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Is the Death Penalty Effective?
Introduction 
Death penalty or capital punishment has been a widely debated topic in the field of criminal justice with as many supporters of the policy as there are opponents. The extent of division caused by this punishment can be viewed by how many states in the United States only have legalized death penalty – out of fifty states in the US thirty two have legalized death penalty while eighteen have abolished it (Vartkessian, Sorensen and Kelly, 4). Hence, this paper will argue that the death penalty is an ineffective and outdated punishment which serves to no true benefit to the society and in fact causes more harm than good. 

Discussion
One of the commonly cited arguments in support of death penalty is that it is a deterrent to future crime. However, studies have over time concluded that at best, death penalty is no more of deterrent than a sentence of life imprisonment. Many criminologists such as William Bowers have concluded that death penalty could have the opposite effect – that society is in fact brutalized by the use of death penalty which could increase the likelihood of more heinous crime such as murder (Bandes, 183). Furthermore, it can be observed that states in the US which do not employ death penalty have generally lower rates of murder as opposed to states which have legalized capital punishment. The same is held true for countries such as Canada and other European nations which have abolished death penalty. Hence, it can be argued that many states which have life imprisonment without the possibility of parole have a better way of ensuring the safety of the society without using death penalty (Bandes, 186).
Similarly, there is a great possibility of executing the innocent as a miscarriage of justice and death penalty imposes an irrevocable sentence. Once an innocent party has been executed, there is nothing which can be done to make amends. There is ample evidence that such mistakes have been made over time in the criminal justice system – from 1973, there have been at least eighty eight people who have been released from death row after irrefutable evidence of their innocence came into light (Vartkessian, Sorensen and Kelly, 5). A study by the Columbia University Law School also found that over two thirds of capital cases contained serious errors and on re-trial at least eighty percent of the defendants were not sentenced to death while over seven percent were acquitted entirely. Hence, the possibility of a mistake is too great and the consequences too high to justify death penalty as an effective solution to crime (Greene and Heilbrun, 372).
Another argument which can be posited against death penalty is that it is not a just response for the taking of life, and retribution in this form is only another way of seeking revenge. While an individual’s first instinct is to inflict the same pain on someone who has wronged us, the standards of a mature and humanist society demands a more refined response. Imposing the death penalty simply as a means of allowing others, or the state on behalf of others, to take revenge is not sufficient justification nor a proportionate form of punishment against the even the most atrocious criminals (Bishop and Osler, 113). 

Conclusion
All in all, those who support death penalty base their opinions on certain arguments, including the assumption that it serves as a deterrent to crime and it represents justice in its truest form. However, supporters often forget that majority of these arguments are based on assumptions, such as that death penalty serves as a deterrent to crime, while in reality assumptions are not fact until proven without doubt. While there have been numerous studies conducted on the topic, there is no concurrence on whether the possibility of death penalty can act as a deterrent for criminal activities. Therefore, it can be said that there is no conclusive proof that death penalty is an effective means of deterring criminals from committing crime.
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