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The Gun Control Act Of 1968
Gun violence in the United States has been on a significant rise despite the implementation of stricter laws, which have focused on creating a better and safe social environment.  The ease in acquiring a firearm in the United States makes it difficult to integrate critical measures, which promote a greater focus on improving the well-being of individuals across different settings. According to the University of Washington's Institute of Health Metrics and evaluation, United States had the 31st highest rate of gun violence with an estimated 3.85 deaths per 100, 000 deaths in 2016 (Miller, Hepburn & Azrael, 2017). In recent times, mass shootings have become very common within the United States than any other country in the world. The inability to control gun ownership among the United States citizens is becoming the highest risk to the safety of United States citizens. People are social, and group dynamics are inevitable, which makes the possibility of gun violence spreading from one group to the next almost a guarantee. The enactment of the gun control ac of the year 1968 was expected to bring the desired changes within the country, but the ac has been unable to fully accomplish its core mandate, which limits the full implementation of the act. Therefore, this paper provides an in-depth analysis of the gun control act and its influence within the society in curbing gun violence.
Historical and constitutional background
Public safety was a significant issue within the United States especially considering the high development of the black market, which ensured that everything illegal was made available without a focus on any laws, which sought to put the public interest in front. The concepts of the gun control act provided a varied level of concentration among individuals considering the different level of focus where it was very difficult to highlight the extent at which it would be possible to manage the wellbeing of individuals within the society. Therefore, the gun control act became a serious topic of political and social interest with many individuals providing different concepts, which they sought to be integrated within the law.
The first piece of legislation involving gun control was passed in 1934, which was referred to as the National Firearms Act (NFA), which was part of the new deal for a crime that President Roosevelt incorporated within public safety measures to control gangs in the United States. The NFA sought to increase taxation on all firearms manufacturing companies to limit the number of people who could afford to own a firearm.
Gun violence increased significantly in the United States especially considering the development of many gangs in the United States, which operated illegal businesses within the black market and could easily access firearms. Following the assassination of President Kennedy and Dr. Martin Luther King, President Lyndon Johnson pushed for the passage of the gun control act senator Thomas Todd played an instrumental role in creating specific clauses in the gun control act, which formed the background of the act. Todd noted that there were many guns in the hands of irresponsible elements within the country, which limited the safety of all American citizens. The gun control act sought to ban importing guns, imposed age restrictions for the purchase of handguns, prohibited felons and mentally ill from purchasing guns. The stricter licensing and regulation on the firearms industry sought to provide a firm basis where the safety of Americans would be guaranteed (Kopel, 2012).
Checks and balances
The assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King and President Kennedy provided a firm basis under which the gun control act of 1968 was based. The changes that have been implemented are based on the critical evaluation of essential concepts that define the different level of development where it was possible to increase public safety. Michaud (2012) provide a greater understanding based on the gun control act with a critical focus on the evaluation and assessment of essential approaches that sought to increase the ability to maintain high standards. Getting a gun in the United States is not a difficult undertaking especially due to the high increase in illegal dealing within the United States (Michaud, 2012).
 There are no background checks that are being conducted on the new gun acquisitions within a span of the last two years. The significant laxity on the part of security is making it harder to track the legal and illegal guns within the country which is a precarious endeavor when considering the current levels of gun violence and gun ownership where even minors own guns. These considerations are not attractive at all focusing on the existing developments and loopholes in security. Significant measures need to be put in place to ensure that there is controlled the level of gun ownership as one of the ways that can be used to curb the increasing levels of gun violence (Michaud, 2012).
According to Leider (2012), every individual’s rights are protected by the constitutional though everyone enjoys his or her rights within the stipulated threshold, which is essential in defining greater focus on crucial elements that define successful development. The author provides a significant focus on four different parts of individual human rights. The rights that citizens are accorded are aimed at improving their wellbeing within the society with a critical understanding of important processes that define a successful social engagement. The limits to individual rights are aimed at protecting the needs and interests of other individuals within the society (Leider, 2012).

