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We Should Not Have the Death Penalty 

The death penalty is a definitive way of punishment that has been in existence for a long 

time all around the world. Not every criminal is sentenced to death; only the most severe crimes 

such as murder or terrorism are usually punished in such a way. Among the most common 

execution devices, one can distinguish “the electric chair, the gas chamber,” the guillotine, the 

brazen bull, and suffocation by elephant. When the first three methods are less cruel, the latter 

methods bring great sufferings and pain to the condemned person. However, these kinds of 

capital punishment were popular in Europe many decades ago. Interestingly, huge stadiums were 

filled with the spectators who were happy to observe the cruel movements. Later, capital 

punishment migrated to prisons, and only the closest people were allowed to be present at the 

execution. Nevertheless, even nowadays, some countries have preserved and practice public 

executions. 

Today, almost all European countries have abolished capital punishment. However, such 

countries as China, Indonesia, Pakistan, Nigeria, the USA, Iran, Saudi Arabia, etc. still use the 

death penalty to punish murderers, terrorists, and other criminals. Therefore, many discussions 

and debates occur about the necessity or wrongfulness of capital punishment. Some people 

affirm that it is an important method to punish a murderer because if a person has killed another 

person, he/she must die as well. Others argue that the death penalty is the easiest way out since it 

gives a guilty individual a chance to die quickly and allows not to stay imprisoned until the end 

of his/her life. In ancient times, it was cheaper to kill a person rather than incarcerate him/her for 

many years. Today, such a method cannot justify the means because death is the best present for 

the killer. Furthermore, it is more expensive to kill a person than to sentence someone to life 

because those who are condemned to death spend more time in court, they need attorneys, and 
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the execution devices are not cheap. Although many people claim that the death penalty may 

prevent future crimes, it should not be used since it is immoral, it violates human rights, an 

innocent person may be executed, and imprisonment for life is a more severe punishment than 

death. These issues will be discussed in the paper. 

Some individuals argue that capital punishment is a good way to fight against future 

crimes. For instance, if every drug-seller is afraid of being caught and executed, nobody will sell 

drugs. By analogy, if every murderer is sentenced to death, there will be no murders. However, 

such an opinion is wrong since people often do not think about the consequences when they 

commit a crime. Moreover, some of them violate the rules and commit offenses to be imprisoned 

or penalized for some reasons. Other murderers or terrorists could be insane, and they could act 

while being affected by their disease or mental illnesses. For such people, the death penalty will 

only relieve their sufferings and allow the state to get rid of unnecessary citizens. However, it is 

the easiest method of punishment and the most unjust one because the state should protect the 

rights of every person, even if he/she is insane or invalid. Capital punishment will be the best 

way for every accused person to escape the eternal sufferings and thoughts about the crime. The 

aim of the court is not to exonerate a criminal from such sufferings but to let him/her live with 

the sense of guilt until the end of his/her days.  

In addition, according to Warden, the death penalty does not prevent murders but, on the 

contrary, it has “caused some murders and, more generally, [it] may contribute to a cycle of 

violence that raises murder rates”. This opinion has sense since there always be some friends or 

relatives who will want to avenge the condemned person’s death. Thus, they may kill innocent 

citizens just to show their protest against the capital punishment, and the more punishments are 

administered, the more murders will occur. In addition, people may organize armed revolts 
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against the death penalties, and much blood may be shed. That is why capital punishment cannot 

be used as the most severe way of punishment since it will not prevent the crimes but only 

mitigate the life of the offender.   

  Consequently, capital punishment should be abolished since it is immoral and inhumane. 

The government or the court cannot decide whether a person should live or die since they did not 

give this life to him/her and they cannot take it away. Many religious people would support this 

claim since the judges and authorities are not God, and they cannot decide the fate of other 

people. Some individuals may argue that if a murderer has taken a life of another person, the 

court may take his/her life as well. Such people consider, “the execution of dangerous criminals 

is highly moral and religiously based on the notion of ‘an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth’” 

(Marcus 849). However, the question arises whether vengeance is moral because based on the 

above statement capital punishment is nothing more but revenge. If the answer is “yes,” then 

every person will take vengeance on his or her enemies and offenders, claiming that it is moral. 

Consequently, many religious people would become outraged and rise in rebellion against such 

immorality. Thus, Catholic bishops appeal to the government of the USA, “We do not teach that 

killing is wrong by killing those who kill others”. This statement is right since people will not 

understand why killing is forbidden if other human beings are killed.  

