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Abstract
The 21st-century criminal justice has significantly emphasized on the need to focus on two critical functionalities of the correctional system which include punitive and rehabilitation. The adoption of punitive measures within the criminal justices is mainly aimed to deter crime and transform individual behavior based on the programs and interventions that are put in place. Thus different offenders are engaged differently depending on the underlying crime they committed.  However, the integration of capital punishment as a punitive measure in the 21st century has become complex especially considering the process undertaken to achieve a more significant level of development. The implementation of capital punishment was marred with challenges especially in the late 1990s when there was crucial understanding that a substantial number of individuals on death row were innocent. Thus the lack of trust in the trial process due to fairness and just concerns led to massive campaigns across different states to repeal the capital punishment offense. Majority of states have adopted life imprisonment without parole with a critical emphasis on the need to preserve life and lack of effectiveness in understanding whether the convicted individual indeed committed the crime to warrant capital punishment. The federal constitution still has capital punishment as a punitive measure although the basis under which an individual can be convicted and given death penalty has reduced significantly mainly intending to preserve life and encourage offenders to transform their behavior and denounce their criminal tendencies even when sentenced for life without parole. The 21st century has shifted the engagement within the criminal justice system with significant efforts being made to limit capital punishment. 
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Capital punishment in the 21st century
The criminal justice system in the 21st century has been significantly influenced by significant policies and regulations which provide a unique emphasis on essential elements which have focused on creating better law enforcement and delivery of fair and just punitive measures to criminals. The 20th century, capital punishment was significantly applied based on the strict criminal laws that were put in place with less consideration of the influence these decisions have on an individual human right as well as ethical consideration which provide a strong basis where the integration of better factors has been significantly engaged (Manski & Pepper, 2013). 
The application of capital punishment in the 21st century has been extensively argued regarding the need to provide better measures which play an integral role in influencing individual development. Capital punishment has been significantly rejected considering that many states have enacted laws regarding capital punishment a violation of individual rights regardless of their crimes and embraced life sentences.
Background
The implementation of capital punishment was mainly based on revenge on where the highest punishment for felony offenders was death. The integration of this punishment was also aimed at reducing the level of engagement under which it is possible to understand essential aspects which help maintain an improved emphasis on crucial elements which help define key policies that improve the level of engagement within the criminal justice system. However capital punishment was unable to attain the intended targets with reports showing an increased number of offenders facing capital punishment during the late 20th century. Therefore there was a need to focus on change in a tactic to provide a strong emphasis on better punitive measures that can ensure that there is a transformation in individual behavior which is more effective than capital punishment (Dieter, 2011).
Capital punishment has been a significant issue in the current society especially considering the efforts that have been put in place which focus on ensuring that the criminal justice policies focus on creating a different focus on improved engagement especially considering individual rights within the criminal justice system. Capital punishment in itself is a problem within the criminal justice system especially considering lack of a reliable basis where it would be quickly evaluated and provide a unique integration on essential aspects which can help define a highly successful environment (Grusky & Piketty, 2018). 
The legal basis when a jury can convict an offender and sentenced to death is not clearly defined which has seen many innocent individuals executed for a crime they did not commit. Therefore the approaches that have been evaluated in this case have created a unique emphasis on significant changes which help maintain a highly successful evaluation on substantial changes which define improved outcomes (Eichengreen & Rose, 2014).
Capital punishment in the United States is still allowed although the number of individuals who are being convicted for the death penalty has declined significantly. Maintaining a strong emphasis on underlying changes within the social context provide a critical evaluation of important changes which define improved outcomes. Criminal justice should implement policies that ensure there is a higher priority in transforming offender behavior through the adoption of different strategies regardless of the crime committed by an individual. Executing an individual does not help the family of the victim to recover since it does not give an individual a chance to face his or her actions and make a decision on whether there is need to transform their wellbeing (Thomas Piketty, 2014).
