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A Common Sense Approach to the Second Amendment 

Rarely have so few words incited such passion in the hearts and minds of the American 

people, and sparked such partisan debate, as those of the Second Amendment of the United 

States Constitution:  

A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to 

keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed. 

For years, Americans have argued about the applicability and scope of the Second 

Amendment. Proponents of the Second Amendment, who interpret it as being applicable to 

individual citizens, believe that the right to keep and bear arms is a fundamental liberty granted 

to them by the Constitution. Conversely, opponents of this interpretation believe that possession 

of firearms by everyday citizens should be limited or eliminated entirely; they often base their 

argument on the Second Amendment’s reference to a “Militia” - a military or police resource of 

state governments – and point out that these archaic institutions are no longer used. 

The two, major political parties in the United States, Democrats and Republicans, have 

long been at odds about the Second Amendment. Democrats favor gun control: laws and policies 

that restrict or limit the possession, use, production or sale of firearms to individual citizens. 

Republicans refute gun control laws and policies, claiming they are unconstitutional. 

I must side with the Republicans on this issue. Gun control is a clear violation of 

individual citizens’ rights to keep and bear arms under the Second Amendment, which should be 

honored by both state and federal governments. 
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In the absence of clear guidance on the matter, Democrats, and even some Republicans, 

have attempted to impose numerous gun control laws and policies in an attempt to reduce gun 

violence. According to Connie Cass in “Obama, Romney have evolved stance on guns”, then- 

Senator Barack Obama voted in favor of a 2005 bill that made firearms makers and dealers 

legally responsible for others’ misuse of their products. As President in 2008, Obama supported 

“a return to the federal ban on assault weapons” (Cass 4) and endorsed background checks for 

buyers at gun shows. For his part, Massachusetts Governor Romney signed a law in 2003 that 

quadrupled his state’s gun licensing fee in an attempt to eliminate its budget deficit. Then, 

inexplicably, in 2004, Romney signed “a Massachusetts ban on assault weapons” (Cass 4) but 

attempted to soothe gun rights advocates “by coupling it with looser rules on gun licenses…and 

duration” (Cass 4), thereby effectively undoing the benefits of his 2003 fee increase. Then, in 

2008, Romney asserted that he “would have signed the federal assault weapons ban if it came to 

his desk as president.” (Cass 4) 

Have these laws and policies been effective? It depends on whether your goal is to 

merely reduce gun ownership or reduce violent crime involving firearms. As we all know, gun 

control laws are unlikely to prevent criminals from obtaining and using firearms, but they are 

effective at preventing law-abiding citizens from doing so. How are law-abiding citizens 

supposed to defend themselves against armed criminals if they’re the only ones heeding gun 

control laws and policies?  

Regardless of your stance on this issue, research shows a positive correlation between 

gun control and the reduction of gun owners. In a brief study published by Mark Gius entitled 

“Gun Ownership and the Gun Control Index”, he summarizes his findings:  
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Results indicate that the GCI (Gun Control Index) is negatively related to gun ownership, 

indicating that persons who live in states with more restrictive and more aggressively 

enforced gun control laws are less likely to own guns. Results also indicate that 

Caucasians, males, and those who are married are more likely to own guns, while persons 

under the age of 25 years, and over the age of 65 years, as well as college-educated 

persons, are less likely to own guns. These results are noteworthy since they suggest that 

legal restrictions on gun ownership may reduce the likelihood that an individual will own 

a gun. Given that the majority of murders are committed by an assailant using a gun, one 

may infer from the above results that restrictions on gun ownership may reduce homicide 

rates. However, given that only 25% of total violent crime is committed by a person 

using a gun, no inferences should be drawn regarding the possible relationship between 

gun control laws and non-homicidal violent crime rates. (Gius 497-498) 

So the results (concerning a reduction in violent crime) are inconclusive, which is not 

surprising given that we’re trying to measure the absence of something. Still, other researchers 

have drawn positive associations with gun ownership and the reduction of violent crime. In “The 

Great Gun Fight”, John R. Lott, Jr., author and senior research scholar, puts it most succinctly 

when he says: “…just as important are the overall effects of gun control laws. Despite the best of 

intentions, law-abiding citizens, not criminals, are most likely to obey the different restrictions 

that are imposed. Disarming the law-abiding relative to criminals has one consequence: more 

crime.” (Lott 52) 

