Surname 8

[bookmark: _GoBack]Student’s Name
Professor’s Name
Course
Date of Submission
Research Proposal: The Death Penalty Debate
Introduction
Thousands of individuals are condemned to death annually in nations where the death penalty is still in practice. Today, the death penalty is still predominant in most parts of the world, particularly in the Middle East, North Africa, and Asia with prominent nations comprising India, Iraq, Bangladesh, U.S.A, Pakistan, and Egypt. As at April 1st, 2016, over 103 countries had obliterated capital punishment for all delinquencies; 6 have eradicated capital punishment for ordinary crimes only, and another 31 countries have not used the death penalty for almost a decade. Conversely, 58 nations retain capital punishment actively. According to Amnesty International 2015, the numbers of executions increased by 54%, with no less than 573 more individuals killed than in the previous year.
The death penalty code has been a punishment mode since time immemorial, and the arguments for and against the death penalty have not altered much over time. Crimes and punishment mode correlate to the prevailing culture and civilization mode from which they materialize (Berlatsky 22). The argumentative essay in favor of the death penalty sheds light on why the death penalty should not be abolished in the U.S.A as it is unequivocally necessary. The punishment deters murder cases and offers the only fair punishment for crimes that are without equivalent. The essay highlights the significant counterarguments to the legalization of the death penalty with the goal of convincing the policy makers that death penalty should be legalized throughout the country.
Counterargument 1: Value of Human Life
Everyone deliberates that human life is valued and everybody has an absolute right to live, even people who commit murder. Thus, sentencing an individual to death and executing them is a violation of their right to live. Individuals who oppose capital punishment accept as true that life is cherished such that even murderers should not be dispossessed of their value of living. Also, they consider that the value of the life of the offenders cannot be shattered by their lousy conduct – even though they killed someone. Some opponents do not go that far as they state that life ought to be preserved excluding when there is a valid reason not to, and those in favor of the death penalty are the ones who have to validate their position.
The right to life counter-argument states that everyone has an absolute human right to life, including the murderers. This is comparable to the 'value of life' argument against capital punishment but advanced from a human rights perspective. An individual can, through their actions, lose their human rights, and in this case, the murderers forfeit their existing rights through murderous attacks and the only manner the victims can save their lives is by murdering the attacker. According to the medieval philosopher, Thomas Aquinas, some contexts alter a bad act like murder into good acts like killing to repair the defilement of justice by the individual killed and killing the individual who forfeited the victim’s inherent worth by murder (Koritansky 28). Thus, if anyone is perilous to the community and is undermining the society through sin, the ideal treatment is to be extolled by execution to preserve the common good. Hence, to kill the person who holds on his true worthiness is fundamentally evil, though it may be reasonable to kill the sinner just like killing the beast. Aristotle states that an evil man is deemed worse than beasts and more detrimental (Brugger 54). Therefore, the counterargument is not logical since numerous studies have revealed that killing the convicted murderers to eliminate the beasts deters future murders for the common good.
Counterargument 2: Innocence
There are risks of executing innocent people impedes the usage of a death penalty. Capital punishment alone inflicts irrevocable sentences since once a death sentence has led to the death of a murderer, no action can be undertaken to make restitution if there were mistakes. Today, there is substantial substantiation that numerous errors caused by condemning innocent persons to death for various crimes. From1973, a minimum of 89 individuals has been freed from death row when proof of their guiltlessness developed (Breyer & Bessler 45). Simultaneously, more than 650 persons were executed hence for every 7 individuals who were killed, one individual on who should have never been imprisoned. Based on these data, there are unacceptable risks of executing guiltless people. A study conducted by Columbia Law School also revealed that more than two-thirds of the capital trial cases had severe errors. Upon the retrial of the cases, more than 80 percent of perpetrators were not penalized to death, and seven percent were cleared. Most of the release of acquitted defendants from death row was a result of various factors that were beyond the U.S justice system.
The testing of DNA has also vindicated some death row prisoners where the justice system had ruled that the defendants were guilt-ridden and deserved a death penalty. The DNA testing was availed during the early 1990s, and if the experiment had not been exposed till a decade later, most of the convicts would have been sentenced to death. Assuming that the DNA tests had been used in previous cases where the inmates had been executed during the 1970s and 1980s, chances are higher than it would have verified that a number were innocent too. Society assumes most risks where innocent lives are lost. Unlawful executions are an avoidable risk by replacing a life sentence without parole to meet the societal punishment needs and fortification without threats of a flawed and irreversible punishment (Healey, 14).
