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“Abolishing/tihe death/penalty; even'thoushi it maybe deserved s the rigat'tining 1o doland
LV D PDUN RI SURJUHVYVY LOQ D FLYLOL|HG VRFLH

™The death penalty Is detrimental to civilization
™The death penalty Is no more effective as a deterrent to crime than life in prison
™The death penalty teaches society that murder Is sometimes acceptable
™The death penalty Is a form of torture, psychological and physical

SHLPDQYYWVW SUHPLVH 3>%HFDXVH@ RQH SHOQP W pumW BB USUHPAWHG 3 7KH UHIXVDC

than another, it does not follow that the more feared penalty will WHDFKHY D OHVVRQ DERXW WKH ZUR
GHWHU PRUH WKDQ WKH.OHVV IHDUHG" (147).

™ The death penalty is equal to life in prison as a deterrent to crime.

™ ReIiman asks the question : If you were likely to be deterred from committing a crime based on
the punishment, would life in prison be less of a deterrent than the death penalty (145)?

Argument: There Is no empirical evidence to show life in prison Is an - _ |
equal deterrent to crime as the death penalty. Argument: By subjecting murders to the ultimate punishment,

we slowly teach society murder Is wrong.

Rebuttal: Alesson iIs also taught by punishing a murderer with
SHLPDOWHVFROQG SUHPLVH 3$QO\ROH FRQWH P S lebngrisad gnd, as a soclety, showing we do not condone

committing a crime already faces a substantial risk of murder, even In the guise of punishment.
ending up dead as a result [of armed police or armed private SHLPD QXUWK SUHPLVH 3(LWKHU ZH

FLWL]HQWV@ " electric chair or reinstitute the rack. Surely, this is the
™35 RXJKO\ W R VXVSHFWHG IHORQV DUH NLOOHG E\ WKH §R Q| H kQURKE\P LB RO G i) FQYIHY\D\Q%\&HQ + |

(146). ]
™37KH QXPEHU RI SULYDWHO\ RZQHG JXQV LQ $PHULFD LV VQVV\B(CJDV\HQM\ ODUJHU WKDQ WKH QXPEHU RI
KRXVHKROGV LQ7BPHULFD Argument: Common sense tells us the death penalty is more

™ To advance as a civilized society, we must teach people that murder, whether as :
criminal act or as a result of the death penalty, is always wrong. By punishing with
life In prison instead of execution, we show society murder is always wrong.

Rebuttal: There is no empirical evidence to the contrary.

Argument: It is unlikely anyone contemplating murder thinks they fearful than life in prison and will deter more criminals than the
will be caught, either by the police or by a private citizen. Therefore, less fearful threat of life in prison (147).

it 1s unlikely this will be a deterrent. Rebuttal: Until we have conclusive evidence that capital
Rebuttal: 37KH OLNHOLKRRG RI EHLQJ NLOOHG E\ WK HpénhRBimeeht it nhoke dd ab&t€rent than life in prison, we must
owning citizen Is a more immediate risk than a more distant grant either that we should not follow common sense and not
execution as a result of conviction of a capital crime, especially Impose the death penalty or we should follow common sense

DIWHU DSSUHKHQVLRQ FRQYLFWLRQ DQG DSSHDQ@nd torture murderers to death (147). Is this the mark of a
civilized soclety?

Our Opinion
SOWKRXJK WKH FRVW RI WKH GHDWK SHQDOW\ ZDV QRW GLVFXVYVH @ dpijal fridl laRPds(bgagubrit Apdekl©Odte s\Vikctc
considered by some prosecutors when determining whether or not to try a capital case. This results in the death pampaligdmognsistently across the country.

Since the evidence is inconclusive as to whether the death penalty Is an effective deterrent to murder and the afepoecdlag\does exist Is conflicts, we believe th
death penalty should be abolished, as long as by doing so there Is no harm caused to society.
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