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“Literacy is the most basic currency of the knowledge economy we're liv-
ing in today.” Barack Obama (at the time a senator from Illinois) spoke
these words during a 2005 speech before the American Library Associa-
tion. One question raised by this statement is: What does it mean w© be
a literate person in the twenty-first century?

E.D. Hirsch Jr., author of Culrural Literacy: What Every American
Needs to Know, answers the question this way: “To be culturally literate
is to possess the basic information needed w thrive in the modern world.
The breadth of the information is great, extending over the major do-
mains of human activity from sports to science.”

But literacy in the twenty-first century goes beyond the accumulation
of knowledge gained through study and experience and expanded over
time. Now more than ever literacy requires the ability to sift through and
evaluate vast amounts of informarion and, as the authors of the Com-
mon Core State Standards state, to “demonstrate the cogent reasoning
and use of evidence that is essential to both private deliberation and re-
sponsible cidzenship in a democratic republic.”

The Thinking Critically series challenges students to become discern-
ing readers, to think independently, and to engage and develop their
skills as critical thinkers. Through a narrative-driven, pro/con format,
the series introduces students to the complex issues that dominate pub-
lic discourse—rtopics such as gun control and violence, social network-
ing, and medical marijuana. Each chaprer revolves around a single,
pointed question such as Can Stronger Gun Control Measures Pre-
vent Mass Shootings?, or Does Social Networking Benefit Society?, or
Should Medical Marijuana Be Legalized? This inquiry-based approach
introduces student researchers to core issues and concerns on a given
topic. Each chapter includes one part that argues the affirmative and
one part that argues the negative—all written by a single author. With
the single-author format the predominant arguments for and against an



issue can be synthesized intw clear, accessible discussions supported by
details and evidence including relevant facts, direct quotes, current ex-
amples, and statistical illustrations. All volumes include focus questions
to guide students as they read each pro/con discussion, a list of key facts,
and an annotated list of related organizations and websites for conduct-
ing further research.

The authors of the Commeon Core State Standards have set out the
particular qualities that a literate person in the twenty-first century must
have. These include the ability to think independently, establish a base of
knowledge across a wide range of subjects, engage in open-minded but
discerning reading and listening, know how to use and evaluate evidence,
and appreciate and understand diverse perspectives. The new Thinking
Critically series supports these goals by providing a solid introduction to
the study of pro/con issues.



The Death Penalty

On the evening of June 17, 2015, a group of parishioners gathered for
a Bible study session in the basement of Emanuel African Methodist
Episcopal Church in Charleston, South Carolina. Emanuel is a histwori-
cally black church, but on that night, a young white man named Dylann
Roof joined the group. He was welcomed in, and he sar quietly listen-
ing as those around him read a passage from the Gospel of Mark. After
about an hour, Roof stood up, pulled out a gun, and methodically began
to shoot the people around him. By the time he was finished, nine pa-
rishioners lay dead or dying. A pastor, a mother of three, a recent college
graduate, and a grandmother were among the dead.

As the victims’ families and the community at large mourned, it be-
came clear thar Roof was a white supremacist whose mortive was to incite
a race war. No one disagreed thar this was a heinous crime. The question
was, how to punish him? The State of South Carolina and US attor-
ney general Lorerta E. Lynch called for the death penalty. Prosecutors
said Roof had “demonstrated a lack of remorse,” and had caused “injury,
harm and loss to the individuals that he killed as well as to the family,
friends, and co-workers of those individuals.™

Yet many survivors, victims family members, and Justice Depart-
ment officials called for prison time instead. Some felt that the death
penalty was unethical or went against their Christian beliefs. Others
feared that the years of protracted appeals and legal battles that might
follow the verdict would only prolong their pain and suffering. Still oth-
ers felt that executing Roof would let him off the hook in a sense, freeing

him from being reminded of the pain and suffering he had caused. “T



want that guy every morning when he wakes up, and every rime he has
an opportunity for quiet and solitude, to think of what Tywanza said to
him: "We mean you no harm. You don’t have to do this,”™ said Charles-
ton lawyer Andrew J. Savage II1. (He was referring to twenty-six-year-old
Tywanza Sanders, who died in the atrack)

Roof was ultimately sentenced to death. However, all of the issues
raised during his trial illustrate the grear debate thar has surround-
ed the death penalty throughout much of America’s history. Capital
punishment—putting a convicted criminal to death—is the most seri-
ous of punishments, and is today reserved for only the most serious of
crimes. Arguments over the death penalty touch on many issues, includ-
ing human rights, racism, religious beliefs, the essence of justice, and the
value placed on human life—that of both the victim and the perpetrator.

The Death Penalty Throughout History

The death penalty has existed in Western civilization for thousands of
vears. [n ancient Egypr it was used to punish crimes such as assassinating
a king, robbing a tomb, and engaging in corruption. The Babylonian
Code of Hammurabi, written on clay tablets in 1760 BCE, included
laws supporting capital punishment for twenty-five crimes—among
them commiting adultery and helping a slave escape.

The Bible seems to send mixed messages abour death as punishment.
The Old Testament introduced the idea of an “eye for an eyve.” God told
Noah, “Whoever sheds the blood of man, by man shall his blood be
shed; for God made man in his own image.” Yet the New Testament ap-
peats to urge forgiveness rather than severe punishment.

Britain, like much of the rest of Europe, allowed for capital punish-
ment in its criminal justice system. The American colonies modeled their
legal system on Britain’s criminal codes, which allowed for the death pen-
alty for those found guilty of crimes such as treason, rape, and murder.
The first known execution in the American colonies was in 1608, when
George Kendall of Virginia was hanged for spying for the Spanish.

Capital punishment was legal in both Europe and early America,

but many people found the idea morally repugnant. This rejection of the



States With and Without the Death Penalty, 2017
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death penalty led to an abolition movement on both sides of the Atlan-
tic Ocean during the 1700s. The Eighth Amendment of the US Bill of
Rights prohibited “cruel and unusual punishment,” but provides no ex-
amples of what constitutes such a punishment. And even though capiral
punishment remained legal, many people were still uncomfortable using
the death penalty, even for crimes such as murder. In 1797 American
founding father Benjamin Rush wrote, “The punishment of murder by
death is contrary to reason, and to the order and happiness of sociery.™
In 1845 the first national group dedicated to ending this form
of punishment—the American Society for the Abolition of Capirl
Punishment—was founded in the United States. A vear later, Michigan
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became the first state to abolish the death penalty for all crimes but trea-
son. Rhode Island was the first state to do away with the death penaley
entirely, in 1852,

Changing Public Opinion
Throughout the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, a number of states
wavered between allowing and abolishing the death penalty. Public opin-
ion about the practice also swung back and forth over the years.

One development that led to more acceptance of the death penaley
was improvements in execution technology. Slow, barbaric methods like
burning alive or crucifixion were replaced by seemingly quicker and more
humane methods, such as hanging and the firing squad. In 1792 French
physician Joseph-lgnace Guillotin devised a machine in which a heavy
blade was dropped between two posts onto the accused’s neck. The idea
was to behead the person in an instant, preventing pain and suffering,
(Unfortunately, often the guillotine’s blade did not fall as intended, and
the victim was left gravely injured and in great pain.)

In 1890, with the help of inventor Thomas Edison, the electric chair
was introduced. A shock of up to two thousand volts was meant to be
a more rapid, and therefore more humane, mode of death—vert it was
anything but humane. Convicted murderer William Kemmler of Buf-
falo, New York, was the first person to die by this method. After the first
jolt, Kemmler remained alive. Blood began to seep from his face, and
the smell of burning skin permeated the death chamber. “The stench was
unbearable,”® one wirness observed.

Finally, lethal injecrion was introduced in 1982, The injection con-
tains a cockeail of medicines that put the convicred person to sleep before

causing death. Today, lethal injection is the primary method of execution

in the United States.

Two Capital Cases

A pivotal moment in the death penalty debate came in 1972, with the
Furman v Georgia case. During a burglary arrempt, William Furman
accidentally killed a member of the family he was trying to rob. Despite
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the accidenmal nature of the crime, Furman was convicred and sentenced
to death. The US Supreme Court ruled five to four that the death pen-
alty was arbitrary and unconstitutional as administered. It put a de facto
moratorium on executions—a rule that essentially paused all furure ex-
ecurions. Anyone who was on death row art the time was resentenced to
serve a prison term.

But just four years later, following a rise in violent crimes, public
opinion again shifted. The Supreme Court reversed its 1972 decision
during the 1976 case Gregg v. Georgia. Troy Gregg had been found guilty
of a double murder and sentenced to death in Georgia. The Supreme
Court reinstated the death penalty, ruling that Georgia’s system for ap-
plying it was “judicious” and “careful.”®

The court adopred a new sentencing approach w help ensure that
death penalty cases were handled fairly. In the first stage, the guilty de-
fendant was convicted of the crime. In the second, sentencing stage, the
jury could impose the death sentence only if it found an “aggravating
circumstance”™—for example, if the crime was truly heinous, or the perpe-
trator showed a lack of remorse. In addition the jury could instead impose
a life sentence if it found “mitigating evidence™—for example, informa-
tion that the accused had had a difficult life or had been abused as a child.
Capital punishment law has been refined a few times since then. For ex-
ample, children and the mentally disabled can no longer be execured.

The Death Penalty Today

Public support for the death penalty has continued to rise and fall over
the years. In the 1980s and early 1990s, when Americans were concerned
abour rising crime rates, support was as high as 80 percent. Yer by the
2000s, support hovered at around 60 percent, the decline in support
fueled in part by questions abour false accusations. With the advent of
DNA testing, experts have sometimes derermined that the person ac-
cused of the crime did not actually commit it.

As of 2017, thirty-one states—more than half—still allowed the
death penalty. Other countries were more steadfast in their determina-
tion to abolish the death penalty. In November 2007 the United Nadons
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General Assembly adopted a resolution calling for a worldwide morato-
rium on the death penalty, and in 2014 then UN secretary-general Ban
Ki-moon declared, “The death penalty has no place in the 21st century.”
In 2014 Pope Francis also called for a universal abolition of the pracrice.
As many other nations around the world ser aside the death penalty, the
practice of capital punishment—and the controversies surrounding it—

contnues in the Unied Stares.
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Does the Death Penalty

Deter Crime?

