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Explain the problem in simple terms
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Block “strawman” arguments
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Generally…

Don’t say… Say…

Gun control

Stricter gun laws

You oppose the 2nd 

Amendment

Preventing gun violence

Stronger gun laws

Support for the 2nd 

Amendment goes hand-

in-hand with keeping 

guns out of the hands of 

dangerous people







QUESTIONS?



How to introduce your argument



“Safe and secure from crime”

Say…

The most basic purpose of government is to keep 

law-abiding citizens safe and secure from crime. 

But every day, far too many of us are victims of gun 

violence. Dozens of Americans will be murdered, 

hundreds of others will be shot, and nearly one-

thousand will be robbed or assaulted with a gun—

today and every day. (If you can, tell a personal 

story here.)



“the weakest gun laws…”

Say…

It is obvious why so many people are killed or 

victimized with guns, day after day—we have some 

of the weakest gun laws in the world. To make us, 

our families, and our communities safer, we need 

to change a few of those laws—now.



How to talk about background checks
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“It is absurd…”

Say…

It is absurd to allow guns to be sold to felons or to 

the dangerously mentally ill. That’s why current law 

requires that no gun can be sold by a licensed gun 

dealer without a criminal background check. But 

millions of guns are sold by unlicensed sellers at 

gun shows or through Internet sites, with no 

background check. We need to strengthen current 

law to cover all gun sales. The few minutes it takes 

to complete a computerized check will certainly 

save lives. How can we not do that?



“Criminals will get guns anyway.”

Say…

The federal background check law has blocked 

more than 1.5 million illegal gun sales over the past 

14 years. It works. The problem is that the law 

doesn’t apply to private sales, so felons can avoid 

a background check and get any kind of gun, no 

questions asked. Both the International Association 

of Chiefs of Police and the national Fraternal Order 

of Police have endorsed mandatory, universal 

background checks because they know it will save 

lives. It’s time to close the private sales loophole.



“I shouldn’t have to get a background 

check to give a rifle to my grandson.”

Say…

The legislation contains exceptions for transfers 

between parents and children, grandparents and 

grandchildren, siblings, and for inheritances.



“The federal government will 

create a gun registration list…”

Say…

There is nothing in the background check proposal 

that creates a registry. In fact, existing law forbids 

the federal government from establishing a gun 

registration list. Specifically, every time the 

background check system is used and the gun 

purchase is approved, the government is required 

to destroy all records about the purchaser.



“Background checks will lead to 

gun registration and confiscation.”

Say…

I support the 2nd Amendment and would fight 

against any future overreaching legislation. But it’s 

not realistic to oppose something on the grounds 

that it might someday lead to something else. The 

fact is, even gun owners overwhelmingly favor 

requiring a criminal background check of anyone 

purchasing a gun. What it will lead to is fewer 

firearm deaths.



“The proposed law would violate 

the 2nd Amendment.”

Say…

I support the 2nd Amendment. The fact is, we’ve 

had a federal background check for nearly 20 years 

and state background checks long before that. 

Courts uniformly rule they are constitutional. The 

NRA itself has conceded the point by repeatedly 

endorsing a variety of background check 

proposals. The constitutional question is settled.



How to talk about assault weapons
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“too dangerous for civilian use…”

Say…

We all know some types of weapons are too 

dangerous for civilian use. That’s why, for 80 years, 

federal law has banned machineguns, sawed-off 

shotguns, silencers, very high-caliber firearms, and 

bombs. Military-style assault weapons—like the one 

used to murder defenseless children in Newtown—are 

versions of military weapons that are designed for 

rapid fire. They are weapons of war and too dangerous 

for civilian use. Our communities will be safer if we 

stop their manufacture and sale.



Bump-firing a semi-automatic



Bump-firing a semi-automatic



“There is no proof the 1994-2004 

ban prevented crimes.”

Say…

In the ten years that the federal ban on 

assault weapons was in effect, the 

percentage of assault weapons traced to 

crime fell by 66 percent. The ban worked. 



“These guns are no different from 

sporting pistols and rifles.”

Say…

We all know a semiautomatic requires a pull of the 

trigger for each shot and I’m not suggesting we ban all 

semiautomatic firearms. But the gun used in Newtown 

is a semiautomatic version of the U.S. Army’s M-16 rifle. 

This weapon is designed so it can be fired rapidly from 

the shoulder or hip; it is designed to remain stable 

during rapid fire; it is designed to accept very large 

capacity magazines. It’s a weapon of war.
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“The difference between this and a 

sporting gun is merely cosmetic.”

