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Most criminologists argue that the death penalty is not a deterrent. Though the support for capital punishment continues to grow among the American population, it seems that the criminologists have another different point of view. Over the past few decades, the support for capital punishment has grown to 72% in 1985, to 77% in 1992 and to 81% in 1994. Many people support capital punishment in a belief that death penalty is legitimate under the “just deserts.” In my own opinion, criminals such as murderers should not be executed but made to suffer for the rest part of their lives because the effects of life imprisonment are much better for doing such a criminal act than death. Therefore, I do agree with the criminologist’ view on this matter. I stand for life imprisonment and torture as a way to encourage any criminal to avoid being involved in any form of criminal homicide (Vito, G. F., & Maahs, 2017)
Capital punishment is not important in dealing with criminal behavior because most of the criminals who commit big crimes expect that they will not be caught and they don’t have a thought on the differences between execution and life imprisonment. Many of these criminals actually are on hard drugs and they commit crimes for passion or even anger. In most of the circumstances when criminals commit such a crime as murder, they are under alcohol abuse or severe drug use.  A threat to life imprisonment could be more effective than death which most of the criminals prefer. They are aware that once in prison they will have to settle in a routine with other prisoners and most probably, they will lack access to drugs. They are usually addicts and they cannot imagine living a life without drugs in their lifetime. Criminals are aware that a life sentence without parole is more severe than death sentence, which is faster and will keep them safe from suffering and frequent drug shortages. According to Professor Fagan, there is no credible scientific evidence that death penalty prevents criminal behaviors/activities. I stand to his sentiments that death does not add deterrent effects to long-term imprisonment. Looking at the case of drug trafficking, in Indonesia and Singapore, if death penalty was deterrent enough then there would be less trafficking (Miethe, T., & Lu, 2015).
According to the proponents of deterrence, they believe that many people chose to obey the law in weigh for the consequences as well as the gains of their actions. There are two types of deterrence namely general and specific deterrence. The general deterrence is made to prevent crimes in the general population. In this case, once a criminal has been convicted, the state punishes him/her to be as an example to others who might feel attracted to commit such a crime. It comprises of sanctions, horrors, corporal punishment, and death penalties for the criminals. It is made to be severe. Many of these acts have been outlawed in many states such as USA but they are still common in some parts of the world such as Nigeria and Saudi Arabia, which is practices under sharia Law that allows corporal punishment. The specific deterrence theory is meant to deter only the single and individual criminal from committing any crime in future. The proponents of this theory have in mind that severe punishment will deter the criminal from a repeat criminal act. A good example is a drunk driver who is arrested and his/her license taken away to apply pain that will deter him/her from drinking (Nagin, et. al., 2012). 

According to the deterrence theory, when a punishment is severe, human beings will desist from criminal acts or behaviors. Tough punishments that are severe certain and swift will give a rational person an opportunity to measure the losses as well as the gains before proceeding to commit any criminal act. Certainty is effect in preventing criminal acts than the severity of punishment. The modern deterrence theory favors the “three strikes” policies that include increased penalties, establishment of more prisons, hiring of more police officers and conviction and sentencing to support the idea of imprisonment of criminals and keeping them in isolation from the rest of the community to instill discipline and curtail the involvement in future crimes (Miethe, T., & Lu, 2015).
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