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Last year, “The Guardian” published an article on death penalty by highlighting the story of Asia Bibi, a Roman Catholic lady from Pakistan who had been charged and convicted for alleged blasphemy. The incident happened eight years ago in Ittanwala Village near Lahore, whereby her Muslim villagers accused Bibi of insulting the prophet in a row over a cup of water.  Bibi was apprehended based on these accusations, but the Supreme Court dismissed these allegations saying that there was no evidence to support the charge, and thus, she was released (Safi and Baloch). Bibi was again taken into custody five days later, following a local mosque broadcast that insisted on the allegation of blasphemy. The broadcast made Bibi to be dragged from her home by a mob and beaten severely in the eyes of the police who later took her into custody. Bibi was later sentenced to death in 2010 in as much as she maintained her innocence. Her sentencing triggered a call for the reform on the blasphemy laws, but it was never initiated after its initiator was killed (Safi and Baloch np). Bibi was released eight years after appealing, and she flew to Canada for her safety and that of her family.
Human rights has no geographical boundaries; how a state upholds human rights issues shouldn’t be different from how another nation upholds hers. Each country has constitutional law on human rights that are very similar to each other, and thus why when a country violates peoples’ human rights, the international community usually reacts. Constitution laws have always been drafted well to protect against the infringement on human rights. But in as much as that is the case, these same laws have never barred the application of capital punishment such as death penalty. In today’s modern and civilized world, many have continued to trust in the effectiveness of the death penalty, yet they fail to observe the retribution and deterrence (Safi and Baloch n.p). Time after time, death penalty has always turned out to be a way by which the majority and the mighty in the society target the minority that results in the conviction of innocent persons with an irrevocable punishment such as death.
 In any country, the constitutional law is fundamental based on the fact that it defines the power, the functions and structure of various entities that form the state. It prevents the three arms of government from interfering with one another’s functions. It is the law that safeguards the rights of the people against being infringed by authority (Safi and Baloch n.p). For instance, if a police officer breaks down one's door and searches it, and after that makes an arrest for finding a contraband item that, in turn, leads to one being indicted criminally, the constitution law dictates that one should question the legality of the acts. Death penalty infringes on an individual’s right to life, which is well captured in the constitution law and, as such, that makes it a human right violation.
The decision made in the news item was not decided correctly, at least up to the part where Bibi was sentenced to death. As indicated, Bibi was first arraigned in the court before a judge who, after hearing the case based on the evidence presented, decided to set free Bibi who was alleged to have committed blasphemy. In her second arraignment, it became evident that it was in the best interest of the judge to make sure that Bibi gets a death penalty or else he would be answerable (Safi and Baloch). Bibi was a Christian in a Muslim dominated country and thus any form of blasphemy against the prophet no matter how slight or small it was warranted death penalty (Masood and Mike n.p). Ones it had been confirmed by the clerics, Bibi couldn’t escape the consequences of the allegations regardless of how the judge might have ruled. Her later appeal that saw her release was one that was decided correctly without any religious influence.
Innocent until proven guilty is the system by which the courts operate, and thus, whenever there is no sufficient evidence to render a guilty verdict, the accused is always released. In Bibi’s case, that is what exactly happened; she was arraigned in court without sufficient evidence, just unfound accusations that were leveled against her due to her religion. Since she had no one to defend her, she ended up being sentenced to life. In the Muslim world, practicing Christianity is always difficult, and those that manage, usually do so secretly (Safi and Baloch n.p). Everyone has the freedom of worshipping and expressing his or her beliefs anywhere without any fear. In Pakistan, those rights are enjoyed by the majority, and thus the minority are left to hide and practice their belief in secrecy, and this is what transpired during the hearing of Bibi’s case. Therefore, I disagree with what happened in the news item. The verdict that saw her being accorded death penalty was rendered based on a religious perspective rather than the constitutional law.
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