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Is capital punishment wrong?
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 (177). 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 (Hochkammer, 72).
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. Hochkammer, 68). 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. 
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.
From Bohm (63), 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 as worse ourselves.  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 in order to be implemented. This is an excessive arrangement of money. 
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 in an exceptional way 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 actually 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 really 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 (Sarat,75).
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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