* Research shows that each execution prevents other murders from rak-
ing place—as few as 2.5 and as many as 18.

* The death penalty makes people fear the consequences of committing
murder; most people are afraid of death, so they will avoid it by any
possible means.

* The faster the death penalty is meted out, the more of a deterrent it
becomes.

* Executing a murderer prevents him or her from ever killing again.

* Research does not support the idea that capital punishment deters
crime; studies that suggest that it does have used flawed research
methods.

* Murder rates tend to be lower in places without the death penalty and
higher in places with it, which indicates it has no deterrent effect.

* Deterrence does not apply to cerrain types of crime—such as crimes of
passion or terrorism, or those committed by psychopaths.

* Executing murderers w incapacitate them is ineffective; it is impossible
to predict who will commit multiple crimes, and the system cannot
execute every murderer.
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The Death Penalty Deters Crime

“Allowing defendants in child murder cases to be
eligible for the death penalty was associated with an
almost 20 percent reduction in rates of these crimes.
In short, capital punishment does, in fact, save lives.”
—Diavid B Muhlhausen, research felbow for the Herdmge Foundation

David B, Muhllasen, “How the Death Penalty Saves Lives,” LU Mews o World Repore, Seprember 29,
2014, www. 18 Dews. Coim.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Which piece of evidence did you think best supported the argument
that the death penalty deters crime? What did you find compelling
abour ir?

2. How might executing murderers more quickly make the death penalty
more of a deterrent?

3. Based on what you read about the idea of deterrence, would you sup-
port or oppose the death penalty? Explain your reasoning.

Editors mote: The discussion that follows presents common agruments made in support of this perspective,
reinforeed by e, quote, and examples ke n from vadous soumes,

The death penalty is the ultimate punishment, one even that murderers
fear. In fact, the idea thar the death penalty deters—which means dis-
courages ot prevents—people from commirting crimes in the first place
is one of the death penalty’s main assews. It has been repearedly proved
that people are less likely to commit murder if they fear they will be put
to death in return. In this way the mere existence of the death penaley
helps save lives.

COP YR T D a--.-]r.i-'a\..r Prems, Inc



Executions Discourage Crime

Multiple studies have found evidence of the death penalty’s deterrent
effect. For example, in a 2003 study by Emory University, researchers
looked at data from more than three thousand state counties that was
collected berween 1977 and 1996. They found that on average each ex-
ecution caused murder rates w drop, resulting in 18 fewer murders per
county. In another study that looked at data from all fifty stares during
a similar time frame, economist Paul Zimmerman found thar each state
execution detered about 14 murders each year. A different group of re-
searchers led by Kenneth Land of Duke University found that from 1994
to 2003, each execution thar took place in Texas was associated with 2.5
fewer murders.

Just knowing they could be eligible for execution makes at least some
criminals think twice about whether they want to go ahead with their
crime. This was borne out by a 2009 study in which researchers looked at
what happened when defendants in child murder cases suddenly became
eligible to receive the death penalty if they were found guilty. Researchers
found that when states adopted these harsher sentencing laws, the preva-
lence of these crimes dropped by nearly 20 percent. This is why people
like David Muhlhausen, a research fellow for the Heritage Foundation,
regard the death penalty as "morally just” It is just, he says, because “it
may just save the lives of several innocents.™

Conversely, suspending capital punishment corresponds with a rise
in murders. University of llinois professors Dale Cloninger and Roberto
Marchesini found this to be true when they looked ar homicides com-
mitted in Texas in the 1900s. In 1996 Texas put a one-year moratorium
(or pause) on all executions; the moratorium ended in 1997, After re-
viewing data, the researchers found that the one-year suspension was as-

sociared with abour 220 addirional murders in the stare.

Rewards and Penalties

Setring statistics aside, however, it just makes sense that the death pen-
alty would present a logical deterrent. People who commit murder are

like everyone else—they consider their own self-interests when making
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Voters Continue to Support Death Penalty

in thres states yet again showed strong support for the death penalty
16 Death penalty proponents often cite the deterrence effect as one
ason for their contnued support. In Nebraska, 61.2 percent voted in favor
of areferendum repealing an earier dedsion to do away with the state's
death penalty law. In Cklahoma, 66.4 percent agreed that the death pendty
is naot cruel or unusual and thus should ke retained . Even in California,
considered ong of the most liberd states, 53.6 percent said no to areped of
that state's death penalty law

Nebraska: referendum to
repeal earlier decision

to abolish the death
penalty

| Oppose

61.2%

Favor |

Oklahoma: ballot measure
that affirms the state’s
right to perform

execution Uppﬂ se

California: proposition
to repeal the death penalty

—

Spwrce: Aliyah Frumin, "Becion 2016: kebraska, Oklahoma voe |
WA DCNE WELCDIT. o it Preace, inc




decisions. Their actions are based on perceived rewards and consequenc-
es. If they feel the negative consequences of their crime will exceed the
reward, they are less likely to commit it.

Think abourt it: The reason most people don't walk into a jewelry
store and simply take a necklace they ad mire is that they fear going to jail.
Similarly, when people debate whether to take a life, they think about the
possibility that they might be execured.
It’s simply part of human nature to con-
sider consequences.

This proved true for John Wojrow-
icz, who robbed a Brooklyn, New York,
bank in the early 1970s. The robbery
occurred after the Supreme Court de-

_ cided to halt the death penalty in the

the landmark case Furman v Georgia.

Wojrowicz reportedly threatened to kill eight hostages, saving, “I'll shoot
everyone in the bank. The Supreme Court will let me get away with this.
There's no death penalry. . . . [ can shoot everyone here, then throw my
gun down and walk our, and they cant put me in the electric chair.™
Even the most hardened murderers are inherenty afraid of death be-
cause of its finality. “I fear death more than imprisonment because it alone
takes from me all future possibility,” "™ philosopher Louis P. Pojman once
said. This is why many prisoners spend decades appealing their death
sentences—because they, like all people, want to live as long as possible.

To Deter, Punishment Must Be Swift

Of course, to be an effective deterrent, the death penalty must be used
in a rimely way. Imagine that an innocent person is murdered, bur the
perpetrator is not executed for years and years. Then, decades after the
crime, the perpetrator is finally put to death. Those who sought justice
for the victim would have long since moved on with their lives, and
many would have even died themselves. In these circumsmances, would
the killer's punishment still have meaning? Would other potential crimi-

nals even notice thar the killer had been execured?
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Now consider that if every time an innocent person was killed, the
perpetrator was immediately executed. Other would-be murderers would
witness this severe punishment repeated over and over again. Knowing
they would be put to death soon after they killed would very likely dis-
suade them from carrying out any similar plans. This is the argument of
Pojman and many others who say that the faster and more publicly pun-
ishment is meted our, the more effective a deterrent it becomes.

The death penalty can only be an effective deterrent if it is used often,
consistently, and quickly. However, prisoners roday remain on death row
for extended periods of time, filing appeal after appeal to delay their ulti-
mate punishment. The average time thart elapses between sentencing and
execution is more than fifteen years, according to the US Deparment of
Justice. Ifkillers think it will be decades before they will be executed, they

will not view the death penalty as a serious deterrent.

A Dead Murderer Cannot Kill Again

Even if execution is delayed, however, the death penalty deters murderers
because it stops convicted killers from ever committing another murder.
Someone who has killed once is likely to do so again, burt if that person
is dead, he or she can never kill again. One case that proves this logic
true comes from 1983, when eighteen-year-old Corey Robert Barton was
convicted of beating and stabbing Shari-Ann Merton to death. Barton
served just eight years in prison before
the state of Connecticut released him
for good behavior in 1992, “We kept
telling everybody, "He will kill again,”™ "
said Gary Merton, Shari-Ann’s father.
Then, in 1998, Barton did just that. He
murdered his ex-girlfriend, Sally Harris,

in MNorth Carolina. Had Barton been

executed for his first crime, Harris’s life would have been spared.

Sentencing murderers to life in prison does not prevent them from
causing further harm. For one thing, the criminal justice system is im-

perfect. Prisoners can be released early for good behavior, for example.
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Even those who remain in prison for the rest of their lives can kill people
around them—guards or other prisoners. Bennie Demps commitred two
murders in 1971 and was sentenced to death. However, he was not ex-
ecuted because the Supreme Court ruled the death penalty unconstdru-
tional in 1972. In September 1976 Demps was involved in the murder of
a fellow prisoner at Florida State Prison. If Demps had been executed for
his first crime, he never would have had the chance to repeat it.

Murderers Cannot Be Rehabilitated

Those who oppose the death penalty suggest that murderers can be re-
habilitated, but psychologists say that the most disturbed psychopaths—
the people most likely to kill—can never be reformed. Research finds
that these killers have abnormalities in parts of their brain that prevent
them from feeling the empathy and guilt that keep others from com-
mitting murder. The only course of action to stop these murderers is to
put them to death. Robert 5. Henry, a retired capiral case coordinaror
with the California attorney general’s office, reminds us that having the
death penalty is for our own protection. “The minute you remove any
possible punishment for killing, you are removing a deterrent for some
potendal killer,” says Henry. “It’s not about [the criminals’] lives; it is
about protecting your own life from those o whom the death penalty is

™12

a deterrent.
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The Death Penalty Does Not Deter

Crime

“The question of whether executions discourage
criminals from violent acts is not up to the conscience
to decide. Despite extensive research on the question,
criminologists have been unable to assemble a strong
case that capital punishment deters crime.”

— Max Ehrenfreund, reporter for the Washingion Pius

Max Ehrenfreund, “Thered Sill No Evidence That Executions Deter Crminals,” Warbingion P, Apdl 30,
20 L4, wwwowashington postcom.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Both pro and con arguments for the dererrence effect of the death
penalty use statistical research to support their position. How do you
account for this? Which staristics can be trusted, in your opinion?

2. Opponents of the death penalry argue that it might actually lead to an
increase in murders. Evaluate this argument. Is it sound? Why or why
not?

