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In our world, a lot of countries are using death penalty as a way to reduce criminality and 

force people to obey. But we can ask ourselves, is that a good way for the state to get out of crime ? 

A not so long time ago, almost every european civilizations were using death penalty as a 

punishment. But in our days, a few countries decided to ban it. How did all of this happen ? For the 

first humans, did the first penalty really exist ? On these days, people were hunting to eat. All they 

were doing was trying to stay alive, like animals. The death penalty didn't exist, because there was 

no penalties. So the death penalty is something that is cultural and not natural. 

The first thing that comes to mind when we talk about death penalty is : how could someone

have the capacity to kill someone because he has killed ? For example : how can a judge allows this 

murder, because in a way, death penalty is a kind of murder ? When a state allows himself to kill 

people, then it becomes a murderer. So, does he has to be killed ? This is an endless circle.

Some people will say that the death penalty should not be banned, because it helps to pratect

people agains crimes. For them, some of the criminal are afraid of being deathly punished, so they 

don't dare to commit crime. This man, for example, explained it on a internet website3 :



This argument may look right and logic, but it isn't. They are three reasons to commit 

crime : the killer killed another man for money, by insanity or because of his feels (rage, love, 

vengeance). For the first reason, the death penalty is useless. If the killer is desesperated enough to 

kill another man, so the death penalty won't stop him. Then, if someone kills by insanity, he won't 

realise that he could be punished by death. Finally, if the killer killed because of his feels, so he 

didn't take the time to think and realise what he was doing. So the death penalty is not a way to 

reduce crime. We can see that on that picture, that illustrate the difference between states that still 

use the death penalty and the one who don't1.

There is another excellent reason to ban death penalty.With death penalty, there is no way 

back. Like all things, the justice can do mistakes. So if we use death penalty to punish people, what 

will we do when we will realise that we will have killed someone who didn't do anything at all ? 

For exemple, in florida, a man has been released from prison2 . What if he would have been killed 

by death penalty ?

Some other people say that it is easy to say that, but that if our daughter or husband would 

be killed, we would also want to have a revenge and kill the mruderer. This argument is difficult to 

discuss because it is an argument that uses our feelings. But if we think objectively, we can realise 

that killing someone because he killed someone else isn't justice at all, but it is revenge. The death 

penalty isn't faire, it is just satisfactory for the one who suffers, at least seemingly.



As a conslusion, I would say that death penalty isn't a good way to punish people. There is 

no way a that death could be positive for a society. Then, if we add to it the fact that it doesn't 

prevent from crimes and the fact that we can never be sure is someone is guilty, we can easily 

conclude saying that death penalty really isn't a right solution to anything for a state.

1:http://www.deathpenaltyinfo.org/deterrence-states-without-death-penalty-have-had-consistently-lower-murder-rates

2:http://www.floridasupremecourt.org/decisions/2014/sc12-1161.pdf

3:http://www.debate.org/polls/are-you-for-or-against-the-death-penatly


