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Wrongful Conviction
This involves convictions of a person accused of a crime of which further investigation proves it erroneous. This affects persons who even though are innocent, they end up being wrongly convicted by a court of law. DNA test is one of the major proofs that have been used to cause a persuasive effect leading to the findings that the individual involved might be innocent (Boies, 2010). However, those convicted may not sometimes afford the costs for DNA.
There are several reasons why defendants are wrongfully convicted. Incentivized informants; sometimes individuals come forward to testify yet they have been fed with information. This is usually with an aim to gain something like special treatment. They are given extensive background on the case leading to wrongful conviction. Inadequate defense which might occur as a result of poor lawyering could also lead to the conviction of the innocent. Misapplication of forensic science since sometime errors might occur in the process which lands an innocent person in trouble (Innocence project website, 2017). Government misconducts with an aim to silence someone who is opposing and exposing some ills in its operation often causes wrongful conviction also. False confessions occur since sometimes an individual might be forced to confess a crime he or she did not commit out of pressure. Eyewitnesses’ misidentification occurs in instances where someone might look like the one who committed a crime yet they are not the ones (Innocence project website, 2017).
Steven Avery at 22 years was wrongfully convicted of rape, spending about 20 years in prison before he was exonerated through DNA testing. This happened on July 29, 1985, along the Lake Michigan shoreline where Penny Ann Beernsten was raped.   Physical description of the attacker made Steven to be apprehended wrongly, the lady confessed it was him and also the forensic examiner went further to testify that a recovered hair indicated it was Beernsten. The witnesses also confirmed him as the possible attacker making the jury to agree after a period of only four hours to sentence Avery to 32 years in prison on December 14, 1985. A petition for DNA testing which was granted in 1995 after he lost many appeals was what brought the truth out. The DNA result linked the crime to Gregory Allen, a convicted felon who looked like Avery. Avery was released on September 11, 2003, after the charges were dismissed (Innocence project website, 2017).
[bookmark: _GoBack]To fix the system and ensure no wrongful convictions are made, there is need to place a high penalty on any person who comes forward as an Incentivized informant which would then teach the rest a good lesson. The government needs to set laws that everyone must abide and even itself actively. Corruption must be dealt with if such cases are to be avoided. Furthermore, proper education should be provided before anyone can qualify for forensic investigation to avoid cases where errors result in such a high penalty to innocent individuals (Huff & Killias, 2010). It would also be good for juries to order DNA testing before passing judgments that might convict innocent people. This will go a long way in saving innocent citizens the pain of staying in prison awaiting appeals and late DNA testing results.
In conclusion, wrongful conviction is indeed on the rise even though its causes are well known. The impact it creates on the innocent individuals is massively negative which makes it necessary for appropriate actions to be put in place to prevent the occurrence of wrongful conviction.
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