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Constitutionality of Death Penalty
Introduction 
The death penalty remains controversial sentencing across the world due to the divided opinion on whether it amounts to cruel torture to the accused. In contrast, there is a group of analysts that argue that the death penalty is justified since it brings justice to the family of the victims that have suffered from a heinous crime committed by the accused. In the United States, the controversy of the death penalty emerges from the eighth amendment that regulates the way in which the death penalty should be conducted to ensure it does not amount to unusual and cruel punishment. The eighth amendment states that unusual and cruel punishment, excessive fines, and bail should not be applied. 
Thus, there has been a debate that the death penalty is cruel and uncommon against the eighth amendment. Indeed, the constitutionality of the death penalty has been contested in two main cases in the past, namely in Furman vs. Georgia in 1972 and Gregg vs. Georgia in 1976. The Furman vs. Georgia court ruling the death penalty was declared unconstitutional while the Gregg vs. Georgia case stated that it does not violate the eighth amendment. Consequently, the discussion that has been carried in the paper presented evaluates whether the death penalty violates the eighth amendment. The opinion that has been taken is that the death penalty is unconstitutional since it violates the eighth amendment.   
Discussion 
           One of the aspects that demonstrate the death penalty violates the eighth amendment is the impossibility of reversing the sentence once it has been implemented (Breyer & Bessler, 2016). The courts have found in numerous cases that had been passed were made based on false evidence against the convicts. This scenario has been allowing the victims of wrongly accused person to earn their freedom after spending many years in prison. The possibility of correcting an incorrectly entered conviction is what amounts to a usual punishment (Breyer & Bessler, 2016). However, a death penalty means that persons wrongly accused of committing a given crime will never have an opportunity of reversing the sentence. This scenario is a serious reflection of excessive, unusual, and cruel punishment since it denies the convicted individuals the potential of proving to the courts that he was wrongly convicted.
 	Furthermore, the death penalty in all circumstances amounts to unusual and cruel punishment since it amounts to a taking of life that does not pose a security threat in the current situation. Life is sacred that should be protected from loss by all available efforts even to the suspects (Sarat & Vidmar, 2015). The decision to enter a death penalty against a suspect is equivalent to murdering to solve a murder or heinous crime that had been committed in the past. The rationale of employing a loss of life to offer justice to families or individuals that have lost life is equivalent to using wrong to resolve a wrong (Breyer & Bessler, 2016). As the old saying goes, two wrongs committed cannot add to a right. Thus, the decision to employ a death penalty as a punishment for a death that had been engaged in the past amounts to unusual punishment since it goes against the norms of the society.
Additionally, the use of the death penalty is a cruel punishment from the approach it is carried. A death penalty is implemented through a firing squad, lethal injection, electrocution, hanging, or through the gas chamber (Bessler, 2012). These various methods that have been employed in the past to execute the accused all have an effect of causing pain. The extent of the methods used to execute a death penalty to cause pain to the human beings accused is an indication that the sentencing is cruel against the requirement of the eighth amendment prohibiting such sentences (Criminal-Justice, 2017). 
Moreover, the death penalty has an effect of degrading the dignity of the human beings that depicts it is unusual and cruel. The extent of the death sentence to mean that life will be lost as a form of justice is a reflection that the value of a person is degraded to that of an animal (Breyer & Bessler, 2016). The extent of reducing the value of any human being worthless is unusual since it goes against the norms and values of every society in the world. Societies across the world hold high regard to human beings to the extent of ensuring their dignity is respected even in death by offering them a decent send-off (Sarat & Vidmar, 2015). Thus, the decision by the court to charge one to death is degrading of the human dignity that is uncommon in civilized societies. The loss of human dignity through the death sentence is an indication that it is cruel and unusual that violates the eighth amendment of the U.S constitution. 
Furthermore, the unusual characteristic of death is reflected by the opinion of the public and criminologists on its necessity. In a democratic society, the opinion, believes, customs, and the practices of the citizen are taken with high regards in determining acts that are common, acceptable, and unusual. In research carried across the nation, 88% of the criminologists indicated that the death penalty is unnecessary in resolving the violent crime. Equally, only 33% of the citizens interviewed supported the death penalty with the majority of supporting life sentence with parole or restitution (Criminal-Justice, 2017). This findings from the research indicate that American society regards the death penalty as an unusual punishment that is not necessary. A usual sentence should be the one that corresponds with the beliefs and values of the wider society, not one passed by a small group of politicians that want to appear tough against the violent crime (Bessler, 2012). Indeed, the laws are passed to protect the interests of the citizens that reflect their understanding of a standard approach that should be employed by courts and law and order enforcers. Consequently, the death penalty is unusual and cruel since it goes against the norms and values of the American society that determines the justified and usual method of punishing the lawbreakers. 
Lastly, the arbitrary application of the death charges over the past years depicts it is cruel and unusual for convicting the suspects (Sarat & Vidmar, 2015). The racially biased in which the death charges have been applied in convicting suspects and extending justice to victims of violent crime in the past is a demonstration it is not justified as required under the eighth amendment of the U.S constitution. In states that studies have been conducted regarding the sentencing by courts using the death penalty, 51% of the convictions have been entered against the blacks and 46% against the whites. In contrast, 15% of the convictions have been offered to the black victims and 76% to the white victims (Criminal-Justice, 2017). This huge gap of the victims enjoying the sentence and suspects convicted raises a significant question on the fairness of the death charges. The disproportional application of the death sentence is an indication that it is employed unusually and cruelly against the minorities in the country. Consequently, the death penalty is unconstitutional as provided under the eighth amendment since it is unusual and cruel due to its racial discrimination characteristics as demonstrated by the past cases that have been entered by the courts.            
Conclusion 
           The conviction of the individuals suspected of committing violent crime should be within the standards provided under the eighth amendment. The eighth amendment is clear that punishment by a court of law or jury should not be unusual, cruel, excessive fine, or fine. These requirements under the eighth amendment have attracted debate on whether the application of the death penalty is constitutional. A critical reflection on the death penalty to the suspects of violent crime depicts that it highly goes against the eighth amendment, which is unconstitutional. The use of the death penalty has an effect of exposing the suspects to pain, abuse of human dignity, racial discrimination, and inability to address wrongly entered convictions in the future. These forms disadvantage of the death penalty is an indication that it is an unusual and cruel approach to solving a crime that has been committed. The sentence by death goes against the values and norms of the society, which is an indication that it is uncommon. Consequently, death punishment should be disallowed in America.
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