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Puerto Rico v. Sanchez Valle, 579 U.S. ___ (June 9, 2016).

Facts of the case
The facts as per the Supreme Court judgment are, “Respondents Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez each sold a gun to an undercover police officer. Puerto Rican prosecutors indict​ed them for illegally selling firearms in violation of the Puerto Rico Arms Act of 2000. While those charges were pending, federal grand juries also indicted them, based on the same transactions, for viola​tions of analogous U. S. gun trafficking statutes. Both defendants pleaded guilty to the federal charges and moved to dismiss the pend​ing Commonwealth charges on double jeopardy grounds. The trial court in each case dismissed the charges, rejecting prosecutors’ ar​guments that Puerto Rico and the United States are separate sover​eigns for double jeopardy purposes and so could bring successive prosecutions against each defendant. The Puerto Rico Court of Ap​peals consolidated the cases and reversed. The Supreme Court of Puerto Rico granted review and held, in line with the trial court, that Puerto Rico’s gun sale prosecutions violated the Double Jeopardy .Clause. Held: The Double Jeopardy Clause bars Puerto Rico and the United States from successively prosecuting a single person for the same conduct under equivalent criminal laws. Pp. 5–18.”
What interested you about this case?
Double jeopardy issue
Double jeopardy is where a person (accuse) is subjected to the same offense twice and this usually leads to double punishment and the constitution prohibits this. The Fifth Amendment of United States provides, "No person shall … be subject for the same offence [sic] to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb." This provides a clause which prohibits state as well as federal governments prosecuting people for the same crime. The double jeopardy clause actually bars both Puerto Rico and United States from prosecuting a single person for the same conduct under equivalent criminal laws, Rudstein, D. S. (2004).
While Puerto Rican prosecutors’ indicted respondents for illegally selling firearms in violation of the Puerto Rico Arms Act of 2000, federal grand juries also indicted them, based on the same transactions, for viola​tions of analogous U. S. gun trafficking statutes.
Both defendants pleaded guilty to the federal charges and moved to dismiss the pend​ing Commonwealth charges on double jeopardy grounds. The Supreme Court of Puerto Rico granted review and held, in line with the trial court, that Puerto Rico’s gun sale prosecutions violated the Double Jeopardy. The respondents finally got justice as actually required. 
What are the sources, purposes, and jurisdictions of the criminal law related to this case?

Sources of criminal law
· Constitution - The Fifth Amendment of United States provides, "No person shall … be subject for the same offence [sic] to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb."
· Common law (Appellate court decision) - The Puerto Rico Court of Ap​peals consolidated the cases and reversed
· Statutes and ordinance – Every state legislature usually passes some statutes to support and supplement criminal law. 
Purpose of criminal law

· Deterrence – To punish offenders so that they don’t repeat the illegal acts of gun trafficking and even punish harshly so that would be offenders can’t commit the same offense again. 
· Retribution – This is aimed at inflicting some pain to the offenders so that they can’t desist from gun trafficking crimes.
· Incapacitation – This is to actually lock up both offenders so that they cannot continue committing the criminal offense of gun trafficking. 
· Rehabilitation – This aimed sentencing offenders to prison where they are rehabilitated with the aim of changing their antisocial behavior of gun trafficking. 

Jurisdiction of criminal law 
United States had power to define enact criminal laws but did not have power to subject respondents in this case to double jeopardy as that is violating individuals rights enshrined in the constitution. 
The procedure was not well followed as two charges of the same offense could have not emanated. This is a clear indication that the procedure was not well followed. 
What is accomplice liability and criminal liability? How does it relate to the case?
Accomplice liability means that, an accomplice faces the same degree of guilt as well as punishment as the individual who committed the crime even including prison period. The key determining factor which is looked or examined at is whether the individual intentionally and voluntary encouraged or assisted in the commission of crime or otherwise failed to prevent it, Heyman, M. (2015).
How does it relate to the case? - Accomplice liability
Respondents Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez each sold a gun to an undercover police officer. So the crime committed by the undercover  police officer using the gun, both Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez will be punished equally with the undercover police. They will all receive the same punishment. 
What is criminal liability?

This is a liability that arises out of breaking a law or committing a criminal act. Under criminal liability, a person is liable, or responsible, for a crime when he/she has acted with criminal intent as opposed to acting accidentally or lacking the ability to act deliberately, Uhlmann, D. M. (2013).
How does it relate to the case? - Criminal liability
Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez pleaded guilty for viola​tions of analogous U. S. gun trafficking statutes.  This therefore means they are liable for this offense which they committed as it was not accidental as there is the presence of criminal intent. 
What is the difference between the various elements of crime, including actus reus, mens rea, and concurrence? 
· Actus reus (Criminal act) - This is actually unlawful omission of an act which is suppose to occur. This is the physical act of committing a crime. The omission for an act might also contribute to a basis for criminal liability.

· Mens rea (Criminal intent) – This is the mental intention. It is the mental state of defendants during the time at which he/she committed an offense. It is the guilty mind. It actually varies depending on the nature of a given offense.  They must proof in court of law that the murder for example or any criminal act, someone committed knowingly, or willingly, or recklessly, there must be an aspect of motive also.

· Concurrence (both criminal act and criminal intent) - In general, the both acts must always coexist but the criminal intent must precede the criminal act or rather makes or cause the act to happen. Men rea may be very had to determine unless after an act has occurred.

How do they relate to the case?

· Actus reus relate to this case because Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez pleaded guilty for viola​tions of analogous U. S. gun trafficking statutes since they were involved in gun trafficking which is an illegal act as well as a crime act. 
· Mens rea in this case was presence in Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez were aware that the activity they were undertaking was illegal and that those guns they illegal being sold would obviously be used for criminal purposes.
· Concurrence was present in the case as Luis Sánchez Valle and Jaime Gómez Vázquez committed an illegal act of gun trafficking. They had a bad intent for actually involving themselves in illegal acts as they were aware and that is why they were doing it illegal as it the laws prohibited such acts. 
Conclusion

Double jeopardy is prohibited in the constitution. Sources of criminal law include constitution, common law, statutes and ordinances. The main purpose of criminal law is deterrence, retribution, incapacitation and rehabilitation. There are jurisdiction of criminal law, and criminal liability and accomplish liability together with all elements of crime must be determine in a criminal case before sentencing or acquittal.
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