3. Whar kinds of criminals might be unaffected by the threat of receiving
the death penalty? Explain why.

Editors mote: The disowsion that follows presents common aguments made in support of this perspective,
reinforced by e, quotes, and examples mken from vadous soumes,

Death penalty supporters often argue that executing murderers discour-
ages other would-be criminals from committing crimes. However, this
is a deeply Hawed argument; when closely examined it is revealed to be
illogical, poorly supported, and not borne out by research. In acrualiy,
the death penalty has no such deterrent effect, which is among the many
reasons it should be abolished.

COP YR T D a--Z\']v-'«.r Prems, Inc



Flawed Studies

Studies that claim capiral punishment reduces murders have been incon-
sistent, inconclusive, and otherwise flawed. In fact, many legal scholars
have questioned the methods used in these studies, suggesting the science
behind them was dubious. For example, Jeffrey Fagan, a professor at Co-
lumbia Law School, found thar most such studies do not take into ac-
count the existence of life sentences or high incarceration rates, which are
other factors that may lower murder rates. In other words, the authors of
the flawed studies claim that the death
penalty led to fewer murders when in
fact the lower murder rate might have
been due to these other factors. Further-
more, studies thar do show a connection
between the death penalty and derer-
rence are poorly designed, according to
Stanford University law professor John
Donohue. “All of these studies collapse

after errors in coding, measuring statis-
tical significance, or in establishing causal relationships are corrected,” he
says. “There is not the slightest credible staristical evidence that capimnl
punishment reduces the rate of homicide.™?

On the other hand, numerous studies have shown no connection
between the death penalty and deterrence. Perhaps most convincing of
these was an exhausdve 2012 survey undertken by a panel from the
National Academy of Sciences. After reviewing all the available research
on the subject, it found no evidence that the death penalty is a deterrent.
In fact, the authors of the survey found so little to indicate a connecrion
that they recommended “the issue of deterrence should be removed from

any discussion of the death penalty given this lack of credible evidence.” H

No Death Penalty, Fewer Murders

Evidence of a deterrent effect becomes even weaker when one com-
pates actual homicide numbers to the existence of state death penalty
laws. Even as many states have abolished capital punishment, the rate of



violent crime has dropped. The same is true in states that rerain the prac-
tice but execute fewer and fewer people. Evidence actually shows that
parts of the country without a death penalty statute have fewer murders
than ones with capital punishment. In fact, the South, which executes a
greater number of people, has the higher murder rate. Meanwhile, the
North, which executes fewer people, has the lower rate. This could indi-
cate that the presence of the death penalty tends to encourage murder,
rather than deter it. In fact, rather than deterring crime, it is more likely
that capital punishment actually has a “brutalization effect.” The theory
behind this idea suggests thar when states execurte criminals, it lowers the
public’s respect for life and desensitizes people to death. This can lead to
an increase in murders.

This pattern is not just wue in the Unired States; in countries and
cities around the world, evidence suggests that the presence of a death
penalty is linked to higher crime rates, while the absence of one is linked
to lower crime rates. One example comes from Asia. Researchers com-
pared murder rates in Hong Kong, which has not had the death penalty
since 1993, with murder rates in Singapore, where convicted killers get
the death penalty (typically in less than two vears of being convicted).
The researchers found no significant difference in murder rates between
the two places, leading them to conclude that the death penalty does not
have a deterrent effect. “We're very hard pressed to find really strong evi-
dence of deterrence,”" says Fagan, who was one of the study’s coauthors.

There Are No Deterrents to Some Crimes

One reason the death penalty is not effective is the fact that it is not
likely to deter several types of criminals. One type are criminals who are
mentally ill and/or have no sense of right and wrong, and thus don't base
their decisions on consequences. Psychologists have found that the most
disturbed psychopaths—the people most likely to kill—have abnormali-
ties in parts of their brain that prevent them from feeling emotions like
empathy and guilt. These are among the emotions that prevent people
from committing crime, especially murder. It stands to reason, then, that

psychopaths would not be disturbed by the potential consequences that
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Highest Murder Rates Occur
in Death Penalty States
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would cause others to stop cold in their racks. As Donohue pus ir,
“The likelihood is incredibly remote that some small chance of execu-
tion many vears after committing a crime will influence the behavior of
a sociopathic deviant who would otherwise be willing to kill if his only
penalty were life imprisonment.”™

The death penalty would also not deter anyone who commirted a
crime in the heat of the moment—a so-called crime of passion. Such
crimes are not planned in advance, and the killers had no intention of
killing prior to finding themselves in the act of doing so. In such cases,
the effect of capital punishment seems irrelevant. Since their crimes are
not premeditated, these killers are not thinking about whether they will
take the risk of being executed. No punishment, then, could alter the
course such people embark upon.

Similar logic can be applied to those
who are involved in organized crimi-
nal enterprises such as terrorist groups.
There are people who kill in the name of
an ideal—such as w defend a territory
or a religious belief or w further some

other cause. Such criminals have proved

they are willing to kill themselves as part

of their crimes, so surely the threat of execution would not deter them.
“Those who plant bombs apparently are not afraid of death,” note Flor-
ence Bellivier, former president of the World Coalition Against the Death
Penalty, and Dimitris Christopoulos, president of the human rights orga-
nization FIDH, Moreover, executing wrrorists would be counterproduc-
tive, as doing so would make them martyrs for their cause and even serve
to promote it. “To top it off, capital punishment can be used by these
same terrorists to convince their troops that reprisal is justified, and thus
feed into the cycle of violence,”" say Bellivier and Christopoulos.

Who Knows Who Is Likely to Kill Again?

That the death penalty would prevent someone from ever killing again

is also untrue. This idea is based on the concept of recidivism—thar a
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person who has commirtted one crime will go on to commir another
one. It is cerrinly true that if a person is executed for committing mur-
der, that person cannot go on o commirt another crime. But how many
murderers actually would have committed another crime if they had not
been put to death? It is impossible to predict which murderers have the
potential to commirt another serious crime, and which ones can be re-
habilitated or made to feel remorse for their crime. The truth is, nort all

murderers do kill again.

Getting Caught Is the Real Deterrent

While criminals are clearly not influenced by how they might be pun-
ished, nearly all of them do care about not getting caught—rthis is evi-
denced by the lengths to which they go to avoid doing so. This reveals
that the real deterrent to murder is not severe punishment—it is getting
caught. Indeed, most criminals are primarily concerned with not getting
captured for a crime; they don't necessarily focus on what will happen
after that. “It’s the certainty of apprehension thats been demonstrated
consistently to be an effective deterrent,” says Daniel Nagin, a professor
of public policy at Carnegie Mellon University, “not the severity of the
ensuing consequences.”

The death penalty, then, does nothing ro deter crime. Most criminals
do not stop to consider or even care about the severity of the punishment
they will receive for committing a crime. Studies claiming that they do
are deeply flawed. In the end, putting a killer to death does nothing to

lower crime rates or keep people safe.
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Is the Death Penalty Fairly
Imposed:

* The Supreme Court has refined the death penalty over the years to
make it more fair and consistent. Death penalty cases are carefully and
thoroughly litigated, first in state courts and then in federal court.

* Anyone who is sentenced to death has numerous chances to appeal the
sentence and prove his or her innocence.

* DNA evidence is helping to prevent innocent people from being
wrongfully executed.

* Racial discrimination is far less of a problem today than it was in the
past, in part because people can now challenge their sentence if they
believe it was based on racial bias.

* The death penalty is unfairly biased against minorities, poor people,
and those who live in states that impose it.

* Minorities make up a disproportionate number of inmates on death
row, while juries are overwhelmingly whire.

* Use of the death penalty is unfair because it is unevenly applied from
State to state.

* Innocent people have ended up on death row and have likely been
execured.
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The Death Penalty Is Fairly Imposed

“We should not hesitate to impose the death penalty
when DNA testing creates such a high probability of
guilt beyond any reasonable doubt.”

—Lee Atkinson, criminal defense anorney

Lee Atkimon, “IMNA Evidence, Testing Make Death Penalte More Credible,” Orlanads Ssatfnel October 30,
01 b pedf articlesorband esentinelcom.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Do you think the Supreme Court’s refinements o the death penalty
over the years have made it more fair? Why or why not?

2. In your opinion, are innocent people likely to be executed? Why or
why not?

3. Do you think racism continues to be a problem in the application of
the death penalty? Why or why not?

Editors note: The discusion thar follows presents common aguments made in support of this pes pective,
rein forced by Bets, quotes, and evamiples mhen from vadous soumes.

Death penalty cases are never considered lightly. The Supreme Court has
repeatedly refined the death penalty to make sure it is faitly imposed.
Given the strong laws regarding the death penalty’s use and modern
technology’s help in ensuring that people who get the death penalty are
guilty, Americans can rest assured that the death penalty is justly applied
and reserved for the most deserving of cases.

An Exhaustive and Lengthy Process

One reason to trust that the death penalty is applied fairly is the amount
of scrutiny each death penalty case gets. Today, death penalty cases must
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Americans Say the Death

Penalty Is Applied Fairly

Critics often complain that he death penalty is not applied faidy, One
frequent criticism, for instance, is that blacks are mors likely to receive
the death pendty than whites. Despite this and other criticism s, half of
Armericans polled in 2016 say they b=lisvs the death penalty is applied
farly. Similar padls show that more Americans have consistent!y held
thiz view dating back 1o at |east 2000,

enerally speaking, do you believe the death pen
 is applied fairly or unfairly in this country today?

B Fary T2 Untary

Percentage
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go through not one, bur several challenging phases. First, the prosecuror
must decide whether the crime was serious enough w justify the death
penalty. In making this decision, the prosecutor must consider whether
the defendant killed the victim intentionally, whether the murder was

premeditated (planned), and if it occurred while the killer was commir-

ting another crime, like burglary or rape. If the crime meets any of these

criteria, the prosecutor may seek the death penalry.
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Then the case goes to trial, which has two phases. In the first phase,
the jury decides whether the defendant is innocent or guiley. If the de-
fendant is found guilty, during the second phase, the jury decides the
penalty. To impose the death penalty, the jury has w find aggravaring
factors. These include, for example, the murderer being accused of kill-
ing several people, having a serious prior criminal record, showing no
remorse, or committing the murder alongside another serious crime like
rape. The jury must also consider mitigating factors that might lighten
blame. These might include the murderer having a history of mental ill-
ness, experiencing an abusive childhood, or being under the influence of
alcohol or drugs.

