
Guns on Campus:   

Assured Individual Safety vs. Assumed Possible Consequences 

 In 1999, one of the most memorable and publicized school shootings in the United States 

happened at Columbine High School.  Fifteen lives were lost and twenty seven were 

wounded.(Rosenberg) That tragedy stunned and shocked the United States and the world. Since 

then, there have been an average of 14 deaths per year that were caused by gun violence in 

schools in the United States. The sheer amount of school shootings, and the prevalence they 

receive when publicized by the media casts a shadow of horror and doubt out into the public. 

Questions are raised, to which there seem to be no definitive answers. Are students safe when 

they're studying at school? What can be done to ensure their safety? Is cowering under a desk the 

only option? And for college age students, “Is there anything I can do to ensure my own safety?” 

 In 1994, the United States attempted to answer the questions about gun violence in 

schools when it passed the Federal Gun Free School Zone act of 1994. Under this act, firearms 

are banned on schools and schools are required to expel, for one year, any student who takes a 

firearm onto any campus.(Peterson) Additionally, California decided to apply the same 

punishment to students with knives, drugs, explosives, or who committed a sexual assault or 

battery. However, this act has done nothing to actually prevent school shootings. In fact, 

Columbine occurred well after it was passed and in effect, as did many other notable school 

shootings like the Red Lake massacre, the Amish School shooting, and Virginia Tech. In all, 

approximately 300 students and staff have been killed in school shootings since the Federal Gun 

Free Zone act of 1994 was passed.(School) It doesn't seem to me that the act has been effective, 

at all, in keeping our students and staff safe and secure from gun violence. If the idea that guns 

are "against the rules" doesn't prevent school shootings, perhaps a move in the other direction 

would. Perhaps allowing students and staff, who have taken the initiative to undergo background 

checks, training, and attend classes, to carry concealed weapons on college grounds would 

increase the overall safety of colleges by allowing students and staff to protect themselves in the 

event of a school shooting. 

 Currently, not only does the Federal Gun Free School Zone act not protect the lives of 

our students and teachers, but there are instances that the actions it forces administrators to take 

directly hinder student perceptions of the school climate. For example, in 2010 a 4th grader took 

a small two inch Lego gun to his school to play Lego's with his friend.(Lysiak) The Federal Gun 

Free School Zone act required expulsion for a year, and although the administration took into 

account that it was just a toy, they still opted to suspend the child. That action was considered 

extreme under the circumstances and almost immediately, the media and public opinion blasted 

the school for its inability to exercise common sense. What purpose does such severe punishment 

serve when exercised against a nine year old who took a toy to school? Public opinion believed 

that talking with the child and the parents about appropriate school toys would have been 

sufficient. Unfortunately, the Federal Gun Free School Zone act does not allow for that kind of 

discretion to be exercised by school administrators, instead requiring the maximum punishment, 

no matter how minor the offense may have been. 



  The above example was about a nine year old and I am certainly not in favor of anyone 

under the legal age limit to have a concealed weapon permit being allowed to carry firearms on 

schools. However, the example does demonstrate just how ineffective and even 

counterproductive the act is. It is my belief that once an adult has taken the initiative to undergo 

an extensive background check, and partake in classes and training, that person should be 

allowed to exercise the right to protect themselves, even on college campuses, especially when 

you consider that they're already allowed to protect themselves everywhere else. 

 There are those, like the avid supporters of the Brady Campaign, who believe the 

opposite- that "introducing guns into a volatile environment where binge drinking and drug use 

are all too prevalent would dramatically increase the risk of suicide, gun thefts, and the number 

of gun violence victims."(Brady) Their ideas are based on the concept that college students are 

incredibly apt to engage in risky behaviors like binge drinking, using drugs, and suicide. 

However, those beliefs are based off of every full time college student, including students who 

wouldn't legally be able to obtain a concealed weapon permit. They don't acknowledge that 

concealed weapon permit holders have to be 21 years old, and are therefore not the average 

college student. Additionally, the Brady Campaign absurdly tries to claim that "college student 

gun owners are more likely than non-gun owning college students to binge drink, use cocaine or 

crack, be arrested for DUIs, vandalize property, and get in trouble with the police."(Brady) 

Although that all sounds incredibly terrible, the study that Brady Campaign cites for that 

information is incomplete. Not only was it taken from a very small, almost immeasurable 

percentage of college students, but  it lacked a control group and at this point is so out of date 

that the information it provides is misleading and inaccurate to current events.(Miller) 

 Some colleges and universities have considered allowing concealed weapon permit 

holders to carry on campus. For example, University of Colorado has decided to allow students 

and faculty who have concealed weapon permits to have their firearms on campus. As of yet, 

none of the incidents that Brady Campaign feared have occurred on  the UC campus- No 

concealed weapon permit holders have gone off on an "alcohol and cocaine induced" bender and 

shot themselves or anyone else, accidentally or on purpose. University of Colorado isn't the only 

college campus to allow concealed weapon permit holders to have their firearms on campus- 

Since 2006 almost thirty campuses have given the go ahead to allow firearms. Of all of those 

campuses, absolutely none of them have reported a single concealed gun related 

incident.(Responses) In addition to there being no incidents on any college campuses that 

currently allow firearms, there have also been no incidents in dorms. That includes suicides, 

thefts, and other violent crimes involving guns.(Responses) It appears that the Brady Campaign 

is, once again, incorrect.  

