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Like others throughout Colorado and the world, Iteeartbroken by the horrific murders last week atoie theater
in Aurora, a theater a short drive from my homee @kpraved lowlife, whose name does not desenetitiep,
slaughtered twelve innocent, life-loving people amdred 58 more. The pain suffered by those ingdland those
who lost loved ones is unimaginable.

I'm disappointed that many advocates of gun re#tris rushed to use the murders to advance loradplestied
political agendas, and that the media gave thengatispotlight.

| did not wish to write about gun laws in the dé&yiowing the atrocity; however, because the rightttaw-abiding
gun owners are under attack—and because gun oviméssin important way to help deter or stop sucbhcities—I
feel compelled to comment on the matter.

The murderer used thrgensto wage his craven assault: a pump-action shotgsamiautomatic rifle with detachable
magazines, and a semiautomatic handgun. The garisarimate, mechanical devices; it was the killeo turned
them on the innocent.

Hundreds of thousands of Coloradans, and manyom#llofAmericans own similar guns and use them for lawful
purposes, including self-defense.

A reportfrom the Cato Institute examines surveys showlirgg people use guns to defend themselves fromrzaimi
attacks tens of thousands of times every yeantifar more often. The report reviews several thodscases drawn
from news accounts over the last few years. Ofsmunany acts of armed self-defense are nevertegh@nd, if they
are, typically the media pay thditile attention

In Colorado, good people with guns have saved rigey. For example, in April, aoff-duty officer shot and killed a
murderer outside a church in Aurora. In Februamaraned doctoin Colorado Springs guarded an exit to help his
colleagues escape a hostage taker; the doctor‘kaids absolutely prepared to shoot” the perpetrdh 2007, a
volunteersecurity guarghot a man assaulting a church gathering in Cdto&prings. Such examples are common not
only in Colorado but across the country.

And armed people not only stop crimes in progréssy frequently deter crimes. When my wife andw sae The
Dark Knight Rises Saturday, we were glad to see that the local @al&partment had sent more armed officers to
theaters to deter potential copy-cat crimes. Cratsiffiear regular citizens with guns for the sanasoe they fear
police officers: They don’t want to get shot. Da¢@pel has reviewedurvey resultand internationatrime trends
showing that criminals often avoid those they f@@ght be armed. John Lott cites numerstatistical studies
suggesting that concealed carry laws deter criminghen a would-be criminal is afraid to victimiagmers for fear of
being shot, that never becomes a news story—becatising happens. When it comes to crime, no newsinitely
better than bad news.

Some argue that although government should noabguns it should ban so-called “assault” riflegch as the
semiautomatic rifle the murderer carried, as weflldgh capacity” magazines. Such policies are aless.



The term “assault rifle” is intended to condemniiifile in question in the process of identifying@riginally, the term
referred only to fully automatic rifles. In thisrext, the politically loaded term refers to a ssumdmatic rifle that
accepts detachable magazines and that has a fewetiogeatures irrelevant to its operation. A serteanatic hunting
rifle functions the same way—one pull of the trigfiees one round and chambers another round. fEtedsgoal of
various gun-restriction groups is to eventually baary semiautomatic gun—which in many contexthésmost
useful type of gun for self-defense.

While gun restrictions hamstring the innocent, thaye little effect on criminals. Referring to tharora murderer,
Colorado Governor John Hickenloopested “If it was not one weapon, it would have beenthen” It is worth
noting that this murderer first opened fire nothwat semiautomatic but with a pump-action shotgualdo illegally
constructed bombs and planted them in his apartrBsen if semiautomatic guns were totally outlaweslsen if guns
as such were outlawed—criminals could and would buy themthee black market or use other weapons to commit
their vile deeds.

Regarding “high capacity” magazines, the very deslign is arbitrary. What objectively constitutésgh” here? The
now-defunct Federal Assault Weapons Ban forbadsuroars to purchase magazines that hold more thaoueds.
(Because the magazines are detachable, semiautaimas typically accept magazines of varying cdjgex)

Magazine restrictions do not deter criminals frosing whatever magazines they can get their handhey only
cripple citizens who have guns for self-defenserddwer, a criminal, who typically has the advantafisurprise and
preparation, can as easily carry ten ten-round miags as five twenty-round magazines. By contthstcitizen who
carries a concealed handgun often can feasibly cay the magazine in the gun (though some doyaaspare, doing
so is inconvenient). Likewise, a homeowner in ld@mas, facing intruders at night (who might havetee power),
may have a difficult time using more than the gnglagazine in his gun.

Journal for People of Reastihat magazine restrictions do, then, is limit ta-abiding citizen’s capacity to respond
to a criminal threat. If three street thugs brewdk i single mother’s home, looking for some quakh or perhaps
something more physical, magazine restrictionscéffely forbid her to put more than ten rounds leswthe
criminals and herself or her children. If the crialis bring their black-market guns, wear protecti¢hing or gear,
advance from covered positions, or cut the lightsithe homeowner misses some of her shots—tendemight

not be enough.

Of course the government should do what it cardmice crime rates while respecting individual gf&ut passing
more gun restrictions would fail to cut crime (amduld likely increase it), and it would violate thight of citizens to
own guns of their choosing—a right that is a c@gllof the rights to life, liberty, and property.

It is wrong to turn anger at a mass murderer intassault on the rights of innocent citizens. Aroduial means to
helping prevent horrific crimes in the future ispecting and protecting the rights of citizensaoytheir choice of
firearms legally.
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