Once convicted and sentenced to death, the defendant can appeal his
or her sentence to the highest state court. The court has the oppormnity
to reverse the decision if it feels the lower court made mismkes or if it con-
cludes that the first wial was unfair. Defendants can also petition the Su-
preme Court if they feel their federal constitutional rights were violated.

If the Supreme Court denies this request, the defendant can still ask
for further review through the state’s post-conviction remedy procedure.
He or she must raise claims that were not in the court records from the
original trial—for example, the defendant might claim that an important
defense witness was never called to the stand. The final step is called ha-
beas corpus, and it challenges the legality of the sentence at the federal
level. If the defendant is successful, he or she may get a rewrial, or con-
vince a judge to overturn the convicdon or sentence.

All of these steps serve as a safeguard. They prevent the courts from
misusing the death penalty or convicing the wrong person. The Bureau
of Justice Statistics reports that as of 2017, inmates sentenced to death
sat on death row for an average of 16.8 years before being executed. This
lengthy amount of time serves to show that no one is executed hastily;
the process is very thorough and exhaustive.

The Death Penalty Is Not Racist

Racism remains an issue in the United States, but its influence on death

penalty cases has drastically diminished in the last few decades. In part,
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this is due to the 1972 Supreme Court case Furman v. Georgia. In that
case, justices found that death sentences were often biased against black
defendants, and so ruled that jurors are required to consider racial dis-
crimination among a defendant’s disadvantages when handing down a
sentence. Those who are condemned to death are now allowed to appeal
their sentence if they believe racial bias was at play in the decision.

This decision significantly changed the way the death penalty was ap-
plied in the decades going forward. By 2006 a study from the prominent
research organization Rand found there is no evidence that race plays any
role in federal prosecutors’ decisions w seek the death penalty. Instead, it
found that decisions are based on the type of crime committed.

Further showing the decline of racism in decisions abour the death
penalty is the racial makeup of those who are executed. From the 1930s
to the 1960s, African Americans made up a disproportionally high
percentage—54 percent—of people sent to death row. Since the late
1970s, however, whites have made up the majority of prisoners sen-
tenced to death. According to the US Department of Justice, in 2013,
56 percent of prisoners on death row were white, while 42 percent were
black. Even though African Americans commit more murders overall,
today they are less likely to be executed than are whires.

It is true that African Americans are more likely to get the death pen-
alty if they kill a white person than if they kill a black person, but there
are reasons for this disparity. For one, black-on-black murders usually oc-
cur among people who know each other, and this type of crime typically
does not qualify for a death penalty sentence. In contrast, when white
people are the victims, the crime often involves an aggravating facror,
such as rape or robbery, which does carry the death penaley.

Technology Reduces Wrongful Executions

Another development ensuring the fairness of the death penalty is the
fact that it is easier than ever to prevent wrongful executions. Although

an ongoing concern abourt the death penalty is thar an innocent person
could be mistakenly sentenced to death, the use of DNA evidence in

recent years has reduced this possibility to almost zero.
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DNA, or deoxyribonucleic acid, is the genetic material found in hu-
man cells. [t contains unique instructions to make each person, and no
two people’s DNA (with the exception of identical twins) is exactly alike.
DNA can be taken from saliva, semen, blood, skin, or hair samples left at
a crime scene. It can be compared with samples raken from a suspect to
help determine whether he or she commitred the crime.

Thanks to the use of DNA evidence, executions of innocent people
have become very rare. As late Supreme Court justice Antonin Scalia ar-
gued during the 2006 case Kansas v. Marsh, there is no evidence that even
one person has been executed for a crime he or she did not commir, “If
such an event had occurred in recent years, we would not have to hunt
for it; the innocent’s name would be shouted from the roofrops,” Scalia
wrote. Of DNA evidence, he added, “In every case of an executed defen-
dant of which I am aware, that rechnol-
ogy has confirmed guilt.”"”

An example of such DNA confir-
mation is the case of Ricky McGinn.
He was sentenced to death for the 1993
rape and murder of his stepdaughrer,

Stephanie Flanary. McGinn pmﬁ:m:d

his innocence and appealed his case.
But when DNA tests were done, they

clearly matched him to samples found

on the victim. When he was executed on Seprember 27, 2000, there was

no doubt in anyones mind thar he was indeed guilwy.

The Death Penalty Is Worth Its High Price

Clearly, wrongful executions have been reduced. Burt even if an innocent
person were w be execured, it would be an acceprable cost. A strong
criminal justice system that includes the death penalty protects millions
from harm. “Like other human institutions, courts and juries are not per-
fect. One cannot have a system of criminal punishment withour accept-
ing the possibility that someone will be punished mistakenly,” acknowl-

edged Scalia in Kansas v. Marsh. “But with regard w the punishment of



death in the current American system,
that possibility has been reduced to an
insignificant minimum.™"

Wrongful execution is unlikely, as
Scalia points out, but even if it does oc-
cur on rare occasions, it is still worth re-
taining the death penalty. "Many desir-
able social practices cannot aveid killing
innocents by accident,” writes Ernest
van den Haag, a former professor of ju-
risprudence and public policy ar Ford-
ham University in New York. “For in-
stance, ambulances save many lives, bur
also run over some pedestrians. We do
not abolish ambulances, because they
save more innocents than they kill.™
The death penalty definitely saves more innocents than it kills, With a
strong process in place to ensure thar death penalty sentences are im-
posed fairly, withour racial bias, and accurately, with the help of DNA
evidence, society can rest assured that the death penalty gives more than
it takes away.
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The Death Penalty I's Not Fairly

Imposed

“The death penalty is imposed in the United States
upon the poorest, most powerless, most marginalized
people in the society. Virtually all of the people
selected for execution are poor, about half are
members of racial minorities, and the overwhelming
majority were sentenced to death for crimes against
white victims.”

—Sephen B Bright, president and senior counsel, Southern Center for Human Righs

Stephen B, Brght, “lmposidon of the Death Permaly upon the Poor, Racial Minodtes, the Intellecrually
Disabled, and the Menally 017 April 24, 20 14, www bwomoed .

Consider these questions as you read:

1. How might having almost exclusively white prosecutors affect the out-
come of death penalty trials involving minority defendants?

2. How might differences in death penalty laws from state w state con-
tribute to inequity in the use of capital punishment?

3. Does DNA analysis solve the problem of innocent people being sen-
tenced to death? Why or why not?

Editors note: The discusion thar follows presents common aguments made in support of this pes pective,
rein forced by Bets, quotes, and examples mhen from vadous soumes,

Whether convicted killers receive the death penalty depends a grear deal
on their income, where they live, and the color of their skin. Because
the death penalty is unfairly imposed upon poor people, minorities, and
people who live in states that have capital punishment, it cannot be said
to be justly or fairly applied.

oo r::crlm:-iir.w-‘a\..r Prems, Inc



Poor People Are Hit the Hardest

While those accused of murder have the right to defend themselves and
even appeal the decision, doing so is monumentally expensive. Defense
artorneys typically charge berween $200 and $400 an hour, and such cas-
es can last for months. Defendants who cannot afford to pay are assigned
a court-appointed attorney, who might make just $65 an hour. Low pay
and heavy caseloads force some public defenders to spend as little as one
or two hours on cases that should take weeks to prepare—cases thar will
determine whether someone lives or dies.

Courr-appointed lawyers are not only underpaid; in many cases, they
are also unqualified. For example, when Gary Drinkard was sentenced
to death in 1995 for robbery and murder, two court-appointed lawyers
represented him. One lawyer specialized in collections and commercial
work. The other dealt in foreclosures. Neither had any experience in
criminal cases. Their inexperience caused Drinkard to be found guilty of
a crime he did not commit. He spent nearly six vears on death row before
he was finally acquitted and released.

Some court-appointed attorneys fail to present any witnesses or evi-
dence that would prove the defendant’s innocence. Others are simply
incompetent. Ronald Wayne Frye’s attorney drank twelve shots of rum a
day during the penalty phase of his trial, in which Frye was sentenced to
execution. “As a result, the jury never heard mirigating evidence thart like-
ly would have saved Frye’s life,” writes the NC Coalition for Alternatives
to the Death Penalty. “After the trial, some of the jurors said they would
not have voted for a death sentence if they had known about the severe

n33

abuse Frye suffered as a child.™ Similarly, three people were sentenced
to death in Houston, Texas, during cases in which their courr-appointed

lawyers slept through parts of the proceedings.

The Death Penalty Is Racially Biased

[n addition to being biased against the poor, the death penalty is also
racially biased. According to the US Department of Justice, in 2013, 56
percent of all death row inmates were white and 42 percent were black.
While these numbers might make it seem as if white people are more
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Victim Race and Gender
Unfairly Influence Executions

In Rorida, which executed eighty-nine people between 197 6 and 2014,
statistics reved that executions are heawly—and unfarly—infuenced by the
victim's race and gender. A 2016 study shows that acrime is much more likely
to resultin execution when the victim is a white female than when the victim is
ablack male or even ablack femae or white mae. Although this study focuses
on one state, itrepresents amuch larger problem of farness in howthe death
penalty is applied.

Likelihood of Execution by
Race and Gender of Victim

Executions per 100 Homicides

White
male

male female

Spurce. Srank B Saumgarmer, “The
LUniversity of Morth Carolina Chagel H

likely to get sentenced to death, consider the relative size of each popula-
tion. In 2013 whites made up about 77 percent of the US population.
African Americans made up just 13 percent. Clearly, the death penalty is
disproportionarely applied to African Americans.

