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Ogden v Gibbons
Ogden v. Gibbons (1824) was a landmark decision of in which the United States’ Supreme stated that the power to regulate interstate trade which is granted to congress by the commerce clause (of the US constitution) entailed the power to regulate navigation. This paper explores the Ogden v Gibbons case stating the facts that led to the decision, its significance and impacts.
Thomas Gibbons who was a steamboat owner bought a license from the Livingstone and Fulton formed a partnership with Aaron Ogden, a partnership that collapsed three years later. Thomas Gibbons did business between New York and New Jersey under a federal coastal license (Marshall, 1824). The break up happened when Gibbons started to operate another steamboat on a New York route which belonged to Ogden. This led to Ogden filing a case against Gibbons asking the court to restrain Gibbons from operating on these routes. The Supreme Court ruled in favor of Gibbons citing that Congress had the right to regulate interstate commerce (Baxter, Gibbons & Ogden, 1972). 
The significance of this decision by the Supreme Court is that it allowed merchants to trade freely between different states. It is the congress that had power to regulate interstate commerce using the Commerce Clause. The decision meant that regulation of steamboat operators for the purpose of interstate commerce was a power reserved by the Congress under the Commerce Clause (Schoeppner, 2009).. Another significance of the decision is that it allowed consumers and producers to buy and sell products under uniform rules (Congress).
The impacts of the decision is that it served as a precedent of similar cases later. For example, the court in Wickard v. Filburn held that the Commerce Clause gave power to the Congress to regulate intrastate trading activities if such activities affected interstate commerce (Johnson, 2010). It also impacted trading activities among different states. States were free to trade with each other because navigation by steamboat operators was regulated by the Congress (Abel, 1946). This meant that the states could not interfere with the power of Congress to regulate commerce. Trading activities was made uniform among the residents of the different states.
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