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Carry Concealed Permits
Name
Institution
Carrying Concealed Weapons (CCW) Permits
With the heightened number of mass shootings in the United States, the state and federal legislatures (Congress) have been in contention with various lobby groups regarding gun control measures, especially carrying concealed weapons (CCW) policies. The Constitution’s Second Amendment, “Right to bear Arms,” has been the fundamental basis that both parties have used to raise their views.  The Second Amendment holds that "A well-regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed,” (Lund & Winkler, 2015). Despite the common rational reasoning that it is necessary to ban concealed carry permits from entering certain establishments, such as schools, restaurants, churches, there is need to establish if there are  constitutional limitations to the state or federal legislatures (Congress) vote to ban citizens who have concealed carry permits, in reference to the Second Amendment.
State or federal legislatures can vote a ban on concealed gun permits
Based on the text of the 2nd amendment, “well regulated Militia,”  it is evident that any gun control measures including banning Carrying Concealed weapon policies are as much part of the second amendment; as to the right to keep and bear arms. This perspective borrows justification from the Supreme Court in the case of District of Columbia v. Heller (2008)  (Cornell, 2008). Under this case, it was drawn that the militia referred to the ordinary residents that were capable of taking up arms to defend the nation during the founding era.  However, despite the Founders drafting the Second Amendment with the aim of protecting the citizenry from being entirely disarmed, they never prevented the federal state from implementing rational principles of gun control. Based on this loophole in the 2nd Amendment, it can be asserted that the state or federal legislatures can vote to ban citizens who have concealed carry permits from entering certain establishments, such as schools, restaurants, churches, among others (Weingarten, 2018). 
Constitutional Limitations on CCW
It is certain that some states have already banned citizens who have concealed carry permits from entering certain establishments, such as a move sparks oppositions from various lobby groups; this begs the question whether there are constitutional limitations on CCW regulations.  There are no constitutional limitations on Carrying Concealed Weapons and hence, it is the mandate of individual states to either prohibit or severely limited concealed carry weapons (Denniston, 2014). However, the lack of constitutional on CCW has led to many states having extremely sloppy authorizing laws; some states do not even necessitate a authorization to carry concealed, while others have advocated strong permitting laws. Even with the states that have permitted to carry concealed weapons, they have either used “shall” or “may” clauses in order to limit the misuse of the 2nd Amendment. With “May issue” laws the issuing official can grant or deny the permit, based on the guidance of various statutory factors even when the general requirements are met. In “shall issue” states, are generally required to grant a permit to anyone who meets certain minimal statutory requirements (Giffords, 2018).
Accordingly, it can be noted that both the federal legislatures and the states have been able to pass laws that place limitations on the constitutional right; the 2nd Amendment by applying the reasonable right to bear arms and by use of May and Shall clauses in their statutory requirements respectively. In either case, carrying concealed weapons policies are part of gun control laws that are enacted as efforts to protect lives and avert crime, thereby a significant reason to justify violations on individual freedom. 
Supreme Court can strike down appointments made by the president
First, of all, it should be noted that the equality, freedom, and justice are best achieved by a balance between the three branches provided in the Constitution; the legislature, the Executive and the judiciary. In these three branches, the Congress and the president have some control of the judiciary especially their power to appoint and confirm appointments of judges and justices. Moreover, the Congress exercises more control over the judiciary given that they can impeach judges, change the organization of the federal court system, as well as amend the Constitution. On the other hand, the judiciary; the Supreme Court’s most important power is that of judicial review; the authority to interpret the Constitution (ushistory.org, 2019).  To a wider perspective, the federal judges’ main duty is to keep check of the laws and government actions that infringe the spirit of the Constitution, and rule against them, hence profoundly shaping public policy. 
The Supreme Court has limited power to implement the decisions that they make particularly when playing the role as a check on executive (President) abuses.  Typically, even if the Supreme Court rules against a president’s action, there is very little that the courts can do about if the executive branch chooses to ignore a ruling. For instance, in June 2014, the Supreme Court struck down three of President Obama’s recess appointments to the National Labor Relations Board as unconstitutional. The Supreme Court ruled 9-0 that Obama’s appointments were unconstitutional on the basis that the Senate was not actually in recess when he made the appointments. (Gerstein, 2014). However, despite the court striking down the appointments, President Obama disagreed and ensued with the appointments and the Supreme Court had no power to impose its ruling.
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