But, a rebuttal to the counterargument is that the execution of the innocent is an infrequent but suitable peril of death penalty sentences. There is no evidence that guiltless persons have in fact been executed since amplified defenses and petitions were included in the death penalty scheme during the 70s. In the event that the executions have transpired, they are exceptional. Jailing blameless persons is erroneous as well, but prison system cannot be squashed due to the negligible risks. If enhancements are required in the justice system, or in the usage of scientific proof like DNA tests, then reforms should be introduced. Yet, the necessity for justice reforms is not a valid motive to eradicate the death penalty sentence.
As well, most of the innocence assertions by persons who were released from death rows are based on lawful procedures since even if the conviction is reversed years later and prosecutors decide to opt not to retry them, does not infer that he is innocent. Hypothetical innocence claims are typically delayed tactics to postpone the executions if possible. Also, in the present thorough appeals system in state-federal courts, the killing of innocent individuals is virtually impossible. Similarly, theoretical executions of the innocent persons can also be vindicated since the death penalty can save lives by dissuading other murders.
Counterargument 3: Arbitrariness and Discrimination
The final counterargument is that the death penalty is executed falsely and should not be applied to the justice system. In practice, capital punishment does not pick out the vilest offenders. Instead, it chooses a random group based on the absurd factors like defense counsel’s quality, the county where the crime was committed, income level, and victim’s race (Breyer & Bessler 46). Almost all defendants facing the death penalty do not have sufficient money for paying for their lawyer. So, they are contingent on the knowledge, quality and skills of the attorneys allocated by the states, most of whom lack adequate practice in capital trials or are poorly paid that they do not probe the cases properly. The defendants are more in the offing to be imprisoned and accorded a death sentence. Regarding the race, research has recurrently publicized that death sentences are far probable when white persons are murdered than black persons. Here, the death penalty is ethnically discordant as it seems to view white lives more highly valued than the blacks. Since 1976, when the death penalty was restored, 158 black perpetrators have been executed for killing white victims, whereas only 11 white perpetrators have been executed for the murdering blacks. Till race and the other subjective factors, such as geography and economics, can be eradicated as the determinants of who dies and lives, then the death penalty code should not be applied.
The rebuttal to the counterargument is that the death penalty use is justly and can be applied as carefulness has been an indispensable part of the justice system. Nobody should expect the prosecutors to pursue each conceivable punishment, nor do one suppose a similar sentence to be enforced just since 2 crimes seem similar. All crimes are unique, as each victim’s circumstances are different and defendants are unalike (Derrida, Bennington, Dutoit, & Kamuf, 61). Thus, juries and prosecutors should be given some discretion. Actually, more whites are executed than blacks even if the black murderers are excessively epitomized on the death row, proportionally blacks compel more killings than the whites. Besides, the Supreme Court has forbidden the use of statistics which state that racial partiality is the only motive for upending a death sentence. The guilty must be punished suitably, even though some murderers can evade suitable punishment dishonestly. Highly paid and skilled attorneys should not get some of the perpetrators off on legal procedures since the presence of systemic issues is still no motive to abolish the death penalty code.
Conclusion
The death penalty is a hotly debated issue that has divided the U.S.A. While there are numerous supporters of capital punishment who present various everyone deliberates that human life is valued and everybody has an absolute right to live, even people who commit murder. Thus, sentencing an individual to death and executing them is a violation of their right to live. Another notable counterargument includes risks of executing innocent people impedes the usage of a death penalty. Capital punishment alone inflicts irrevocable sentences since once a death sentence has led to the death of a murderer, nothing can be done to make restitution if mistakes have been made. The last counterargument is that the death penalty is applied falsely and should not be used in the justice system. In practice, capital punishment does not pick out the vilest offenders since race and the other subjective factors, such as geography and economics, can be eradicated as the determinants of who dies and lives, then the death penalty should not be applied.
On the contrary, ample rebuttals were provided based on logic and research to disapprove the counterarguments. There is a large volume of opposition which scopes from the fact that is anyone is perilous to the community and is undermining the society through sin, the ideal treatment is to be extolled by execution to preserve the common good. Next, numerous studies have revealed that killing the convicted murderers to eliminate the beasts deters future murders for the common good. Also, since contradictory arguments do not hold up, the research also refutes the notions that the death penalty is illegal, inevitable mistakes can be made, and the fact that there is a disproportionality in the race and income levels. In light of this, the research seeks to validate the opinion that the death penalty should be legalized through the country. Lastly, capital punishment significantly deters the citizens from committing murder crimes. Most people's ultimate fear is death; hence if they are aware that death is a likely consequence, they will less likely perform these actions. 
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