Ethical Dilemma
Texas Executes White Supremacist for 1998 Dragging Death of James Byrd Jr. (published on 25th April 2019) 
 https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/24/us/james-byrd-jr-john-william-king.html?action=click&module=Top%20Stories&pgtype=Homepage
The news was about the execution of John William King by the state of Texas. William, who was convicted two decades ago for killing James Byrd Jr. in the act of unfathomable racist brutality in Jasper, was put to death with a dose of pentobarbital, a lethal injection. The execution was carried out in the state’s death chamber in Huntsville. He had been convicted of attacking Mr. Byrd, a 49-year old black man and beating him, spray-painting his face, chaining him to the back of a pickup and dragging him to death back in 1998. The Supreme Court ruled that he should be punished through the death penalty. 
This story brings about the contentious issue of whether capital punishment is morally right or wrong. Capital punishment is legal in Texas and is usually carried out through lethal injection (McCafferty, 2017).  Capital punishment presents an ethical dilemma. There are many arguments for and against capital punishment. Moral dilemma arising from capital punishment include: does anyone have the right to kill? Can someone through their actions forfeit their rights, and do murderers forfeit their right to life? Do we have the right to revenge? What if everyone took revenge for every little action? Can we teach that killing is wrong by killing? Why do we kill those who kill to show that murder is wrong? What about the execution of innocent people? Is capital punishment a more effective method of reducing crime? 
Arguments in favor of capital punishment include economic arguments, releasing public indignation and anger and that there are chances of the murderers killing again (recidivism) (Sarat, 2018).  Arguments against capital punishment include: it violates the right to life, it is not a better deterrent of crime than other forms, execution of innocent people, it does not give the offender time to repent or become a better person and that it is impossible to teach that killing is terrible by killing (McCafferty, 2017). 
Applying the principle of nonmaleficence would make the death penalty morally wrong because killing is harming others. This principle requires that we do not harm others. Also, invoking the principle of beneficence would make capital punishment ethically wrong because the principle requires that we do good to others (Kagan, 2018). Utilitarianism would make capital punishment morally right because it makes the majority of the people happy (serves to release public anger and resentment). The principle of justice would require that sentences be graded in their severity according to the gravity of the offense hence would demand that murderers be killed to match the magnitude of their offense (punishment should fit the crime, if a person kills, he should also be killed).
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