Fortunately, recent rulings by the Supreme Court of the United States - District of 

Columbia v. Heller in 2008 and McDonald v. Chicago in 2010 - have shed new light on this 

issue. In "Loaded Questions: A Suggested Constitutional Framework For The Right To Keep 

And Bear Arms", Reid Golden explains this development as follows:  
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The Supreme Court’s recent landmark cases settled a major dispute between two schools 

of thought on what right the Second Amendment protects. First, in Heller, the Court 

decided who holds the right to keep and bear arms: the individual citizen. Second, the 

McDonald Court held that states, and not merely the federal government, must respect 

the Second Amendment, and that they are not free to regulate firearms in any manner 

they please. While the Court did touch briefly on what sorts of regulations are and are not 

permitted, it left much of the Second Amendment’s scope to be decided another day 

(Golden 2185). 

Perhaps President Obama took the Supreme Court’s ruling on District of Columbia v. 

Heller to heart because he appears to have relaxed his position on gun control in recent years. In 

a surprising move, President Obama signed a law in 2009 “allowing people to carry concealed 

weapons in the Grand Canyon, Yellowstone and other national parks and wildlife refuges” (Cass 

4) and a second law that allows Amtrak passengers to carry guns in their checked bags. 

During the 2012 presidential race, both President Obama and Governor Romney were 

notably silent on the issue of gun control. In “Expect No Dynamism on Guns”, Fawn Johnson 

observes “gun control has been a nonissue in the presidential race--and in Congress for the past 

four years.” She adds that “gun control is not considered a vote-changing issue. In another Pew 

survey, conducted in April, less than half of likely voters (47 percent) said that gun control 

would be a "very important" factor in their voting decision this year. That's way down on the list 

of election-deciding issues. The numbers for the economy and jobs among the same group of 

respondents bumped up at 90 percent. The budget deficit, health care, and education hovered 

around 75 percent.” (Johnson 21)  

Johnson indicates “President Obama and Mitt Romney have been almost silent on the 

issue of guns…and both steered clear of any solid policy recommendations.” She adds that  
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“White House spokesman Jay Carney reiterated Obama's longtime support for an assault-

weapons ban but noted that Congress still has no appetite for such legislation. Obama has not 

wasted any political capital on the issue since he was elected. Romney, as Massachusetts 

governor, signed a permanent assault-weapons ban in 2004, but he has since steered clear of the 

topic.” (Johnson 21) 

Patrik Jonsson made similar observations in “Obama vs. Romney 101: 4 ways they 

compare on gun control” when he characterized the presidential candidates tone concerning the 

Second Amendment as “surprisingly similar.” Jonsson states that President Obama has 

“repeatedly reaffirmed the right to bear arms” and the “only gun control laws he has signed as 

president has been to expand gun rights…” (Jonsson) 

What does this shift in tone regarding the Second Amendment, and gun control in 

particular, portend for voters? Well, some Democrats might find President Obama’s actions out-

of-character for, or inconsistent with, their political values. This might cause confusion (and no 

small amount of frustration) for gun control advocates. One the other side, it seems likely that 

Republicans aren’t sure what to make of these small victories.  

There are unfortunate consequences of such similarities between parties on a given issue, 

as Benjamin Ginsberg, Theodore J. Lowi and Margaret Weir point out in We The People: An 

Introduction to American Politics: 

The ability of voters to make choices on the basis of issue or policy preferences is 

diminished, however, if competing candidates do not differ substantially or do not focus 

their campaigns on policy matters. Very often, candidates deliberately take the safe 

course and emphasize topics that will not be offensive to any voters. Thus, candidates can 

trumpet their opposition to corruption, crime, and inflation. Presumably, few voters favor  
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these things. Although it may be perfectly reasonable for candidates to take the safe 

course and remain as inoffensive as possible, this candidate strategy makes it extremely 

difficult for voters to make their issue or policy preferences the basis of their choices at 

the polls. (Ginsberg, Lowi, Weir 373) 

 As I indicated previously, gun control is an issue that deals with the American political 

value of liberty. Due to the partisan nature of this issue, I’m not certain it can be resolved 

through political ideology alone. Gun ownership and use may always have its proponents and 

opponents, regardless of the Supreme Court’s rulings. However, political leaders will have no 

choice but to consider the Courts’ rulings when making policy decisions. The absence of 

discussion amongst political leaders is telling. It seems as if they are holding their collective 

breath to see what happens next.  