Capital punishment in the 21st century is considered as being more retrogressive and barbarian based on how it is implemented. The policies that are being implemented across different systems provide a unique emphasis under which it would be possible to attain an improved level of organizational engagement. The criminal justice system is expected to focus on the efficiency of the policies implemented and control the rate of new offenders within the society with an essential purpose of creating a profoundly transformed environment. Progressive policies are crucial considering that they focus on creating an improved understanding of the existing challenges within the criminal justice system.
Policy and legislation within the 21st century have focused on different factors rather than focusing on criminal punishments to deter crime. The integration of programs and treatment approaches within the criminal justice system have been significantly considered with a crucial understanding of important changes which help define improved outcomes. Policy development within the criminal justice system provides a unique evaluation of necessary measures which can help maintain a certain level of development. 
In the mid-1990s there was a shift in support for capital punishment within the united states considering the significant issues such as wrongful execution and racial prejudice issues relating to capital punishment. According to Carmical (2011), there was a substantial shift by 15%  in preference of capital punishment as a punitive measure within the criminal justice system from 1994 to 2000. The discovery of innocent individuals on death row was a vital issue especially considering how these cases were determined.  There are significant events which provided a strong understanding of the waning support for capital punishment within the 21st century. 
In 1997, the American Bar Association incorporated a resolution which required that upon each capital punishment ruling, there should be a moratorium on executions until the jurisdictions could substantially prove that the cases were administered in a fair and impartial manner in accordance to the due process. This move was made in the wake of many innocent individuals on death row which highlighted how the whole process was being wrongly undertaken and punishing many innocent citizens. The fact that the jury ruling on capital punishment could not be substantially identified as based on facts of the cases showed that there were many loopholes in the system which were capitalized by individuals with wrong motives other than the successful, fair and equal determination of facts (Siegel, 2017).
Another significant change regarding capital punishment was in January 2000 when Illinois Governor George Ryan was concerned with the implementation of the death penalty. Thus ordered a moratorium on executions within his state which set the precedence of other states which sought to ensure a higher level of transparency in executions conducted while ensuring that there was a limited number of inmates who were executive based on a court ruling. Thus a greater emphasis on the approach to execute made it difficult to define a better strategy which would have been adequately considered in improving the level of engagement under which there would be free, fair and just process based on the due process (Carmical, 2011).









Justification of the study
The criminal justice system provides a more excellent evaluation of essential factors which help in creating a unique emphasis on the policies and guidelines that are put in place aiming to create a better and well-engaged environment. The implementation of capital punishment within the criminal justice system was mainly as a deterrence to felony crimes which had become increasingly high in the 20th century. During this time, there was the implementation of strict laws and regulations which provided a unique emphasis on essential concepts which help attain a higher level of development. Therefore this study provides a greater understanding of the changes that have taken place in the 21st century and its influence on capital punishment and its implementation. Maintaining stronger evaluation on better concepts which the system help ensure there is a better platform which can be used to achieve a more significant level of development (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). 
Despite the significant implementation of capital punishment across all states within the united states, the rate of felony crimes in the country has remained high which highlights the fact that the objective of implementation of capital punishment was not achieved. Besides, it has been highly determined that capital punishment implementation has been biased and did not follow the due process resulting in a high number of innocent individuals executed. The shortcoming of the death penalty outweighs the success of this punitive measure which provides a strong basis where it should not be implemented in the 21st century but focuses on alternatives which help maintain a highly organized criminal justice system which focuses on the needs of all individuals within the society.  
There are hundreds of people death row who have been convicted of a capital offense. This research thus provides a strong emphasis on essential elements which focus on creating a profoundly transformed emphasis on fundamental concepts which help define the improved understanding of important factors which determine a decisive engagement. Therefore the research will focus on creating a thoroughly modified emphasis on necessary changes which can help provide a unique understanding of key concepts which help attain a higher level of development. There is need to understand on the impact of capital punishment on families of the victim and offender, the society as well as influence on the government considering the implementation of important factors which play an integral role in defining improved outcomes (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). 