People and the media
The media has a crucial role in influencing policy development as well as the integration of essential elements, which provide a strong basis under which it was considered necessary in defining positive concepts in social interaction. According to Newhard (2015), the enactment of the gun control act was vital in ensuring that the level of crime and violence is controlled. Taking such an approach to gun violence prevention provides a unique perspective, which aims to reduce gun violence through health and wellness. With inputs from different areas of healthcare, including, psychological and sociological aspects, this approach has the potential to yield a well-rounded solution gun violence prevention.
The continued focus on gun violence through the media helped in improving the understanding that gun violence was becoming a serious menace in the United States that could quickly spiral out of hand. The push for enactment of the gun control act was influenced by a series of publication, which highlighted the increasing atrocities within the country with a critical concern for an innocent citizen who does not own a firearm. Many firearms dealers and manufacturers rejected the proposals that were being made by the proposed gun control act because they knew that their businesses would be adversely affected although with a critical focus on the interests of the public (Newhard, 2012).
Hesitations, voting, and the elections
Hesitation by political party 
The significant issues that were raised regarding the development of the gun control revolved around the second amendment. The consideration of the gun control act as a substantial election discussion topic derail the critical focus on actual concepts, which provided a strong emphasis on essential processes that define positive change. The collective views provide a strong emphasis on important processes that determine a highly successful environment where it is possible to integrate critical outcomes. Kruschke (1995) provide a detailed understanding of the integration of gun control act and develop a greater emphasis on critical processes that define positive change. The Second Amendment protects individual rights rather than state rights. The hesitation of both political parties was aimed at creating a highly advanced focus on important elements that define a greater understanding of important changes within the system. Both parties can express this amendment in either fashion being for control of gun right because it was an amendment based on need at the time or the other hand not allow the second amendment to be touched as it still stands true today (Kruschke, 1995).
Voting and the elections 
Gun control has been a significant point of debate, especially during electioneering period mainly because it is a sensitive topic and likely to create divisions within the electorate. There are many illegal gun owners in the United States. This is primarily because there exist gaps within the country security system, which has made it very difficult to implement some of these legislations on gun control since there exist many guns among the citizens, which the authorities have no information. In the recent election, Gun control and ownership was a significant topic of debate between Trump and Hillary Clinton with both candidates holding different views regarding gun control and whether guns should be allowed in schools as a protective measure. Hillary Clinton maintained that she would enforce stricter gun control laws in protecting the interests of the public while Trump held that the second amendment would not be reviewed. He believed that having strict gun laws would not help in protecting the interests of the people.
El Paso is the safest cities in the United States, which is quite the opposite to Chicago despite being neighbors.  El Paso has one of the most sloppy gun control laws in place although there have been minimal gun violence cases reported. Chicago, on the other hand, has some of the strict gun control laws in place even though this has not been able to help reduce gun violence issues within the city, which is considered as one of the most dangerous in the United States. The gun-friendly laws in El Paso are regarded as being the reason behind the current sustained period of safety with no major incidence involving gun violence. El Paso City borders the Mexican city of Ciudad Juarez considered as one of the dangerous cities. The high gun violence rates in Chicago has been blamed on the surrounding cities who have weaker gun control laws which make it easier for Chicago citizens to acquire guns without any significant background checks (Gehrke, 2013).
Conclusion
The implementation of gun control act in 1968 was considered a very complicated move although based on the events at the time; the enactment of the law was a significant development, which created a strong emphasis on essential measures that promoted public interests. Gun control has remained a controversial topic, which is being used politically to gain political mileage among politicians considering that citizens have divided opinion regarding the best strategy to engage gun control with a critical focus on limits. Therefore, the enactment of the gun control act of 1968 signified a crucial point in solving the gun control crisis that has been a significant issue to public safety within the United States over the years.
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