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Introduction 
Gun control is an issue of debate globally because it raises legal and ethical ramifications. For example, legally, people have a right to own a gun and protect themselves (Paradis & President Paul P. 98). But the increased number of people possessing guns has also led to an increase in the rates of mass shootings and homicides raising ethical issues of gun control (Paradis & President Paul P. 98). Also, various authors are still arguing on whether gun control should be considered purely a political, social, or a religious issue. As a result, many authors have written to clarify their positions on why gun control is either a political, religious, or social issue. However, even though many authors have written articles to clarify whether gun control is either a religious, political, or social issue, there are many fallacies and mistaken arguments that these authors raise in their articles. For example, the article emphasizes that gun control is purely a religious issue. Hence, it’s important to criticize this article by highlighting the fallacies, the mistaken assumption, and the main problems in this article.
A discussion on the fallacies
One of the fallacies that James Martin commits in his article is the fallacy of false dilemma. A false dilemma fallacy is said to have been committed when a person limits the causes of a particular phenomenon to one or two when there are more causes (Paradis & President Paul P. 98). According to (Martin), gun is only a religious issue. This argument commits a false dilemma because gun control is both a social, political, and religious issue.
A discussion on the mistaken assumptions
One of the mistaken assumptions in this article is the fact that Martin assumes gun control to be a religious issue because he is a religious person and he hates politics. This assumption is mistaken because being religious and hating politics is not enough evidence to justify gun control to be a religious issue. Also, the author is totally biased in his argument because, in the first paragraph, he mentions that he hates politics and all his religious ideas are religiously informed.
A discussion on the problem and its solution
The main problem based on this article is how Christians can balance their religious beliefs with gun possession. Legally, people own firearms to defend themselves against their enemies however, according to this article, Jesus through the Bible urges us to love our enemies as we love ourselves. To solve this issue, I believe that the law should take precedence over religious beliefs because there are people who are not religious but they are subject to the law. According to the second amendment, the U.S is a free state and as such, it's vulnerable to external attacks hence, it's important that people both religious and non-religious own firearms defend themselves. 
Factual information in the article
One of the factual information in the article is the issues raised by the author that justify gun control. For example, according to this article gun control in the modern world is necessary because as a result of many owning arms, mass shootings that have claimed many lives have increased. For example, gun shooting that happened in Aurora in Colorado on July 20, 2012, claimed the lives of 12 innocent people (Paradis et al., P.98).
The objections the author has not addressed
One of the objections to the argument of the author that he has failed to address is whether the author will consider gun control a political issue if he was a politician. This is so because the author suggests that his decision to consider gun control as a religious issue is based on the fact that he is a religious person. Therefore, one will definitely want to ask if the author will change his position and consider gun control a political issue if he was a politician. 
Whether the evidence provided is enough to establish conclusion
The evidence provided by the author is not enough to establish a conclusion. This is so because the author based his argument on his perceptions and not any tangible evidence. The author hates politicians and he is religious and because of that, he believes gun control is a religious issue.
Conclusion
Even though many authors have written articles to clarify whether gun control is either a religious, political, or social issue, there are many fallacies and mistaken arguments that these authors raise in their articles. For example, in the article discussed in this paper, the fallacy of false dilemma by limiting gun control to be a religious only. One of the mistaken assumptions in this article is the fact that Martin assumes gun control to be a religious issue because he is a religious person. The main problem based on this article is how Christians can balance their religious beliefs with gun possession. One of the factual information in the article is the issues raised by the author that justify gun control. One of the objections to the argument of the author that he has failed to address is whether the author will consider gun control a political issue if he was a politician. The evidence provided by the author is not enough to establish a conclusion
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