. If anything they made 

matters slightly more complicated. Figuring out what structure to use is especially 

pertinent in that it reveals what type of research material I had to find. So after not quite 

having any structure for my essay, researching was the next tedious task. When I was 

researching, I didn’t quite understand right away what I was even looking for. That only 

made the research harder. However, step by step I started putting words together and 

figuring out what information I needed to write more words. I continued this process until 

I finished the essay. 

 In terms of revision, I made a huge upgrade from my first draft. However, I don’t 

think I had very much conversation going on between sources, and rather I just stacked 

and compared information, as well as analyze it. I myself am surprised I was able to 



finish the essay at the end. Perhaps I should’ve used a topic I felt more compelled to 

research, but I still yet to know what that topic would be. 


