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Background Information
“Guns: A loaded argument” is an argumentative essay written by Paul Rosenzweig a founder of the company Red Branch consultancy that deals with homeland security. Paul is a professor of law at the University of George Washington and is quite conversant with and concerned with his field. He is an author of several books including Cyber Warfare: How conflicts in cyberspace are changing America. Mr. Rosenzweig holds the position of senior legal researcher fellow at The Heritage Foundation under the office of Centre for Legal and Judicial Studies. Other non-academics achievements include his involvement in advising the American Bar Association’s Standing Committee on relevant lawful measures and also on national security. He is also an editor in a popular blog called the Lawfare blog.
The Heritage Foundation is a research and learning institution that aims at creating and promoting stable public policies. Its headquarters is in Washington DC and was founded on the 16th of February 1973 Feulner (2017).  The foundation is deeply dedicated to providing accurate findings on essential policy matters. It also has a mission to build a nation where liberty, opportunities, and social order prosper. One of its main achievements was taking the lead in a movement aimed at change policymaking from heritage policy to conservative ways of formulating policies. Ever since the movement that occurred around 1981, the foundation has continuously made a meaningful impact in influencing how policies are made in the United States. Over the years, The Heritage Foundation has been ranked among the top world wide’s think tanks.
In this piece of writing, Rosenzweig tries to argue out whether the state’s policies allow American citizens to own personal firearms. And if so, what then are the necessary legal measures that are to be met for ownership of firearms? This paper entails an analysis of Rosenzweig’s arguments concerning this issue. The analysis looks at the rhetorical context of the argument, explores the background information of the author and also looks at the Heritage Foundation.
Rhetorical Context of the Argument
Audience
The target audience for this article is the owners of firearms, government officials involved in implementing and enacting laws that revolve around firearms. The author intends to inform the audience of the conflicts that have arisen between the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeal, the Ninth and the Fifth circuit as well as the conflict between the government and individuals regarding the ownership of firearms. It aims at capturing the attention of citizens who are reluctant to register their ammunitions by warning them of the dangers that arise in disobeying government policies.
Purpose and Focus
The solitary reason for writing this article was to address the issue of firearm ownership and review its policy. Any argument starts by stating a fact and according to this article the fact of that argument is drawn from the second amendment in the constitution which states that the right of the citizens of a free state to keep and own firearms should not be encroached on as long as the there exists a well-regulated militia. Over the past years, the United States’ Court of Appeal came into a pact with the Fifth circuit after reviewing the second amendment act that states that each American citizen has the right to possess a firearm. However, the Ninth Circuit would disagree with this by using a different historical citation, which contradicts what was also adopted by the Justice Department. The Ninth Circuit concluded that the second amendment act does not protect citizen’s rights for their benefit but it protects them to maintain what would be called an effective militia. This decision as many would say is meant to challenge the supreme court in its final ruling. These two claims both based on historical evidence would bring conflict between the Ninth and Fifth Circuits. In addition to this, tear apart the federal government into two opposing sides as the supreme court tries to resolve this predicament. 
Both claims are based on solid ground facts. The majority of individuals though support that the second amendment act does protect people’s rights and agrees that the amendment acts as a prohibition of government regulations on the ownership and use of firearms. This argument assumes that the amendment does not ban the government from making it unlawful to own a firearm but ensures that possessed firearms are registered. The main issue, therefore, is not the regulation and registration of firearms but rather what type of firearm and weapon is owned by individuals. The claim is, most people agree that the government should regulate the type of weapon owned by individuals. For instance, if an individual is allowed to own a grenade launcher or a tank missile this would be a catastrophe if the weapon is carelessly handled. Hence such automatic weapons need to be registered.
In his argument, Paul states that this conflict comes down to the question of how much supremacy the government has in regulating how individuals conduct themselves. In this case, the government’s powers become limited and individual liberty is upheld upon referring to the constitution. The second amendment has to adhere to the notion ‘that government is best which governs least’, after all, it is what the constitution revolves on. This phrase simply means that the best government is that which does not rule at all. Back in 1788, an anonymously published gazette would comment on the bill of rights by highlight that the militia are also American citizens and based on this fact then the congress has no authority over the militia. It continues to say that the ultimate power of the militia and American citizens on owning firearms then does not lie in the hands of the government but instead is bestowed upon the people. He uses the metaphor of a sword to represent the power of the firearm weapon.
To conclude his argument, Rosenzweig states the fact that forbidding people to own firearms will result in encouraging homicide, basing this fact on the reason that an unarmed man will be attacked with much greater confidence than that man who is armed and ready. Quoting writers such as Alexander Hamilton, Paul concludes by insisting that no one can threaten the Americans’ national liberties so long as most citizens are capable of handling firearms and are ready to defend the policies revolving around them. In the long run, the final decision of the Ninth Circuit of allowing people to own firearms would probably mark an error in history but then this error is bound to cause little consequences. The big question then lies on the American citizens of whether self-conception can make any difference in the world. After all, there has always existed a distrust towards the government’s power from the African American citizens and this heritage is soon to be resolved by the Supreme Court.
Conclusion
In summary, this argument is legit and is based on facts that can be retrieved from the constitution and other documents of the law that help in governing the United States. The ramification of this argument would be the division between two main contributors to making the state’s policy, that is, the Ninth Circuit of the court of appeals and the Fifth circuit. In concluding this analysis, the question of firearm ownership and the policies governing this are still yet to be discussed more in the future before a final decision is to be made. The decision that is to be made by the supreme court should adhere to the commemoration of where the American people have come from.
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