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Death Penalty.
Introduction.
The death penalty, commonly known as capital punishment, “refers to a government-approved law and a justice enforcement strategy in which an individual is executed by a country as a punishment for a crime” (Hans., et al., 2018). The act of sentencing a person in such a manner is known as the death sentence and carrying out the practice of sentence is called execution. In the current world, people are being sentenced and executed to death by countries as a punishment for a variety of crimes on a daily basis. Different countries have different acts of criminalization, and hence the death penalty varies from one country to another. In the context of the United States, capital punishment has been perceived as one of the most effective approaches to ensuring justice to criminals. Such offenses include treason, terrorism, robbery, murders, defiance, and hostility against the United States among others (Hans., et al., 2018). The common methods of death execution include shooting, hanging, lethal injection, and electrocution among others.  The death penalty is apparently one of the most critical topics not only in the U.S.A but also in the entire world. It has been valued that “some States tend to execute many people who are under the age of 18 years old, others tend to execute people with mental and physical disabilities while others use capital punishment under unfair court rulings” (Hans., et al., 2018). Thus the death penalty is a loophole for violation of international laws. Perceptively, capital punishment is an inhuman, cruel, and degrading punishment. This study addresses the roles of special interest groups to the aspect of death penalty policy as it relates to public safety. 


The Role of Special Interest Groups on the Creation of Death Penalty Policy.
Special interest groups refer to “a collection of people who work together bound by a common interest to promote as well as safeguard that interest via challenging the government” (Seeds, 2018). However, interest groups tend to vary in size, goals, and tactics as well. Some of the relevant interest groups evident in the United States include the Amnesty International, Justice for All, the National coalition, Trade Associations, Criminal Justice Professional Associations, and Citizens Action Groups among others (Hans., et al., 2018). With the creation of death penalty policy, special interest groups have a core role to undertake. For instance, special interest groups such as the Amnesty International and Criminal Justice Professional Associations have a wider understanding to the basis of capital punishment and approaches in which justice must be ensured to all offenders (Seeds, 2018). 
As such, interest groups serve as representatives of the American public in creation and application of the death penalty policy. In this role, special interest groups tend to join hands in an effort to influence policymaking professionals and bringing awareness to the large audience. In criminal justice, interest groups serve as the most agile watchdogs (Hans., et al., 2018). They function by monitoring the policymaking endeavors of the American Congress, federal and state courts, in addition to other executives in the interests of their constituents. In regards to death policy, special interest groups work to a well maintain track of the execution policies and giving response based on how effective and how adverse the policy can be to the American nation. 
Special interest groups are critical stakeholders in the creation of the death penalty policy. They tend to “educate both policymakers and the public” (Seeds, 2018). Herein, interest groups work tirelessly to enlighten the public regarding the sensitive nature of the death penalty. In this setting, they stand a chance to disseminate public knowledge that all forms of capital punishment are cruel, inhumane and that they tend to infringe human rights in varied ways. In such a case, they are mandated to call for public support through a collective action towards rectification and possibly alleviation of the policy from the American legal systems. More importantly, “special interest groups serve as an eye-opener to government officials regarding the policy” (Seeds, 2018). They seek for an opportunity to confidently testify their perceptions concerning the controversy before the Congress with little consideration to the position they hold in policy creation. Arguably, “the death penalty is a very controversial way of ensuring justice to criminals; in many cases, it ends up executing innocent souls via different forms of unfair trials” (Rakshit et al., 2019). Herein, it is the primary obligation of the advocate for and possibly endorses for Continuous Law and Legal Education Program to ensure that policymakers get the most appropriate and ongoing training. 
From another point of view, interest groups have a role to “influence the creation and enactment of the death penalty policy through lobbying the government” (Chang et al., 2019). As mentioned above, interest groups are bound by the common interest which they out to protect and promote. Herein, “special interest groups tend to hire qualified representatives to persistently advocate in defend their stance in legal institutions on behalf of the wills of the interest group and those of their constituents” (Rakshit et al., 2019). This role is executed through activities such as contacting members of the Congress in addition to the executive branch in an effort to spread information concerning the constructive and destructive aspects of the death penalty policy.
