Death penalty
[bookmark: _GoBack]Good morning ladies and gentlemen. Today, I would like to talk about a controversial issue that all of us find difficult to judge. I believe we all have different opinions on the issue of the death penalty. Every day, we hear news about people who have killed, raped, or committed other high-profile crimes. We all wonder which is the best punishment for such criminals. Some of us believe it is morally right to do it, while others think it is not. Before I continue with the topic, I would like us to ask ourselves a couple of questions. Does anyone have the right to kill? What punishment matches the crime of murder? Is the death penalty revenge or justice? Does anyone, through their actions, forfeit their fundamental rights? And to extension, do murderers forfeit their right to life when they kill? Can we teach that killing is wrong by killing murderers?
The debate on the morality of capital punishment is unending. Those who support it have their reasons and so do those who oppose it. One of the arguments in support of capital punishment is that it deters crime. Proponents of capital punishment believe that the death penalty scares potential criminals or would-be criminals. Would-be criminals fear the consequences of being killed and fear suffering the same fate as the murderers. This, in their view, deters crime. Another way in which capital punishment deters crime is by incapacitating the offender. When the offender is eliminated, the risk of recidivism is eliminated too. The murderer cannot commit a crime again, whether inside or outside the prison. 
Another argument fronted by the supporters of capital punishment is that punishment should match the crime or be more severe than the crime committed. Therefore, the only punishment that fits murder is murder too. The proponents use the principle of Lex talionis or eye for an eye and tooth for a tooth. Since murder is the worst crime, it should be punished with the severest penalty, murder. According to this argument, all guilty deserve punishment, only the guilty deserve to be punished, and that the guilty people deserve should be punished in proportion to the severity of their crime. For justice to be served, people must suffer their wrongdoing in a way appropriate to the crime they committed. Each criminal should be punished with what their crime deserves; hence a murderer should be punished through death.
Those who oppose the death penalty have their reasons too. First, they argue that the death penalty is not a better deterrent of crime than other means. They say that countries that have executed many people still continue to kill more. According to Amnesty International, the death penalty is a harsh punishment but not harsh on crime. The opponents also argue that countries, where capital punishment is legalized do not have low homicide cases. For example, China, which is the world's top executioner, has not recorded a reduction in homicide cases.
Another argument fronted by the opponents of capital punishment is that it leads to the execution of innocents. The flaws which are inevitable in the criminal justice system and during trials lead to the execution of innocent people. For example, according to Amnesty International, 116 death convicts have been found innocent and exonerated since 1973 in the United States. It is also argued that capital punishment is applied discriminatorily, primarily targeting African Americans and those who are less privileged in the society in terms of resources and knowledge. Such people have limited access to legal representation, which makes them lose cases unfairly, leading to their execution. Other arguments against capital punishment include: it is inhumane, it is a violation of the right to life, it constitutes retribution and vengeance, and that it is more expensive than life imprisonment. 
