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death penalty is rarely used and takes years before an execution is actually carried out. Punishment: A Defense,"
(Harvard Law Review Association, ) States in the United States that do not employ the death penalty generally have .
The strongest argument of all [in favor of the death penalty] is the deep pain and.

Such methods are inherently cruel and will always mock the attempt to cloak them in justice. As with other
kinds of arbitrariness previously reviewed, any discriminatory outcomes of the institution of capital
punishment are part of the total cost of the practice and are to be considered along with all other costs and
benefits. Since all criminal cases are administered through unavoidably imperfect procedures, if arbitrariness
justifies abolishing the death penalty for murder, then it would seem also to justify abolishing lesser
punishments for less serious criminal misconduct. At the same time, the AMA has stated that it is a violation
of medical ethics for doctors to participate in, or even be present at, executions because physicians are
supposed to heal, not hurt, patients. Newbury Park, CA: Sage, pp  Our criminal justice system essentially
reserves the death penalty for murderers regardless of their race who kill white victims. Defenders of capital
punishment are inclined to interpret the empirical studies as being inconclusive: it remains an open question
whether the death penalty deters sufficiently to justify it. Don Cabana, who supervised several executions in
Missouri and Mississippi reflects on his mood just prior to witnessing an execution in the gas chamber: "If [the
condemned prisoner] was some awful monster deemed worthy of extermination, why did I feel so bad about it,
I wondered. Sixth, these deficiencies in due process are exacerbated rather than corrected at the trial stage of
capital cases. Capital punishment denies due process of law. The general consensus among social scientists is
that the deterrent effect of the death penalty is at best unproven. It is a mistake to consider the object of
punishment as being deterrent or reformative or preventive and nothing else. To whom may punishment be
applied? A third issue for appeals to procedural imperfections involves limiting the scope of the argument for
abolition. The central question, then, is not often whether punishing murderers is morally justifiable rather
than rehabilitation or release, for example , but whether it is morally justifiable to punish by death rather than
by imprisonment, for example those found to have committed a grave offense, such as murder. Even killers
retain their right to life, the state remains bound by the correlative duty not to kill a murderer, and capital
punishment, then, is a violation of the human right to life. Medical expertise needed for an execution itself can
include administering medicines or psychiatric treatments to calm the condemned, judging whether
intramuscular or intravenous techniques are best, or actually injecting a lethal dose of drugs to bring about a
death Gaie, 1. First, capital punishment is not necessary for an effective system of criminal justice: there is no
evidence that the many nations or the 12 American states that have no death penalty are any less just or less
effective in dealing with crime than nations or states that execute criminals. Why would not harsh confinement
for life serve as well any desirable expressive, cathartic function? Punishment is paternalistic in purpose: it
aims to effect some beneficial change in the offender through effective communication. These include firing
squads and beheading. The defects in death-penalty laws, conceded by the Supreme Court in the early s, have
not been appreciably altered by the shift from unrestrained discretion to "guided discretion. Executions
resumed in  Between and , two dozen other countries abolished the death penalty for all crimes. Many
offenders are kept 'waiting' on death row for a very long time; in the USA the average wait is 10 years. For
retributivists the morality of the death penalty for murder is a matter of general moral principle, not assuaging
any desires for revenge or vengeance on the part of victims or others. I, ii. A study showed that were the death
penalty to be reintroduced in New York, the cost of the capital trial alone would be more than double the cost
of a life term in prison. The condemned prisoner is led â€” or dragged â€” into the death chamber, strapped
into the chair, and electrodes are fastened to head and legs. But it is not supposed to be random. Capital
punishment wastes limited resources. For example, the arbitrariness evident in the procedures may be one of
selectivity: among all the convicted killers who merit a death sentence, some of those are actually sentenced or
executed and others are not. An evil deed is not redeemed by an evil deed of retaliation. Evidently, the threat
of the death penalty "does not even exert an incremental deterrent effect over the threat of a lesser punishment
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in the abolitionist states. Perhaps because "a return to the exercise of the death penalty weakens socially based
inhibitions against the use of lethal force to settle disputesâ€¦. But for violent crimes such as murder, the
fairness approach seems less plausible.


