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Life in Prison Vs Death Penalty

The debate of life in prison verses the death penalty has been ongoing for centuries.
Those on the pro side of the argument often view life in prison as a better form of punishment
than the death penalty, believing the former to be a more humane and just way to punish
criminals. In contrast, those on the con side often view the death penalty as a more effective form
of punishment and retribution against serious crimes. Despite the differing opinions, there is a
consensus that the death penalty should only be used in extreme and heinous cases, such as
murder, drug possession, terrorism, and corruption. In addition, life in prison is seen as a
potential avenue for reformation and rehabilitation for those sentenced. When it comes to the
specific controversy surrounding the death penalty and life in prison, there are arguments on both
sides. On the pro side, there are those that view capital punishment as an effective deterrent and a
form of retribution for heinous crimes. On the con side, there are those that view the death
penalty as a violation of the right to life and an unreliable form of punishment. This paper will
analyze the moral and legal implications of the death penalty and life in prison, as well as the
fundamental right to life, in order to determine whether or not a death penalty is a suitable form

of punishment.

The Literature Review

This literature review seeks to explore the legal and moral implications of life
imprisonment and the death penalty and to analyze the arguments for and against the use of
capital punishment. It will begin by examining the nature and content of life imprisonment and
the arguments for and against the death penalty. It will then move on to examining the moral and
legal implications of both life imprisonment and the death penalty and the right to life. Lastly,

the literature review will provide an objective analysis of the arguments for and against the death



penalty and its implications for the criminal justice system. This literature review provides an in-

depth exploration of the legal and moral implications of life imprisonment and the death penalty,

and serves as an important source for those looking to gain an understanding of the topic.
The Nature and Content of Life Imprisonment

Life imprisonment is a form of punishment where a convicted criminal is incarcerated for
life or a period of time that is deemed to be equivalent to life. According to Antonyan and
Antonyan (2020), life imprisonment is a complex issue, with both legal and moral implications,
which must be carefully considered when deciding whether or not to impose the sentence. The
authors argue that life imprisonment should only be imposed for the most serious crimes, such as
aggravated murder, and that there should be an attitude of reformation for those convicted.
Similarly, Purwanto (2020) states that the death penalty should only be imposed for “heinous
crimes” such as murder, drug possession, terrorism, and corruption. These authors both agree
that the death penalty should be used sparingly, and that life imprisonment should be the
preferred punishment for serious crimes. In contrast, Norris and Mullinix (2019) argue that life
imprisonment should be used over the death penalty as a form of punishment, as the death
penalty is seen as a form of “cruel and unusual punishment™ that violates the right to life. This
article provides evidence that the death penalty is not a form of “just punishment” and that life

imprisonment should be used as an alternative.
Arguments for and Against the Death Penalty

The death penalty has been a controversial issue for centuries, and there are both
arguments for and against the use of capital punishment. On one side of the argument, Purwanto
(2020) argues that the death penalty should be used sparingly and only for the most serious of

crimes, such as murder, drug possession, terrorism, and corruption. Similarly, Antonyan and



Antonyan (2020) state that life imprisonment should be the preferred punishment for serious
crimes, rather than the death penalty. They argue that life imprisonment can be used to achieve
justice and can also provide opportunities for reformation and rehabilitation. On the other hand,
Barry (2018) argues that the death penalty is not a form of “just punishment” and that life
imprisonment should be used as an alternative to the death penalty. Barry argues that capital
punishment is susceptible to arbitrary decisions, delays, and unreliability and is not a suitable
punishment for the crime. The authors also contend that the death penalty violates the right to
life guaranteed by the substantive due process clause of the United States Constitution. This
article provides a comprehensive overview of the legal and moral implications of the death
penalty and serves as an important source for those looking to gain an understanding of the

arguments against the death penalty.

Moral and Legal Implications

The moral and legal implications of the death penalty and life imprisonment are often
debated. On one hand, Purwanto (2020) argues that the death penalty should only be imposed for
the most serious of crimes, such as murder, drug possession, terrorism, and corruption. He argues
that capital punishment should be used sparingly, as it violates the right to life and can lead to
arbitrary decisions and delays. Similarly, Barry (2018) argues that the death penalty is not a form
of “just punishment” and that life imprisonment should be used as an alternative. She argues that
the death penalty is not narrowly tailored to achieve its ostensible purposes of deterrence and
retribution and that it violates the right to life guaranteed by the substantive due process clause of
the United States Constitution. On the other hand, Antonyan and Antonyan (2020) argue that life
imprisonment can be used to achieve justice and can provide opportunities for reformation and
rehabilitation. They further state that the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,

Article 7 Verse (2) — (6), states that the death penalty must be performed appropriately without



resulting in imprisonment for years or mental suffering. This article provides an in-depth

exploration of the moral and legal implications of life imprisonment and the death penalty and

serves as an important source for those looking to gain an understanding of the topic.

The Death Penalty and the Fundamental Right to Life

The death penalty and the fundamental right to life are closely intertwined. According to
Barry (2018), the death penalty is not a form of “just punishment” and that life imprisonment
should be used as an alternative. She argues that the death penalty is not narrowly tailored to
achieve its ostensible purposes of deterrence and retribution and that it violates the right to life
guaranteed by the substantive due process clause of the United States Constitution. Similarly,
Purwanto (2020) states that the death penalty should only be imposed for “heinous crimes” such
as murder, drug possession, terrorism, and corruption, as it violates the right to life. In contrast,
Antonyan and Antonyan (2020) argue that life imprisonment can be used to achieve justice and
can provide opportunities for reformation and rehabilitation. This article comprehensively
analyzes the legal and moral implications of the death penalty and the right to life guaranteed by
the United States Constitution. It provides an objective analysis of the topic and serves as an
important source for anyone looking to gain an understanding of the death penalty and its

implications for the criminal justice system.

In conclusion, the debate over life in prison versus the death penalty is one that is highly
contested, with arguments on both sides. Those on the pro side argue that the death penalty is a
just form of punishment for serious crimes, while those on the con side argue that it is a violation
of the right to life and an unreliable form of punishment. Ultimately, it is clear that the death
penalty should only be used in extreme and heinous cases, such as murder, drug possession,

terrorism, and corruption, and that life in prison should be used as an alternative form of



punishment. Life imprisonment can be used to achieve justice and can provide opportunities for
reformation and rehabilitation. Furthermore, the death penalty should not be used as a form of
punishment as it is susceptible to arbitrary decisions, delays, and unreliability. Therefore, life in

prison should be the preferred form of punishment for serious crimes.
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