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Aggravating and mitigating factors
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-nation/wp/2015/05/15/how-a-jury-decided-to-sentence-the-boston-marathon-bomber-to-death/.
Aggravating circumstances are factors that can increase the severity or culpability of a criminal act while a mitigating factor is the one that lessen the severity of a criminal act. In other words, aggravating factors make a felony more severe or worse while mitigating circumstances lessen the seriousness or penalty of a criminal offense Chakrabarti et al., 2020). Mitigating factors make felonies appear more reasonable and less guilty. Aggravating factors include recidivism, committing crime in front of a child or lack of remorse while mitigating factors may include lack of prior criminal record, culpability of the victim or minor role in the offense (Amirault & Beauregard, 2014).
The article chosen is about Boston Marathon bombing. It is a March 2015 article by Mark Berman. Dzhokhar Tsarnaev was a bomber of the Boston marathon. The bombing caused death and destruction on Boylston Street and beyond. The jury found Dzhokhar Tsarnaev guilty on 30 counts. 17 counts wanted him to receive the death penalty. The jurors were to decide between the death penalty and life imprisonment by considering the aggravating and mitigating factors. In the bombing scene, there is an eight-year-old victim by the name of Martin Richard (Berman, 2015). The death of Richard, among other victims, motivates the jurors to decide on the death penalty even though Richard’s parents decided that the Federal government shouldn't consider the death penalty. Their arguments were to avoid a stream of appeals, but it's like the jurors never learned there was such a letter. On the other hand, Dzhokhar Tsarnaev was 18 when the bombing took place, which is believed that his actions were under the influence of his older brother Tamerlan (Berman, 2015). However, the jurors believe that his actions earned him a death sentence. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]As the jurors were trying to look for a sentence option for Dzhokhar Tsarnaev, they were required to consider the aggravating and mitigating factors. Steven D. Mellin, a United States attorney, explains that the bomber killed indiscriminately, focusing on political attention without caring for the lives and impacts of his actions. In the bombing zone, there was an 8-year-old boy, Richard. According to the federal death penalty statute note, any victim very young or old is falls in the category of vulnerable victims. Such offenses make the Dzhokhar Tsarnaev jury ruling to be harsher due to the presence of the discussed aggravating factors.  Moreover, there was the presence of mitigating factors that were to allow the jurors to decide on life imprisonment. Dzhokhar Tsarnaev was 18 at the time of the bombing, which implies that he was underage and under the care of his elder brother Tamerlan. No records of such offenses, Judy Clarke, a defense attorney, argues that he might have been influenced by his elder brother and the letter written by Richards parents requesting the federal government not to decide the death penalty Dzhokhar Tsarnaev. 
The jurors agreed on the death sentence for the bomber, taking into consideration the death of Martin Richard, an 8-year-old boy who was present in the bombing area. In this jurisdiction, the jury imposed a death sentence since Richard was found to be vulnerable. Vulnerability is based on the victim’s age. Many other victims died in the bombing, and the bombing intended to get political attention which is considered an attempt to impede the government. Moreover, using the bomb as a deadly weapon was to kill and injure people showing that Dzhokhar Tsarnaev intended to cause severe damage. 
It is crucial to consider aggravating and mitigating factors during sentencing because the jurors examine the nature, seriousness, and circumstances of a case. There is the evaluation of the defendant’s character, history, and general background (Legal Service Commission,2020). The jurors can look into the vulnerability of victims present or involved in an offense scene by confirming the victim’s age, disability, occupation, and the relationship between the defendant with the victim. The jurors can determine how much the defendant regrets after the offense by acknowledging the damages caused by his or her actions or by providing evidence showing that he or she has accepted responsibility for the act (Legal Service Commission,2020). Moreover, the jurors confirm the extent of emotional harm, injuries, damages, and loss caused by an offense or any form of danger created to threaten national security.  
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