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The death penalty
is wrong
Wisconsin rejects
capital punishment
The U. S. Department of Justice just announced that it
would start executing people convicted of federal capital
offenses in December. President Trump’s apologist Attorney
General, William Barr, announced that the first five inmates
will die within six weeks. How a staunchly pro-life administration justifies state-sponsored killing, while opposing
abortion on demand, continues to baffle me.
The federal government restored using capital punishment in 1988 and only executed three inmates up to 2003,
when it was again suspended. Thirty-seven federal inmates
were executed from 1927 to 2003. In 2014, President Obama
ordered a review of death penalty procedures because of
concerns over botched executions performed with lethal
injections. The current administration announced that the
lethal injection concerns have been resolved, clearing the
way to start the killings once again.
Here in Wisconsin, the death penalty
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Our section looked at the legislative
proposal to reintroduce capital punishment and concluded that capital punishment was flawed on
a number of levels. We were concerned about the possibility
of executing an innocent person. At that time, DNA testing
was offering some increased certainty, but many cases lack
DNA evidence to test. Research into false confessions and
the vagaries of eyewitness identification also lent support to
our opposition to the penalty. We all knew that the criminal
justice system cannot get it right all of the time and that it
is wrong to convict and kill innocent people.
We also looked at the impact of capital prosecutions on the
rest of the justice system. Capital cases cost several times
more than other cases that go to trial. Expert testimony, pretrial litigation and appeals add to the costs and the time
cases take to conclusion, taking resources away from other
areas of the justice system. Court time for capital cases
would take time away from civil cases and would grind the
rest of the court system to a halt, especially in smaller counties.
The issues we identified in the 1990s are still present today.
They are magnified at the federal level where now federal
courts can impose the death penalty for a federal crime committed in a state that does not have the death penalty.
President Trump ran his campaign on a “pro-life” platform, promising to appoint “pro-life” judges to the federal
courts. If you believe “life begins at conception” and “all
lives matter,” how can you support state-sanctioned killing?
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Our work, coupled with
the advocacy of other anti-death penalty groups, convinced
the Wisconsin Legislature not to pursue reintroduction of
the death penalty. The proposals died in committee without
ever coming to a full vote in either chamber of the Legislature. Subsequent efforts to pursue capital punishment also
withered and stopped altogether by 2000.
Only 22 states now allow capital punishment. Most are
Republican-controlled. How states without the death penalty will react to federal courts sentencing their citizens to
death when their state courts cannot will create an interesting political dynamic.
All of the legalities and moral considerations aside, I still
fail to understand how those professing to be “pro-life” can
support an administration that engages in state-sponsored
killing of its own citizens, especially when we have “life
means life” sentencing laws for the most serious offenses.
Attorney General Barr has injected an issue into our political debate that will further divide the electorate and give
Trump’s opponents another point of discussion in upcoming election cycles. It is time we abolished the death penalty
as many other civilized countries have done.
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Mueller’s two-year political
It’s time to investigate the investigators — including liberal lawmakers — who were complicit in a conspiracy to frame President Trump
and remove him from office using
the almighty power of the U.S. Justice Department.
What we saw unfold at the Bob
Mueller congressional hearing this
week should alarm every American.
The special counsel tasked to lead
the investigation the past two years
wasn’t capable of holding such a
position. Throughout the multiplehour hearing on Capitol Hill Wednesday, our nation saw a confused and
disoriented man, Bob Mueller, who
didn’t have a grasp of the facts and
key information contained within
his 448-page report. Mueller had
trouble answering simple questions
indicating he wasn’t in charge of the
investigation into the Trump campaign and the current administration — someone else was.
Who, exactly? Was Mueller’s staff
of Trump-hating prosecutors who
wanted Hillary Clinton to win the
2016 presidential election driving the
sham investigation to punish her
political opponents?
It’s well known that the majority of
lawyers on the special counsel legal
team were staunch liberals who
donated tens of thousands to Clinton’s campaign and to other
Democrats. Several had other glaring conflicts of interest, such as
Jeannie Rhee, who represented the
Clinton family in the past, including
work for the Clinton Foundation.
And then there’s Mueller’s top
deputy, Andrew Weissman, who
attended a political event to support
Hillary Clinton during the last presidential cycle. Weismann also praised
Sally Yates, a former Department of
Justice official who served in the
Obama administration, for disobeying orders from President Trump
and refusing to cooperate with his
administration.
Every single lawyer on the special
counsel team who had blatant conflicts of interest and/or political bias
should’ve never have been part of
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the investigation.
Let’s not forget that former Attorney General Jeff Sessions was forced
to recuse himself — following heavy
pressure from Democratic lawmakers and their backers in media —
from overseeing the special counsel
investigation because he supported
candidate Trump during the 2016
presidential campaign.
Why the double standard with
Mueller’s legal team?
Extreme anti-Trump bias wasn’t
the only troubling issue involving
the “get Trump” special counsel —
far from it.
Mueller revealed during his testimony that he, mandated to investigate foreign interference into the
2016 election, singularly focused on
contacts between Russians and the
Trump campaign while simultaneously failing to investigate real Russian “collusion” and interference by
Clinton’s campaign and the Democratic Party.
It’s well known that Clinton’s campaign and the Democratic National
Committee paid millions to Fusion
GPS, an opposition research firm
that contracted ex-British spy
Christopher Steele and Russian
informants to concoct the illicit
“dirty dossier,” which was chock full
of anti-Trump lies and Russian disinformation. That foreign-sourced
propaganda was then used by thenFBI Director James Comey — a
Trump hater who was later fired by
the president — and others within
the highest echelons of the DOJ to
obtain FISA warrants, spy on the
Trump campaign and subsequently
(Adriana
open criminal investigations into columnist w
Trump and his associates.
Follow her
The dossier was the epicenter of hen16.)

(Waring Fincke is a retired attorney and serves as a
guardian for the elderly and disabled for a Sheboygan County nonprofit agency.)
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