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OPINION

S ome might argue that the
mass shooting that killed
10 people Saturday in Cal-

ifornia somehow proves gun
restrictions don’t work. After
all, California has the toughest
gun-control laws in America. But
even a cursory look at the data
finds that tragedies such as this
are the exceptions that under-
score the rule.

California has among the
lowest gun-death rates in the
country, as do Illinois and other
states with strong laws. Largely
unregulated states such as Mis-
souri, meanwhile, consistently
have among the highest death
rates. What the California trag-
edy shows is that, in a nation
with open state borders and the
world’s biggest civilian stockpile
of guns, only strong national gun
restrictions can ultimately ad-
dress this national crisis.

Police say Huu Can Tran, 72,
killed 10 people in a dance studio
in Monterey Park, California,
east of Los Angeles, then entered
a second dance studio where
patrons disarmed him before
he could shoot. Tran later killed
himself in a van as police closed
in. It wasn’t immediately clear
whether the guns themselves
were purchased legally, but the
30-round extended magazine
on the gun that patrons wrestled
from him is illegal in California.
State law limits gun magazines to
10 rounds.

California also requires that
all gun sales go through licensed
dealers who conduct criminal
background checks on all buyers.
There’s a 10-day waiting period
on all gun sales, training and per-
mit requirements for gun buyers,
a red-flag law to keep guns from

people deemed potentially dan-
gerous and a raft of other restric-
tions.

Compare that to Missouri,
where there are no licensing,
permit or training requirements
to buy or carry weapons, no lim-
its on magazine capacities and no
red-flag laws. Felons aren’t sup-
posed to buy firearms — but since
Missouri allows private sales
with no background check what-
soever, even that restriction is
effectively impossible to enforce.

The impact of those differing
sets of laws is clear. California
has the eighth-lowest gun-death
rate in America, at just 8.5 deaths
per 100,000 population, accord-
ing to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention. Mis-
souri’s rate is almost three times
higher and the fourth-highest
in the nation at 23.9 deaths per
100,000.

Because guns are more re-
stricted in California, they’re less
common, per capita. Just 28%
of California adults have guns in
the home, compared to almost
half the adults in Missouri, ac-
cording to a study by the Rand
Corporation. More guns around
means more opportunity for gun
theft — such as the two stolen
handguns St. Louis police seized
from teenagers involved in the
harrowing gunplay that damaged
vehicles and endangered lives in
the parking lot of City Foundry
on Saturday night.

No law can stop every crime,
as California’s mass shooting
tragically confirms. But the data
consistently shows that sane gun
restrictions make society safer
overall. And stripping away that
sanity, as Missouri has done in
recent years, literally costs lives.

States with
stricter gun
laws are safer

MY VIEW | MICHAEL RAMIREZ

Moderates are in the
suburbs — Democrats,
Republicans and inde-

pendents — who want Wash-
ington spending kept in check.
They tend to be liberal on so-
cial issues but pained over the
extremes of the woke. They
have respect for various sexual
identities but little interest in

learning new pro-
nouns. And they
overwhelmingly
want some access
to abortion.

Except for the
woke stuff, the
Republican House
leadership has
ignored all of
these preferences.

Well-heeled suburbia tends
to brush off its claims of fiscal
propriety as bunk. Its voters are
especially unhappy about how
a confrontation over the debt
ceiling would hurt their port-
folios.

I grew up in New York’s 3rd
Congressional District, now
represented by Republican
George Santos. For many of
its Democrats in Queens and
northern Long Island, voting
Republican required ignoring
the crazies: The Jan. 6 rioters at
the Capitol. The head case who
broke into Nancy Pelosi’s house
and beat up her husband. The
ex-con Solomon Pena, who,
after losing his bid to win a seat
in the New Mexico legislature,
organized a team of hoodlums
to shoot bullets into the homes
of Democratic politicians.

Pena was nevertheless the
Republicans’ anointed candi-
date. As was George Santos.

The thing about Santos is
that he looked normal. Only
after the election did we learn
that his official biography

overflowed
with lies — that
he’s a deadbeat
swimming in
credible accu-
sations of fraud,
check-stealing
and running as-
sorted cons.

Fear of crime
is what flipped four New York
congressional districts in 2022,
even though most of their
comfy neighborhoods saw little
of it. Many of these voters got
sucked into the nonsense on
right-wing media that was then
amplified further on the left-
wing media trying to counter it.

And so how might Santos
voters react to the mockery that
they now share as dupes? Not
in a way that would be helpful
to Republicans wanting to re-
conquer the suburbs.

Once the full picture
emerged, Republicans on Long
Island rightly demanded that
Santos resign. That could have
partly reflected a sense of be-
trayal and belief in rectitude.
Much of it, though, was con-
cern for the Republican brand
in a part of the country that
has shown willingness to send
normal Republicans to Wash-
ington. You don’t get more ab-
normal than Santos.

It doesn’t help that Repub-
lican House leaders continue
to protect Santos. It’s true that
their narrow majority would
become even narrower if he
were to give up the seat, but the
loss wouldn’t have turned con-

trol back over to Democrats.
Savvy residents of New York’s

suburbs don’t like lies and are
usually informed enough to
identify blatant non-truths. But
they hate even more being taken
for fools. Face it, Santos really
pulled one over on them.

