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Capital punishment is a disciplinary action to a person as a punishment over a certain crime after an appropriate litigation in court. Capital punishment can only be executed by a state. Therefore, when other organizations say they have executed an individual they have essentially committed a homicide. It is usually only applied as a punishment of predominantly stern types of homicide, but in some nation’s treachery, kinds of fraud, rape, and adultery are capital crimes. The name 'capital punishment' is borrowed from a Latin word for the head. A physical punishment, like flogging, borrows its name from the Latin name for body. Capital punishment is utilized in many countries all over the world. Capital punishment is, however, a matter of dynamic controversy in a lot of states and countries, and views can be different within one cultural region or political ideology. Literature will extensively discuss capital punishment and how it deters crime.
As earlier mentioned, capital punishment is killing a person after conviction of an offense, normally referred to as murder. Majorly in the world regulations, crime has been classified into two. The first is robbery or destruction and is termed to be a minor offense. The second kind of offense is very grave offenses like kidnapping, murder, or rape (Walker, 2008). The main emphasis of this paper is to address the notion that capital punishment can lessen the crime, killing rates. 
A lot of researchers, philosophers, and academicians view capital punishment as a preventive to an offense. A number of states in the United States use beheading to attempt to decrease crime. Other countries don’t approve use of that oppressive rule in dispute that an offense shouldn’t be resolved with additional wrongdoing. In a hypothetical view, the main examination of capital punishment in this paper is to illustrate that capital punishment may decrease crime though there is a lot of proof that it does not deter crime. Deterrence refers to the ability of punishments to discourage people from offensive behavior. Deterrence is an overall idea of the decrease in murder rates by use of capital punishment or execution. A lot of studies have shown evidence to favor capital punishment as a way of deterring crimes by investigating the rates of murder in states that use capital punishments and those that do not use it as a way of punishment (Espejo, 2003). One way that capital punishment has been able to deter crime is by instilling fear in people. The fear of dying makes people avoid carrying out murder and stern crimes. A person will have a second thought he or she risks by carrying out a crime that is punishable through death. 
The debate on whether capital punishment deters offenses will most probably go on for many years. Those who support capital punishment as a deterrent of crime state that every execution that is carried out brings down the rates of homicide or lessens the number of probable victims. With the capital punishment for murderers, the community would at least guarantee that execution acts as an illustration to avert illegal actions. Supporters argue that every execution can avert in the range five to 25 offenses and protect about an eighth of the lives, and thus capital punishment is deterrent to an offense. It is maintained that from the 1990s, crime rates in Texas reduced as a result of the use of capital punishment.
Previously, people thought that giving threats of killings after a murder would help reduce the rate of murder cases. In the United States, public killing is not really used. Instead, what is used is a lethal injection. Supporters think that a lot of criminals would estimate the result of carrying out murder act thus the capital punishment can deter offenders to killing people. 
In 2015, the Brennan Center for Justice produced a report to examine possible reasons for the intense reduction in crime in the United States from the 1990s to 2000s. The capital punishment was one of the likely contributing reasons the researchers assessed (Roeder, Eisen & Bowling, 2015). Nevertheless, this report and a lot of other studies have proved that the death penalty never made any effect on the decline in crime (Roeder et al., 2015). Experimentally, capital punishment is too rare to have a quantifiable impact on the drop in crime. In criminology, the presence and application of the death penalty might not even form the deterrent impact on prospective offenders that legislators expected when passing such laws. The authors illustrated that offenders do not regard the results of their actions, mainly when the result is rarely practical, as in the case of capital punishment. A lot of sociological and psychological research proposes that a lot of criminal acts are offenses of passion or carried out in an intense moment based simply on instant circumstances, and therefore prospective offenders might not weigh or consider longer-term probabilities of punishment and incarceration, comprising the likelihood of capital punishment. 
The authors concluded that in line with previous research, the Brennan Center's experiential analysis discovers that there is no proof that capital punishment had an impact on crime in the 1990s to 2000s (Roeder et al., 2015). In the long run, the report credited the reduction in crime to a number of policing tactics and social changes with better incarceration having no impact in the 2000s and just negligible impact on property offense in the 1990s.

Opponents will carry on to claim that capital punishment isn’t an answer to reduce crime rates since its never right to solve an offense with other offense. They believe that sentencing wrongdoers to life imprisonment are socially acceptable and less costly option to deter crimes. Diverse opinions will always be there about the application of any social law or contentious rules like capital punishment (Espejo, 2003). However, in a sociological setting, it’s imperative to understand that people need to reprimand criminal behaviors in maintaining the social order. Founding of certain regulations to uphold the stability of human behavior could be viewed as oppressive but essential for a better protection of values and the shared integrity of a society. The social order is essential in guaranteeing more vigorous human associations and also safeguarding in the society.
In conclusion, the proofs of dissuasion of crime held by capital punishment are not all rounded but both opponents and supporters believe that better convincing proof of deterrent impact of capital punishment is essential to acquire which is a more stable conclusion of the restraining effect. There isn’t substantial proof to support supposition that capital punishment deters crime rates. What is evident is its probability to reduce crime. It is likely that the existing proof about the connection between capital punishment and the reduction of rate s of crime is as a result of other factors and not capital punishment. This research opens the opportunity that in days to come, more studies should be carried out to probably demonstrate that the use of capital punishment to murderers deters crime.
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