 In the face of all those assumptions that have been proven incorrect by facts gleaned from 

colleges that actually allow firearms, you have to wonder if there are negative effects that would 

spawn from allowing firearms on campuses. I can recognize that yes, there are potential 

consequences. The Brady Campaign and others like KeepGunsOffCampus believe that firearms 

on campuses would negatively impact academic debate.(Brady) While it is indeed a possibility, 



when actual students are asked about the subject, the results are much different than the data that 

campaigners present. When college students here on Butte campus, who previously were neither 

for or against weapons, were asked about their opinion regarding firearms on campus and 

academic debate, they expressed no qualms. They said that the idea of concealed firearms being 

legally carried on campus did not frighten them, nor would it affect their participation in 

academic debates. Students for Concealed Carry shows that the rate of concealed weapons is 

about one in every hundred people.(Responses) If students aren't afraid of being in either a 

theater or a mall, which are both quite crowded and potentially have people carrying concealed 

firearms, then they have no reason to be afraid while on a college campus. 

 The Students for Concealed Carry presents another valid point for that very argument: 

That concealed firearms are concealed. Nobody knows who carries or doesn't carry, thus 

preventing students and staff from being fearful of their peers. In fact, when the right to carry a 

concealed firearm was first being debated across the United States, opponents argued that fear 

would grip citizens, and that there would be "gunfights in the streets" between concealed weapon 

permit holders.(Stuckey) While there have been a few incidents of gun violence committed by 

concealed weapon permit holders,(Concealed) the numbers have not reached anywhere near 

what was predicted. Not only that, but people go about their daily lives, in stores, malls, 

supermarkets, theaters, parks, and everywhere else, unhindered by the idea that the person next 

to them in a throng may be carrying a concealed firearm. If people can conduct their lives as 

normal, not afraid that their friend, neighbor, or co-worker may be licensed to carry a concealed 

weapon, then why should they be afraid that the student next to them may be licensed and 

carrying as well? 

 Brady Campaign also relies on a collection of statistics collected by the Violence Policy 

Center to support their claim that allowing concealed weapons on campus would lead to more 

mass school shootings.(Brady) According to the VPC website, there have been 22 mass 

shootings committed by concealed weapon permit holders since 2007- That means only one 

every three and a half months.(Concealed) However, a closer look at their statistics indicates that 

their definition of "mass shooting" is incredibly loose; their data included murder/suicide of the 

suspect and one other person as a mass shooting. Not only that, but closer inspection of their 

study showed that the majority of those "mass shootings" took place in the suspect's home- not a 

single one of their so called "Concealed Carry Killers" went to a school or place of education- 

the majority were simply domestics that escalated out of control. While it's undeniable that those 

are terrible tragedies, they are not the same thing as the mass school shootings that capture the 

media and horrify the entire United States, leaving the public to question the safety of their 

schools and colleges. In addition to their concerns about the potential of more mass school 

shootings, opponents of concealed weapons on campuses believe that people carrying concealed 

weapons could suddenly "snap" and go on a killing spree. However, when the Secret Service 

conducted their Report and Findings on the Safe School Initiative, they found that "incidents of 

targeted violence at school rarely are sudden, impulsive acts."(Vossekuil) Mass shooters often 

have a downward spiral that is obvious; according to the Secret Service, "attacks typically were 

thought out beforehand and involved some degree of advanced planning."(Vossekuil) 



 Another argument presented by the Brady Campaign is that, in the rare event of a school 

shooting, holders of concealed weapon permits would be initial targets.(Brady) That argument is 

easily counteracted- Concealed weapons are concealed. Nobody should know who is carrying 

and that will prevent permit holders from being initial targets. In addition, the very idea that 

there are people on campus legally carrying concealed weapons can potentially prevent  a school 

shooting from even happening. According to the Secret Services Report and Findings on the Safe 

School Initiative, perpetrators of school shootings have specific targets, those targets being the 

reason for them to take a gun to their school and harm innocents.(Vossekuil) The idea that they 

would be unable to kill, or even harm said targets because they themselves had been shot by the 

legal carriers of concealed weapons could prevent school shootings from even taking place. In 

the circumstance that the holder of a concealed carry permit is the target of a school shooter, 

shouldn't that person be allowed the same right they have everywhere else- the right to have their 

firearm with them to defend themselves?  

 When the Federal Gun Free School Zone Act that guns aren't allowed does nothing to 

prevent school shootings, what can? Admittedly,- nothing. Horrible people will always exist and 

do horrible things. However, students and staff who have taken the appropriate steps and 

obtained concealed weapon permits should be allowed to have their firearms with them to defend 

themselves. Take a moment and consider the Federal Gun Free School Zone Act. The law(in 

California) against firearms in schools has an exemption specifically for concealed weapon 

permit holders- "This section does no apply to...a person holding a valid license to carry the 

firearm pursuant to Article 3...of Chapter 1 of Title 2 of Part4[covering concealed carry permit 

law]"(California) So according to the California Penal Code(section 626.9), concealed weapon 

permit holders can carry on school campuses; it's the schools that have taken an entirely 

ineffective act and used it to prevent concealed weapon permit holders from being able to defend 

themselves. It's time for the schools to stop enforcing a useless act and to allow the people who 

have worked for it and earned it the right to defend themselves while working towards their 

education. 

 