This electorate, furthermore,
is heavily Jewish. To many of
these voters, Santos’ sins go
beyond lying about having a
Jewish grandmother who es-
caped in the Holocaust. (Turns
out this grandmother was born
and lived in Brazil and appears
to not have been Jewish, in any
case.)

That was bad, but other New
York politicians have claimed
Jewish heritage with scant

evidence. Rep.
Alexandria Oc-
asio-Cortez was
one.

What must
have truly
rubbed Jewish
voters wrong
was Santos’ us-
ing a fake Jewish
name, Anthony

Zabrovsky, to bilk an animal
rescue charity. One of his
roommates even quoted him as
saying, “the Jews will give more
if you’re a Jew.”

Conning Jewish voters with a
vaguely antisemitic stereotype
is not a good look in NY-3. Nor
should it be elsewhere.

But Santos, it seems, cheated
people of all races, ethnicities
and religions — and he’s going
to be top of the news through
the 2024 election. That’s not
good for Republicans in the
suburbs, above all, his.

Harrop writes for Creators:
@FromaHarrop and
fharrop@gmail.com.

Comparing California, site of latest tragedy,
to largely unregulated Missouri is telling
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The view from the suburbs
looks bad for Santos, GOP
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voters with a vaguely
antisemitic stereotype
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WASHINGTON — The
gun, the gun, the gun,
the gun. The common

factor, always, is the gun.
There is one way the mass

shooting Saturday in Monterey
Park, Calif., could have been

prevented — one
way that all mass
shootings and in-
dividual shootings
and gun suicides
can be prevented:
Keep deadly fire-
arms out of the
hands of those
who would use
them to kill.

This time, 11
victims were slain and nine oth-
ers injured at a popular dance
studio and ballroom in a heavily
Asian American community,
during a festive weekend of Lu-
nar New Year celebrations. This
time, the suspected assassin was
a 72-year-old Asian American
man who fatally shot himself as
police closed in on him.

It was the deadliest mass
shooting since the Uvalde,

Texas, school massacre last
May, when 19 children and two
adults were killed. That time,
the assailant — killed by U.S.
Border Patrol officers — was an
18-year-old former student at
the school who was armed with
an AR-15-style assault rifle. The
worst mass shooting in U.S.
history occurred in October
2017, when a 64-year-old man
carried 24 firearms, including
assault rifles, and thousands of
rounds of ammunition into a Las
Vegas hotel room and fired into
a huge crowd at a country music
festival, killing 60 people and
injuring more than 400 others
with bullets or shrapnel. In that
case, as in Monterey Park, the
shooter killed himself before
police could arrest him.

Mass killers have different
profiles and different motives.
Most are male. Many are young,
few are old. By definition, virtu-
ally all are struggling with men-
tal health issues of some kind;
happy, well-adjusted people do
not kill innocents at random.
Some, as in the 2015 Mother

Emanuel AME Church killings in
Charleston, S.C., or last year’s
supermarket massacre in Buf-
falo, are warped by racism. Some
are antisemitic or xenophobic.
Others are impelled by misog-
yny, personal grievance or para-
noid hallucinations. Sometimes,
the impetus is never known,
much less understood.

In all cases, though, the as-
sailants have been able to obtain
guns and ammunition — usually
legally and with ease. According
to the Switzerland-based Small
Arms Survey, there are 393
million firearms in the United
States, which has a population
of roughly 334 million. We are
outnumbered by our instru-
ments of death.

California has some of the
strictest gun laws in the coun-
try. The state makes it illegal to
possess the kind of weapon used
in Monterey Park — a semiau-
tomatic assault pistol with an
extended magazine. It is not yet
known how the assailant ob-
tained the outlawed gun, but it
would have been a simple mat-

ter to purchase the weapon in
a state where it is allowed. And
while off-the-books commerce
in firearms might be against the
law, it is hardly uncommon. As a
practical matter, anyone who is
sufficiently determined to have
a gun will find some way to get
one.

Last June, following the un-
speakable horror in Uvalde,
President Joe Biden signed
what was hailed as the most
significant federal legislation
to curb gun violence since the
1994 ban on assault weapons,
which was allowed to expire in
2004. The new law provides
money for crisis-intervention
programs, encourages “red flag”
laws allowing confiscation of
weapons from dangerous peo-
ple, and incrementally tightens
background checks for gun pur-
chases. But it does not address
the central issue: Buying deadly
weapons of war and all the am-
munition you want can be done
more easily and anonymously
than, say, buying a new car or
obtaining a passport.

The far-right majority on
the Supreme Court takes the
view — rejected for much of our
history — that the framers of
the Constitution intended the
Second Amendment, written in
the days of single-shot muskets
and flintlocks, to apply to mod-
ern weapons with exponentially
more killing power.

Politicians who feast on the
National Rifle Association’s
obscene largesse are cynical
enough, or deluded enough, to
claim that the solution to mass
shootings is even more weapons
— that the way to stop a “bad
guy with a gun” is with a “good
guy with a gun.”

But instances where this has
been true are the exception
rather than the rule.

At a minimum, we urgently
need an assault weapons ban like
the one we once had, which did
reduce mass shootings. Some-
day, perhaps, a new Supreme
Court majority will return sanity
to gun policy. Until then: more
senseless death, more grieving
families, more broken hearts.

You know the answer to stopping mass shootings
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