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2. Reductivism, which targets to reduce behavior prohibited by Criminal
Law, i.e. general and individual deterrence.

3. Humanitarianism, which aims to cause the minimum of suffering to the
offender and to others.*

4. Retribution: Ensuring the offenders to atone by suffering for their
misdeeds. But retribution is limited with the gravity of the offense. Unpleasant-
ness of a penal measure must not exceed the limit that is appropriate to the

culpability of the offense.

5. Denunciation: Punishment aims to demonstrate society's abhorrence
for crime. A symbolic way of telling the offender of the society's disapproval or
the inherent wickedness of his act.” It has often been argued as an important aim
in relation to the imposition of capital punishment for murder, saying that such a
drastic penalty denounced murder as a crime particularly abhorrent to society.

I1. Corporal Punishments and Death Penalty

It is a known fact that adults who were beaten frequently as children tend
to accept corporal punishment for adults more easily. As Justice Brennan says,
death penalty does not "comport with human dignity", because it treats
"members of the human race as nonhuman objects to be toyed with and
discarded"

Van den Haag says that, only animals are still punished bodily and
therefore physical punishment reduces people to animals. Human digmty
requires noli me tangere.” 1 personally go beyond this and as a person who s in
close contact with animals, I declare that even animals should not be physically
punished. When they are scolded they understand that the act they commutted 1s
not approved and have the tendency not to repeat it.

Several centuries ago people were embowelled, burnt, beheaded, hung,
torn into pieces, their heads were immersed into the water, and were tortured in
many other ways.” People publicly rejoiced and enjoyed this as a spectacle. In
those days, suffering was routine. Anesthetics were unknown and patients had
to suffer horrendously. But today modern medicine has made pain unfamiliar
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from driving this way or smoking.'” So why should death penalty deter people
from committing crimes?

Conclusion

Today no one can argue that death penalty serves to any purpose of
punishment. Death penalty is not humanitarian, it is a cruel and inhuman
punishment and is against the International European Convention of Human
Rights (art. 5), United Nations Convention on Prevention of Torture and
Inhuman and Degrading Treatment, the European Convention of Human Rights
(art. 3) and The Turkish Constitution (art 17/3). Because it is obvious that
cruelty exists in every aspect of the death penalty: the cruelty of death, the
cruelty of the manner of the death, the cruelty of waiting for death, and the
cruelty of the innocent persons attached by affection to the condemned. Death is
indeed a cruel and unusual punishment, No sane person can doubt that the
agony of waiting and of execution is cruel in the colloquial sense.”” Because
every minute that passes between conviction and execution is spiritual torture
and it is both cruel and against human dignity."

Because of the frailty of human judgment, innocent people may be
convicted of capital crimes as of other crimes. According to Bedan and
Radelet, 350 persons have been wrongly convicted of capital punishment in the
United States during this century and 23 innocent people actually executed.”’
Since executions cannot be revoked, proof of innocence after the execution
would be too late.?' Indeed, death penalty is an irreversible punishment where
errors cannot be corrected.”

As Bentham said, "the most perfectly irremissible of any is capital

punishment ... though other punishments cannot, when they are over, be

remitted , they may be compensated for". Only death sentence is irrevocable.™
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An infliction of this sort is an indication of hostility than [:ﬂ.lnlsht'ﬂm'l:t.'4

Contemporary law tries to protect the human life. Tt is against all
humanitarian principles to put an end to human life in a cold blooded manner.
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