 In addition, it is obvious that a person who has murdered another human being deserves 

the most severe punishment. However, even if such individual has acted immorally and wrong, 

this fact does not give other people the right to kill him. In civilized countries, the state does not 

do to the criminals the same things they did to their victims. It means that rapists are not raped 

for their crime, and kidnappers’ friends or relatives are not kidnapped. The question arises as to 

why the civilized countries allow murderers to be killed for murders. A single answer comes to 
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mind: capital punishment is nothing more but a side effect of barbaric society. The death penalty 

is the most immoral and unequal way of punishment since it is not humane, and it makes those 

people who condemn to death become killers. 

Another reason why the death penalty should be abolished is that it violates human rights. 

It is, probably, one of the strongest arguments since every person has the right to live. Moreover, 

the right to live is the essential right of every human being, and if a person is deprived of such 

right, other people will be disappointed in the justice of the constitution and the state. The Center 

for Constitutional Rights examined capital punishment from the human rights perspective and 

arrived at a conclusion that if duty bearers (the United States of America) are obligated to 

respect, protect, and fulfill human rights, they cannot deprive human beings of these rights. 

Taking human’s life is the violation of the right to live, and if the state does not protect its 

citizens from such violation, the citizens have no confidence in their safety.  

Moreover, the death penalty is also a torture for a condemned person. According to the 

Geneva Conventions, “torture is a crime against humanity, a war crime”. Although modern 

methods of the death penalty minimize the risk of feeling pain or suffering, a person still feels 

stress and shock before final punishment, which not only tortures that person but also affects 

his/her loved ones negatively. In addition, the death penalty violates human’s dignity and 

humiliates people, making them similar to animals. Thus, such people become toys in the hands 

of the government and they can be discarded and killed at any time. If the countries affirm that 

they guarantee human rights protection, it should be demonstrated in everything, even in the way 

of punishing the offenders. Therefore, human rights violation is one of the strongest arguments 

against capital punishment because if people are deprived of the most precious thing they have – 

their life – they will be regarded as nonhumans or animals without any second chances. 
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Furthermore, the death penalty should be forbidden since many innocent people can 

suffer instead of the criminals. There are dozens of examples of people executed by mistake. For 

example, James Adams was a black-skinned man who was executed in Florida in 1984 for 

killing a white rancher. All the witnesses and the jury were white-skinned. The witnesses 

claimed that they had seen Adams with the victim shortly before the crime. However, as it was 

discovered later, the witness had previously accused Adams of flirting with his wife, which 

explained his aversion to the man. Furthermore, other testimonies were refuted, but it was too 

late. Thus, Adams was just one case of being condemned to death by mistake. Nevertheless, 

there are hundreds of other cases, which proves that capital punishment is not an absolutely 

accurate sentence, and there is always a possibility that a condemned person is innocent.  

Interestingly, according to the US Senator Russ Feingold, “87 people have been freed 

from death row because they were later proven innocent. That is demonstrated error rate of 1 

innocent person for every 7 persons executed”. If there is the tiniest risk that the accused 

individual is not guilty, the question about the death penalty should not arise. In any case, 

imprisonment for life is a more severe punishment for any criminal since it leaves convicted 

criminals with their sin for the rest of life and it does not just free them in a matter of seconds.  

In addition, there is a possibility that a criminal who has money can pay the court and the 

state, and they will simply substitute him/her for another person, a less wealthy one and, 

probably, of a different race. As there were many cases of such treatment with the accused, “in 

2006, the UN Human Rights Committee recommended that the U.S. ‘assess the extent to which 

[the] death penalty is disproportionately imposed on ethnic minorities and on low-income 

population groups’”. Although the USA is considered post-racial society, racial and social 

discrimination still exists, and it may be noticed in the court system as well. It often happens that 
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poor individuals cannot protect themselves and pay for a good attorney or for being released on 

bail. However, someone has to be blamed, and such persons become the first to judge. On the 

contrary, if a criminal is rich, he/she can always bribe the court and the witnesses, and come 

unscathed out of the battle. Hence, there is always a risk to make mistake and convict an 

innocent person, either intentionally or non-intentionally, while the real criminal is free. 

Therefore, it is better to release a person later but alive than bring in a verdict of non-guilty after 

his/her death.  

The death penalty should not be allowed since imprisonment for life is a more severe 

punishment than death. First, the life sentence is a certain punishment that does not allow a 

criminal to be released. On the contrary, a person is sentenced to die in prison of natural causes. 

