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Introduction
Capital punishment has both ethical and moral considerations in arguing for or against. However, as a government program, the program embodies the government policies across and within state borders. Affinity for the program is on the decline with multiple states arguing for cost effectiveness of the program. The imposition of the policy is less frequent, emanating from associated costs in seeking and administering of the death penalty. Appeals are a common element is cases involving the capital punishment, and proves detrimental to the tax-payers dollars. Advancements in scientific research, the law, and public opinion are all elements with significant impact to the policy, and consequentially, its underlying costs. The case Furman v Georgia set the precedent of additional safeguards that protect the rights of death penalty victims. Scientists have also not found conclusive evidence that the punishment imposed acts as a deterrent.  As an activity under government review, capital punishment needs an established and proven necessity to assess for cost effectiveness, which fails. 
1. Example of Harris County Facts
Provide statistical evidence of misappropriation of authority (Phillips, 2012). 
Highlight the unjust is sentencing for capital punishment.
Negate the need of purpose for implementation of the death sentence. 
2. Provide regulations mitigating or advancing the death sentence
Highlight the trajectory up and down of capital punishment following precedent and determined cases. 
Impact of the death penalty and incarceration rates (Steiker & Steiker, 2013). 
Political evaluation of elements proposing and opposing the capital punishment
Forecast for probable future scenario
3. Analyze the capital punishment through American exceptionalism perspective (Steiker J. M., 2012)
Highlight the figures for current status of the capital row inmates
Provide evaluations based on past data sets
Analyze hindrances to mission in today
4. Gauge the activity of the death penalty at the state level
Provide data sets that indicate clustering of the capital punishment in a narrow margin of counties.
Address the ramifications of the policy through doctrines, advocacy and litigation (Smith, 2012)
5. Provide probable conclusion and forecasting for the future.
Analyze the contradiction of the policy with American values
Conclusion
Tie up facts and research 
Be sure to mention al relevant findings
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