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Death Penalty Should be Embraced in the Whole World
Introduction
It is worth legalizing and embracing the death penalty because it helps to keep the society safe and eliminate hardcore criminal elements. However, not everyone thinks this way because other people totally disagree with the death penalty and term it as inhuman and unjust. Amnesty International defines the death penalty as the ultimate cruel, inhuman and human degrading punishment to human beings where a person convicted of a crime is punished by death. The widely accepted definition for this concept is that death penalty is a state-sanctioned punishment where the state executes a criminal convicted of crimes after having been found guilty of crimes such as murder, felony among others in a court of law and given a death sentence. It is also known as capital punishment and involves an execution or killing of an offender who has been sentenced to death and convicted by a court of law (Recinella, 2015). The bone of contention is the question that, should the death penalty be used to convict criminals? The contrasting views about the issue of death sentence led to a lot of heated arguments and debate in many countries because of the different groups of people having different opinions about it. Some people argue that death penalty should never be used because it goes against the rights of humans while some think that it should be used because it is the only punishment that is equal to the crimes committed. Whichever the side, it is important to note that the death penalty is very crucial because it can be used to deter other people from committing crimes against humanity such as murder. There is a need to support the death penalty because research studies have shown that some hardcore criminals cannot be changed even if they are taken to prison for life (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). Therefore, the pros of the death penalty outweigh the cons of the penalty and therefore, every nation in the world should legalize the death penalty to eliminate hardcore crimes and criminals from society. The death penalty is good for the world since it is the only equal punishment for criminals such as murders, it helps to deter people from committing serious crimes such as terrorism and murder and it helps to prevent recurrence of murder acts by cooling the anger of those who lose their loved ones through crimes of murder.
Background Information About the Death Penalty
Capital punishment through the death penalty dates back 2000 years ago as shown in Christian Holy book, the Bible, where those who considered Jesus to be blasphemous crucified him on the cross for claiming to be the son of God (Recinella, 2015). In the Hebrews society those days, the punishment for the blasphemous act was death through crucifixion. That is why they condemned Jesus to death as a punishment for calling himself a son of God sent by God. To save the world. In many countries including the ancient Greeks and Britain, those who were found practicing witchcraft were hanged because witchcraft was against the ways of life in those societies (Recinella, 2015). This has been seen in many movies which depict the ancient European society such as ancient Roman society as well as the ancient Greek society. Therefore, from these situations, it is clear that the death penalty existed even in the early 17th Century and has continued to exist. Crucifixion, as seen in the case of Jesus Christ, was a form of death penalty executed by being put on the cross for several days until one died. Hanging on the other hand as seen in the ancient Greek involved tying a rope across a person’s neck and strangling them or suspending them on the ropes tied on their necks. Some societies in ancient Europe practiced beheading as a way of fulfilling the death penalty. Some witches had their hands and legs tied to a big stone and thrown in the sea to be eaten by sharks. In whichever way, the death penalty was given as punishment, the main aim was to deter others from engaging in activities that led to others being hanged. Furthermore, it was also used to eliminate those seen to be social “misfits” from the rest of the society to ensure a peaceful existence of other people.
The World Should Embrace the Death Penalty
The death penalty should be legalized and should be embraced because it is a perfect way of compensating for those people who have been offended by a crime against humanity, such as murder. According to Baldus, Woodworth & Pulaski, (2000), when people lose their loved ones through death in circumstances of being murdered, their hearts burn with bitterness. In fact, such people always wish to kill whoever killed their loved one so that they can also find peace in their hearts. Therefore, in circumstances where the case facts indicate clearly that the murder was intentional and the accused person found guilty, no other punishment can satisfy those who lose their loved ones apart from the death penalty. Even if the judge sentences the accused person to life imprisonment, the fact remains that the hearts of those people who lost their loved ones through murder can never be at peace when the murderer is alive even if is in prison. In fact, in some situations, other people try even to break into prisons to kill the murderers who are serving life sentences for killing their loved ones. Such actions are justified because they only show how difficult it is to let go knowing that the person who killed one of the people you loved is still alive, eating and drinking every day, even if he or she is in prison. Therefore, the death penalty should be used for those people who commit murder because it is the only perfect punishment for people who take the lives of others. It should be embraced because it goes a long way in healing the ailing hearts of those who lose their loved ones through murder. Therefore, through the death penalty, such people who were offended by the person sentenced to death will find it easy to forget and move on with their lives knowing that the offender met an equal punishment through the death penalty. 
