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Mcclesky Versus Kemp Case Analysis 
The McCleskey vs. Kemp is a landmark United States supreme court which provided a fundamental understanding of sentencing and prosecution. The criminal justice system has had significant issues primarily related to racial profiling in arrest, trial, and conviction of individuals with a substantial emphasis on the fact that majority of blacks are convicted and sentenced for murder. McClesky, an African America man, was sentenced for robbery and murdering a police officer in Georgia and was sentenced to death. However, he appealed the decision by a writ habeas corpus where he argued that a statistical study proved beyond doubt that the imposition of the death penalty in Georgia dependent to a greater extent on the race of the victim and the accused. He argued that his eight and fourteenth amendment rights as protected by the law had been violated because he was black (McCleskey v. Kemp, n.d.).
Thus, the main issue in the case that was being argued was whether the statistical study did prove that McCleskey's sentence had violated his eighth and fourteenth amendment. The eighth amendment protects individuals from excessive fines, bail as well as imposing cruel and unusual punishments. The due process clause in the fourteenth amendment highlights that states may not deny or restrict an individual's right to life, liberty, and property without the due process as stipulated in the law. 
The supreme court of the united states ruled that  McCleskey's eighth and fourteenth amendments were not violated since he could not prove that the purposeful discrimination as identified in the study has also been established in the case and influenced the trial process and the ruling. Justice Powell refused to integrate statistical survey considering the circumstances and the nature of the decisions facing all juries in capital cases. Justice Powell argued that the data and evidence that McCleskey was presenting was best presented to legislative bodies and not in a court of law.
The Court held that since McCleskey could not prove that purposeful discrimination which had a discriminatory effect on him existed in this particular trial, there was no constitutional violation. Justice Powell refused to apply the statistical study in this case given the unique circumstances and nature of decisions that face all juries in capital cases. He argued that the data McCleskey produced is best presented to legislative bodies and not to the courts (Boger, 2017).
The Supreme court previously has shown willingness in integrating statistical evidence in cases although the Supreme court majority decision argued that the decision was made by a different jury which focused on the evidence provided and the provisions of the law that had been outlined. The Supreme court further asserted that the state had no practical opportunity to rebut the Baldus study which McCleskey was relying on in making his argument. 
The significance of the ruling
The decision by the Supreme Court provide a critical focus on the admissibility of evidence in court especially considering the type of case and the influence of the evidence that is being presented. The Supreme court denied that the decision to sentence McCleskey was an independent decision that was reached by a highly competent jury and there was no specific information or finding which indicated that there was some form of discrimination (Siegel, 2017).
According to Mauer, the decision made by the Supreme court fails to acknowledge the real issues within the society with a critical understanding of essential elements that define the problems existing within the criminal justice system. The study by Baldus clearly shows a trend of racial profiling against blacks which exist within the criminal justice, but the supreme court fails to consider and make an appropriate determination that would have created new dawn in criminal justice and approach to the delivery of equal justice to all (Mauer, 2006).
The death penalty is a cruel and unusual punishment which is limited especially considering a critical focus on the circumstances as well as the information which was integrated into the trial. The disparities between blacks and white in the application of la is very and help define critical elements which are essential in determining a greater emphasis on positive engagement. Mauer highlight that there is a high probability of finding a black incarcerated while white set free on a similar offense. The lifetime likelihood of imprisonment for males born in 2001 is approximately 32% and 6% for whites. This information is obtained from the available information which provides a unique understanding of critical concepts which help define essential elements which define the criminal justice and unjust application of the law (Mauer, 2006).
The existing stereotypes provide a critical influence on the attitude of officers and the entire criminal justice system considering that blacks are associated with violent behavior and are more likely to become suspects in murder case or robbery. The approach to law has changed, but the law is still limited especially taking into consideration key concepts which define a greater understanding of the application of the law. The decision by the Supreme thus limits the focus on the use of the law in racial profiling cases ((Boger, 2017).
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