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justifly these senseiless xiilings. vt of Lhe hundreds of people vunvicled

of murder every year, only a hand.fy.zl""_ are actually subiject to the death
penalty. Some pecple may actually be under the illusion that only the most

horrid of murdérers receive the death penalty, buot this- deception is
There is

realized through an abundance of evidence to the caontrary.
absclﬁtely no “meaningful basis” distinguishing the few cases where tH2
de_al:h pena.lt} is imposed from the many more that it is not. No legitimate
evidence exist to justify the arbitrary selection of who is to die and-who

The onl‘y

is not baserd an this fraudulent ‘worst of the worse’ claim.

discernible evidence for this arbitrary selection process is a mixture of
The visible signs cof

racism and poverty, with heavy emphasis on race,
raciém and prejuaice 1s ubvluu? Lu emyone with recaseonablce intelligence, wikh
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the exception of those who chose to turn a blind eye and desf ear to it.

Denying that it exists does not make it any less real ‘
It should net be surprising- t.haf.t the biases and prejudice that ﬁexm.eate

our socliety would also- play a substantial role in determining who will be

subject to the death penalty and who will not. The intuitive nature o'f this

affinity is palpable to most people, but as noted abo{re, even intelligent
The racism infecting

people seek solace through ostracism to these facts.
the death penalty has. been documented through hichly reiiabie and respected

research. The “Bolus Study” showed that, “[b]jlacks who kill whites are
sentenced to death at least 22 times the rate of blacks who kill blacks and

more than 7 timeo tho rate of whites who kill hlacks.”%® Racause of ‘the

k
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t¥oClesk v. Komn, 481 U.S. 272 {1978)



‘nature of racism’ permeating the death penalty, reverse discrimination was

introduced to disguise the bieses and prejudice. The reverse racism remains
alive and well today, despite numercus challenges of such in the courts.
This malicious =ffort to 'disguise' the biases and prejudice in the death
penalty selecticn process was like stacking ‘deg shit on top of ape ‘shit’
B

trying to hide the stench of one form of racism with the repugnant sten~h nf

Despite the ovemﬁowering stench- of racism infecting the death

anather,
penalty there are still those who chose to hold their noses and deay that

th= steanch suista.
One individual who remains obs t.mate and oblivious to the biases and
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race and position.
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prejudice of the death penalty is a man of stature,.
someone, who you would imagine would be highly poignant to these issues, but
Claremce Thomas denies the very existence of any |

Supreme Court Justice,
-Instead, he

bilases or pr-j'udi;ce in this country's death :penalty scheme,
finds dubious sopport for his déath’ penalty dogma through twisted and
pitiful reliance omn 4,000 year old obscuze hibld:cal text and 20D ;;aar old
antiquated' legal phiIosophjr. He shared these views in Morgan v. Illincim®

skating in relevant part:

. Even if a Civlil Society resolved to

“Wihoever has committed murder must die . . .
. The last murderer lving in the pricon

dissolve itself with consent to all its members, .
ought io be aﬂawted before the resaluticn was w:ﬂed out. This ought ic be done in oxder

that every one may realize the dessert of his deeds. . .» (I Kant, The Philosophy of Law
188 (1788). In support of this declaration Justice Thomas cited: “Exodus 21:12 [Hie that

smitzth & man s0 that he gies, shall surely be put to death).”

*Morgan v. Illinois, 504 G.S. 713 (2003)



This precarious reasoning by a mun of Justice Thomas stature and race
hly ldedbearted position for the dsath

iz not wnly sad Lul demwusliales
To determin
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penalty, that he uses ¢ lssues ¢f the death penalty ia casas

presented te him by the court.

reasoning by a2 member of our cocuntry’s highest cou
se€vezre punishment there is, It is not’ bard to imagine how many other
members of society finds support for the death renalty through similar

twisted logic and reasoning.
over. two cen*uries ago the pu*-pose of the

At another time and place,
Smi+h, the court

In The King’s Conrt v

death benalty was put into context.
"Or mentally deficient

‘beld in conszderatlon with executing a morons
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et

individuals that:
'[T]hat ma.rguml satisfactionr uf Llood Just 2od vengeance Sscured through the execution of

a cogﬁizable meran is far out weighed by the nsed of mercy and higher justice.

The King’s Court identified the qui_nteasantial Purpose behind the
that being amongst othex

ignoble and cowardly executions of .it’s citizens,
[blood lust] and Ivengaanc:e] “ Put into

"[t)lo satisfy societies

things,
JAR nnx h.‘!.ghnst court did th—ough a similae

perspective. that anurt hald,

conclusion two hundred years later,* that
of blcod lust and’ vengeance”, in

“executing morons only served
comparison with

maxrginal . satigfaction

killing someone who has their full .faculties- about thes.
nan what The King’s

In this context,

the death penalty of today serves no different purpose t

339 (K.B. 1782) *Id. 342

‘99 Eng. Rap.
538 U.8. 304 (2002)

Atskins v. Vizginia,



to sztisfy societies blood lust. The difference

court prociaums in 3mith;
is that The King’s Court had the backbone to J‘_.dentify the purpose the death

penalty served two hundred years ago, in contrast with this country that

continues to hide behind a cowardly fagade of dubious and twisted reasoning

for the sanitized murders committed under the guise of justice.

For a mintte let’s forget about the biases and prejudice that pemeaﬂte

our society and that of the death penalty as well. Even absent thosa valid

considerations, the most sophisticated death penalty scheme cannot eliminate

haman error from aandemning and executing the innocont. Decause it s sv
morally reprehensible to think that an imnocent person may be executed, we
L] i ¥ s AN TTET T —
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deceive ourselves i‘nﬁo believing that the checks a_nd balances 'in aur

judic.j.al.uyal..um will preveat such an acrocaity. The evidence, although, does

not support this deceptive thinking, particularly in light of the huge.
pumber of death row prisosers who’s convictions have been overturned bhased

on DNA evidence, eye wltnesses recanting their own testimony, withholding of
exculpat,ory- evidence by' the prosecution, use of fabricated evidence by law

enforcement, includiag. trumped up jail house informant testimony and based
on a literal array of other factors tainting the convexsations of so many

Justice Thomas and others would have us believe that.

waiting .to die.
execuéing the innocent: is acceptable under the death penalty scimma, as Inng
as ;“.hey received all of the pzrocesses due them under the law. V¥hat 2 sad
vraclamation for anyone, let alone a Supreme Court Justice. This type of

dAeath penalty dogma was refleosted in 1000 by Chasles Diukens 1n his pbook,
‘\Bleak House’, where Dickens wrote, “[I]Jt is better to hang some Zeller than

no Feller.” Ancther legal epigram with sizl;stance here is, “[Tlhere is no



man so good, who, were he to submit all his thoughts to the law, would not
deserye hanging ten times over in his lifetime.”#
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