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[bookmark: _Toc7824087]1.0 Introduction
 Tighter laws are tough to apply in Canada because the nation is facing increasing gun violence (Banks et al. 2017). Growing gun violence has provoked calls for the federal government to stiffen the firearm regulations. However, more stringent laws have caused political backlashes in a nation where two million citizens are authorized to own guns. The Canadian rate of gun homicide of 0.61 per one-hundred thousand individuals is almost ten times higher than the standard in the U.K. According to Statistics Canada, two hundred and twenty (223) individuals were killed with a firearm in 2016, a 23% increase from 2015. The intervention and prevention approaches and programs that concentrate on the psychological cause of gun violence can minimize the probability that guns would be used in the conflicts. One effective initiative was known as the Assessment of Behavioral Threats. A concentration on intervention and prevention initiatives is vital to creating a comprehensive and effective strategy for fostering secure and safe learning institutions (Behrman et al. 2018). Studies suggested that the threat assessment process in learning institutions as best practices in early mitigations/preventions and interventions towards identification, assessments, and provision of intervention to students who posed threats of targeted violence to themselves or other students.  
Programs of violence prevention should span the course of life (Metzl& MacLeish, 2015). Early childhood programs, for example, can assist parents in raising emotionally healthy children. Criminal offenders' initiatives can help in identifying people likely to commit acts of violence in the future. Regulations that prevent the acquisition of firearms for high-risk individuals such as those with a history of abuse, mental illness, the conviction of misdemeanor crimes, and domestic violence should be developed. The evidence indicates that campaigns of safe firearm use and storage can help prevent violent people from having access to firearms and reduce accidental gun deaths. There is proof of viable approaches to minimize violence in Canada by understanding the psychological causes of such aggression. However, there is no single magic solution (Lee et al. 2017). The nation needs a collection of answers that handle policies, mental illness, child development, and social norms that regulate access to firearms.
Excluding vital analysis that was done recently in Toronto and Montreal, limited researches are available that looks into the correlations and what leads to the existence of gang members (Banks et al. 2017). There is very little understanding of the features of crime entities in Canada (for example, ecology, member’s characteristics, and size). However, the connection s between dealings in drug mainly distribution and cultivation of marijuana are appropriately documented in British Columbia which is famous for the gang- gun- drug relation. This paper intends to explore the psychological causes and consequences of gun violence specific to Canada and the past institutional psychological and forensic attempts to address it and the current state of proposals. The paper will examine which communities are most vulnerable to gun violence as well as the constitutional issues that are contributing to the increased gun problem (Behrman et al. 2018). Finally, this paper will propose policies that the Canadian government may consider to reduce or curb the rates of gun violence in Canada.
[bookmark: _Toc7824089]1.1 Problem Statement
	The National Crime Prevention Centre NCPC in Canada (2007) asserts that formulating and executing effective programs to minimize firearm violence requires high priority at all government levels. Additionally, The NCPC believes that in handling gun accessibility issues, national policies are most important in terms of restricting the illegal gun flow and access to the guns by private citizens across one's boundaries (Metzl & MacLeish, 2015). Moreover, the NCPC recommends the federal government also offer funding and resources such as data, social services, and criminal justice agencies essential in the implementation of the particular firearm violence strategies at the national levels.
	 Even with so many strict laws and regulations, Canada has faced horrific mass shootings like the one that took place in Toronto on the Danforth last (Behrman et al. 2018). The Canadian politicians have demanded new regulations on guns, but even the attempts at stricter laws have failed.  In the modern world, it is the typical response that after every mass shooting, the politicians and the government make a case for enacting more rigid laws about what kinds of guns are available and the individuals who can possess them.  Individuals who support the rights of firearm owners usually argue that guns do not kill people; individuals kill one another. In Canada, more than 78,000 are injured each year due to gun violence, and another 30,000 people die (Banks et al. 2017). Substantially, these rates are higher than the figures from almost all other nations in the universe and seven times greater than those in other developed countries such as the United Kingdom, Sweden, Spain, South Korea, Italy, India, Germany, France, Australia, and the U.S.