Perhaps, the candidates' stances just “reflect political realism.” (Jonsson) “A Pew poll in 

April found that 55 percent of independent voters believe “it is more important to protect gun 

ownership than to control guns.” Only 40 percent said passing new gun-control laws was more 

important.” (Jonsson) It would seem that public opinion regarding this issue is in favor of 

protecting gun rights. 

 Due to the near-silence on the issue of gun control in 2012 presidential campaign, it 

would be very difficult to say which candidate’s view is more commendable. If I address the 

party differences overall, I must side with the Republicans when it comes to the Second 

Amendment. Governor Romney’s passage of an assault weapons ban aside, the Republican party 

is most likely to support my right to keep and bear arms because they place a great value on 

liberty. 
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To be fair, President Obama and Governor Romney were not completely silent on the 

issue of firearms. However, they did not provide any specific policy recommendations, and that  

appears to be the focus of some criticism, mainly on the part of gun control advocates. Obama 

called for a “common sense approach” while Romney maintained (in the wake of the Aurora 

shootings) that “new laws would not have stopped what happened. And if new laws can’t stop 

deranged people from mass murdering their fellow citizens, then they will only impact law-

abiding citizens.” (Jonsson) According to the International Business Times, “there is one thing 

both presidential candidates agree on and that is changing the law won't erase crime.” I couldn’t 

agree more. 

 Clearly, the Supreme Court rulings concerning Heller and McDonald support my thesis 

statement. Gun control is a form of infringement, which is expressly prohibited. The Court has 

ruled that the right to keep and bear arms belongs to the individual and must be upheld by state 

and federal governments alike.  

But the Court’s rulings do more than confirm my thesis; they usher in a new era of 

understanding regarding the Second Amendment. Now that the issue of its applicability to both 

individual citizens and the states has been resolved, we can move away from petty partisan 

disputes regarding interpretation and start crafting “common sense” laws and policies that 

respect this fundamental right while being mindful of public safety. Already, Democrats and 

Republicans are finding common ground regarding this issue. With the majority of Americans in 

favor of protecting gun rights, it won’t be difficult to get them to rally around a compromise. If, 

in fact, gun control laws don’t prevent crime, perhaps it’s time we started asking ourselves what 

does. Then we can set to work on drafting some laws and policies that will have a greater impact 

on public safety without sacrificing individual liberty. 

  



Works Cited (in order of appearance) 

 

 

Cass, Connie. "Obama, Romney have evolved stance on guns." Buffalo Law Journal 26 July 

2012: 4. Regional Business News. Web. 12 Nov. 2012. 

 

Gius, Mark. "Gun Ownership And The Gun Control Index." Atlantic Economic Journal 36.4 

(2008): 497-498. Business Source Complete. Web. 14 Nov. 2012. 

 

"The Great Gun Fight." Reason 33.4 (2001): 52. Academic Search Complete. Web. 14 Nov. 

2012. 

 

Golden, Reid. "Loaded Questions: A Suggested Constitutional Framework For The Right To 

Keep And Bear Arms." Minnesota Law Review 96.6 (2012): 2182-2221. Academic Search 

Complete. Web. 13 Nov. 2012. 

Johnson, Fawn. "Expect No Dynamism On Guns." National Journal (2012): 21. Academic 

Search Complete. Web. 12 Nov. 2012. 

 

Jonsson, Patrik. “Obama vs. Romney 101: 4 ways they compare on gun control.” DC Decoder. 

The Christian Science Monitor, n.d. Web. 12 Nov. 2012 

 

Ginsberg, Benjamin, Lowi, Theodore J. and Weir, Margaret. We the People: An Introduction to 

American Politics. New York: W.W. Norton and Company, 2011. Print 

 

International Business, Times. "Obama On Gun Control Debate: Checking Criminal Records 

Isn't Controversial, It's Common Sense." International Business Times 26 July 2012: Regional 

Business News. Web. 12 Nov. 2012. 

 


