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Why Gun Free Zones Don’t Work
After several incidents of mass casualty, the debate about the effectiveness of gun free zones got more heated than ever before. Gun-free zones are areas that do not allow possession of firearms although they have certain exemptions based on state or federal laws. The gun free school zones act does not allow firearms at either public or private school or anywhere within 1000 feet from the school grounds. Additionally, the gun free schools act enables states to enforce a policy on zero tolerance against guns on students either in schools or school events. This enables the schools to qualify for federal funding. As the unspeakable and avoidable cases of firearm misuse even in the gun-free zones happen almost every day in the United States, it is clear from statistics that the famous gun-free zones do not work anymore although supports keep affirming on its usefulness. 
Although there are varying statistics on whether there have been extreme cases of mass killings in gun free zones, it should be known that many killers, who are motivated by a desire of reputation or with intentions of terrorism, mostly decide to inflict pain in locations where few or all people are not armed. These people mostly target the gun free zones because they know it is always easy and faster to shoot unarmed and fleeing people other than shooting and armed person who is in a position to fight back (Jacobs 23).  Therefore, although supporters of gun free zones claim that it is meant to ensure safety among the citizens, it is evident based on the incidents which have been happening that it is not working at all. Everyone should be armed or at least a few people should be armed in every institution because it would be easy to confront any other armed person who my come with an ill motive. For example, the church shooting that took place in Sutherland Springs in 2017 would not have ended without an armed defender confronting the shooter. If everyone in the church was gun free, there would have been more casualties than it turned out to be (Cornell 47). 
The increased incidences of mass casualties in gun free zones have led to an argument that the laws work in the opposite direction from what they were intended. Actually, instead of the gun free zones making the public safer, they came to prevent the law abiding citizens from being armed in such prohibited zones but they are doing nothing to guarantee them safety from criminals who are determined to harm them. Considering the continuity of incidences of mass casualties, the gun free zones should be done away with and access to firearms expanded (Kopel 515). Even if not all people are armed, the federal should allow firearms everywhere, including bars but regulate there use to ensure that the citizens are safe and in case of any incidence, the criminal can be confronted by other armed people. 
Gun free zones do not work anymore because majority of the mass shootings are taking place in such firearm prohibited places where active shooters always seek to carry out their missions because they know they would not encounter any opposition. It is obvious that when an attacker intends to attack, he or she will most likely go to places where no one will have a gun. This shows why there have been numerous attacks in schools where innocent children lose their lives unexpectedly. Policies which restrict certain areas as gun free do not mean well for the common citizen who should actually be protected by such policies. These policies are not practical because killers are not prevented by such. Actually, the law abiding people are just exposed to danger without any defense mechanism (Jacobs 55). This vulnerability makes people uncomfortable and unsafe. For example, after the Virginia Tech shooting years ago, many campus students feel unsafe being in the campus but unarmed. Gun free zones are actually a lie because murderers will never follow the law and will always utilize the opportunity to execute their desired plans. This is just endangering the lives of people who live around these crazy killers. Gun free zones can be termed as an insult to honest and innocent people because they risk their lives at the expense of obeying the law. The perception that expansion of gun ownership would lead to more crime is quite wrong because a close review shows that there has been a decrease in crime rate over the past decade after ownership of guns was expanded (Kopel 515). 
All over the world, gun free zones are used as a way of ensuring minimum armed violence and promoting public safety in communities. The belief is that lack of guns in a place guarantees safety to everyone. To reduce the risk of gun related violence, research has shown that establishment of gun free zones can lead to several medium-term outcomes like changing attitudes and social norms related to guns and improving policing in communities. The targeted achievements can in turn lead to other long-term outcomes like reducing demands for guns; hence decreasing the number of gun ownership and making people to feel safer (Rizzi 499). 
However, based on the occurrence of mass killing incidences in the United States, the gun free zone policies can be termed useless and obviously harmful. These policies are only obeyed by the law-abiding people. No one with an intention of murder can be deterred by the policies. It is no doubt that majority of the mass shootings take place in the gun free zones. For example, a shooting in 2012 in a movie theater in Aurora reveals that these killers are interested in places where they would not face any confrontation. The shooter bypassed several other theaters which allowed lawful concealed carrying of guns and headed to the one which prohibited the customers from being armed. This is a clear evidence that gun free zones don’t work at all and such policies should be abolished or the owners of the institutions labeled gun free zones be held liable for the foreseeable and avoidable harm they expose honest and innocent people to (Jacobs 86). 
Although there is a controversy between critics and supporters of gun free zones, it is still statistically clear that these zones do not work. Supporters of gun-free zones indicate that citizens should be prohibited from carrying guns in certain places because increased carrying of guns has led to increased rates of violent crime (Rizzi 499). They state that gun free zones should be increased because they guarantee safety for everyone. In as study by Adam Lankford, a professor in criminal justice at the University of Alabama shows that, countries with high rates of gun ownership and without prohibitions like gun free zones have high rates of mass shooting. However, in contrast to his argument, gun free zones are not safer or do not guarantee safety to citizens. The policies on gun free zones do not work at all because they only leave a big number of people exposed to danger such that if an intended shooter manages to get in the zone, he or she can accomplish his or her mission as faster and easily as possible without facing any opposition (Kopel 515). 
To conclude, regardless of the claims made by supporters of gun free zones, it is clear from statistics that they do not really work. These laws leave innocent and honest citizens defenseless and unreasonable shooters take advantage of executing their plans confidently that unless there is a police officer within, no one else would retaliate. However, the idea of gun free zone functions as a platform for debate as people takes sides. The exact solution on the issue of mass shooting does not really involve prohibiting guns or not because as it has been happening, a criminal will disobey and harm law abiding citizens. The real argument on this factor should be on the government ensuring that it creates environments where minimal cases of shooting can occur. For example, the government should discourage posting large signs of gun free zones because they serve as invitations for criminals in one way or another. To mitigate issues of mass shooting, the government should provide armed security in all gun free zones to curb any criminal case that would arise anytime. 
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