Running head: THE TEXAS DEATH PENALTY
THE TEXAS DEATH PENALTY 		6
[bookmark: _GoBack]




The Texas Death Penalty
Name
Institution










The Texas Death Penalty
Introduction
In 1944, South Carolina’s George Stinney, 14 was executed for allegedly killing to white girls. It turned out in 2014 that he was innocent and that he was executed unfairly. This parked a wide outrage on the use of the death penalty to intentionally disenfranchise the African Americans Well, this paper is not about North Carolina. The situation of the death penalty in North Carolina is not far from that of Texas from a historical standpoint. This paper addresses the death penalty in the state of Texas.  
Statistical overview
The question of the death penalty is controversial not only in Texas but in the entire united states and the world. Texas has a death penalty in its law. Capital offenders are punished by execution in the state. Death row has for a long time been in Huntsville making the little town synonymous with the execution of human beings. Texas has been responsible for more executions in the united states since the reinstatement of the death penalty in 1976. One-third of executions in the united states has been done by Texas. currently, there are 224 inmates on death row. Texas has executed over 1,310 inmates. The Texas death row has lately bulged into unprecedented numbers of inmates. The death penalty was suspended by the supreme court in briefly in 1972 thus limiting Texas’ ability to execute offenders. However, the reinstatement of the Death penalty in 1976 gave Texas a green light to continue with their executions.
An argument for the death penalty
Those that have argued for the death penalty in Texas have pointed out the high affinity of criminals to commit crime recurrently. Some suspects have been arrested, jailed and released only to later commit even more dangerous criminal activities. Therefore, it is within the argument of those that support the death penalty to deter recurrent criminal behavior and influence by executing convicted criminals. 
The case against the death penalty
Cruel and unusual
The United States Supreme court on June 29, 1972, declared the death penalty cruel and unusual. The argument of the court was based on the conditions of execution that convicts passed to reach the final stage of execution. The court also argued against the lethal methods that were used to execute convicts. States employed punishments in arbitrary and capricious ways. There were racial undertones attached to executions with the people of color highly targeted by death row (Pant, Kiley, Curran, Kermes, & Sarat, 2017).
Perjured testimony
The death penalty in Texas is in a crisis because numerous death penalty convictions have been tainted by perjured testimonies and overzealous prosecutions. The state pays medical officers to tell inaccurate information regarding the dangers of defendants’ future dangerousness. Doctors openly commit perjury by claiming to have done tests that they did not necessarily do. State prosecutors and investigators are merely concerned about improving their conviction rates while outrightly telling false information about defendants. Since 1987, six death row people have been exonerated and released. There are numerous cases that may not be in the limelight hence discrediting the death penalty (Vartkessian, Sorensen, & Kelly, 2017).
Racism
Cases selected for the death penalty are marred by racial inequalities. The race of the defendant and the victim play a pivotal role in making death penalty decisions. For instance, when a person of color is accused of an offense against a white person, the conviction rate tends to be high. The death row systematically targets people of color while many at times exonerating white people. Indigent defendants are provided with incompetent legal representation. In numerous occasions, indigent defendants do not receive representation during appeals. This racial pattern establishes an opinion that death is intentionally designed to disenfranchise the racial minorities. Therefore, the death penalty does not provide justice for all Texans.
Skyrocketing cost
The cost of the death penalty is increasing getting out of control in Texas. The state spends millions of dollars funding the death penalty litigation process, preparation, and prosecutions. The judicial due process is expensive hence attracting a huge part of the criminal justice budget. Despite all that expenditure, Texas has nothing to show for all her sacrifice in the judicial due process. the rise of the death penalty in Texas was met by a 24% rise in crime and a 46% rise in violent crime. Therefore, the death penalty should be abolished because it does not provide a value for money for many Texas residents who pay tax to fund the criminal justice system (Holleran, 2016).
Conclusion
An expansion of the death penalty will be detrimental to the criminal justice system of Texas. The disadvantages of the death penalty outweigh its advantages. The thought of executing an innocent person as was done to the 14-year-old Stinney in North Carolina is the highest crime against humanity. When a system of due process is designed to disenfranchise the racial minorities, it should not even be considered a justice system. The heavy budget associated with the death penalty is not cost effective. The heavy perjury concerns associated with the death penalty are a mockery to the Texas criminal justice system. The conversation on the death penalty has triggered the development of a second thought among politicians and law enforcement in Texas. There should be a formulation of solutions that work instead of banking on the death penalty that has become a cruel and empty mockery rather than administer justice and fairness.
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