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LESSON PLAN “Rule of law”

STANDARD: Summarize differing ideas about the purposes and functions of law, including
the “rule of law” and the “rule of man” and the idea that the “rule of law” protects not only
individual rights but also the common good and summarize the sources of laws, including
nature, social customs, legislatures, religious leaders, and monarchs.
OBJECTIVES: Outline the history of our laws. Compare our system of laws with others.
Use critical thinking to read articles, analyze them, and communicate opinions on them.
Step one:

Grve a brief lecture on the evolution and sources of our laws.
Step two:

Hand out the articles on “Eye for Eye Justice”. Students are to read the articles, and then
respond to what they read in five to seven sentences. They can agree with the methods in
the article, disagree, or have questions about the article. Everyone must respond in some
way.

Step three:

Choose three students randomly. These three will come to the front of the room and sit.
They will discuss the issues presented in the article along with their responses. The rest of
the class, including the teacher, are not allowed to speak until the three have concluded their
discussion. While the discussion is going on, the rest of the class can write down their
quéstions for the three. Then the rest of the class has their turn to speak.

Step four; Hand out the letter to the editor

Students are to read the letter to the editor, and then they are to write a letter to the editor
in response.

Step five: Summary: Read and discuss some of the responses to the letter. End the session

with a summary of the evolution of laws in our country, and the likenesses and differences

in our rules and eye for eye justice.



Monday, 14 August, 2000, 13:55 GMT 14:55 UK
Eye for an eye justice

By Frank Gardner in Cairo

An eye for an eye - that is the way Saudi justice has
always been. But this time it has been taken literally.

The Saudi authorities have reportedly removed the eye of
an Egyptian as punishment for his attack on another
Egyptian six years ago.

The Saudi newspaper Okaz reported on Monday that Abdel
Moti Mohammed had his eye surgically removed in a
hospital after being sentenced by an Islamic court in
Medina,

He was found guilty of throwing acid in the face of another
Egyptian, Shahata Mahmoud, permanently disfiguring him.

They were said to be having an argument over money.
Operations

Mahmoud's face was allegedly so badly damaged that it
remained disfigured after 30 surgical operations.

He said it was enough to stop him returning to Egypt for
fear of his family's reaction.

Under Saudi law the victim can pardon his attacker, but in
this case he chose not to, despite being reportedly offered
over $200,000 to drop the punishment.

The victim was quoted as saying that the removal of Mr
Mohammed's eye waould stop his famtily in Egypt from
taking revenge on his attacker's relatives.

Punishments

The Saudi authorities apply strict corporal punishments for
thieves, adulterers and anyone caught drinking alcohol.

They also execute convicted murderers, rapists, armed
robbers and drug smugglers.

The London-based human rights organisation, Amnesty
International, has sharply criticised the Saudi justice
system. But the Saudi Government has defended its
record, saying that no-one has the right to criticise its
application of Islamic law.

http://mews.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/middle _east/880138.stm
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BEME NEWS

Should we take an eye for an eye?

As a Somali man stabs to death his father's killer in a public execution and Kenyan

women call for the castration of rapists, will justice be done if we take an eye for an
eye?

The public execution in Mogadishu was ordered by an Islamic court. Under Sharia law those who
commit murder are punishable by death.

Residents in the nearby area say they have noticed a drop in robberles, murder and general
lawlessness since Sharia law was introduced.

New proposals to combat sexual offences in Kenya no longer include a provision to castrate
rapists but many female activists throughout Africa still argue that castration is the only effective
way to deter and punish those who rape.

Is justice more effective when the punishment mirrors the crime? Do you think it Is fair
to take an eye for an eye? Tell us what happens in your traditional courts or other
systems of justice? What works where you are?

This debate is now closed. Thank you for your comments.
Your comments:

In most American states the death sentence still stands and it is so because it is American law.
So I don't see anything wrong with Somalian laws If they apply the death sentence. The death
penalty is the death sentence anywhere,
Kabir Ahmed Andidi, Kaduna, Nigeria

I don't believe in "an eye for an eye" . It might sound fair, when the culprit is guilty. Imagine if
the culprit is not guilty, his friends and family might look for a way to revenge, justifying that the
latter was murdered. There we see a vicious circle of revenge which might even become a civil
warl!

John Mutahi, Nairobi, Kenya

An eye for an eye was implemented to set limits on
revenge
Jim Banks, USA

It is better to forgive than to carry out revenge, but it Is also better to carry out an eye-for-an-
eye than to take revenge on an entire family or clan. As I understand it, an eye-for-an-eye was
implemented to set limits on revenge. As for those who speak of those who are "unevolved",
they are self-righteous judges far from the reality of Somalia.