Meanwhile, the vast majority of prosecutors and arrorneys are
white, as are juries. In the town of Dothan, Alabama, one-third of the

residents—and two-thirds of people who are arrested for crimes—are
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black. Houston County, in which Dothan islocated, has one of the high-
est numbers of death row prisoners per capita in the country—many of
them black. Yer the county has never had a black district atworney, and
the juries are almost solely white. “There’s no justice system, for real,
here in Houston County,” says Raheimi
Kinsey, who was sentenced to prison for
robbing a convenience store. “The law
does whatever they want to do, and we
just have to acceprit.™

The vicrim’s race can also increase a
black defendant’s likelihood of getting
the death penalty. Studies have found
that an African American who kills a
white person is more likely to get the

death penalty than a black person who

kills another black person, or a white

person who kills someone of any race.

“Blacks are most likely to pay the ultimate price when their vicrims are
white,” says David Jacobs, a researcher and professor of sociology at Ohio
State University. “The disparity in execution rates based on the race of
victims suggests our justice system places greater value on white lives,

™34

even after sentences are handed down.

Geography Matters

Further proof that the death penalty is not applied fairly is the fact that re-
ceiving the death penalty largely depends on where one lives. As of 2017,
thirty-one states had the death penalty—most of them in the South and
West. Consider thar since 1976, 1,126 executions have been carried our
in the South, while only 4 have been carried out in the Northeast. Also
consider that just 2 percent of counties in the United States account
for 52 percent of all capital punishment cases. This geographic disparity
means that someone who commis murder in a northern state will likely
receive a life sentence, while someone who commits the exact same crime

in the South would more likely be execured.
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Executing the Innocent

Uneven application of the death penalty is not the only way it is unfairly
imposed. In is haste to solve crimes and serve justice, the overworked
and underfunded justice system can sometimes make mistakes. Inno-
cent people have ended up on death row, which is proved by the fact
that many capital sentences have been overturned. One exmple is the
case of Juan Roberto Meléndez-Colon,
who spent more than seventeen years
on death row before his innocence was
proved and he was released. However,
Meléndez-Coldn was lucky; it is likely
not every mistake is caught. This would
mean that innocent people have prob-
ably been executed. Such a situation
is unaccepmble for any society that

purports to be just and fair. “You can
always release an innocent person from prison,” says Meléndez-Colén,
who himself was finally released in 2002, “but you can never release an
innocent man from the grave.™’

A 2014 study in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
concluded that about 4.1 percent of people who are sentenced w death
are actually innocent. The authors of the study say the real number could
be even higher, because not every wrongful convicton is caught. “It’s a
warning, an objective look at how we have been successful in finding
some of these cases, but probably we're missing a lot,” says Richard Di-
eter, executive director of the Death Penalty Information Center, a non-
profit organization thar educates the public abour capital punishment.
“It raises the ulimate question of: Do we keep doing this?™*

DNA Testing Is Not a Fail-Safe

Former US Marine Kirk Bloodsworth was sentenced to death in 1985
for the rape and murder of a nine-year-old gitl. In 1993, after spend-
ing nine years in prison, he became the first person to be exonerated

(proved innocent) using DNA evidence. Since then, hundreds of other
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convictions have been overturned due to DNA evidence and other fac-
tots. [t is hard to know how many people have been wrongfully executed,
because prosecutors often destroy case files after an execution, and legal
aid groups do not have the time or funding to go back and investigate the
cases of people who have already been killed.

Since DNA evidence came into use in the late 1980s, it has improved
the certainty of criminal convictions. Yer DNA evidence is not available
in every case, and even when it is, it is not foolproof. “The DNA ‘truth-
machine’ is only useful in a tiny sliver of criminal cases, and these are
mostly not death penalty cases,™ says Brandon Garrett, a professor at
the University of Virginia School of Law. DNA testing is expensive and
time-consuming, and the results can be subject to bias, depending on
who reviews the evidence. The fallibility of DNA evidence, along with
the death penalty’s uneven and discriminatory application, should make

all Americans question the wisdom of using capirtal punishment.
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Is the Death Penalty
Ethical?

* People who commit murder give up their right to live; they do not
deserve sympathy, compassion, or comfort.

* Capital punishment does not negate the value of life—it confirms life’s
value by doling out the most extreme punishment for killing,

* The death penalty is ethical because it upholds the “eye for an eye”
concept of justice authorized by the Bible.

* The death penalty is not vengeful because it is guided by law and car-
ried out by representatives of the state, not vicims.

* The death penalty constitures cruel and unusual punishment, which is
prohibited by the US Consdwmrion.

* Executions cause more death and suffering, create more bereaved peo-
ple, and compound suffering—all of which is unethical.

* The death penalty fails to address the social problems thar drive mur-
der, and thus is reactionary and unproductive.

* Capital punishment brings the government down to the level of the
criminal and puts the United States in the company of the world’s
worst human rights abusers.
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The Death Penalty Is Ethical

“We have the responsibility to punish those who
deserve it. .. . The retributive punishment fits the
crime.”

— Robert Blecker, New York Law School professar

Cuoted in Dulles News, “C)&A: Death Penalty Propanent Robert Blecker” April 2014 www.dallasnews com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Is it ethical to make someone suffer death if they commited murder?
Why or why not?

2. In your opinion, does the death penalty affirm or negate the value of
life? Explain your reasoning.

3. Do you think biblical passages that support the death penalty justify
imposing this form of punishment? Why or why noe?

Editor's note: The discussion thar follows presens common agumens made in support of this pespective,
reinforced by e, quote, and evamples aken from vadous soumes,

When murderers takes an innocent life, it is perfectly ethical thar they
forfeit their own right w live. People who are guilty of the most hei-
nous crimes deserve to be punished in a way that reflects the crime they
committed.

Murderers Get What They Deserve
Consider the case of Brett Pensinger, who in 1981 kidnapped, rorrured,
and killed a five-month-old girl named Michelle Melander. The girl’s tiny
body was cur w pieces, and her skull was shawered. Pensinger had done
unspeakable things to Melander, including cutting into her abdomen ro
remove her uterus.
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Or, take David Allen Lucas, a carper cleaner from California. In 1984
Lucas murdered two women and a three-year-old boy. Lucas slashed the
victims’ throats so deeply that some of them were nearly decapitated.
Prosecutor Daniel Williams said the killings were “the most vicious and
coldblooded murders San Diego has ever had to suffer.” The judge in
the case said there was nothing heard or presented during the rial "o
support sympathy or mercy for (Lucas)
in light of the crimes.™’

Death is the only appropriate and
ethical punishment for monsters like
Lucas and Pensinger. The alternative to
the death penalty is that these men live
out their lives in prison, an experience
funded by taxpayers. This is a deeply
unethical use of public money and also
makes a mockery of the concept of jus-
tice. “While there are certainly costs to
keeping death row inmates locked up
and executed, its worth every penny,”

says former California state senator Phil
Wyman. “These dangerous individu-
als do not deserve the luxury of a long life at mxpayer expense and the
benefit of breathing while so many of their victims, including countless
children, lie in the ground.”™ Indeed, it would be unethical w allow
murderers to continue to experience life—even prison life—when their
victims have no such chance.

Capital Punishment Confirms the Value of Life

By executing a murderer, society does not negate the value of life—it
confirms that value. By executing those who have killed, society in ef-
fect says that life is precious; only good people deserve to experience it.
Thus, the death penalty is ethical because it affirms the sanctity of life.
Moreover, those who criticize the death penalty as inhumane critically

misunderstand its essence. "By seeking the death penalry, it is important



to remember that it is not a reflection of our brutality, but rather an
expression of our disdain for their brural actions,™! explains Michael Ra-

mos, district attorney in San Bernardino, California.

Why the Death Penalty Is Not Vengeful
Some criticize the death penalty as being uncivilized; they claim it is
more about vengeance than meting our justice. However, the way the
death penalty is handed out in contemporary society proves this to be
untrue. When murderers are sentenced
to death, they are done so by a jury of
their peers according to a set of legal
guidelines. The process is also overseen
by a judge. Therefore, there are no per-
sonal feelings involved in the process.
The death penalty could rightfully be
called vengeful if, say, the murdered

person’s Elmily were allowed ro kill the

guilty person in a manner of the family’s
choosing. Of course, the modern justice

system allows no such thing, An impar-

tial judge and jury handing down a legally sanctioned and uniformly
designed death penalty sentence is simply a punishment that suits the
severity of the crime.

In fact, the presence of the death penalty removes the possibility that
the public will ke matters of the law into their own hands. That is what
lynch mobs did in the South and Old West in the 18005, which certainly
constituted unethical punishment. In contrase, legal retribution is an or-
derly and ethical way to punish serious crimes.

It Is Wrong to Treat Murderers Humanely

Thar said, some contemporary death penalty methods are acrually too
compassionate for the worst killers. Methods of capital punishment have
become more humane over the years, which is wrong, given what mur-
derers have done.
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Americans View the Death Penalty
as a Moral Response to Murder

Death penaty s
mordly wrong

Death penalty
ismaordly
justified
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Consider lethal injection, in which a murderer dies by receiving a
faral dose of medication. The injection is administered by someone with
medical training, and a docror or medical rechnician confirms the death
when it occurs. To onlookers, this is seen as a calm and quiet way ro die.
However, this sanitized, tranquil death is too good tor people who terri-
fied, wortured, and viciously killed their victims. "How we kill those we
rightly detest should in no way resemble how we end the suffering of
those we love,™” says Professor Robert Blecker.

