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Critical Thinking
Introduction
	Capital punishment refers to the execution of any individual found guilty by a court of law for committing specific serious or capital crimes such as murder. However, in some countries transgressions such as treason, rape, fraud, and adultery are also punished through capital punishment. It is important to note that capital punishment can simply be exercised by the state as well as non-state actors are not allowed to or if they do it is considered as murder and punishable by law. Criticism and opposition from humanistic perspective has been growing against capital punishment over the years gaining the support of popular public opinion that regards the execution of capital offenders as unfair punishment. It is from the increasing opposition and criticism of the death penalty that Dennis Prager published the essay titled “More Innocents Die When We Don’t Have Capital Punishment.” Prager (2003) argues that abolishing the death sentence is counterproductive since capital offenders pose a bigger risk to the lives of more guiltless people and it costs more to rehabilitate or contain them for life. Abolishing or stopping the practice of capital punishment is a counterproductive approach since it is a proven effective deterrent of crime and recidivism compared to the cost benefit analysis of not executing capital offenders. 
The word capital punishment originated from the Latin word capitalis in reference to beheading of an accused person found guilty of a serious crime. Capital punishment has evolved since the ancient times moving away from beheadings to more human ways carrying out criminal executions. The most commonly used approaches of capital punishment in various parts of the world over time include gas chambers lethal injections (Sarat, 2018). Capital punishment is practiced globally in many countries, but due to pressure from public opinion and advocacy, an estimated 150 countries have abolished the death sentence in practice or in law (Westervelt & Cook, 2010). Opposition to capital punishment embodies many schools of thought, with a majority of them stemming from humanitarian and ethical perspectives. Human rights’ advocacy organizations such as Amnesty International are at the forefront of campaigning for the abolition of the death sentence in countries that still practice capital punishment. 
Opposition against the death penalty use ethics to state that no reason justifies taking away the life of an individual making the execution of criminals a crime murder. Opponents of capital punishment assert that there is a high likelihood of killing a wrongly accused innocent person. This observation emanates from recent advances in criminology and forensic analysis that allows investigators to use evidence such as DNA in the prosecution of criminal cases (Westervelt & Cook, 2010). The admittance of new evidence from forensic analysis has over time resulted in the acquittal of several individuals convicted for capital offenses and sentenced to death. These developments in the criminal justice system are used to embolden individuals and organizations involved in campaigning against capital punishment (Sarat, 2018). It is interesting to note that some opponents of the death sentence claim that it is more expensive to execute criminals than rehabilitating them in prisons that are run at the expense of tax payers’ money. 
Prager (2003) in his essay observes that opposition against capital punishment is short sighted and counterproductive given its effectiveness as a deterrent against crime and recidivism. The execution of criminals convicted of committing capital offenses such as murder acts as a strong deterrent to people in society, which helps create a social system that values the sanctity of life (Westervelt & Cook, 2010). The argument that capital punishment has a high probability of wrongfully ending the life of an innocent person is not founded on reasonable or critical consideration of the consequences and threat posed by capital offenders to the innocent in society. Prager (2003) argues inductively by highlighting several social goods that despite their tremendous benefit to people, they still result in the death of innocent people. The author posits that despite these social goods such as cars causing the death of innocent people, there exist no campaigns calling for their abolition or advocacy against their use.
Prager’s (2003) inductive reasoning provides a strong argument in support of capital punishment that is founded on established trends and documented efficacy. This observation is contrary to arguments presented by opponents to the death sentence whose reasons are based on emotional and ethical perspectives that bear no practical application in combating crime. Abolishing capital punishment would mean that serious offenders such as murderers have to be imprisoned for life in prisons that are run using tax payers money (Westervelt & Cook, 2010). Continuing the practice of capital punishment would help reduce prison populations and save valuable tax payers’ money. Tax could be used to improve people’s lives such as through the provision of better healthcare. A majority of capital offenders have a high likelihood of recidivism and their release back into society after rehabilitation in prisons poses a grave danger to society. 
Conclusion
Capital punishment has been in existence since the ancient times and its nature has evolver time as societies went through various phases of civilization and advancement. The death sentence is accorded to individuals who commit capital offenses such as murder, rape, and treasons depending on the jurisdiction. Opposition against capital punishment has increased over the last few decades resulting in its abolition or cessation of practice in numerous countries around the world. Opposition against the death sentence is based on ethical and humanitarian perspectives that oppose any justification for ending human life. Capital punishment has been proven to be an effective deterrent against crime and recidivism compared to the risk, cost, and threat posed by releasing serious offenders back into society. 
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