Evaluate the reasons for and against the return of the death penalty.
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[bookmark: _Toc22215397]Executive Summary
This report details arguments both for and against the return of the death penalty. The first argument is the violation of the fundamental human right to life as stated in Article 2 of the Human right act 1998. The enforcement of the death penalty by a judge would be in contravention to this act and they would be accountable for violating their right to life. I also assessed the possibility of using an alternative method such as rehabilitation. Prisons in the UK offer rehabilitation to a range of criminals from drug addicts to sex offenders as the ministry of justice has also stated that they are reaching out to a wider range of rehabilitation programs to offer the best service to rehabilitate criminals. The final argument I evaluated was the possibility of wrongful convictions. Although the judiciary system is a system designed to be fair and non-biased there is the possibility of wrongful convictions as a result of poor evidence preservation or failed forensic testing.
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In 1969, capital punishment was abolished after being temporarily suspended in 1965 as part of the Murder Act (Lusher, 2014). Since its abolishment, there has been plenty of discussion concerning its return.  When capital punishment was legal in the UK, indictable offenses murder, “rape and adultery were to be punished by death” (Julian, 2015 p.6). The death penalty took many means some of which included hanging, beheading, and quartering. In this report, I will present and evaluate arguments both for and against the return of the death penalty and conclude the weather capital punishment should return to the UK.
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Violation of Human Rights 
The human rights act 1998 is a series of rights that all individuals in the UK are entitled to. The human rights act is a piece of legislation that combines the rights set out by the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) and applies it to British law. Article 2 of the Human Rights Act is the right to life, and it states, “Everyone’s right to life shall be protected by law. No one shall be deprived of his life intentionally” (Human Rights Act 1998). Using the death penalty as a punishment violates Article 2 of the Human Rights Act by retracting an individual’s right to life. An individual’s Human right cannot be breached by a private civilian but public authority such as the National health service, the police force, and the court system can breach your Human Rights. The only exception for violating someone’s right to life is if is in defense of unlawful violence, to achieve a lawful arrest or to extinguish a riot. These 3 exceptions for violating Article 2 of the Human Rights Act do not cover enforcing the death penalty and therefore if the death penalty was issued there would be a breach of an individual’s right to life.

Rehabilitation 
After being found guilty of an offense some offenders are sent to prison and some are released without prison sentences. There is a possibility that these convicted offenders go on to re-offend. In 2002 28.9% of all offenders went on to re-offend which dropped by 2.9% in 2012 to 26.0% (National Statistics 2019). Prisoners have to possibility to access medical intervention to aid in rehabilitation, for example, drug addicts were offered a replacement medication in substitution for the drug and sex offenders given testosterone lowering injections to reduce their sex urge 
(Douglas, 2014 p 102). Prisons in the UK often offer rehabilitation programs for convicted individuals. The Coalition Government published ‘Transforming Rehabilitation which was intended to reduce reoffending rates. Ministry of Defence (2013) states that they will be “finding efficiencies to extend rehabilitation to more offenders” and one way they aim to do this is by extending to a range of new rehabilitation providers.”
Wrongful Convictions 
There are many systems in place to avoid the wrongful conviction of individuals. One way this is done is that judges are selected by the Judicial Appointments Commission and they also developed a policy to allow judges to sit in the Court of Appeal Criminal Division. However, sometimes this does occur in the case of misdirection of a jury by a judge or for scientific reasons such as faulty forensic testing. A well-known example of wrongful conviction in the UK in the case of the Birmingham Six. In 1975 6 men were falsely convicted of the Birmingham pub bombings and sentenced to life imprisonment. After serving nearly 17 years of imprisonment their convictions were quashed in 1991. This raises the question, should we be imposing the death penalty when there is a possibility of wrongful conviction.
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In this report, I looked at four viewpoints used to evaluate whether the return of capital punishment is justifiable. Firstly, we must acknowledge the current British law and the Human rights act. Members of the public sector would be in breach of an individual’s human rights if they were to impose the death penalty. Furthermore, as shown by the percentage of successful appeals against sentences there is a possibility of wrongful conviction. Given that those sentenced to death were executed soon after conviction most would not be allowed to appeal their conviction regardless of their innocence. Convicting an individual to death also distinguishes an opportunity for them to be rehabilitated which would be possible if they were given a whole life sentence as opposed to being subjected to capital punishment.
[bookmark: _Toc22215401]Recommendations

On the evaluation of these arguments, it appears that the return of the death penalty is not currently in the best interest of the public. However, public opinion and statistical evidence may come to light in favour of returning the death penalty, in which case a re-evaluation would be necessary.
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