Blecker is right—it is completely ethical for murderers wo suffer dur-
ing an execution, and actually unethical if they don's afer all, they made
their victims suffer. A painless death for a perpetrator is deeply unfair to
his or her victims. This is why Blecker and others argue that so-called
humane death penalty methods should be abolished and replaced with
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more straightforward executions. “The firing squad, among all tradidon-
al methods, probably serves us best,” says Blecker. "It does not sugarcoar,
it does not pretend, it does not shamefully obscure what we do. We kill
them, inwntionally, because they deserve it.™

Efforts to abolish the death penalty reveal a misplaced compassion for
perpetrators. Consider how in July 2014, the state of Arizona executed
Joseph R. Wood II1 for the 1989 murders of Debra Dietz and her father,
Eugene. The execution was described by many as "borched.” During it,
Wood struggled to breathe for two hours while receiving the injection,
which had to be administered fifteen times. Many argued that Wood's
execution was tantamount to cruel and unusual punishment, and some
described it as “excruciating.” However, was Wood’s experience really so
undeserved, considering what he did to his victims? Indeed, the Dierz
family was rightfully outraged by the sympathy the public seemed to
have for their loved ones” murderer. “You don’t know whar excruciating
is,” said Debra Diete's sister, Jeannie Brown. "What is excruciating is see-
ing your dad laying there in a pool of blood, secing your sister there in a
pool of blood.” Her husband, Richard, added, “You know, these people
that do this, that are on death row, they deserve to suffer a little bit.”*

The Death Penalty Fulfills “an Eye for an Eye”

The death penalty has its roots in biblical concepts of justice, which fur-
ther confirms its morality. The biblical phrase “an eye for an eye” is based
on the premise of equal retaliation. [t makes clear that a person who
commirs a crime deserves a similar penalty in response. This makes it ac-
ceptable to kill someone who has killed. Elsewhere in the Bible this idea
is confirmed. Genesis reads, “Whoever sheds the blood of man, by man
shall his blood be shed."™

Murderers have forfeited their place among the living; they do not
deserve to experience anything life has to offer, including our compas-
sion. Clearly the death penalty is an ethical way to respond to the worst

actions imaginable.
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The Death Penalty Is Unethical

“A society that respects life does not deliberately

kill human beings. An execution is a violent public
spectacle of official homicide, and one that endorses
killing to solve social problems.”

— Ameriean Clvll Liberties Uslon {(ACLL}

American Civil Liberties Union, “The Cae Against the Death Permalie,” ACTU o, Apdl 2004, waawachvong.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. In your opinion, does capital punishment qualify as cruel and unusual
punishmene? Why or why not?

2. How does knowing which countries execute the most prisoners influ-
ence your opinion of whether the death penalty is moral?

3. Does the death penalty’s cost influence your opinion of whether it is
ethical? Why or why nor?

Editors note: The discusion that follows preens common aguments made (o suppon of this pers pective,
reinforced by fers, quotes, and evamples mken from vadous sounes,

The death penalty is the ultimate denial of human rights. It violates hu-
man dignity and is a form of cruel and unusual punishment, which is
prohibited under the Eighth Amendment of the US Constiturtion. While
it may be satisfying or instinctive to punish a murderer with death, a
closer look reveals that doing so is illogical and unethical.

The Death Penalty Is Inmoral Because It Is Torture

No marter what execution method is used—electrocution, the gas cham-
ber, hanging, or firing squad—execution is extremely painful. To reduce
this agony, swates today use lethal injection for most execurtions, a method
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once thought of as fast and relatively painless. However, people are in-
creasingly realizing this is not the case.

Consider what happened in 2014 when the state of Oklahoma ex-
ecuted convicred killer Claywn Lockert. It took several needle sticks to
administer the first drug, and the artending doctor was spattered with
so much blood that the prison warden described the scene as “a bloody
mess.” ™ Finally, Lockert seemed to fall asleep. But once another drug
was injected, he began to writhe, buck, and moan on the gurney. "It
was like a horror movie,” says Edith Shoals, a victim services advocarte
who witnessed the execution. “He kept trying to talk”™ In the end it
took almost an hour to complete an execution that should have taken
just minutes.

Lockerts execution is one of many that have been considered
“botched.” These experiences have led to increased calls to outlaw lethal
injection and the death penalty itself.
In fact, the botched lethal injection of
a criminal named Dennis McGuire in
2014 caused the State of Ohio tw put 2
three-year moratorium on the pracrice.

[nterestingly, even companies that
make drugs used in lethal injections
have protested using them for this pur-
pose. In 2016, Phzer, which makes a
sedative that was widely used in lethal injections, put in place restrictions

that prevent its product from being used for that purpose. “Their busi-
ness is in making medicines w save and improve the lives of patients,”
explains Maya Foa, director of Reprieve, a human rights organization.
“The last thing they want is for the medicines they promote as lifesaving

to be used in lethal-injection executions.”™

Cruel and Unusual Punishment

Botched executions that create suffering sound a lot like cruel and un-
usual punishment, which the United States has declared to be not only

unethical bur also illegal. No less a legal scholar than the late Supreme
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Court justice William ]. Brennan has viewed the death penalty in this
light. "As I interpret the Constdwution, capital punishment is under all
circumstances cruel and unusual punishment,”" he said. “It treats mem-
bers of the human race as nonhumans, as objects to be toyed with and
discarded. It is, indeed, ‘cruel and unusual”™® Brennan suggests that
even the most horrific act by a criminal does not release the state from its
responsibility to uphold human rights and the Constitution.

Even spending years on death row is itself a form of cruel and un-
usual punishment. Inmates sit in solitary confinement for up to twenty-
three hours a day, waiting o find out if and when they will be executed.
“There is an enormous agony in endlessly, and helplessly, waiting while

others decide whether you live or die,™" says psychiatrist Stuart Grassian.

Execution Creates More Death, Injustice, and Suffering

The death penalty not only creates suffering for the one being executed,
but it makes that person’s family suffer as well, which is another reason it
is immoral. Even though sympathy is rarely extended to the family of the
executed, they wo suffer when their loved one is killed. “You'll never hear
another sound like a mother wailing when she is warching her son be
executed,” said one warden. By creating more pain and grief for those
who are bereaved, the death penalty merely compounds misery.

[n addition, consider that most people who are sentenced o death
have usually themselves been victims, Many who are sentenced to die
endured childhoods filled with abuse. For example, Lockett was sexu-
ally abused by his half-brother, and his father beat him with anything he
could get his hands on, from belts w wooden boards.

From this vantage point, the death penalty is merely an unethical
response to an immoral situation. Killing someone like Locker only adds
to the injustce the victim has already experienced. It never gives these
victims an opportunity to redeem themselves, reform, or make amends
for the crime they have commirted. It also doesn’t address the societal
problems that turned people like Lockert into killers. As a civilized and
compassionate society, America should care abour the plight of such

people and support ways to prevent such brutalization from happening
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in the first place. In the case of Lockert, more useful than the death pen-
alty would have been stronger laws that protect children from abuse and

Mmistreatiment.

Capital Punishment Has No Place in Civilized Society

Capital punishment brings the government down to the level of the
criminal. It also puts the United States in the company of several coun-
tries that are widely recognized as undemocratic and violators of hu-
man rights. In 2015 most of the world’s executions took place in five
countries: China, [ran, Pakisran, Saudi Arabia—and the Unired Srares.
In contrast, the majority of democracies—including most countries in
Europe, which are among America’s strongest allies—have outlawed the
death penalty. How can the United States claim to support human rights
when it adopts practices used by the world’s worst abusers of those rights?

Religions Oppose the Death Penalty

Along with human rights advocares, many religions oppose the death
penalty, which further indicates that it is unethical. Most Jews favor ei-
ther abolishing the practice or pausing its use. Buddhists promote ideals
of nonviolence and respect for life. Christianity preaches forgiveness. In
fact, the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB) has
called for the abolishment of capital punishment because it believes that
no sin is too great to be forgiven. “There are as many degrees of guilt and
culpability as there are crimes, yet the death penalty imposes one defini-
tive, final, indiscriminate punishment on all, halting the action of the
Holy Spirit on the condemned person’s soul for eternity,”” the USCCB
has said. Finally, the Bible makes a clear case against the death penalty
when it commands, “Thou shalt noe kill.”

The High Cost of Death

However, one does not need to be spiritual to oppose the death penalry.
There are financial issues that make the death penalty immoral as well.
Capiral punishment is enormously costly, and it is deeply unethical to
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waste this money when so many other
programs and causes need funding. One
such cause would be the prevention of
childhood abuse that can turn children
into killers later in life. Spending money
on such a cause would surely be more
ethical than spending it on the execu-

tions of those who were so victimized.
Death penalty cases can cost three

to four times more than a non—death

penalty case. It costs more to incarcer-
ate someone on death row because such inmartes typically require more
security (so facilities where they are housed must be buile differently),
more supervision (so more guards must be hired), and more isolation
(which means more money is spent per prisoner).

Defendants also need additional lawyers because capitl cases feature
numerous appeals. The appeals, petitions, and other legal exercises to en-
sure a convicted person is actually guilty can add up to millions of dollars
more than the system would have spent imprisoning the person for life.
For example, a 2015 study by Seattle University found that in Washing-
ton State, the average death penalty case costs $3.07 million, compared
to $2.01 million for a non-capital case. American taxpayers usually fund
these extra costs.

Legalized Murder Is Still Murder

Taking a life does not erase the crime committed. Nor does it address the
issues that lead murderers to kill. It only wastes money and creates more
suffering. The death penalty clearly is not ethical. As activist and civil
rights leader Corerra Scott King once said, "An evil deed is not redeemed
by an evil deed of retaliation. Justice is never advanced in the taking of a
human life. Morality is never upheld by a legalized murder.”¥ Respond-
ing to murder with murder is unethical and counterproductive ro solving
the social problems that drive murder in the first place.



Does the Death Penalty
Serve Justice?

* Executing a murderer ends the long nightmare for victims’ families and
gives them a sense of closure.

* Capital punishment makes it impossible for convicted criminals ro kill
again—which they often do.

* Once criminals are executed, Americans no longer have to pay the ex-
orbitant costs of their housing and care.

* Execution does not bring closure or a sense of justice w victims’ fami-
lies, in part because it takes so long to achieve.

* The appeals process forces families to relive the grisly details of their
loved one’s death over and over again.

* The death penalty makes victims out of the family of the executed.

* It is unjust to deny humans the chance to rehabilitate themselves, and
society misses out on rehabilitated criminals’ potential contributions
when it executes them.



The Death Penalty Serves Justice

“There are cases where a dangerous criminal has
escaped or found a legal means to roam free and kill
again, but once a killer is dead—that’s the end of
their threat to society. Period.”

—_Garry Rodgess, formet homiclde detective and fomersic comner

Garry Rodgers, “Capial Punishment—Justice or State Sanctoned Murded,” Muffagon Pue, Janmany 21,
2016, www hufingronpost com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Would the execution of a loved one’s killer offer you a sense of closure
and justice? Why or why not?

