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in District of Columbia v. Heller (2008;
https://bit.ly/3sqCnnP) and in McDonald
v. City of Chicago (2010, https://bit.ly/
3Fcajfv). The culmination of these decisions demonstrates the steady chipping away at federal gun regulations in
the name of upholding the Second
Amendment, but, in reality, to sustain
the corporate and ﬁnancial interests of
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the gun industry in the United States.
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The Supreme Court ruling in the
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spending bill expanded its ban on federally funded gun control research to
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GROWING THE GUN
CONTROL EVIDENCE BASE

In the wake of the NYSPRA ruling,
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state gun legislation compared with

carrying doubled during this period.
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Caught between our national struggle
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In this issue of AJPH, Post and Mason
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which opens the door to loosening
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