As seen in the previous paragraph, it can be hard to let go of a person who murdered one's loved one even if such a person is sentenced to life imprisonment. This is because hearts of the offended are filled with desire for revenge through killing which can only result in recurrent murders or crimes in the society. The death penalty is, therefore, a perfect way of stopping recurrence of murder cases through revenge actions. As seen in the paragraph above, it is often too difficult to forgive a murderer who kills a loved one. Furthermore, it is even more difficult to forget and let go, especially when the memories of such crimes are fresh in the mind of the offended. Therefore, victims of murder cases always have bitterness and human nature is that one would always want to fight back to any bad actions meted against him or her. Therefore, this being the case, the relatives and close friends of those people who get killed through actions of murder can opt to hunt down the murderers and kill them too for killing their relatives or loved ones. This is what we see in the works of arts such as movies. The works of art are an accurate reflection of the society in which we live and revenge seems to be the order of the day in many films and movies that we watch. They depict what happens in society in real time. Killing another person or committing a crime against a person just because he or she committed a crime by, for example, killing a loved one does not justify the actions. In such a case, both actions are considered criminal and are both eligible for sentencing in a court of law. Therefore, in order to stop people from hunting down criminals such as murders with intentions of killing them to make them pay for the initial crimes they committed, the death penalty has to be used to eliminate criminal elements from the society and leave a pure lot of people. Sentencing murderers to death helps to lower the temper and anger among the family members and hearts of the friends of victims and therefore goes a long way in healing their hearts and helping them to let go of the whole issue and move on with their lives because they know that that the perpetrator has been dealt with accordingly. In such situations, the need to hunt down the initial criminal is neutralized and eliminated and this leaves a pure society without vengeance which can cause recurrence of murder cases. This way, recurrence of murder cases and recurrence of other crimes through vengeance can be stopped. 
The presidential pardon that sometimes sees hardcore criminals released from prisons where they were initially meant to stay for life creates a lot of anxiety in the society, especially for these people who were offended. Even though some criminals can be sentenced to life imprisonment for committing serious crimes such as rape or murder or even robbery with violence, such people can find their way out of prison through presidential pardon if they show a change in behaviour and respond well to rehabilitation efforts in prison. The fact that some of these criminals can at one time be set free through such pardon creates dissatisfaction among the families of the offended if the criminal is sentenced to life imprisonment instead of being handed the death sentence. Therefore, critical thought and analysis of this situation reveals that the only way to stop others from wanting to commit murder is to sentence the murderers to death. In many cases, people have found the judicial system failing them by sentencing people who commit murder and rape alongside other crimes such as terrorist and robbery with violence to life sentences. Many people view such life sentences as a mockery of their feelings and as such, they try their best to take revenge against such criminals whether in prison or outside prison. This is because pardons can at one time set these criminals free. As such, those offended try to kill such criminals because they think that the courts were not fair enough by sentencing them to life imprisonment. To avoid such scenarios, criminals who commit atrocities against human beings such as terrorism and robbery with violence, as well as rape and murder, should be sentenced to death and not to life imprisonment. This will help to eliminate situations of other people wanting to exert revenge against such criminals by trying to kill them or even killing them which only continues the cycle of revenge and murder cases in the society. Therefore, since life in prison does not seem to satisfy the families of the offended as a perfect punishment, criminals who commit murder should be sentenced to death to stop cycles of revenge and continuous crimes.
The best way to stop criminal offenses in the society is to create situations that deter people from committing crimes. This can be done by creating fear and associating crimes with severe punishment such as the death penalty. Therefore, to stop people from committing crimes such as murder, those who commit murder should be sentenced to death to set an example for others who might be having such intentions. Ones this becomes the trend, people will fear and avoid committing serious crimes in the society because they would not want to be sentenced to death. Therefore, the death penalty should be used because it helps to deter people from committing crimes such as terrorism, murder, rape, robbery with violence among other crimes against humanity. Research studies have shown that human beings are likely to avoid those actions that are likely to bring them pain and shame (Rose, 2013). In experiments conducted by psychologists such as Ian Pavlov, it was discovered that human beings learn to associate a particular stimulus to specific outcomes. In this case, when the death sentence is used, human beings in the society can learn to associate crimes such as murder, rape, robbery with violence, terrorism to the death sentence. Once human beings learn to associate these crimes to a death sentence, they are likely to avoid committing those crimes so that as a result, they also avoid being convicted and being sentenced to death (Van den Haag & Conrad, 2013). Therefore, it is important to embrace the death penalty because it will go a long way in making people to fear and avoid committing crimes against humanity and as a result, the society will enjoy harmony and peaceful coexistence among people.
It is also important to note that whenever someone is imprisoned, there is a threat to those who made a criminal to be imprisoned. Even though such criminals commit crimes, they do not associate their imprisonment with the legal system and the laws that made them to be imprisoned. Instead, they associate their imprisonment with the judges that sentenced them to prison and those who prosecuted them in a court of law as well as those who filed charges against them in court. Therefore, criminals are usually filled with vengeance in their hearts against those who made them go to prison. Therefore, this is a threat to the safety of the judges and ones who filed charges against the criminal. Therefore, the only way to eliminate the threat posed by such criminals, particularly if the criminals are dangerous such as murders and rapists as well as violent robbers, is to sentence them to death. The death sentence helps to eliminate the possibility of such criminals going after the victims when they re exonerated or even when they escape from prison.
