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Introduction

The debate on gun control and violence in Canada is one which will not go away any time soon. If we go by history, regardless of the number of resolutions taken to on gun control, the pros and cons of gun control will be at the center of the debate. The first legislation on gun control was passed in 1977 which focused on regulating the long guns for the first time in the history of the Canadian government (Brown, 2012). The regulation focused on the restructuring of the firearms availability, as well as increasing the variety of penalties. The essence of this argument is that not all the Canadian people are in support of strict gun control as the feasible alternative to curb violence. The opponents of gun control are concerned that professional criminals can obtain guns through legal means; the average law-abiding citizens will be left helpless in defending themselves against the peril of violence. Most of the Canadian ask the question if it is their right to own a gun or a privilege and what are the benefits of having gun control laws. The essay explores gun control and violence in Canada through analysis of various writings as well as different academic reports on gun control.

Gun Control

The Canadian government took initiatives in 1977 to legislate strict gun control laws. For example, firearms acquisition certificate was made hard to acquire as buy had to go through a long process before acquiring one. Secondly, the registration requirements for the handguns were strengthened (Ezeonu, 2010). The essence of this registration was to lower the availability of the firearms since it was assumed the there is a positive correlation between gun availability and the use. However, the study was done in Canada over various types of violent crimes, accidental death, as well as suicide, give no dramatic results. But, the studies have found that there was a decrease in the use of firearms for robbery purposes.  Contrary to the government intentions, the Canadian law enforcement officers found argued that the overall effects of restricting gun availability are most likely to impact of other incidents which could not have occurred if the weapons were in the hands of people.

Most interestingly, a considerable population of Canadian citizens supports the legislation of gun control. The same people believe they have the right to own firearms. However, the people are more deferent to the authority and do not support the use of the handguns as a means of self-defense (Ezeonu, 2010). The Canadian culture accounts for reasons why it has stricter gun control laws compared to other countries such as the United States. However, due to the historical ties between the Canadian people and the American people, there have been quite some similarities in terms of gun culture in these two countries. Based on the study done at the Trent University, the on benefits of gun control, it was found that gun control is beneficial. However, another study was done by Kennett, the use of gun control laws perhaps may be influencing some other suspects to kill using different methods. However, it is less likely the suspects will kill multiple victims when they do not have guns (Squires, 2012). Another study on the rates of violent crimes before the legislation of the gun control laws was that it was five times greater in other nation like the USA than that in Canada. This means the use of firearms in the Canadian homicides have reduced since the inception of the gun control legislation contrary to the perception of the law enforcement officers.  However, at that point it still not easy to say of the gun control laws is the solution since several of them have given different results.

Reports on the safety of the nation show that the Canadian urban towns, as well as cities, have been traditionally safe, they are less vulnerable to crimes compared to other cities especially in the neighboring country, the United States (Squires, 2012). This has been related to the extensive Canadian police forces as well as strict gun control laws. Also, the national culture of the Canadian people holds traditions of passiveness as well as peace compared to their neighboring country which has the frontier national heritage or culture. However, the constitutional right to own the firearms has led to many citizen registering to have a handgun which has triggered criminality in the country (Ezeonu, 2010). The study by gun control agency shows that the high rate of homicides in Canada is undoubtedly reflecting an estimated population of ten million people owning the handguns as well as riffle both through legal and illegal means. Therefore, the challenge of controlling guns, cops as well as drug challenges in the Canadian urban violence is out of the proportion in contrast to the police force availability.

In an academic report by Catherine, the incident of killing by handguns, other firearms other than the handguns, as well as no shooting methods in Canada between the years 1977 to 1983 found that there were 1000 handgun killings per 50,000 people. The murder rates for handguns were higher before this period and before the legislation was initiated. However, the country’s favorable situation concerning the murder about the United States considerably measure the results of the Canadian legislation on gun control. It therefore means, the Canadian people must be vigilant against any form of erosion of the gun control laws.

The proponent of the gun control legislation perceives that there shall be huge benefits than the consequent setbacks of the laws are legislated (Ezeonu, 2010). The argument is that the country will benefit by having a safer society which is free from crimes or rather which has declined the crime rate. To support the arguments, research has shown that there has been a reduction in the use of firearms to conduct robberies all have been achieved due to the affecting the stricter gun control laws. Such claims have been related to the cultural heritage of the Canadian people which hold them more passive and inclined towards peace. However, the counter-argument has been that restricting gun use is a violation of the people’s right as they have been guaranteed such power in the constitution. Contrary to what has been said regarding the Canadian support of the gun laws, another study by a non-governmental organization have shown that 50 % of the Canadian people do not have confidence in the gun control laws as well as the law enforcement agency on controlling the life and safety of the citizens (Ezeonu, 2010).  After the regulations were implemented, there is still much increase in the amount of gun available in the hands of the people which can be related to why there is an increase in the level of homicide crimes in the country.

Another research has found that the gun ownership is the Canada government has been prompted by the fact that, contrary to what is said that the Canadian people have a cultural heritage which is passive and peaceful, most of the gun owner cite lack of the confidence with the collective security institutions to protect them as well as their properties.  Majority of the Canadian people who own guns is not because of their cultural heritage but simply because they feel more secure when they have them (Ezeonu, 2010).

Opponents of the gun control think that the gun control legislation has been initiated by the political elites as well as the institutions as opposed to the public opinion. The country political structure has enabled it to easily make and approve the gun control laws, which does not go well with the Canadian citizens. There propose that, since the legislation affects the ordinary Canadian citizens, it is possible that the people should be consulted before the adoption and implementation of gun control laws.

Gun control laws have a social impact on the people of Canada, most of the studies, reports as well as literature have found that gun control is viewed as been possible alternatives towards reducing the homicides as well as violent robberies (Ezeonu, 2010). However, the finding from different kinds of literature undermine the claims of the opponents of gun control who believes that people kill and not the gun. However, the research has shown that introduction of the gun control in Canada, and more so the regulations which involve the restriction of handguns ownership is that it is beneficial as it has helped in reducing the violent crimes hence saving a large number of lives from hands of criminals.

Looking at the 1977 gun control legislation, there is bias in its assumption. For instance, the legislation assumes that it would solely control the criminal access to the gun. This is not possible since regulation alone will not control the gun ownership, hence there is need to ensure collaboration between other agency as well as the involvement of the members of the public in the entire exercise (Brown, 2012). The second assumption is that, if an individual does not have a criminal record, they can quickly obtain the firearms or what is referred to as the firearm acquisition certificate. On the contrary, the emergence of the black market has made it very easy for people to access the gun. Most of the illegal handguns are shipped from the United States, and therefore, professional criminals can obtain weapons with much ease. However, I support that gun violence and control will be significantly reduced through progressive gun control laws.

Conclusion

In recent time, the country does not have an advantage in gun control as a means of preventing or reducing gun violence. The today environment is filled with an increase in violent crime which means access to a gun by people has been more comfortable than before. There is a need to make laws which will effectively control the gun ownership progressively. However, it is for the people to maintain a high level of confidence in the collective justice systems as well as the collective security forces which will help control acquisition of the guns thus reducing the violent crimes.
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