There is a need for both federal and state government to understand the need to control the implementation of capital punishment. The underlying challenges are difficult to comprehend considering the need to understand critical changes which help define essential elements which provide a strong understanding of positive changes within the society. It is impossible to undo a death penalty once an individual has been executed even when it is determined later on that they were executed while being innocent. This research thus provides a unique understanding on the need to ensure that the criminal justice system focuses on alternative punitive measures such as life without parole which can be countered when an individual is found to have been convicted illegally (Dieter, 2011).







Literature review
Capital punishment has been significantly associated with racial discrimination regarding how capital punishment decisions were being made. Racial profiling within the criminal justice system has been a significant issue over the years and continues to create substantial tension within the criminal justice system. The need to provide a unique understanding on how certain offenses are determined within the criminal justice makes it difficult to evaluate the effectiveness of the criminal justice system rather than the ideological decisions by judges in determining whether an individual is guilty.
According to Hall (2014), the majority of judges and juries in the united states are influenced by ideologies in making their decisions. The doctrines involve their firm conviction regarding the American of black descent who are considered guilty even before they are given a listening chance within the criminal justice system. Thus it is clear that the constitution and evaluation of the evidence presented do not always play a key role in case of determination especially in situations where judges have pre-determined sentences based on what they think is right. Majority of the juries still hold a negative stereotype regarding blacks which inform their decision to convict black offenders to more severe punishment compared to their white counterparts despite committing the same crime ( Hall, 2014). 
The death penalty is a cruel and unusual punishment which is limited especially considering a critical focus on the circumstances as well as the information which was integrated into the trial. The disparities between blacks and white in the application of la is very and help define critical elements which are essential in determining a greater emphasis on positive engagement. Gibson and Nelson (2015) highlight that there is a high probability of finding a black incarcerated while white set free on a similar offense. The lifetime likelihood of imprisonment for males born in 2001 is approximately 32% and 6% for whites. This information is obtained from the available information which provides a unique understanding of critical concepts which help define essential elements which define the criminal justice and unjust application of the law (Gibson & Nelson, 2015).
The existing stereotypes provide a critical influence on the attitude of officers and the entire criminal justice system considering that blacks are associated with violent behavior and are more likely to become suspects in murder case or robbery. The approach to law has changed, but the law is still limited especially taking into consideration key concepts which define a greater understanding of the application of the law. The decision by the Supreme thus limits the focus on the use of the law in racial profiling cases (Kahan et al., 2015).
However, a possible objection to this stance might be influenced by the underlying criminal justice guidelines which assert that the trial process is independent and cases are determined based on their merits and demerits. These are essential and form the basis of these decisions nevertheless it is difficult to understand the skewness of the trial process when the number  of whites who are given death penalty does not  compare with the rate of blacks given death penalties despite many court proceedings involving  whites who are accused of  committing serious felony crimes where there exist a likelihood of death penalty sentence (Siegel, 2017).
Improving societal engagement provide a strong integration on significant changes which help in transforming the underlying negativity perceived within the criminal justice system. The society is defined based on a critical focus on the underlying values which play a crucial role in ensuring that there is a vital assessment of essential values and principles that are defined within the system. Therefore, there is a need to integrate crucial aspects which provide a greater emphasis on positive values. There is a need to ensure that there is an integration of better measures within society. Society is based on improving personal interaction by promoting positive virtues such as forgiveness and implementing a critical emphasis on crucial steps which are essential in personal development. The practice of the death penalty violates the vital aspects which determine a strong foundation for social development.
According to Steiker and Steiker (2016), the death penalty is morally unacceptable and thus should not be entertained at all costs. The idea of putting another individual to death is difficult to comprehend for any individual regardless of the atrocities caused. The physical mechanisms that are put in place are aimed at reducing the overall impact of the whole process, but the psychological and emotional aspect associated with the entire process is difficult to overcome. Human life is essential, and thus it is morally wrong to take someone's life under any given circumstances while purporting to follow the rule of law, which is biased in protecting its citizens from inhumane acts such as capital punishments. An eye for an eye approach should not be applicable where human life is involved since its values are extreme and unwarranted.  The society is based on positive morals which help empower individuals to think correctly and understand the difference between good and bad.