Why Opposing Views Against the Death Penalty are Incorrect
Even though the death penalty is seen to be having a lot of advantages as seen above, there are those who have a different opinion regarding it. Those who oppose the death penalty argue that it is inhuman to take the life of a person even if they have committed murder or crimes against humanity (Schabas & Schabas, 2002). They argue that sentencing people to death is a violation of their right to life and as such, the death penalty should be avoided. Furthermore, they argue that when people are hanged at the watch of their families, their families become traumatized and it becomes difficult for them to heal from that experience of watching their family member being hanged as a result of being sentenced to death by a judge in a court of law (Prejean, 2011). In fact, religious and spiritual leaders have always taught people that killing is immoral. The Bible, for example, is against killing and judging others (Recinella, 2015). Therefore, from a religious point of view, sentencing a human being to death is against the commandments of God which deter people from killing. Therefore, those with opposing views against the death penalty consider it to be immoral and a violation of human rights. However, what the opposers of the death penalty fail to put to consideration is that the initial acts that lead to the death penalty are immoral and ungodly too. In many cases, victims of the death penalty are hardcore criminals who commit crimes against humanity such as the killing of other people, rapping minors such as children of teenage girls or practicing human trafficking and drug trafficking, for the case of a country like China. Looking at these crimes, it is clear that these acts are immoral in nature and they affect the lives of other people in the society negatively. Therefore, death penalty is a perfect tool for cleansing the society by removing such elements who do not value human life and who have no respect for humanity. Therefore, instead of opposing the death penalty on grounds that it is against human rights, people should concentrate on the initial crime that leads one to be sentenced to death and that way, they can realize that death penalty is a perfect way of restoring humanity and deterring people from committing crimes against humanity such as murder, rape and human trafficking as well as drug trafficking. In fact, in order to stop the inhumane killing of people through the death penalty, there has to be something in the society that can deter people from committing crimes which can necessitate the application of the death penalty (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). The perfect weapon or tool for deterring people from committing such crimes is ensuring that whoever commits serious crimes such as murder is sentenced to death to serve as an example to others in the society.
Even though those who oppose the death penalty site these issues, they fail to understand that when people, commit murder, they also violate the rights of the victims of murder to life. They also forget that murdering a person causes trauma even to those who lose their loved ones through terrorism or intentional murder or even rape. Therefore, even though others reject the death penalty and oppose it that it is a violation of human rights to life, the fact remains that it is the only equal punishment for crimes such as murder and it is the best way of stopping cycles of revenge against each other in the society which can only lead to more murder cases. Therefore, the death penalty should not be looked at an immoral act but rather a moral act by the courts to ensure sanity in the society by deterring people from killing others and also against committing other crimes against humanity such as terrorism and rape among other crimes.
Another opposing view to the death penalty has been the argument that the death penalty is a disrespect to human life. The society values life and therefore, respecting human life is mandatory for every person in the society. The act of hanging, or beheading or strangling criminals who have been sentenced to death is disrespectful t the human life and should, therefore, be stopped. This argument against the death penalty springs from the desire of people to ensure that every member of the society values human life and endeavours to respecting and protecting it. However, those who have this view should put in consideration that not just any criminal is sentenced to death. Death penalty is for those who commit crimes against humanity. This means that such criminals, in the first place fail to respect human life and commit crimes such as murder which shows that they do not respect or protect human life. Therefore, such elements should be eliminated from the society and the only best way to do so is not to send them to prison but to sentence them to death so as to clean the society and get rid of such misfits.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Other people who hold views against the death penalty argue that no matter the magnitude of the crime committed, no one is ever beyond the point of redemption and rehabilitation. They argue that every human being is capable of reforming and rehabilitating his or her behaviour if given a second chance (King, 2003). Therefore, it is not right to hand criminals the death penalty without giving them a second chance to change their behaviour and reform their ways in prison. However, this argument is wrong because research studies have indicated that there are some hardcore criminals who are beyond rehabilitation. Therefore, trying to rehabilitate the behaviour of such criminals is a waste of resources and time because a bigger percentage of murder criminals show no signs of reforming their behaviour. Furthermore, this argument fails to consider that such criminals can fake behaviour just to be exonerated and then when they are released, they can go after those who made them to go to prison and commit even more serious crimes such as murder and this can only continue the cycle of crimes. Therefore, since some criminals are beyond change, the only way to eliminate criminal elements who commit serious crimes such as murder from the society is to sentence the criminals to death.
Conclusion
In conclusion, the death sentence should be embraced and legalized in all countries of the world to have a better society. This is because it is the only equal punishment for those who commit crimes such as murder. Furthermore, it helps to heal the anger in the hearts of those who lose their loved ones through murder and terrorism among other crimes. This goes a long way in ending preventing cycles of crimes (Hood & Hoyle, 2015). Of most importance is that it can be used to deter or discourage other people from committing crimes that can lead them to the death sentence. Even though some people argue that it is unethical because it is a violation of the right to life, death penalty should be embraced because it discourages people from violating rights to life in the first place and also ensures there are no cases of seeking revenge which can only lead to cycles of murders and death cases (Van den Haag & Conrad, 2013). Therefore, the world should embrace the death penalty if at all a better society that is free from hardcore criminals is to be realized. The fact that some criminals can go after those who made them go to prison poses a threat to the safety of families of victims and therefore the only way of eliminating the threat is sentencing the criminals of murder to death.
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