2. Can you think of a way w ensure a murderer does not kill again that
does not involve executing him or her?

3. In your opinion, is it unfair for Americans to pay such high costs to
incarcerate the worst criminals? Why or why not?

Editor's note: The discussion thar follows presens common agumens made in support of this pespective,
reinforced by e, quote, and evamples aken from vadous soumes,

The United States should retain the death penalty for many reasons,
including that it is fair, humane, and ethical. Bur above all, the death
penalty is an appropriate and just response to the greatest injustice that
exists—the murder of an innocent person. When such a terrible event
occurs, the death penalty is the only mechanism by which to offer justice
to families, to communities, and to all of society.

The Death Penalty Provides Closure

Fitst and foremost, the death penalty serves justice to the family mem-
bers of murder victims. It gives them the closure they need and the peace
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they deserve. This is how the family of Sean Collier felt in May 2015,
when a federal jury sentenced Boston Marathon bomber Dzhokhar Tsar-
naev to death. Two years earlier, Tsarnaev and his brother, Tamerlan,
exploded two bombs along the route
of the Boston Marathon, killing three
people and injuring hundreds of oth-
ers. Collier was a twenty-six-year-old
police officer killed in the attack. While
his family will never recover from their

horrific loss, knowing Tsarnaev would

be denied the opportunity to live of-
fered them some measure of comfort.

“While roday’s verdict can never bring
Sean back, we are thankful thar Dzhokhar Tsarnaev will be held account-
able for the evil that he brought to so many families,” they said.

For victims' families, putting a murderer to death ends the long
nightmare that began with the crime and continued through a lengthy
trial. Capiral punishment finally gives survivors like Anita Hayes a chance
to move beyond their pain. Hayess niece and her niece’s two children
were murdered by Caron E. Montgomery in 2010, When Montgomery's
death sentence was announced in court, Hayes and other family mem-
bers shouted, “Yes! Yes!” in relief. “I can’t imagine what the death penalty
is for if not for this,” said Hayes, who also added that the family “felt
comforted to know that he will be put to death.™®

Protecting Public Safety

Another way in which the death penalty provides justice is that it perma-
nently incapacitates those who most threaten sociery. If a killer remains
alive, even in prison, he or she is capable of killing again. And convicted
murderers do kill again—other inmartes and prison guards are among
their victims. Donna Payant, a corrections officer at Green Haven Cor-
rectional Facility in New York, was killed by Lemuel Smith in 1981.
Smith was already serving two life sentences for murdering and raping

other victims when he corered Payant in a secluded area of the prison.

. T S —



[Killing Killers Saves Livesj

Mat all killers are sentenced to die. om e serve their sentences and
then are released And som e of these individuals go on to kill 2gain.
This is why many people believe that the death penalty serves justice;
it prevents killers from killing again.
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He strangled her and dumped her body in a sanitation compacror. It is
heartbreaking to think that Payant would be alive today had Smith been
given the death penalty instead of life in prison.

Convicted murderers can have victims outside the prison, wo. A
victim’s family constantly needs to worry about the possibility thar a
murderer will be paroled or accidentally released, or escape from prison.
While some think this is farferched, it happens more often than people
think. According to the Associated Press, in 2015 there were 220 escaped
prisoners at large across the United States. Several were convicted mur-
derers. Victims families should not have to live in fear thar their loved
one’s murderer might one day come for them.

Once freed from prison, offenders can and do commit more violent
offenses. Steven Pratt was fifteen years old when he shot and killed his
next-door neighbor. He served twenty-eight vears in prison and was re-
leased in Ocrober 2014, Just two days later, he beat his mother to death
during an argument. Had he been executed for his original crime of kill-
ing his neighbor, his mother would still be alive.

These stories are not isolated cases. In fact, according to the Bureau
of Justice Staristics, 71 percent of violent offenders recidivate—meaning
they commit another crime—within five years of their release. About half
of these offenders originally committed murder. When a violent criminal
is released, all of society is at risk. The only way to eliminate that risk is to
make it impossible for killers to kill again. As retired homicide detective
Garry Rodgers puts it, “It’s an indisputable fact that execution guarantees

that [a] person will never re-offend.””

It Is Unjust for Murderers to Live on Taxpayer Money

Finally, executing killers swiftly is the only way to ensure they do not
unjustly cost raxpayers money. When a killer is sentenced ro prison—
either for a few vears or for life—taxpayers foor the bill to house, feed,
clothe, and otherwise care for that inmate. According to the US Bureau
of Prisons, the average cost of incarcerating a prisoner is nearly $31,000
per year. Therefore, it costs about $620,000 to house an inmate who has

a twenty-year prison sentence, and a whopping $1.24 million to house
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someone with a forty-year sentence. American taxpayers are responsible
for these costs, including the victims families, who are put in the awful
position of paying to house, feed, and clothe the person who murdered
their loved one.

Mow consider that it usually costs more to house death row inmares
than prisoners in a regular facility. This is because death row inmates
have been deemed so dangerous they are kept in individual cells. They
also require more supervision, which results in higher costs for security
infrastructure and guard personnel salaries. In fact, a 2014 study done
on prisons in Kansas found that it costs about twice as much to house a
death row prisoner (abour $49,000 per vear) than someone in the general
population (aboutr $24,000 per year).

The costs of housing death row inmates would not be a problem if
the death penalty were swiftly enacted. Unfortunately, in many states
inmates destined for execution often sit
on death row for many vears. The Bu-
reau of Justice Statistics reports that as
of 2017, the average length of stay on
death row was 16.8 years. Moreover,
many death row inmartes acrually end

up dying not from execution, but of —

old age and narural causes. One such

person is Gary Alvord, a three-time murderer who spent forty yvears on
Florida’s death row before he finally died of old age in 2013, Another
is Brandon Astor Jones, who murdered someone in 1979, More than
thirty-five years later, ar seventy-two vears old, Jones was still awaiting
execution. In fact, in 2011, twenty-four death row prisoners around the
country died of natural causes.

If death penalty sentences were handed out in a timely manner, states
could avoid overspending on the people who deserve it least. As it cur-
rently stands, however, the nation’s worst criminals live best and ar the
highest cost. "Our most violent criminals, those who would be legally
deserving of the death penalty, require the most resources to pay for
their high security cells and ‘extended’ stays in our nation’s jails,”* writes

Princeton University student Chris Goodnow. Professor Robert Blecker
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agrees. He has spent months comparing prison life across several states
and different kinds of security facilities. “The perverse irony [is] this,” he
writes. “Inside prisons, often the worst criminals live the most comfort-
able lives . . . while the relatively petty criminals live miserably.”

It is a travesty of justice that murderers live for so many years beyond
their convictions, and at such high cost. This, coupled with the fact that
the death penalty offers closure to victims families and permanently in-
capacitates criminals, is among the many reasons why the death penalty
is the best punishment for serving justice.

1. .



The Death Penalty Does Not Serve

Justice

“More often than not, families of murder victims do
not experience the relief they expected to feel at the
execution. . . . Taking a life doesn’t fill that void, but
it’s generally not until after the execution that families
realize this.”

—Lula Redmond, certified death educator and bereaveme nt counselor

Quoted in Robert T Muller, “Death Peraliy May Not Bring Peace to Victims' Families,” Popocbadigy Toaday,
Oictober 19, 20 L6, www: prvchobkegy today. com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Whar factors prevent victims' families from feeling closure in death
penalty cases?

2. Do you think it is possible for convicted murderers tw ever be truly
rehabilitated? Explain your reasoning.

3. In your opinion, should the family members of murder victims have a
say in the sentencing if they feel the death penalty is unjustified? Why

or why not?

Editors mote: The discussion that follows presents common agruments made in support of this perspective,
reinforeed by e, quote, and examples ke n from vadous soumes,

Capital punishment exists because of the notion that it is a just punish-
ment for a horrible crime. However, a closer look at the emotional effects
of the death penalty on victims’ families, on convicted murderers, and on
the families of the executed suggests it is not just ar all.

A0 R T SAH -\'53 ol nt Prees, inc



Closure Is an Illusion

One of the most emotional claims of death penalty supporters is that
executions bring closure to victims' families. Yer many families do not
feel any sense of relief after an execution. Closure itself is a term that is
hard to define because it means differ-
ent things to different people. To some,
closure might simply mean knowing
who killed their loved one. To others, it
can mean putting the murderer in pris-
on for life. Not every family, in other
words, would seek a remedy as final as
an execution to find closure.

In any case, even with its sense of
finality, the death penalty does not put
an end to grief. The victims’ loved ones
continue o suffer long after a murderer
is executed. “In many capiral cases, vic-

tims' families are given false hope that

their pain will go away with an execu-
tion,” says Drake University sociology professor Nancy Berns. “They may
be relieved to have the trial behind them, but their pain and grief will still
be part of the journey.™"

Prolonging the Agony
If anything, the years of appeals and other hearings that follow a death
sentence can prolong family members’ agony, forcing them to relive the
grisly details of a loved one’s death over and over again. They are required
to hear of a crime’s details before multiple courts and offer gut-wrenching
testimony to numerous juries.

This is what family members of Dylann Roof’s victims must endure.
On June 17, 2015, Roof shot and killed nine churchgoers in Charles-
ton, South Carolina. “Family members of his victims will have to suffer
through not one but two trials, because South Carolina and the fed-
eral government are bringing duplicative charges,” notes Tanya Coke,



There Is No Justice When Innocent
People Are Condemned to Die

Snce 1973, according o the Death Pendty Information Center, 158 death row
nmates have been exonerated of arimes and feed. This leads to the obvious
question: How many others have been executed for crimes they did not comemits
Almost fourteen hundred individuds hawe been executed in he Lhited States
since 1976, There is no way o know whether any of these people were innocent
of the crimes for which they died but even one innocent person being executed
s aded miscariage of ustce.

