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Death Penalty
	The different situations, views, and beliefs in different countries cause individuals to contradict and differ regarding certain subjects. One such issue that has elicited mixed reactions worldwide is the issue of whether the death penalty should be embraced. Proponents of the view have their reasons, and so do those that oppose the view. This text argues that the death penalty should be embraced in all countries and lists out the reasons. The text also looks at critics of this stance and provides an answer for each. 
	One excuse that has recently been paraded in the public debate about the death penalty is that the murder victims’ families are against the death penalty and thus it should be scrapped. King (01) says that of all interviewed Murder Victims' Families for Reconciliation (MVFR) members, none expressed the need to revenge or advocated for the death penalty for those that murdered their loved ones. Their approach to the issue of murder is that no individual is beyond redemption (Hood et al. 3). Each murderer they said, has a redeemable value that has to be found in them. The killers for the book were strangers although data shows that the majority of killers are people that know their victims. The decision to oppose the death penalty always leads to division and thus lead the relationships left behind to become worse because typically, there are those that only believe justice is served after the death sentence gets administered while others like the group above, believe there are better ways to address such crimes.
	While the above group’s points are valid, they are just romanticized and probably deep down believe that the only way to repay a death is through the death of the perpetrator. Additionally, some criminals are beyond change and even end up killing or harming others while in prison. The death penalty thus is a way to clean the world and deal with the killers at the same time. Baldus et al. say that those left behind after a killing, have hearts burning in bitterness and wishing for vengeance themselves (33). If they kill the perpetrators they argue, then they will find peace of heart. The death penalty, therefore, acts as a mediator to give them the desired peace. They are aware that they will not see their loved ones again, but the thought of the killer going through the same fate comforts them. Clearcut murder cases especially should have no other verdict since the person always tends to kill again once released. The bitterness has always driven people to do crazy things such as breaking into prison to find those who murdered their loved ones and deal with them. The punishment, therefore, is the most appropriate in such cases since it leaves all parties satisfied. 
The Gregg V. Georgia ruling of 1976 revealed the following about the death penalty; That it was not only unusual but cruel as well with the decision to introduce it seen as a backward step into the era of branding, slavery, penology and different forms of corporal punishment (Bedau 1). It also argued that opposition to the penalty was not as a result of sympathizing with the criminal, but a protest against the disregard and disrespect for human life. While the criminals had already done that, the law was acting just as criminally and immorally by upholding ways of ending criminals’ lives either by hanging or lynching. Bedau also argued that the death penalty was a denial of the effectiveness of the law’s due process. The act was seen to be irreversible (1). What that meant was that new evidence or laws that would see the reversal of a conviction would be rendered useless since the individual would be long dead.
While Bedau raised some valid points, the ever-present threat of such individuals staying alive and getting out of prison to kill even more would not go away except only by the death penalty (1). Killers that do not get hanged lynched or injected tend to come after the family members of their victims as a way of avenging the time spent in prison. Death penalties, therefore, are a way of permanently taking the threat away. Arguing that it is unusual and cruel undermines the value of justice under the law and saying it is immoral to impose the death penalty is a way of overlooking the crimes that got committed by the individual in the first place. Imposing the death penalty helps to keep people from committing grievous crimes such as murder and that is fair especially since life sentences are no longer a fair payment for the grievances under the new prison reforms where inmates live under relative comfort. The sentencing of criminals that rape, murder, commit robbery with violence and engage in terrorism to life imprisonment has in the past proven flawed since the perpetrators end up doing even more harm while inside through external connections, or on the instances that they get away from prison, they have ended up becoming repeat offenders. The death penalty solves the problem since the individuals are permanently stopped from committing such or worse offenses in the future (Fiester 1). It also acts as a warning sign to any people that may be planning to do the above offenses of their fate and thus helps correct society better than the prison system (Rose 416). Any time these people consider committing certain crimes they are likely to associate them with the death penalty and stop. 
Economists and researchers argue against the unjustness and unfairness of the death penalty worldwide by stating that the persons get sentenced depending on the wealth they have, their race, their attorneys’ skills and where the crime got committed. The argument is that colored and poor people are more likely to get executed compared to the Caucasians and are almost automatically sentenced to death if the victim is white (ACLU 1). The practice is also a waste of taxpayers’ money and resources according to ACLU 1 and has no benefit in terms of public safety that is tangible. Further, the study argues that too many of those sentenced to the death penalty are innocent. The statistics show that one in ten persons has in the past been exonerated of the crimes.
The ACLU article points out that one in ten death penalty criminals get exonerated occasionally, but forgets to say that the remaining nine are guilty and at times a danger to society. Wealth does not decide a person’s conviction as has been seen in previous high profile cases that ended in the victims facing the death penalty. The issue of poor lawyers is just an excuse since most criminals that get sentenced even on reasonable charges always blame the lawyers. Majority of the offenders are not remorseful for their actions but about the fact that they got caught. The death penalty, therefore, is also a rehabilitation technique for other small offenders since they realize that if they do not reform their ways, they may also end up the same way. Typically, even the biggest offenders start as petty offenders and graduate to crimes such as murder and robbery with violence. The death penalty acts as a wake-up call for such criminals since it shows them what lies in their futures if they do not change their ways. When they get back to society; therefore, they avoid all forms of crime and lead their lives as peaceful people.
The issue of the adoption of the death sentence worldwide elicits different reactions from different people as seen above. There are those that see it as a way of deterring future crimes, then there are those that oppose it as being cruel and inhuman. The method may not be popular, but it works since the criminals or would be criminals are stopped in their tracks and justice obtained for families of murder victims. Society is also rid of people who may have been killing or bombing or even robbing people at gunpoint. The act is also a leveling tool since it helps families of murder victims to move on and be rid of the bitterness and anguish that the murder of loved ones left them. There have been many cases reported of repeat offenders in the past which is something the death penalty helps eliminate. While some people may argue that the death penalty is unjust, it is the ultimate justice tool since it repays death with death. The death penalty, therefore, should be introduced in every country as it helps keep criminals in check and make the society safe. The answer for governments is not to abolish the death penalty, but to ensure that all individuals that get sentenced for horrible crimes deserve it.
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