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According to Kolbert, he defines confirmation bias is people's tendency to adopt a piece of information that supports their beliefs and reject information that is contradictory to them. Confirmation bias is among the identified faulty thinking. Naturally, when people are presented with information from others, there is a tendency to see some weakness. People have pleasure when processing information that supports their beliefs. The reason for confirmation bias is because people are opinion formulation on certain beliefs. In interpreting any information when they encounter new information in specific ways that conform to what we already know and believe. People tend to give fewer considerations to alternative information rather than what they know. Naturally, inner prejudice has effects on the human interpretation of information. The main idea is to question confirmation bias. If this is not done, we will hold on to attitudes and close our minds to certain thoughts that will make us live lives based on imagination and illusions (Kappes, et al 2020). 
Another interpretation of confirmation bias is that the source of information is from Wikipedia, stating it tends to search for favor and recall information that supports one prior belief. This is evident by people displaying bias when selecting information that supports how they view things and ignores that kind of information that contradicts the unfamiliar information. People tend to support ambiguous evidence when they consider their existing beliefs.  The reason for confirmation bias is the effect of certain desired results due to the following factors: emotional issues and the deeply entrenched beliefs in their natural setting. Confirmation bias can only be eliminated through education and training in critical thinking. Confirmation is based on the following, biased interpretation of information, narrow search for information, biased memory recall.  Confirmation bias has resulted from the following attitude polarization; in this case, disagreement is prevalent despite being exposed to the same evidence. Illusion correlation people have a false perception in associating events. Belief perseverance is the type of people who hold on to certain beliefs after even the evidence presented indicates that it is false. Confirmation bias will tend to overconfidence in personal beliefs. 
Concepts examined in deterrence in capital punishment are based on the understanding deterrent effects of capital punishment. It elaborates that there is a tangible benefit in the concept of murder that will silence the witness. Still, there are also intangible benefits, such as expressing outrage due to certain situations. An individual will demonstrate dominance in a particular situation. To understand the concept in the context, there is an explanation of the deterrent effect of capital punishment is the differential or marginal deterrent effect of executing the act. In clear understanding, the differential is important because it identifies an alternative of capital punishment is not a minor punishment but can be substituted with length life imprisonment without grant of parole. This argument indicates that if states improvised sanction cost, they would be severe, and the criminal activities would be discouraged. The statement states consider capital punishment to be more severe than even life imprisonment. For a person to be punished with a capital offense, the offender must be aligned for judicial purposes, charged successfully, prosecuted, and sentenced by the courts. Based on the perception of the death penalty, this may increase the cost of murder, which will directly lead to a reduced incentive to engage in homicidal behavior.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In the study, the death penalty may lead to increased homicide by the society accepting the corrective action. The conditions that pertain to deterrent capital punishment will rely on situations that criminals have a clear understanding of probabilities associated with death penalties. The study focused on the different specifications based on the scope of death penalties. The challenges that arose from this are the omission of variables of bias and isolation of a deterrent effect based on events. Capital punishment would lead to variance in the outcomes where the increase in the number of capital offenses executed and giving states adequate power to prosecute the murderers. The omitted variables are very important because they will help the prosecutor either to pursue or not the death penalty.  In a sanctions regime in giving capital punishment to criminals, the judiciary should make specifications of the types of crime and the legible offenders for the punishment. The pardon process and appeals should be identified for the criminal to have clear and concise information. Despite authority granted for capital punishment, measures have been put in different states to control the execution of the punishment. If punishment is based on the perception of the risk to execute the punishment, there will be no positive results on the homicide rates. The harsh punishment given by capital punishment will lead to a change of behavior for the criminals. From research carried out, there is no indisputable evidence that shows the implication of capital punishment on the variation of death rates in countries where it's practiced. Capital punishment has no profitability to the people Mujtaba, (2020). 
From the opinions of students based on their perceptions about capital punishment, some variations conformed to confirmation bias. Some students supported capital punishment as an ideal way to deter behavior from hard-core criminals in the responses. In contrast, the other half opposed it and thought it did not affect crime. Students who supported it presented deterrence data as highly credible, while anti-deterrence data were not credible to make informed decisions. The variations in student’s conformation have resulted from confirmation bias; the extent to which the students conformed to bias leads them to dismiss the new information presented that requires each to consider and evaluate the importance of capital punishment to deter behavior in individuals. Motivated reasoning is a core factor that leads to the students having variations in their views. This is because the motivational reason may reduce the capability to understand and interpret information; thus, there is a divergent understanding of the context. The students against capital punishment overlook the warning signs and the important information to come up with the decision to oppose the punishment and the effect it would cause in behavioral change to combat crime that is more prevalent due to gross misconduct by breaching laws set by the state. 
The students' different thoughts were a result of the values and beliefs that the students uphold.  Naturally, people engage themselves in confirmation bias as a result of the beliefs they have. An example of confirmation bias is when the states are making amendments to legal rules to combat crime and share resources. The public tends to ignore the advantages associated with the implementations. Still, they hold on to their beliefs on the state's intention to sabotage the public. On many occasions, there are challenges of implementing new things to people due to resistance to change rooted in confirmation bias; people are not ready to accept changes from their prior beliefs on specific issues. A decision by the country to increase tax on the imported good to help grow the domestic firms has faced opposition from the citizens from their prior belief that imported goods are cheaper than processed domestic commodities. From this angle, they view the state laws as detrimental to their consumption patterns that will reduce the purchasing power of their necessary commodities. 
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