Guns
by G. Michael Clark
I am a Human Resources Manager.  People in my profession are second only to former supervisors in the “most likely to get shot by a disgruntled former employee” competition.  That leads me to philosophize frequently on the subject of gun control.

I have the perfect solution to the gun control debate. Most people don’t seem to like it, probably because my idea is truly the perfect compromise – meaning that both sides will go away equally unhappy.  Even so, I guarantee it will work and I dare anyone to come up with a better balancing of both sides of this very volatile issue.   I’ll tell you what my compromise is, but first, a few words about guns in general: 
 

When the second amendment to the constitution was written, the best marksman on the planet could fire one aimed shot from his muzzle-loader roughly once every 30 seconds.

Today we have weapons that are engineered to fire much faster than that – hundreds of rounds per minute instead of just two or three, and with near-instantaneous reloading.  It is truly amazing technology.  
If we are sophisticated enough to accomplish that, then surely we are sophisticated enough to engineer – or perhaps I should say retro-engineer -- a different kind of firearm: one with a governor that allows it to fire only once every 30 seconds.  
That’s my idea, my gun control compromise.  We citizens should cherish exactly what the founding fathers intended to give us in the Second Amendment: namely, the right to shoot at each other, but no more frequently than once every 30 seconds.
I’m not suggesting we go back to muzzle-loaders, heaven forbid!  How cumbersome!  No, let’s keep the assault rifles and machine pistols.  They look really cool and you never have to mess with all that powder-and-ball crap.
Instead of going back to muzzle loaders, let’s engineer guns so that after they have fired once, there is no way in the world to make them fire again any sooner than thirty seconds after their last shot.  (Don’t ask me how -- I’m a philosopher, not an engineer.  I’ll say this though: if my friend Celia’s Sub Zero fridge can refuse to open for at least thirty seconds after it was last closed, I’m betting we could engineer a firearm to operate in much the same manner.)  
Just think how history would have been altered if only we had restrained firearm technology to what was state-of-the-art in the days when the Second Amendment was written!  For example:
 

 -- immediately after he shot his first victim at Red Lake High School, an angry mob would have overpowered Jeff Wiese, because they would have known he could not have shot again for another thirty seconds.  Same with Harris and Kliebold at Columbine; 
 

-- dozens of former-employees would have been restrained immediately after shooting their former supervisors (and most importantly, before getting to the HR Manager);

 

-- and most significantly, dozens, perhaps hundreds of mass murders would have been averted within the first thirty seconds of their commencement.
Meanwhile, our gun-loving American citizenry would still have the right to go hunting, or shoot burglars, or shoot just about anybody they wanted to shoot.  (Now of course, this last activity would be a one-time-only privilege, unless it was done in self-defense.) 
AHA!  Gotcha, say you who just received your MENSA membership card.  You ask, what about the bad guy who carries two or three or even FOUR of your once-every-thirty-seconds firearms?  My answer:  I’m still working on that.  But you must admit to one simple fact: even four single-shot firearms will do so significantly less damage to human life than one modern day assault rifle in a fast-food restaurant.  At some point, be it after one or two or three or four shots, the thirty-second interval will happen, and that is when the force of reason will win out.

So shut up and keep reading.
 

Don’t you see?  The second amendment is saved.  We haven’t banned guns, we’ve just severely restricted mass murder by firearm.  Now, the gun nuts are mad because they can’t shoot as rapidly as they used to, and the no-more-gun nuts are mad because we still get to do each other serious bodily harm with firearms.  Everybody goes away equally unhappy. It is the perfect compromise.
 

I’m glad you agree.  Now -- what do we do with the weapons that are rendered illegal by our new ban on shooting people more than once every thirty seconds?  That’s easy:

 

We enact a one-year amnesty wherein the feds purchase every one of these illegal weapons at twice fair market value.  We might as well give their owners a little financial incentive.  I’m guessing we could fund that initiative by forcing an across-the-board budget cut of less than one-half of one percent for one year, for every federal agency, no exceptions.  Or maybe we could just cancel a couple space shuttle missions.
During the one-year amnesty we collect, disable and disfigure the illegal weapons so they will never fire again.  Then we weld them together into an absolutely huge sculpture of a firearm, which we place on that peaceful, open, grassy hillside just west of the Washington Monument.  We could even aim our sculpture westward across the reflecting pool, toward where Abraham Lincoln looks out from his memorial.  Lincoln was assassinated by a handgun that couldn’t fire more than once every thirty seconds, so it seems fitting.
Fabulous idea, yes?  A memorial to everyone ever killed by a firearm, made from the firearms themselves.  And in the process, we virtually eliminate mass murder by firearm.
  
So, only one question remains: 

What do we do with the people who refuse to sell us their illegal shoot-fast firearms?
 

Well, we shoot them.  One every thirty seconds. 
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