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The use of ‘capital punishment’, a polite way of saying killing criminals, strikes me as ridiculous in this day and age considering all the other things we’ve changed to progress, evolve, as a race. We no longer throw suspects in rat-infested holes even before they’ve been charged, treat minority religions as a crime, consider homosexuality a mental illness, charge women with murder for having abortions or (legally) persecute people when they disagree with the ruling government. If we as a country were to follow our own rules for setting punishment, it wouldn’t even need to be an issue, such as actually keeping a person in jail for twenty-five years if sentenced to twenty-five-to-life instead of paroling them after ten or fifteen years.


‘An Eye for an Eye’, a concept originating from the bible, has no place in our courts. Religion and the legal system were separated for a reason. Not only is Christianity not the only major faith in North America, but to use a book written a thousand years ago interpreted by many as preaching bigotry and threats of eternal damnation o anyone who doesn’t follow it to the letter is absurd. You’re not giving justice to the family of the victims, you’re being a hypocr-ite and justifying it with something a religious figure supposedly said, literally, ages ago.


If we’re going to execute convicts in the name of justice for those affected by the crime, why not take it all the way? Let’s bring back public executions such as hanging and for high-profile cases, stoning. This way the community of the victim may archive their own justice as they see fit. Give the power back to the ‘innocents’ of the original tragedy by making them as guilty as the one they’re punishing. Hell, if we’re going to be preaching that level of intolerance and punishment to the extreme, we could always follow Hitler’s teachings. Who knows, maybe the modern-day Nazis are right and he’s just misunderstood in the history books. We could scare the population into following the laws via military occupation, exterminate anyone who causes a disturbance right there in the street to make an example of them, ban programs such as ‘The Daily Show’ and ‘Studio 60 on the Sunset Strip’ which portray openness and diversity in a positive light and introduce the term ‘Empire’ back into modern-day dialog. It could work. Nobody worth the right to procreate would dare break the law then.


...Unfortunately, there are really people who feel this would be an acceptable, or even preferable, way to enforce the laws. The thing is, if we were to carry out the laws we have the way we say we will, nobody would take these hotheads seriously. But we don’t. We make deals with monsters on the condition they disclose everything but even when it turns out they lied, we still go along with the agreement and we parole convicts when they’ve only served part of their minimum sentence. As a country, we don’t carry out the laws we’ve set so extremists come out of the woodwork with more permanent (if insane) solutions. It’s not fair or PC, but it’s the truth. And if there were maybe a mandatary parole amount after they’re released depending on the severity of the crime, it might help. But the fact of the matter is that there is no perfect punishment anymore then there is such a thing as a ‘perfect crime’ taking into account that there has been a crime committed in the first place. So we’ve still got a ways to go. But killing he offenders in a perverse sense of justice is not the way to go in the mean time.