Number of Exonerations by 5-Year Span

o LRy RS e L e s [ L P TR VRl N PERUSTE PR V- Wt el F Lol =t d L) FLUE R T (L |

a former defense attorney and criminal justice expert. "And because a
death sentence by law requires review by an appellate court, the family
members of the Charleston victims will have w face vears—most likely
decades—ot appeals and accompanying news stories that will reopen old
wounds.” The family members of Roof’s vicims do not want to end-

lessly relive their most painful memories.
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This was exactly the sentiment expressed by the family of eight-year-
old Martin Richard, the youngest victim of the 2013 Boston Marathon
bombing. In fact, the Richards’ family argued against giving the death
penalty to Dzhokhar Tsarnaev, who along with his brother killed three
people and injured hundreds. “We know that the government has its
reasons for seeking the death penalty, but the continued pursuit of that
punishment could bring vears of appeals and prolong reliving the most
painful day of our lives,” they wrote.

More Solace in Forgiveness

Many family members of murder victims see the death penalty as a
kind of revenge, and they are not comfortable with the idea of rak-
ing another life. “For a growing number of victims of violence, the
thought of honoring our loved ones by killing another human being is
not only counter-intuitive, but abhorrent,”™ says Coke. On the con-
trary, murder victims’ families want to feel whole again, but they rarely
get that relief from the death penalty. In fact, 2 2012 Marquette Uni-
versity study found thar victims' families had better physical and men-
tal health when juries handed out life
sentences to perpetrators, rather than
capital punishment. This is because
many family members find more solace
in forgiveness than in retribution.
Consider Gayle Orr,  whose
nineteen-year-old daughrerwas stabbed
to death in 1980. After the murderer

referred to as a “period of darkness”

Only after she had written a letter of forgiveness to her daughter’s killer
did she start to heal. “The instant that [ put that letter in the mailbox,”
she says, “all the anger, all the rage, all the darkness thar I've been car-
rying around, all the ugliness I've been carrying around in my body for
12 long years, instantly was gone. Just gone. And in its place I was filled

with this sense of joy and love.” ™



Stanford University psychiatrist David Spiegel says that this is be-
cause real closure “is achieved only through extensive grief work.™ This
process includes ralking to counselors and coming to rerms with the loss.
This is exactly why Tanya Coke says she would prefer to mlk to Dylann
Roof about his childhood, what caused him to kill, and whether he ever
thinks abour his victims. Humanizing him would help her hare him less,
and harte is not an emotion she wants inside her. “The death penalty re-
quires all of us, victims and spectators alike, to actively summon feelings
of hatred and contempt in order to justify the murder of another human
being,” she says. “But | know one thing for certain: They aren't emotions
[ want to hang on to. I'm old enough to understand that hate isa cancer-

ous emotion that hurts me more than it hures [a killer].”™

Pain for the Accused’s Family

The capital punishment process also brings great pain to the perpetra-
tot’s family. They, like the victim’s family, have to revisit the terrible de-
tails of the case again and again with each trial. It is also awful for them
to witness their loved ones execution. One warden described the agoniz-
ing screams that mothers of the executed let out as they watch their son
or daughter be killed by the state. “Theres no other sound like it,” he
says. “It is just this horrendous wail. It’s definitely something you won't
ever forget.””"

Some people are reluctant to extend sympathy to murderers’ families,
but these mothers, fathers, brothers, sisters, husbands, wives, and chil-
dren are themselves innocent victims of a crime. “The shock that comes
with a death sentence can leave the family members quite vulnerable to
developing emotional and mental disorders,” writes author Sandra Joy in
her book, Grief Loss, and Treatment for Death Row Families. “The grief
that they feel from losing their loved one to death row and the hor-
ror they imagine is yet to come as the state sets out to follow through
on their plans to execute their loved one can be truly overwhelming.™
Once the execution takes place, the family members of the executed have
something in common with the family members of the victims—both

have lost people important to them to murder.
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Rehabilitation Is Possible

Supporters of the death penalty often argue that murderers cannot be re-
habilirated, so execution is the only way to ensure they do not kill again.
However, this is flawed and harsh reasoning. Many convicted murderers
can be rehabilitated, and executing them steals from them the chance
to change.

Consider Jesse Reed, who was convicted of first-degree murder in
1985. While high on drugs, he shot and killed a man during a rob-
bery. Reed did a lot of self-reflecting in prison. He experienced extreme
remorse for his crime and went through several phases of grief and self-
punishment. After serving twenty-seven years of a potential life sen-
tence, Reed was deemed rehabilitated and paroled. He now participates
in a state-run program in which he counsels young inmares. Had he
been executed, society would have lost the chance to benefit from his
contributions. “Today I'm an individual who decided that he wanted to
change,” says Reed. “Change comes from within. It’s just having a desire
to be berter.”™

Reed is like many other convicted murderers who do not kill again.
Journalist Nancy Mullane has extensively investigated the issue of recidi-
vism by working with Reed and other convicted murderers in California.
She found that of one thousand convicted murderers who were paroled
from California’s prisons between 1990 and 2011, zero commirtted an-
other murder. While it is true that some murderers do kill again, the
majority do not. Executing them all wastes the chance to find our what

they are capable of giving back to society.

There Is No Justice in Death

Because it is final, cruel, and vengeful, the death penalty can never offer
grieving families what they need: closure, peace, and justice. The only
way to achieve this is by extending compassion and mercy to those who
seem to deserve it least but in fact need it the most. The death penalty
accomplishes nothing productive or healing. More often it just creates
more misery, anger, and death—and there is no justice in that.
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History of the Death Penalty

* In 1846 Michigan became the first state to abolish the death penalty
for all crimes but treason.

* In 1852 Rhode Island was the first state to do away with the death
penalty entirely.

» After the 1972 Furman v Georgia case, the Supreme Court suspended
the death penaley.

*In 1976 the Gregr v Georgia case reinstated the use of capital
punishment.

Use of Capital Punishment

» As of 2017, more than half of all states authorized the use of the death
penalty.

* In recent years, executions in the United States have been ar their low-
est levels in more than two decades.

* Most executions are carried out in the South.

* Just 2 percent of counties in the United States account for 52 percent
of all death penalty cases.

Execution Methods

* People who were accused of a capital crime in ancient Greece or Rome
were beaten, beheaded, burned, drowned at sea, erucified, fed to ani-
mals, or buried alive.

* In 1792 French physician Joseph-Ignace Guillotin invented the guil-
lotine as a less painful method of execution.

* In 1890 the electric chair was invented with the help of Thomas Edison.

* Lethal injection became a method of execution in 1982. Today it is the
main method used in the Unired States.
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Life on Death Row

* As of July 2016 there were 2,905 people on death row in the United
States.

* In 2013, 56 percent of death row prisoners were white, while 42 per-
cent were black.

* The Bureau of Justice Statistics reports that the average time between

sentencing and execution is longer than sixteen years.

American Opinions of the Death Penalty

* According to a 2016 Gallup poll, 50 percent of Americans believe the
death penalty is applied fairly; 44 percent believe it is not applied fairly.

* Gallup polling over the years has shown that the lowest level of support
for the death penalty was in 1972, when just 57 percent of Ameri-
cans favored the death penalty. The highest level of support occurred in
1994, when 80 percent of Americans supported the death penalty. As
of 2016, 60 percent of Americans said they favored the death penalty,
down from 66 percent who supported it in 2010.

* A different 2016 poll—this one taken by the Pew Research Center—
found that only about half of all Americans (49 percent) favored the
death penalty for people convicted of murder; 42 percent opposed it.

* The Pew Research Center also found that more Republicans (72 per-
cent) than Democrars (34 percent) favor the death penaley.
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American Enterprise Institute
1789 Massachuserrs Ave. MW
Washingron, DC 20036

website: www.aei.org

The American Enterprise Institute is a public policy think tank dedicated
to defending human dignity, expanding human potential, and building
a freer and safer world. It produces research, articles, and other commen-

tary on a vatiety of issues, including the death penalty.

Campaign to End the Death Penalty
PO Box 25730

Chicago, IL 60625

website: nodeathpenalty.org

This national grassroots organization is dedicated to ending capital pun-

ishment. It has chaprers across the United Stares.

Death Pl:l!illt_}" Information Center
1015 Eighteenth 5t. N'W, Suite 704
Washingron, DC 20036

website: www.deathpenaltyinfo.org

The Death Penalty Information Center is a nonprofit organization that
educates the public about capital punishment issues. The center releases

an annual report featuring the latest statistics on the death penalty.
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Gallup

The Gallup Building
901 F St. NW
Washingron, DC 20004

website: www.gallup.com

Gallup is an organization that conducts polls on a variety of topics, in-
cluding the death penalty.

The Heritage Foundation
214 Massachuserts Ave NE
Washingron, DC 20002-4999

website: www.heritage.org

The Herirage Foundadon is a conservative think rank thar publishes re-
search on various research and articles on domestic, economic, foreign
and defense policy. Several articles in support of the death penalty can be
found on its website.

The Innocence Project

40 Worth St., Suite 701

New York, NY 10013

website: www.innocenceproject.org

Lawyers Peter Neufeld and Barry Scheck founded the Innocence Project
in 1992, Using DNA evidence, the group works to exonerate people who
are wrongly accused.

Justice for All
website: www.jfa.net

Justice for All is an organization headquartered in Houston, Texas, that
promotes criminal justice reform and defends use of the death penaley. It

provides advocacy information for the victims of violent crimes.
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Murder Victims' Families for Reconciliation (MVFR)
5800 Faringdon Place
Raleigh, NC 27609

website: www.mvirorg

MVFR is made up of family members of murder victims and the ex-

ecuted. Together they advocate for ending the death penalty.

National Coalition to Abolish the Death Penaley
1620 L Se. NW, Suite 250

Washingron, DC 20036

website: www.ncadp.org

As its name suggests, the National Coalition to Abolish the Death Pen-
alty works to end the practice of capital punishment in the United States
and abroad. The organization believes it is better w address the causes of

violence than to punish violent criminals with death.

Pew Research Center
1615 L Se. N, Suite 800
Washingron, DC 20036

website: www.pewresearch.org

The Pew Research Center is a nonpartisan group that conduces public
opinion polls and other research on a variety of issues, including the

death penaley.
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