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Case Analysis Gun-Free School Zones Act of 1990 (GFSZ)
Statement of Facts
Congress established that carrying a firearm within school premises is a crime under the Gun-Free School Zones Act of 1990 (the “Act”). There was a scene at the Edison high school in San Antonio Texas when a student was found in possession of a gun. He was accused under the Act. However, he challenged the charge. The district court denied his motion, establishing that the Act was a proper way of applying for Congress’s power that is found within the Commerce Clause. The student was later tried in the court and convicted under the Act. 
The Procedure
The student appealed his case after finding that he did not intend to cause harm. It was at the Fifth Circuit Court that student’s appeal was reversed. The conviction was reversed after establishing that the Act was far much beyond Congress’s Commerce power. It was then that The U.S. Supreme Court award certiorari (the United States v. Lopez).
Issue
The main issue is the Gun Free Zones Act of 1990, that forbids any person who knowingly carries a gun into school compound, it is found out to be unconstitutional because it goes beyond Congress’s Commerce Clause authority (Kramer, 230). 
Legal Principle Applied
Congress’s power to control activities under the Commerce Clause applies to the activities that substantially affect interstate commerce. Possessing a gun within a school zone does not affect interstate commerce.
Reasoning
The court managed to establish three major areas of activity that Congress, applying the commerce power, may control. This area includes the various channels of interstate commerce; other activities which might have a considerable affect on interstate commerce and the instrumentalities that are found in the interstate commerce (Kramer, 230).In this case, the Act has nothing in relation to a particular economic enterprise or commerce. Additionally, it is not an important part of a bigger regulation of economic activity. 
The Act does not have an express jurisdiction element which would limit its range to a distinctive Set of firearm ownership or possessions that would have an impact on interstate commerce. Furthermore, the act lacks legislative history or findings to explain why there is an application of commerce power. The government’s argument is that unsafe school environment results in poor national productivity or the gun violence in schools results to nationwide crime (the United States v. Lopez). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The act is found in congress’s commerce power looking at the three principles. The ability of commerce power to cover local activity given that it had enough affect on interstate commerce; the court is supposed to judge when the Congress had a rational basis for reaching a conclusion that the activity considerably affects interstates commerce and through application of substantial-affects test, it is important for the court to factor a cumulative impact of the regulation. Founded on the three principles, it is important that the act should have been upheld. This is because the Congress had a rational basis for establishing that guns found in school zones can considerably affect the entire interstate commerce since guns found within the school could pose a great danger that compromises the quality of education (Kramer, 229). When there is a cumulative effect of poor education in a country, there is a considerable impact on the economy of the nation. Guns are part of commerce. The Congress's power to control guns in various places must be upheld under the commerce clauses since they bring a lot of dangerous activities.
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