	Two past studies offer insights on evidence-based approaches to minimize firearm violence (Metzl& MacLeish, 2015). The initial research was published in the journal “Epidemiological Reviews” by a group of public health researchers. They examined one-hundred and thirty studies from ten nations that examined the relationships between gun violence and firearm laws. The analyses used data from various firearms laws that include regulations about punishments for gun offenders, rules targeting particular kinds of ammunition and guns, storage laws, and rules about ownership and sales. The researchers concluded that special regulations combining various types of gun laws were not the best to minimize gun violence deaths. Also, they revealed that studies should be carried out to find out other institutional psychological and forensic methods that can be used to reduce deaths from firearm violence (Lee et al. 2017). However, they proposed that specific special regulations like background checks are the most successful approaches to curb gun violence.
	The American Psychological Association in 2013 took a different method to examine the best approaches to minimize firearm violence (Banks et al. 2017). Their report reviewed the evidence on gun violence that included mass shootings, homicide, and suicide. The story was written by professionals and experts from fields that range from criminal justice to pediatric medicine. It took a close examination of the motivation that drove people to commit firearm violence. The leading information from the APA findings was that there were complicated reasons for why people resorted to firearm violence, which varies for each scenario (Newman & Head, 2017). The APA concluded that there was no one reason which could reliably predict who would use firearms in violent acts. However, the APA reported that there is some information that would assist in predicting those people who were most likely to commit violent acts with guns. The most potent and consistent indicator that an individual would resort to firearm violence is their violent behavior history (Behrman et al. 2018). Gun violence is associated with the combination of social risk, community, peer, school, family, and individual factors that interact over time during adolescence and childhood. 
[bookmark: _Toc7824090]1.2. Position	
	This paper intends to explore the psychological causes and consequences of gun violence specific to Canada and the past institutional psychological and forensic attempts to address it and the current state of proposals (Banks et al. 2017). The paper will examine which communities are most vulnerable to gun violence as well as the constitutional issues that are contributing to the increased gun problem. Finally, this paper will propose policies that the Canadian government may consider to reduce or curb the rates of gun violence in Canada.
[bookmark: _Toc7824091]1.4. Objectives
This paper intends to:
· Explore the consequences of gun violence among different categories of people. 
· Examine which populations are most impacted by gun violence.
· Examine the past institutional psychological and forensic attempts to address firearm violence. 
· Recommend policies that the government can put into practice to reduce or curb the rates of gun violence rather than strict rules, laws, and regulations.
1.5 Research Question: 
In responding to the research objectives, the research will answer the following research questions:
· What are the psychological causes and consequences of gun violence specific to Canada?
·   What are some of the past institutional psychological and forensic attempts to address it and the current state of proposals?
[bookmark: _Toc7824092]1.5 Significance of this paper
	The paper will explore and present ways that government agencies can develop programs and initiatives to minimize the rates of gun violence activities. The most effective punishment for gun violence criminals will be examined. Preventative strategies will also be presented (Banks et al. 2017). Such initiatives would include education, creation of awareness, and rehabilitation that would focus on assisting vulnerable individuals to overcome the barriers which are more likely to lead to involvement in acts or activities of firearm crimes. According to past studies, such programs would help these individuals develop professional skills.  The ultimate rehabilitation purpose is to restore and transition these individuals back into the community.
	The reports of Canadian Criminal Agencies, show that complemented with community-based methods, individualized methods to firearm crimes can prove useful in the reduction and recurrence of gun violence (Behrman et al. 2018). Ideally, the goal of community-based and psychological methods to curbing the menace of gun violence is these individuals make direct amendments to both the society as well as the victim in which the crimes were committed. The least effective punishment is incapacitation. Incapacitation seeks to avoid or stop future crimes by physically moving the offenders away from the community. 
 The resolution of exploring the highest criminals' needs of criminogenic violence may permit the enhancement of resource prioritization that public agencies and experts deliver to individuals who are at most risk of firearm violence and hopefully influence a community's general gun violence risks (Metzl& MacLeish, 2015). Therefore, this kind of information may be useful in helping health specialist who gives direction to prisoners to discover specific challenges based on high risks aspects as well as offering assistance to the management of offered services by the public agencies on reentry. The addition of the new data to literature research concerning the resource number assigned for released inmates on reentry is another critical objective of this study, comprising the mental health therapy impact as well as a possibly useful decline in the rates of recidivism.
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