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Gun Control Impacts on Second Amendment

	Over the last few years, gun policy has been in the spotlight by journalist, public attention an much debate throughout the country (Vizzard, 2015). According to Vizzard (2015) Gun control and many of its gun policies has always been a topic for discussion, as there have been many events that brings this issue to the spotlight in the United States periodically that keep making it relevant. After all more then 30,000 Americans die from firearms each year (Record & Gostin, 2014).	In recent years, there has been new and important research that has chipped away at many of the public’s opinion about gun policies and how they have been around since the birth of this country (Spitzer, 2017). The Second Amendment has always been looked at as an individual right, something our founding fathers fought long and hard to ensure the security of a free State (Persky, 2010). However, with a changing society and culture sense since the Second Amendment was placed, there has been many disagreements with courts standard of interpretation of the second amendment as well as what standards the courts should apply (Persky, 2010).   Many lawmakers are constantly in the spotlight by the public as there have been many press release issues that essentially sets the framework for many policies and with both sides having to deal with constant pressure whether or not new gun control laws should be in placed without infringing on the Second Amendment. The public’s opinion is always at the front as many Social Movement Organizations (SMOs) from both sides are constantly sending out messages to change or to persuade theirs agenda to the other side (Steidley, Colen, Persky, 2010, 2017). 
	    The Second Amendment states, “A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” According to Robert J. Spitzer (2017) the Second Amendment was never consider an individual right. In most debates it is argued weather the Second Amendment focuses on the right for individual to bear arms or the right for militia like the Army and National Guard where the Second Amendment can be used. Robert J. Spitzer (2017) also argues it wasn’t until the District of Columbia v. Heller in 2008 when the Supreme Court ruled the Second Amendment was a constitution right for any American to own a gun as they please. Mr. Heller a resident of Washington D.C. where some of the stickiest gun laws in the country were enforce by not allowing ownership of handguns, and requiring citizens of Washington DC to keep shotguns and ammunition locked up and dissemble. 
	Spitzer (2017) agues this was a huge landmark case because it protected the right of individuals to posses firearms as they pleases in their home. However, the court also made it clear that many restrictions would apply. Some of those restrictions would be felons, mentally ill, and possession firearms in forbidden places such as schools, banks, and government buildings. Spitzer also  (2017) states this was simply changing and adopting gun control on the possession of weapons but not the extent of an outright ban on ownership. The Supreme Court did not clearly defined the second amendment, leaving several US states to impose their own laws and regulation to see how much they are able to do impose on the public (Tran, 2019). The Columbia v. Heller case was a major set back for some gun control advocates, essentially hitting the reset bottom on the interpretation of the second amendment. The second amendment was enacted for the purpose of self-defense, but with so many firearms throughout the country, more and more issue are arising making it more difficult to interpret the second amendment with laws and regulations. Tran, (2019) argues it’s a challenge to fully interpret the second amendment but not so much of the understanding of gun control laws and if they are constitutional. Since the Columbia v. Heller case decision, there have been at least 260 challenges to State and Federal gun laws making the Columbia v. Heller case hitting the reset bottom on the second amendment interpretation.        
	Interpreting the Second Amendment can sometimes very depending on your view on the topic. The Second Amendment does cover Gun Neutral Laws to every citizen as well as the general applicability. However, Gun Control conventionally has direct regulations on the sale, manufacture and possession of firearms (Blocher & Miller, 2016). According to (Vizzard, 2015), in the past 20 years, gun control has really not changed. He argues that no gun control legislation has passed in both sides of congress since the ban of the assault weapon. Vizzard (2015) defines gun control and what gun control really is. First it is to reduce gun possession by high-risk individuals, reduce access to unauthorized personnel, and utilize firearms laws to incapacitate violent and career crimes. He also states in his conclusion, studies showed persons acquired guns illegally where from people they knew or from a secondary market. However, taking away any weapons or placing a ban can cause many problems as some may see this as small steps to infringing on the second amendment. For instance, the overwhelming gun population throughout the United States would make if very difficult for any type of gun control law to pass. (Vizzard, 2015)  states its almost to impossible to calculate how many gun owners are in the Untied States. 
	With so many gun owners throughout the country, how does one change their opinion on the gun control?   One of the ways according to Steidle and Colen, (2017) Social movement organizations (SMOs) plays a very significant role on framing the gun control debate that both side use to their advantage but even with the publics damned to reformed, federal leisltoers have been unable to enact laws that would help protect the publics gun rights (Record & Gostin, 2014). Steidley and Colen (2017) explain about one great example and how SMO message impacted the gun control debate. After the Sandy Hook school shooting, executive vice president from the National Rifle Association (NRA), Wayne LaPierre release the statement “The only thing that stops a bad guy with a gun is a good guy with a gun” (Steidley, Colen, 2017). His statement and that famous line captured many supporter attentions on both side of the debate, leaving the topic up for discussion more many months after the shooting. That was an example how the NRA benefited by sharing their view on gun violence with the entire nation; something the NRA could have been able to do without a SMO. The Brady Campaign who is more for Gun control also uses SMO. The Brady Campaign relies heavily on it due to fact its supporters don’t meet regularly, unlike those who meet regularly for gun shows, Hunting clubs and gun enthusiast from the opposing side. SMO’s are important, as any event can be the next vocal point of framing of the next debate on gun control, which can ultimately impact the public outlook on gun control (Steidley, Colen, 2017).  
	In conclusion, the second amendment was placed for the public to defend themselves, however, the second can be hard to interpreted as we have seen there are many issues between Supreme Court and state District Courts. The second amendment and gun control will always be a topic of discussion because of so many gray lines between the two.  With a never ending changing society, the right to bear arms is uncertain, as any gun related event can be a national crises. Changing many American opinions instantly. Gun control will always be tested but it is up to the Supreme Court to make those decisions to identity the intent of the law and regulations imposed by sates. Public opinion will always be a factor but it will not and cannot be the determining factor. 
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