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Legal Murder?
Is murder legal? This question has two possible answers, yes or no.  But it’s not simple.   Some say that the death penalty is murder.  Whether or not the death penalty is murder is one of many questions that we are faced with surrounding America’s capital punishment.  Can murder be justified?  If it was your family member, spouse, a friend or even yourself on the stand waiting to hear whether he will live in jail, for the rest of his life without probation, or die; would you feel as though it should be up to a jury of random objective people?  
	In May 2013, on the 22nd, Maryland became the eighteenth state to outlaw capital punishment, the death penalty.  The governor of Maryland, Martin O’Malley said, “I’ve felt compelled to do everything I could to change our law, repeal the death penalty, so that we could focus on doing the things that actually work to reduce violent crime”(Wagner).  Many believe that life in prison without parole is a better option.  Statistically it is more cost effective to do this.  According to Arkansas Abolish there are four reasons why: 1-Major costs associated with the death penalty cases come during the trials. 2-The state must pay for two attorneys per defendant that cannot pay for their own attorney, which is most. 3-Due to the fact that it is hard to select a jury it takes about five times longer to complete the jury. 4- Whereas a lifetime in prison cost money over a period it cost a large chunk of money at one time for the death penalty; this causes more stress to the state (Death).  For these reasons the death penalty costs much more than life in prison according to Death Penalty Focus.  The cost is one effective appeal to logos but some use it as a measure to reach those that don’t respond to ethos.
	Do you value life? (P.S. the correct answer is yes)  “… those against capital punishment believe that human life is so valuable that even the worst murderers should not be deprived of the value of their lives.(BBC, par.1)”  That people have a right to live is another argument, but to counter act that if it is a murderer on death row his victims had a right to live, a right that he took away, a right that should be taken from him.  Aside from that, the most common argument is that, because we have a flawed legal system, judges, witnesses, and jury’s can make mistakes and execute the innocent.  140 people have been found innocent that were on death row since 1973.  Even though the government has tried to make it impossible to let the innocent be executed 7 in 60 on death row were found subsequently innocent since 1973.  For example, in North Carolina, Jonathan Hoffman was exonerated for the charge of killing a jewelry store owner in 2007, after the key witness confessed he had lied in order to get back at Hoffman for stealing money from him in previous years.  Hoffman was on death row for 12 years before he was finally found innocent; the average wait is 10 years in America.  Claiming innocent lives is unacceptable because life is valued, cherished (BBC).  Some believe that is why public support for the death penalty is 35% and for life without parole is 39%, others don’t know. (Death Penalty Facts) 
	An eye for an eye, this idiom is used but we typically add on to the end that it makes the whole world blind.  Some say killing a killer is the exact same thing; it is retribution or “… just a sanitized form of vengeance”(BBC).  “Crimes other than murder do not receive a punishment that mimics the crime - for example rapists are not punished by sexual assault, and people guilty of assault are not ceremonially beaten up.(BBC)”   The other side is the death penalty is not retribution enough, that capital punishment doesn’t cause the kind of suffering that life in prison without parole does.  Those for the death penalty say guilty people should be punished.  We all agree there, but how far should we go to find justice?  An option is to support an eye for an eye and say, “real justice requires people to suffer for their wrongdoing... Each criminal should get what their crime deserves and in the case of a murderer what their crime deserves is death.(BBC)”
	Can you prove a negative?  Well, part of the public say because of numbers and charts, statistics and science that yes, but it isn’t the most reliable.  Is the death penalty a deterrence?  According to many studies, yes.  In 2003 Economics Department Chairman Hashem Dezhbakhsh and Professor Shepherd from Clemson University stated "The results are boldly clear: executions deter murders and murder rates increase substantially during moratoriums (Dezhbakhsh).” This follows common sense, history and reflects reason.  If you touch a fire you are automatically burned; just the same the death penalty has a greater effect if it is instant.  The death penalty definitely is deterrence because it stops re-offending if they are executed.  This keeps the other prisoners and prison staff safer. (BBC)
	You have lived through an investigation, grieved, made statements, have suffered the lose of someone you knew, someone you cared for and the authorities miraculously caught the one who killed him or her.  The only thing you feel that might help is simple and is found in a trial.  Closure.  An end.  Some way to move on.  For some that is the capital punishment, others that adds more stress and pain.  But for those who feel death of the offender will end the horrifying chapter in their life, should they be allowed to pursue the death penalty?  Is it a reason to keep the death penalty?  Potentially, giving closure to the victims’ family is important enough to keep the death penalty.  This leads to whether or not we should use capital punishment as much as we do.  In Japan there are about three executions a year.  This enforces the idea that bad things happen to bad people thus reinforcing that good things happen to good people.  This causes the people, who work hard, to feel as though there will be some reward eventually (BBC).
 	Would you want to be killed? Of course not! Even though death is not the most feared thing in America, it is a good incentive to be good.  If you were faced with the option to help and plea down would you?  This incentive to help the police is one reason why some feel the death sentence should remain on the table.  This is better than torture and helps those who feel that the death sentence is immoral by allowing those who are willing to help and not be murdered.  This could lead to the rehabilitation of those that plea down; even people on death row have been known to be rehabilitated (BBC).  
	When going through different views of the death penalty one must add religion.  The reason I add religion is because spiritual convictions affect everyone and different religious views often create different ideas.  In only the five main religions views they demonstrate the effect their denomination has on the lives of religious people. “Whoever sheds human blood, by other humans must his blood be shed; for in God’s image God has made humankind.” Genesis 9:6 (Holy) Majority of Christians feel that the death penalty is justified because it is not murder, it is in the Bible, and is necessary for a functioning society.  For those against the capital punishment, the Bible speaks of kindness, compassion, mercy, and forgiveness.  As well as the fact that due to new punishment in modern day society the death penalty is unnecessary evil anymore.  Buddhism, in its pure form, is against capital punishment because it can have effects on both the offenders and administrators souls in future incarnations.  Yet when it comes to Buddhist countries they keep the death penalty for political, traditional and containment reasons.  Although many think that Jews would be for capital punishment because of some verses in the Old Testament, Jewish courts hardly ever use capital punishment.  It has actually been outlawed in Israel altogether.  Muslims, even though believed to be harsh, according to the Qur’an believe in forgiveness and peace.  Thus, the death penalty is used for only the “crimes of suitable severity” (BBC).  Religion is a big part of people’s lives.  Yet almost all of the religions have the same finding: the death penalty is harsh and should only be used in the most severe crimes.
	Only one last major question needs to be asked. Is it constitutional?  In 1972 in the Supreme Court case of Furman v. Georgia, of course in a vote of 5-4, decided that according to the Eighth and Fourteenth Amendment the death penalty is unconstitutional.  Only four years later in Gregg v. Georgia the Supreme Court reestablished the death penalty as constitutional.
All of the sources I used while researching for both for and against capital punishment were places I trust.  I trust them because, for the most part, they had put in the time and helped lead me to other sites I was already using and showed me different ideas.  I feel the areas I covered were thought out and in detail without being to much.  With all of the research I put in I feel I have come to a strong stance on the death penalty.  To me it wasn’t a matter of constitutionality or of morality, those just attributed to my decision.  I feel that because the death penalty cost so much money, more than life without parole in prison, it should not be used as often as it currently is.  I feel that the Japanese argument should be how we use the death penalty.  I don’t think it should be abolished, because it has its uses such as incentive to plea and deterrence, but I feel that the death penalty should be used, at most, 15 times a year, instead of the average 55 a year since 2000, and should be done immediately.  
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