However, unlike those who are sentenced to death, such prisoners are three times less expensive, 

and they cannot be killed by mistake. If a killer is sentenced to life, he/she will pay for the crime 

in prison. Prisons are cruel and terrible places, and it is difficult to adjust to being there. In 

addition, those people who are imprisoned for life get no special treatment in jail, they not 

allowed to see their relatives, and they live in group cells full of other prisoners. Such terrible 

conditions are rather severe punishment for murder. Interestingly, those people who are 

sentenced to death have better conditions in jail such as single cell and constant attention as well 

as consultations with psychologists and doctor’s advice. Therefore, the difference is obvious, and 

the relatives of the victims should reconsider their views of the death penalty and make sure that 

life sentence is a more severe punishment for the murderers than death. 

In addition to the fact that imprisonment for life is a more cruel retribution than capital 

punishment, it is also a cheaper way to maintain the criminals. The death penalty usually requires 

many years of enforcement proceedings, money for attorneys, judges, and other law officials as 
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well as payments for doctors, psychologists, priests, and the devices for the execution. If a 

person is sentenced to life, there is no need in all these means, and an accused person is left in 

jail to die of natural death. Some may argue, telling that it is unfair. However, every person has a 

right to make a mistake, and the time he/she will spend in jail can make such a person confess 

and admit guilt, which is especially important for religious individuals. If a person is convicted 

to death, he/she will never admit guilt and never suffer as much as the relatives of the victim did. 

Moreover there is always a chance that an innocent person who has been sentenced by mistake 

will be released from jail. It is always better late than never. On the other hand, if a person is 

guilty, the death penalty will be the best gift to him/her since it relieves such a person from 

eternal sufferings, terrible dreams, and remorse. Probably, the relatives of the victim will feel 

more confident and relieved if they know about the death of the murderer. However, if they 

knew about all the sufferings an imprisoned for life experiences, they would prefer such kind of 

punishment rather than a simple death. Thus, capital punishment is a relief for a criminal and 

sense of vengeance for the relatives of the victim; however, a criminal would suffer more if 

he/she spends the rest of the life in jail instead of dying in a matter of seconds.   

Today, capital punishment is a way to fight against terrorism in the USA. Moreover, such 

political crimes receive wide coverage in the country, and the death penalty can also be 

watchable online to get public support. Although modern world is far from being uncivilized, 

people still enjoy watching other people’s sufferings. For example, in Saudi Arabia and Iran, 

public executions are routine affairs. In the USA, the situation is controversial. Some states allow 

presence of the journalists, witnesses, and relatives while executing. In addition, in several states, 

it may be allowed to broadcast the execution. For instance, the execution of the Oklahoma City 

bomber, Timothy McVeih, was shown on closed-circuit television to the closest people of the 
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criminal. This fact proves that public observation of the death penalty still exists in the USA, 

which is another reason for its abolishment. The killing of a person cannot be watched as a show 

since it is inhumane and wrong. Bloodlust and vengeance do not alleviate the violation of human 

rights and they should not be used as a reason for capital punishment. Although killers and 

terrorists are terrible people, other individuals should not become like them by sentencing them 

to death. 

In conclusion, the death penalty should be abolished since it is immoral. It violates the 

right of every human being for life; there is always a risk that an innocent person can be executed 

by mistake or on purpose; and it is a gift for a criminal but not a severe punishment. First, killing 

people is always inhumane, even if it is used as punishment. People are not gods, and they 

cannot take away other humans’ life because they did not give it to them. Second, every person 

has a right to live, and if he/she is deprived of such right, such a person is regarded as an animal 

but not as a human. Third, there are many cases when innocent people were sentenced to death 

by mistake. Many of them were representatives of minorities and they had low income. It means 

that racial and social discrimination is still an essential factor in capital punishment. Many 

accused individuals were exonerated after death, but nothing could be fixed. Finally, the death 

penalty is not as severe punishment as life sentence because a murderer dies in several seconds 

and he/she cannot endure sufferings and terrible memories during his/her life. Although some 

countries still use capital punishment as the way to punish murderers and terrorists, the number 

of crimes has not decreased, and the victims of the criminals are not brought back to life. 

Therefore, the death penalty is an antiquated and improper way of punishment since it makes 

those who punish stoop the level of the killer, which cannot be a right solution of any crime.         

 


