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Mass Shooting
The term mass shooting despite becoming a center of interest for most academic researchers, law enforcement agencies, and legal fraternities in the course of criminal law, has not received a standardized definition. Therefore, it is quite confusing when deciding a case as a mass shooting. However, from a composition of researchers, many have agreed that mass shooting involves a scenario where, a lone shooter, kills over three people, without including him and eventually does so by randomly selecting the victims as purported by (Washington Post, 2018). However, Fox and DeLateur (2013), in their arguments suggest the tool for murder does not change, it is usually the gun. It should be understood that the choice of victims is not based on a specified criterion. Mass killing has been on the rise from 1967 to date with 2019 reporting the highest numbers of victims, where over 500 causalities from different states.
The impact of this criminal act goes beyond the perpetrator, the injured, the dead, and those who witness these incidents. To start with, mass shooting leads to loss of lives that have nothing to do with the killings, this is because the act is done without a motive to target a specific person. More than thirty thousand people die every year in the USA as a result of gun violence, with a reasonable percentage being from mass shooting while others involve suicide and other forms of gun violence as recorded by. Secondly, the injured may take home cases of disabilities that may never get healed hence depriving them the nice life they had before (Lowe and Galea, 2016) suggested that to the people who get to be involved in a mass shooting, the incidence instills fear and trauma to an extent some get diagnosed with mental illness. To the those who are caught in the incidence as the practitioners usually most of them end up in jail while others kill themselves on spot or get killed by the police. To families, gaps are left when such incidences occur leaving some homes motherless, fatherless, or childless.
In conclusion, most human rights defenders alongside families who have suffered victims of this kind of violence have come out boldly to demand a change in the gun policies in the USA. Usually, the main argument would involve demanding the government to try and reduce ownership of such ammunition by individuals as stated by (Reeping, et al., 2019). The main thing that the government can do is to first reinforce policies to prevent citizens from randomly owning ammunition while at the same time revoking all licenses from arms dealers and keeping it a primary government business. These killings are harming the society and the nation at large.
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