Also, special interest groups function by ensuring public safety and adherence to civil rights as they relate to the death penalty.  In this case, they are entitled to actively and critically participate in election activities (Rakshit et al., 2019). They attempt to challenge elections to support leaders who support their lobbying effort by accessing or retaining their powerful positions to influence the enactment and application of the death policy. More often, they use this election power to endorse as many leaders as possible and to give them the power to influence for changes in the death penalty policy. Through electioneering approaches, interest groups tend to offer financial support to candidates, conducting grassroots activities as well as endorsing candidates  to take part in policy creation.
From another point of view, interest groups have a collective role of mobilizing different publics. To influence policymaking processes, interest groups tend to win the beliefs and motives and hence allowing them to act on the behalf of their issues and causes. “They mobilize, defend publics through writing letters, contacting policymakers, making phone calls and demonstrating for policy change” (Rakshit et al., 2019).  
Further, interest groups function by opposing the death penalty in all court trails without any form of favors. It is their role to emphasize the detriments of death execution practices. In this case, interest groups are required to advocate for relaxation of the criminal penalties without focusing on who is being accused, the circumstance of the crime, the nature of the crime, innocent or guilty and the method of execution. Overall, it is the role of all special interest groups to advocate for alternative justice enforcement policies to punish offenders other than execution. They should strive to disseminate the understanding of the effects of the death penalty by holding the fact that the death penalty violates human rights while threatening public safety. Interest groups should underscore the fact that “every human has the right to life in addition to the right to live without being tortured or being subjected to any degrading treatment” (Butler et al.,2018). To ensure justice to both offenders and victims, the special interest group must affirm that court trials and judgments are undertaken with close consideration of the Universal Declaration of Humans Rights enacted by the United Nations. 
Reasons for Abolishing the Death Penalty.
Over a long period, different international communities and special interest groups have often underscored the detriment of the death penalty.  Based on this controversy, “it has been widely agreed that capital punishment is a cruel, inhumane and often degrading treatment to those of human nature” (Chang et al., 2019). In such a case, capital punishment stands out to be a threat to the humans’ right to live free from intimidation and hence it should be abolished in our judiciary systems. Believably, the death penalty policy is quite ineffective. Many of the special interest groups have often affirmed that death penalty policy is a simplistic response to the determined as well as sophisticated issues of violent crime (Butler et al.,2018). Arguably, the death penalty tends to institutionalize and extend discrimination to the vulnerable in the society, residents of diverse color and culture, and it diverts attention away from humanizing measures for public safety. Perceptively, practicing capital punishment increases the risk of execution of innocent, while failing to reduce or deter crime. The death penalty is a proliferation of murder which is also a crime that should be questionable by law. 
In my conviction, the death penalty renders the public a spectacle of an individual’s execution. As evident, capital punishments are often performed in a public manner. Herein, executions in extreme public manner give no legitimate importance, however, it is a proliferation of harsh, inhumane and demeaning nature of the capital punishment which should be abolished by all means.  However, “criminal justice professionals and governments have often testified that the death penalty is the most probable approach to crush and possibly scare away criminals” (Chang et al., 2019). In my understanding, such an assertion does not rhyme with the assertions of the active special integer groups and the Universal Declaration of Humans Rights enacted by the United Nations. It is recommendable that the government should adopt humanizing penalties to avoid constant violation of human’s right which might pose divesting results in the near future.  For instance, criminals can be rehabilitated to change their behavior other than claiming innocent lives.  Finally, it should be noted that capital punishment can never be compatible with human rights and human dignity and hence it inherent to every human being. 
Conclusion.
In reflection, the death penalty is among the leading controversies in the United States which have been highly underscored. Special interest groups have been faced with a growing responsibility to impact different policymaking bodies in the US to ensure relaxation the capital punishment policy. Special interest groups should actively function as representatives and educators to the public regarding the effects of the death penalty. They should lobby the government for policy change. It is the collective responsibility of every interest group to be focused on the need for public safety and civil right for all constituents. It is also worth to argue that capital punishment should be abolished due to the fact that death execution does not deter crime. However, it is a breeding ground for murder, and that it tends to violate the nature and applicability of human rights (Chang et al., 2019). “The government under its chief policymakers should hear the innocent cries of special interest groups and those of the ideal public and make efforts to use alternatives for justice administrations other than execution” (Chang et al., 2019).  Failure to revise and possibly abolish the death penalty will end up violating human rights and hence proliferating cruel and inhuman culture amid present and future generations thus encouraging further crimes. The death penalty is an ideal threat the human dignity, and it should be avoided.
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