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Death Penalty
In the United States, persons convicted with first degree offenses are given the death penalty for a long time. However, the utilitarianism theory clearly states that the level of morality of an action is entirely determined by adherence to happiness as a principle that results in significant amounts of joy for more people. It is therefore imperative to note that the outcome of specific actions determines any moral decision. In the wake of practicing death penalty to convicts, the judicial system is trying to push a form of consequentialism and utilitarianism which they purport to support democracy on the basis that every individual is the best critic to personal welfares. Such a move illustrates why the United States should not practice the death penalty as part of our criminal justice systems. According to all applicable ethical theories and concepts, the death penalty row should not be full implementation and enforced by the U.S.

While the death penalty targets the culprits of most heinous murders committed with the highest brutality by conscienceless murderers, it lacks the moral perfection virtue which is envisioned in any judicial system. Besides, the judicial system should act as a correctional facility and not a tool of punishing those who commit offenses despite how grave such offenses may be. However, since the US constitution has no provision making the practice impermissible, some may argue that it is impliedly constitutional. The fact that the law has not explicitly contemplated about such unconstitutionality does not make the death penalty a deterrence in cases where the crime committed are inherently wrong and heinous and merit strict and severe penalties

Furthermore, the death penalty denies the accused chances of appealing against the court judgment even in situations where they might have been wrongfully convicted. Therefore, to provide the most significant amounts of equality and liberty that guide peaceful practices and societal progress, a morally upright action is that which makes many people happy, and the death penalty is that action. In a real sense, practicing death penalty only causes mourning, sorrow, and grief as a result of the loss of life which in most cases may have been wrongfully convicted

Death penalty as a way of administering capital punishment to convicts of heinous crimes is misplaced. It is an opinion that is based on the theory of utilitarianism which argues that judicial system should act as a correctional facility that prevents future crime. Also, it can be achieved either through reforming a criminal or offering him/her protection from society but not by taking away the life of the criminal. Therefore, this paper will argue that the key intention of the death penalty is to pay for the crimes using the criminal's life but not to offer justice to the offended families and victims of crimes. It will portray the practice of the death penalty as having loopholes when used as a tool to deter other criminals from committing murder.

In conclusion, despite the fact that the violation of a right is a violation of morality, it is not the breach of ethics or amount to a denial of freedom. However, it can be considered as ethical to abolish the use of the death penalty because of the difficult of ascertaining the guilt of the accused in most cases. Free will, punishment and moral immutability makes the actions of an individual to be directly aligned with the consequences of previous events. The role any law is to ensure the best results for as the victims of crimes. Finally, this paper seeks to clarify that upholding the death penalty leads to a needless eradication of the lives of convicted murderers who might have been correctable.
