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Death penalty should be abolished
The death penalty should be abolished, considering it causes more harm than good to both the public and the victims. The public support for the death penalty will diminish when they are made aware of the racial biasness against the minority and the poor. Even with the public backing, logically, opinions don’t equate to factual knowledge. The death penalty process includes trials and multiple appeals that are relatively more expensive than life sentencing without parole. In the cycle of these appeals and trials, the minority and the poor who cannot afford reasonable Attorneys are trapped in the unjust justice system. Retribution defines justice in terms of fairness and proportionality, but is it that what justice is about? Retribution takes us to the past rather than the present. We can uphold law and order in better ways than “an eye for an eye”. I believe it is impossible to match punishment and crimes.
Regarding the theory of punishments (Mitchell, 2012), the proponent of deterrence argues that death penalty deters if it is subjected to celerity, certainty, and severity. People keep on committing murder, yet they know others who have experienced the death penalty for the same. Some people commit crimes of passion, others under the influence of drugs. There is no way fear will prevent them from committing these crimes. The Criminal Justice system should employ alternative punishment with rehabilitation in mind rather than retribution.
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