Hood and Hoyle (2015) assert that executing a death row convict does not only involve the convict only but many individuals. These include family, relatives, and the individual who is charged with the duty of carrying out the execution. Families of the executed individuals are left traumatized because of the inhuman act was done on an individual. However, the considerable burden lies with the officer charged with the execution. Despite having no affiliation to the case, they are tasked by law to carry all the emotional and psychological burden of seeing people die as a result of very oppressive punitive measures that are in place in different states across the united states.
Gross et al. (2014) highlight that capital punishment is practiced discriminatively among different social classes. In most cases, the low-income earners are the ones who are subjected capital punishments while their rich counterparts are accorded lesser charges mainly because they have significant influence. The social discrimination regarding capital punishment in itself is an ethical consideration since if there is an application of justice, it is supposed to be considered without focusing on other factors, which influence the overall charge such as social status, race and financial position of an individual. The chances of receiving capital punishment for someone who cannot afford good lawyers is very high since they will be unable to impose themselves on the case due to poor pay.
The legal proof for a burden of proof is different from the social perspective under which it is easier to integrate better measures which help outline essential processes that define positive social change. The society provides a critical evaluation of primary methods which identify necessary elements within the community. The criminal justice system is evaluated based on individual ability to decide and defend a point.  The criminal justice ruling does not necessarily emphasize the truth but the ability of an attorney to articulate a given case effectively (Alvarez & Miller, 2017). The integration of essential elements within the social context help identifies better changes within the society which are detrimental to social development. Thus, in this case, strengthening the underlying social aspects in evaluating these cases provide a strategic understanding on critical changes which are essential and provide a stronger evaluation on crucial processes which help achieve a higher level of social outcomes.




Discussion
The death penalty is morally offensive and thus should not be entertained at all costs. The physical mechanisms that are put in place are aimed at reducing the overall impact of the whole process, but the psychological and emotional aspect associated with the entire process is difficult to overcome. Human life is significant, and thus it is morally wrong to take someone's life under any given circumstances while purporting to follow the rule of law, which is biased in protecting its citizens from inhumane acts. An eye for an eye approach should not be applicable where human life is involved since its values are extreme and unwarranted.
 The basis under which capital punishment is allowed to provide a unique emphasis on essential concepts which provide a critical focus on societal development. The approach to capital punishment based on the current systems is wrong and thus should not be engaged and outline significant changes which help in attaining a highly strong understanding on critical issues that are evaluated in this case. The outcome of an ethical process is expected to create an overall better understanding of different situations within the society but it is significantly understood that death penalty dehumanizes the society and advance negative human behavior where individuals grow up knowing the authorities can actually kill them since life is not sacred anymore (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). 
However, the opinion regarding capital punishment in the 21st century has created a different level of emphasis on fundamental concepts which help identify essential factors which contribute attain improved outcomes. Despite the significant efforts advocating for overhaul of the capital punishment, there is a group which highlights that there is need to provide a higher assessment on crucial factors which play an integral role in determining essential measures which help implement fundamental aspects which define a highly successful  understanding on these issues (Kahan et al., 2015).
The efforts that have been put in place across different settings have provided a reliable assessment on necessary changes which are required for defining positive outcomes based on underlying changes which help in attaining a higher level of engagement. Previously there were no significant debates which focused on assessing the validity of policies and decision making within the criminal justice system. The substantial changes within the 21st century have  provided a strong emphasis on essential aspects which are critical to providing a strong basis where public discussions could be easily implemented to help understand the opinion and perspective of  different individuals regarding the approach within the criminal justice system as well as the influence within the society (Herron, 2004). 
