The author concludes. He acknowledges the difficulties but argues for the need for the solution. (This part of the essay can be stronger—note the reference to children)
Author gives more detail to his solution to the problem. He tries to sound reasonable and to give reasons that are logical and not emotional.
The author responds to arguments against his position (that the 2nd Amendment allows unrestricted gun sales). Does NOT show anger or make threats.
Author states his position clearly. Offers evidence and facts in support. States what needs to be done in more detail
Introduction: Names the problem, shows its importance (the President has talked about this 15 times and was very upst), and suggests a solution: control gun sales.
Ending Gun Violence in the United States
	This past week, for the 15th time since he became President of the United States, Barack Obama went American television to discuss the country’s latest mass shooting. Mr. Obama was extremely upset and made many important points about the need for stronger control of gun sales.
	I could not agree more with the President’s stand. Gun violence is out of control in the United States. The chances of being killed by a gun in the US are 1 in 300, greater than the chances of being hit a car, or in a motorcycle or bicycle accident, or drowning. By allowing people to buy guns for hunting but seriously restricting the sale of hand guns and guns that fire many bullets automatically, the number of innocent people killed each year by a gun in the US could be dramatically reduced.
	It is true that the Second Amendment to the US Constitution names “the right to bear arms” as an “inalienable right.” However, that right has been misinterpreted by the courts. It refers to the right of people to own guns for personal use in moderation and to the right of states to have militias. Just as all rights have limitations, the right to bear arms does not mean the right to own firearms that are dangerous to other people’s lives. 
	A reasonable solution to this problem would have three steps. The first would be a revision to the Second Amendment, clarifying its meaning and limiting the number and types of guns individuals and groups may own. The second step would be to buy back and destroy guns that have been already produced. Finally, limiting and tracing the sale of ammunition is critical to limiting the capacity of people to do harm.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Politically, none of this will be easy in the United States, given the support of the gun lobby and in particular the National Rifle Association. But it must be done to secure the safety and future of the country for its children, who are too frequently the victims of gun violence. Not eliminating guns but reducing their number and capacity to kill is the best solution, and the only solution that will bring peace to the country once again.