Say…

Nothing on a gun is cosmetic except the color. 

Every part has a purpose. The features of an 

assault weapon that look different from a sporting 

gun were carefully designed to maximize lethality 

on the battlefield. Assault weapons look different 

because they are different.



How to rebut common pro-gun 

arguments



“It violates the 2nd Amendment.”

Say…

I support the 2nd Amendment. Hunting and shooting are part 

of our national heritage. But the Supreme Court ruled that 

reasonable gun laws are constitutional. Justice Scalia’s 

majority opinion explicitly upheld the current ban on 

possession of guns by felons and there is no constitutional

distinction between having that ban and enforcing it with a 

background check. He also affirmed the ban on sawed-off 

shotguns and there is no constitutional distinction between 

that ban and one on semiautomatic assault weapons or large-

capacity magazines. In recent years, the courts have 

consistently upheld these types of laws.



“The law wouldn’t have stopped 

the Newtown massacre…”

Say…

But we don’t make any laws that way. The law 

against murder doesn’t stop all murders; we don’t 

expect it to. The law that lowered the blood alcohol 

level for driving didn’t stop all drunk driving; we 

didn’t expect it to. The question is not whether this 

law would have certainly stopped any particular 

crime, it is whether our communities would be safer 

with this law.



“The law would take us down a 

slippery slope…”

Say…

You could make that argument against any law. 

Why not claim we shouldn’t have driver’s licenses 

because it might lead to bicycling licenses, walking 

licenses, and the confiscation of cars? All you’re 

doing is showing you can’t find a good argument 

against the actual proposal. Let’s get back to the 

issue—why do you think we should be selling these 

guns to any adult, no questions asked?



“The gun law in Switzerland/

Israel/elsewhere proves…”

Say…

There is no country on earth that is even remotely 

similar to the U.S. on guns. We have five percent of 

the world’s population and we own half of the 

world’s civilian guns. Our gun murder rate is 20 

times higher than other developed nations. All 

you’re doing is showing you won't address our

nation’s problem. Can we get back to the issue—

why do you think we should be selling these guns 

and magazines to any adult, no questions asked?



“That gun law will inhibit the right 

to self-defense.”

Say…

I support the right to self-defense and nothing in 

this legislation would prevent law-abiding citizens 

from defending themselves with a gun. Without 

assault weapons, Americans will still have 

thousands of guns to choose from. Can we get 

back to the issue—why do you think we should be 

selling these guns and magazines to any adult, no 

questions asked?



“We should offer armed guards/ 

address mental health instead.”

Say…

We should make our communities safer. If you’ve 

got a good proposal, that’s fine. But this is not an 

either-or debate; one policy does not exclude 

another. Can we get back to the issue—why do you 

think we should be selling these guns and 

magazines to any adult, no questions asked?



“There are already lots of gun 

laws, let’s enforce them.”

Say…

I agree that current laws should be enforced to make 

our communities safer. We have a law that says 

felons are prohibited from buying guns. The only way 

to enforce that law is to require a criminal background 

check before every gun sale. In addition, we can both 

enforce existing law and strengthen it, which is what 

we need to do. This is not an either-or debate.



“The answer to gun violence is to 

have more guns.”

Say…

The states with the highest gun ownership rates 

have more gun violence—by far! But more 

important, this legislation will not prevent law-

abiding Americans from buying or owning guns. 

The point is irrelevant. Let’s get back to the real 

debate.



“To stop a bad guy with a gun we 

need a good guy with a gun.”

Say…

It just doesn’t work. Columbine High School had an 

armed deputy sheriff. Virginia Tech had an entire 

police force. At the Tucson shooting, not only was 

there an armed civilian who failed to stop the shooter, 

but he almost shot the brave unarmed man who 

tackled and disarmed the shooter. The Fort Hood 

massacre happened at a military base filled with 

soldiers. President Reagan and his press secretary 

Jim Brady were surrounded by armed police and 

Secret Service, and yet both were shot.



“I’m right about this—look it up on 

Wikipidia.”

Say…

The gun lobby has made it a project to alter almost 

every Wikipedia page that mentions guns or gun 

laws. Usually Wikipedia is a great resource, but 

crowd-sourcing breaks down when it’s under 

constant attack.



“Gun laws are fascist.”

Say…

Actually Hitler loosened restrictions on guns. But 

you know, talking about Hitler or fascism makes it 

sound like you can’t make a relevant argument. 

Let’s get back to the issue—why do you think we 

should be selling these guns and magazines to any 

adult, no questions asked?



QUESTIONS?



How to talk about gun 

violence prevention


