Running Head: CAPITAL PUNISHMENT                                                                                                                     1
 CAPITAL PUNISHMENT                                                                                                                                                2








Institutional Affiliation
Professor’s Name
Student’s Name
Date of Submission







Is capital punishment wrong?
Abstract 
Everyday many people are convicted of murder, rape, robbery with violence, and other high-profile crimes. The question is, which is the appropriate punishment for such criminals? Should they be given a life sentence without parole, or should they be executed? Some countries have legalized capital punishment, while in other countries, the death penalty is illegal. The controversy surrounding the morality of capital punishment continues to be one of the hottest debates today. Does anyone have the right to kill? Is it possible for a person who commits certain crimes to forfeit their human rights? Do murderers forfeit their right to life when they kill? Does killing deter crime? What about the execution of innocent people? Is capital punishment humane? What is the risk of a person who has killed to kill again? These are some of the questions surrounding the morality of the death penalty. This paper argues against the morality of the death penalty and that it should be abolished in all countries (Benatar,2013).







According to Bohm, (2016), capital punishment is immoral because it is inhumane. No one has the right to kill. Most of the killings are made through electric chairs or poisonous gases. According to the U.S Catholic conference, it is impossible to teach that killing is wrong by killing. According to Clark, the death penalty is inhumane, cruel, and degrading regardless of its moral grounds. The way it is done causes pain and suffering to the convict. Execution amounts to torture, pain, and suffering, hence it is wrong.
Secondly, capital punishment should be abolished because it is not a better deterrent to crime. Evidence shows that the death penalty is not a better deterrent to crime than other means. There is no evidence that the death penalty deters crime. The death penalty does not achieve the social goals of reducing crime. Punishment should make convicted offenders better persons in society. Capital punishment does not accomplish this goal because it does not give the offender a chance to rectify and reform. Penalties should be rehabilitative, and capital punishment does not achieve this.
Thirdly, capital punishment degrades the value of human life. Everyone believes that human life is valuable. There is no point in which someone can forfeit their right to life. Even the worst criminals have the right to life. Human life is an inalienable right; even murderers have the right to live. A person cannot forfeit their human rights by their actions. Hence murderers do not forfeit their right to life because they killed. No one should intentionally take away the life of another where there is a feasible alternative. 
The risk of executing innocents is another reason why capital punishment should be abolished. According to Metz, (2010), death convicts have been found innocent and exonerated since 1973 in the United States. These people have been found innocent, and convictions were made wrongly. There is no substantial evidence that the death penalty is applied discriminatory and that the risk of the sentencing of an innocent is incalculable, but the risk is not zero. This is clear evidence that an innocent person can be executed. The death penalty is discriminatory in that its weight is disproportionately carried by the less privileged in terms of resources, knowledge, and color. Clark posits that such people have limited access to legal representation and often lose cases unfairly, leading to their execution. The criminal justice system is not infallible, and thus there is a possibility of innocent people being executed.
Capital punishment is morally wrong because it constitutes retribution and vengeance, which are wrong. The United States Catholic Conference affirms that we cannot teach that killing is wrong by killing. Capital punishment is similar to revenge, and revenge is wrong. What if we were to revenge for everything? Archbishop Desmond Tutu contends that taking a life when life has been lost is revenge and not justice (Metz, 2010).
Capital punishment leads to death by accomplishment.  It is justified as a legal act in some nations as a form of punishment to crimes considered to be serious, but this doesn't make it right. This type of punishment should be eradicated since it is morally mistaken, exclusive, and such a deliberate process. There is no moral basis for capital punishment. When the death penalty is applied, it means we are following the offenders' example by committing something similar to worse ourselves. From Meltsner, M. (2011), capital punishment means that we are talking about someone's life for another life. There is also a casual that an error will be made, and the wrong individual may be put into death where they don’t deserve. Capital punishment should be avoided so that innocent persons are not killed on the mistakes they don’t deserve. The other problem with this type of punishment is that it is very expensive. For instance, the special prison housing is affluent to staff and keep up. Countries that have adopted capital punishment, spending a lot of their taxes to pay for these expenses.  For example, Florida has spent $60 million for over 30 years to carry out 20 executions. This is a clear indication that capital punishment requires huge resources to be implemented. This is an excessive arrangement of money. 
Capital punishment is considered as a slow process. About 95 percent of all death-row convicts are not completed on time. As a result, the coming up list for executions keeps increasing every year. It is believed that if the United States legal scheme performed one prisoner per day, it would take more than 30 years to complete all the cells on death punishment. This process is slow, and it will require more time and resources.
According to Meltsner, (2011), capital punishment cannot be restricted to the nastiest cases. The majority of people who are against the death penalty have the thought that whenever a given brutal murder happens, when a Manson Charles or Speck Richard emerges, there is an inclination to say, "That one deserves to die." Anger, genuine, and disgusting fear agrees with these second thoughts. In reality, there is an impossibility to draft a demise penalty rule in such a means it will only be possible to the Mansons and Specks of this world. Capital punishment, the same as every other system of violence, is tremendously hard to bound once the tough cases convince the community to let miserable the bars in directive to resolve a limited, precise problem.  
From Latzer, (2010), it is also justified that even the offenders have the right to life. Syski Leszek questioned this form of penalty as it is violating the rights of all the guilty individuals as they have the right to life. There is no human being who has the mandate of eliminated anybody's life as they have the right to live. Death punishment is an unbearable denial of civilian rights and is unpredictable with the essential ethics of an independent system. Capital punishment is uncivilized in philosophy and biased and discriminatory in exercise. Through legislature, advocacy, and trial, against this cruel and ruthless institution, we try to avert implementations and pursue the elimination of the death penalty.  Capital punishment refutes due procedure of law. Its hassle is often subjective, and continuously irrevocable-forever grudging an individual of the chance to reap from emerging evidence which could permit the reversal of a conviction, or removing death sentence.
Capital punishment is wrong since it disrupts the legitimate guarantee of equality and protection. This type of punishment is just applied arbitrarily and is discriminatory. It is applied unreasonably upon those whose fatalities are white, criminals who are discrete of color, and on those who are unfortunate and unschooled and intense in a certain area of the country. Capital punishment is considered to be exceptional as it is argued that vengeance is applied exceptionally in the circumstance of the death penalty. Wrongdoings other than homicide are not receiving the punishment that impersonators the misconduct; for example, rapists are not punished by sexual attacks, and individuals guilty of attack are not ritually beaten up. Some lawmakers believe that capital punishment is not used as a reckoning for assassination, or even reliably for a specific kind of killing. They claim that in the United States, the smallest group of marginal killers are executed, and that nuisance of the death penalty on an unpredictably selected arbitrarily of criminals does not total to a constant program of vengeance. Since capital punishment is not functioned retributively, it is unsuitable to use vengeance to validate the death penalty (Langhamer, 2012).
In conclusion, capital punishment is unethical and should be abolished. The death penalty is inhumane, does not deter crime; it is not applied with justice, degrades human life, and is a sign of vengeance and retribution and not justice. Thus, it should be abolished in all countries. Capital punishment should be avoided by the lawful system. Everybody should reflect on it as an immoral act that must be abolished. If not, common intelligence must tell them that it doesn't work well; meanwhile, it is so luxurious and such a sluggish process. 
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