Jim Banks, Cambridge, MA, USA

Please, the issue is not a matter under our judgement, its Allah's Sharia. Eye for an eye does not

http://newsvote.bbc.co.uk/mpapps/pagetools/print/news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/africa/497800... 6/1/2006
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mean as most of the people think. If the loss of part of your body, by the cause of another, is
accidental (not Intentional), then you are not subject to the ruling. But intentional killing is
worthy of the reward of eye for an eye,

Mohamed Yusuf, Hargeisa, Somaliland

Sharia again! Why do we waste our breathe when we are facing a fringe who cannot think for
themselves, but swallow hook line and sinker obsolete religious dogmas that have nothing to
contribute to the betterment of humanity. When shall we wake-up from our slumber?

Fodei M. Conteh, Cyprus & Sierra Leone

Could someone really explain why the man murdered the boys father over his education?
Yiyo Vivo, UK

Like many others, I believe it is a way to reduce crime.
Yemti Harry Ndlenla, Buea, Cameroon

Forgiveness is the key to any kind of healing process.
Placide Matsiaba, Port-Gentil, Gabon

' It is better not to allow children and women to
,  watch public punishments
i Liban A Hussein, Pakistan

1
i

The Islamic rules are clear cut. If you kill someone and the relatives of that person decide to kill
you, in Islamic law, no one can stop this, but it is better not to allow children and women to
watch public punishments.

Liban A. Hussein, Islamabad, Pakistan

" Yes and No. Yes, because there are societies who understand the eye-for-an-eye law only and,
No, for the civilized society. It depends on where it is happening.
Habeal Seyoum, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia

By saying that an "Eye for an eye makes the whole world blind", although a good point, it is only
half thought out. Without taking back that eye, only the side of justice/good will be blind. The
side of evil will then still have its eyes and freely attack its weakened victim.

Martin, Indianapolis, Indiana, USA

The Somali teenage example has not solved any problems for the society. This was an episode of
two "murders".

Maxwell Ukpebor, Tkoyi, Lagos

I can understand why the boy has done this, because I would have done it if I was in his shoes.
He obviously wanted revenge and, when you are angry, you do not think about what you are
doing.

Rhys Fusseli, Ashford, Kent, UK

This is an absolutely abhorrent case of medieval justice in the 21st century, a classic case of the
law of the jungle prevailing in a lawless and failed state.
Charles Osunwoke, London, UK

The traditional method of paying blood money has
not been sufficient deterrent for killers

http://mewsvote.bbc.co.uk/mpapps/pagetools/print/news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/africa’d97800... 6/1/2006



Dear Editor:

I'am writing regarding the article entitled “An Eye for an Eye” in a
recent edition of your paper. I believe that we should adopt this as
our rule of law. Iam tired of my prices going up because of
shoplifiers. If they lose a hand, T doubt they would shoplift again.
Many of our criminals need a good dose of reality therapy, and I feel
that cutting off a hand for stealing would be a huge deterrent to
future crimes. How many would shoplift if they knew they would
lose a hand? Would it not deter others if they see the shoplifter’s
nub?

I also support the death penalty. Our justice system is out of
control. We coddle the criminals, giving them years to appeal before
they are finally put to death. If DNA is used to free a pérson, it
should be enough to go ahead and execute them without years of
appeals.

Starting right now, Iam going to vote only for people who will
change the justice system. Enough is enough.

Sincerely,

Concerned and Upset citizen
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CNN.com - Democrats: No raises for Congress until minimum wage is increased - Jun 28... Page 1 of 1

WASHINGTON (CNN) — A week after the GOP-led Senate rejected an increase to the minimum wage

Democrats on Tuesday vowed to block pay raises for members of Congress until the minimum wag
increased.

"We're going to do anything it takes to stop the congressional pay raise this year, and we're not going to settle for this year al
Democratic Leader Harry Reid of Nevada said at a Capitol news conference.

“They can play all the games the want,” Reid said derisively of the Republicans who control the chamber. "They can deal wit|
estate tax, flag burning, all these issues and avoid issues like the prices of gasoline, sending your kid to college. But we're gc
everything to stop the congressionat pay raise." :

The minimum wage is $5.15 an hour. Democrats want to raise it to $7.25. During the past nine years, as Democrats have trie
unsuccessfully to increase the minimum wage, members of Congress have voted to give themssives pay raises - technically

increases” — totaling $31,600, or more than $15 an hour for a 40-hour week, 52 weeks a year, according to the Congression:
Service.

In floor debate tast week Republicans argued the raise for low-income workers would hurt smaif businesses. They offered an
measure to raise the minimum wage that was tied to tax breaks for small businesses.

The main proposat fell eight votes short of the 60 it needed to pass with 46 opposing; the alternative measure mustered only
favor, while 53 senators opposed.

Reid wouldn't spell out the specific tactics he would employ to block the congressional pay raise — which is triggered each ye
passage of an appropriations bill not by a vote on a stand alone bill to increase pay for members.

But he warned, "t know procedures around here fairly well."



