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Problems with Consent Defense: Armin Meiwes Cannibalism Case Study
The Armin Meiwes cannibalism case was a very interesting case where the defense team sought to seek justice through consent law argument. Meiwes the convict, confessed to having killed his victim Bernd Juergen Brandes arguing that what he did was an “act of mercy” for he had fulfilled request to kill by the victim. The defendant legal team sought to apply this law to reduce the prison term for their client to a shorter period of 5-6 years.  However, the court rejected this application of the law in this case. Through this essay, I will examine the consent law and analyze the problems that could have caused the judge to disqualify the consent argument in this litigation. 
	According to Samaha (2017), an individual may give consent to another individual to commit a crime against them. In this kind of situation, no law enforcement body should get in the way to prevent or prosecute the person who commits the crime under the circumstance (Samaha, 2017). It is under this argument that the defense team was justifying Meiwes actions. However, Samaha (2017), categorically stipulated that the individual contesting to the crime has to be “mentally competent” meaning that they should be of sound mind. Unfortunately, according to the prosecution team, Brandes had mental disturbance during this crime. As a result, the judge rejected the consent justification based on mental unsoundness of the victim during the crime.
	Another problem that could arise from consent defense in this case, is that it is difficult to determine really whether the victim, Brandes voluntarily requested to be killed. The article does not describe any witness who can justify whether Brandes request to be killed. Furthermore, according to the article, Meiwes told the Kassel court that he had long-term dream and desire since he was in high school to cannibalize classmates. His urge was so strong that he had gone to an extent of placing an advertisement on the internet. Therefore, Brandes represented him with an opportunity to fulfill his cannibalism desire. 
	Additionaly, Samaha (2017), asserted that consent to crime has to be voluntary. This means that the individual should not be forced, threatened or tricked into believing they are going to get some gain from crime against them. Moreover, the person should understand recursion of what they are consenting to. The article, state that Brandes bought a one-way ticket to go visit the Meiwes. However, there is no explanation on what lured the victim to visit the defendant’s home neither does it explain what convincing words the defendant used on the internet advert that could have made the victim visit his home. Also, as asserted at the beginning of the article, defendant and the victim had some sexual encounter. It can be argued that this could have been trickery that the defendant used to get his victim to his home.
	Again, most countries recognize very few specific and exceptions for consented defense argument. Firstly, any consent to a crime should not inflict any serious injury and individual should not give consent to any crime that can result in an injury (Samaha, 2017). For instance, in Alabama in the United State of America, consent to bodily harm should be minimal and the individual consenting should be aware of the risk of participating in such an activity (Samaha, 2017). On the contrary, the purported consent to Meiwes was unlawful and resulting in not just to a mere injury but to death. Subsequently, the problem of justifying the consent to kill could have automatically arisen from this argument. 
	Meiwes argued that his action was an act of mercy insinuating that he was just carrying out an euthanasia on Brandes. The victim like described by the article was insane therefore could not make such a decision on his own. In the case where an individual cannot take a decision on their own Samaha (2017), argue that the person who gives consent should have legal authority over the subject. For instance, a family member or guardian of such a person has a legal authority to make such a decision if the person is really suffering and in pain. therefore, the argument by the defense team that the defendant actions were an act of mercy and justifiable does not make sense.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Notably, though an individual can impose pain on themselves and commit suicide, legally, no individual has a right to take the life of another (Samaha, 2017). Based on this legal argument, the judge can render the consented defense null and void and convict individual like Meiwes. Furthermore, the article indicated that Meiwes not only killed Brandes but frozen his flesh and ate it over several months. This insinuates that his motive to kill was not to fulfill the wishes of the victim but rather was to get flesh to fulfill his insatiable desire to eat human flesh. This could rule out the consent defense argument as the motive that drove him to commit such flagitious crime.
	In conclusion, cannibalism on whatever grounds be it through consent, the self-motivated attack or any other means, is a heinous act because it takes away a precious human life. Therefore, such cases of cannibalism should be diligently examined to ensure that justice is served without legal bias because as seen in this case, consent can be used by guilty offenders to get away with atrocious crimes such as cannibalism. The jury should also carefully examine material facts presented by the plaintiff, prosecutor and the defendant to determine whether consent is a suitable justification for any crime.
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