Thus the concerns within the society regarding the vulnerability of the criminal justice created a significant turning point in the overall application of the death penalty. In 2000 alone, six states had abolished capital punishment from their punitive measures in criminal justice. The supreme court, however, remained committed to constitutionality which had capital punishment as a legal determination in the court process. However, the basis for the death penalty has significantly been primarily made complex based on the provisions that are put in place which are essential in defining a strong level of integration. A series of supreme court decisions that have been made in recent past involving capital punishment have narrowed the range of suspected offenders who could be executed (Zivot, 2012).
The emergence of DNA testing as a legal threshold to determine offenders has been crucial in the revolutionary within the criminal justice system uniquely after it was determined that individuals on death row were, in fact, innocent as a result of DNA testing. The integration of new technology in the criminal justice system has focused on implementing key measures which are essential in defining substantial changes which provided an active engagement. This would be crucial to attaining a higher level of development the integration of better standards within the current criminal justice environment has provided a significant emphasis on necessary measures which help outline the basis under which critical decisions can be made to attain improved outcomes (Hood & Hoyle, 2012).
The 21st-century environment has focused on creating a strong focus on better decision making and improving the chances of making better and improved decisions. The ability to make a good decision is based on the ability to understand essential concepts which help identify crucial factors which can help in creating a highly diversified environment. Different ethical theories can be explained to provide an understanding of the current issues regarding capital punishment. Utilitarianism focuses on the idea that an ethically good aspect is something that is supposed to interest a large population. Therefore when carrying out the death penalty, it is a clear understanding that it significantly influences the overall wellbeing of the society since it makes the majority happy about a given decision that has made regarding  a suspect who it has been proven through the due process as having killed another individual (Braswell et al., 2017). 
Ethics entails what is morally right and just. Therefore, there is a significant need to ensure that any decision that is made is just and morally right. Death penalty stands out expressively as the best punitive measure to murder. No better remedy to someone who is so inhuman and shows his or her true character by killing another individual.  Every criminal activity attracts a certain punitive measure, which is seen as being fair, just and being equal to the offense committed. This means that murder can only be engaged considering only one measure that is equivalent to the offense committed and thus in this case the death penalty is a just punitive measure for murder or homicide.  Thus, the consideration of the death penalty creates a very significantly engaged society, which is based on the law (Pollock, 2014).
The innocence project in the 21st century utilizing technology to crack severe cases especially those involving death penalties has clearly shown that there is need to adopt a more conservative approach within the criminal justice in dealing with these capital offenses. Errors in judgment have been significant where juries did not have sufficient evidence to convict while they went ahead and put a suspect on death row. Decision making among judges especially those handling felony cases has been difficult to understand especially when evaluating the underlying factors which are crucial in implementing more significant outcomes. When assessing the evidence and arguments in court, there have been fewer cases when judges were not sure of whether the suspect was capable of the criminal considered but still went ahead to give a guilty verdict and a death penalty ruling. There is no specific understanding of the influence such judgments have on the family, relatives as well as the defendant (Fleury-Steiner & Kleinstuber, 2015).
The expansion of life sentence without parole has been a significant factor and alternative to the increasing cases of capital punishment. The integration of life without parole has focused on providing a unique emphasis on essential concepts which highlighted a strong focus on crucial changes which help achieve improved outcomes. The long term changes to the judicial and penal administration of death have continued to make a significant influence within criminal justice. The implementation of capital punishment played an integral role in evaluation regarding the ability to integrate necessary measures which helped in the integration of crucial concepts which help attain improved outcomes (Detmer, 2012).





Conclusion
The death penalty has been significantly identified as a punitive measure, which is aimed at discouraging crime. It is evident that capital punishment has not deterred crime which provides a strong basis where there is need to understand critical factors which help define a highly productive environment under which better decisions can be made to improve the community. The value of human life is vital as evaluated from a legal and religious context. The integration of positive measures helps outline critical processes which help attain more significant outcomes. Therefore the 21s century requires more engaging policies and measures in the criminal justice system which can help improve the lives of individuals rather than opting to execute individuals as a punitive measure.
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