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Introduction
In the United States, the justice system categorizes and distinguishes various criminal activities with their consequent punishment. Jail terms are issued, and sentences are provided according to the type of crime and amount of damage caused; in some cases, bonds and lighter punishments are issued. However, the death penalty is one ultimate punishment that has evoked a lot of debate in the United States and in countries where capital punishment is used for murder and other extreme cases (Flanders, 2013). As a method of executing criminals, it has considerably been dropped gradually by states, with currently only being practiced in 28 states in America (Widgery, 2019). Against the background of this eternal debate, this paper seeks to present a perspective into the fairness of this method while considering the highly controversial case of Todd Willingham. 

Capital punishment is, to a large extent, an oppressive and inhumane method of punishment of criminals of whatever nature. Over 1527 people have been executed since the inception of this method in the 1970s in America. Many international human right bodies and religious movements have opposed this method, terming it as a rape of human rights to life (Thompson, 2008). In most cases, as in Willingham's case, justice is never fully pursued; pieces of evidence are usually inadequately established occasioned with several interference and prejudice. According to a recent report, most capital punishments are always a result of incompetency and discrimination of the justice system in the pursuance of justice. (Steiker, C. S & Steiker, J.M, 2015).

The debate around death penalty has significantly changed over the years due to various societal factors driven by politics within the justice system. It is imperative to note that the public support for capital punishment has also dropped over the years due to pressure from the innocence movement. According to recent research, the public is less likely to support a death sentence when provided with a chance (Ye et al., 2018). In the past, prosecutors in pursuit of these cases tended to seek a death-qualified jury as opposed to juries not qualified to gain an advantage in court cases; this was because of the nature of the composition of the death-qualified jury who tended to be more conservative.  However, due to the present innocence movements, defense attorneys tend to have more public support in the evidences they reveal.
Again, the recent development of Life in prison without the possibility of parole has since gained traction due to the innocence movement. A number of politicians have taken advantage of this option to pardon those sentenced to death. In turn, this has diluted the "moral force" of this punishment, as stated by Supreme Court Justice Anthony Kennedy in 2003. There is a resistance by judges and court prosecutors to allow defense attorneys to reopen such cases that were solved in the past due to fear of exposing the weak links in the justice systems; therefore, this has compromised the search for justice for many victims. The debate of political interference has seen many victims wrongfully executed, in Willingham's case; the inconsistency in the flow of evidence presented by witnesses is one example. One would argue that politicians are the most significant impediment to justice, especially when looking for public approval.

I still believe that other alternatives like life without a possibility of parole could best serve as justice to perpetrators of heinous acts of crime. It has been shown from the Willingham experience that what is often perceived as right is not always the gospel truth (Conklin, 2018). Aside from compelling evidence that indicates that the forensic analysis was incorrect, the statements made by Webb have been identified to be inconsistent too. Therefore, it is my argument that to avoid this mistake again in the future, this punishment method should be dealt away within the remaining states. 

Conclusion
Many states have used death penalty in the United States; some states abolished this method terming it as a contravention of the fundamental right to life. Evidence from real-life cases like Willingham’s and George Stinney, which have sparked a massive debate on the fairness in the justice process, calls for an urgent need to relook at death penalty as a method. Whether one is innocent or not, this paper insists on the need to reconsider capital punishment and replace it with a life sentence. 
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