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Introduction

This abolitionist page is rather different from most other 
abolitionist pages on the Web.

My approach to death penalty campaigning here is more 
abrasive in some places than the approaches used by 
many campaigners, although I've written a large number of 
letters to governors of states, the boards which have power 
of clemency and other recipients which have been ultra-
polite and restrained. I don't give here any elaborate 
arguments against the death penalty - the risk of executing 
the innocent, the arguments and evidence showing that the 
death penalty isn't a unique deterrent, and the rest. These 
are readily available on many other Web sites and in print 
form. I do, though, discuss the risk of executing the 
damaged, an argument which deserves to be far better 
known.

This is also a personal response to the death penalty -
gratitude for people, organizations, governments opposed 
to the death penalty, and disgust, disappointment, 
puzzlement as regards people and countries supporting 
the death penalty (with, sometimes, admiration and 
appreciation for their better side.) The focus of attention 
here is 'The Land of the Lethal Injection,' the USA, a 
country which certainly calls for this complex response of 
admiration, appreciation, disgust, disappointment and 
puzzlement. My response is above all one of admiration 
and appreciation.

I mention on this page only a few of the very impressive 
people and organizations active in the abolitionist cause, 
now and in the past. I mention on this site, and give links 
to, very few of the abolitionist Websites which I admire so 
much  and mention hardly at all the books and the 
newspaper, magazine and journal discussions which I 
admire so much. It's a heartening fact that the abolitionist 
cause has become so wide-ranging as to make an 
adequate appreciation impossible, even when the 
coverage is far more extensive than here. This has not 
always been the case.

This abolitionist page is different from many other 
abolitionist pages in its rejection of a common argument: 
that the death penalty should be opposed because it 
represents a denial of the right to life. I maintain that 
there's no such right, for the reasons given in the next 
section, No 'right to life.' Many other alleged human rights -
and animal rights - I regard as  spurious too. I've worked 
extensively in the field of animal welfare, without ever 
regarding it as work for animal rights. my work for 'human 
rights' has taken up more of my time, but I regard the 
concept of human rights as very problematic, with genuine 
uses but a concept which is over-used and misused.  

I oppose unnecessary killing, not justifiable killing. I also 
claim that opposition to unnecessary killing has to take 
account of many more practices than the death penalty, 
and that the states which never execute may not always be 
the states which are the most effectual in combatting 
unnecessary killing, or torture and other cruelties: not 
nearly as much can be expected from enlightened Sweden 

'Cesare Beccaria, the author of 'On Crimes and 
Punishments' (Dei lelitti e delle pene), is magnificent, 
astonishing. His work has had an incalculable effect, 
wholly for the good. At a time when the criminal justice 
systems in most countries were hideously barbaric, he 
cut through all the traditional arguments and 
traditional complacency and attacked the death 
penalty and other abuses, such as torture.'
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nearly as much can be expected from enlightened Sweden 
(sometimes, alarmingly naive Sweden) as from the far less 
enlightened United States of America (or the disconcerting 
mixture of contradictory impulses, good and bad, which 
constitutes the United States.) The United States is a far 
more important force for good than Sweden.

I oppose uniform,  mechanical responses. I see the need 
for {adjustment}. Why should conservatives, including right-
wing conservatives, be hard, much harder than 
'progressives,' for all issues? I see the need for a tough 
response to terrorism, which can destabilize a state to the 
point of destruction, and uncontrolled, unsustainable 
immigration, but imprisoning rather than executing has no 
adverse consequences, in fact it has benefits, such as the 
fact that it's generally much cheaper to imprison than to 
execute. Intelligent conservatives should recognize that the 
abolition of the death penalty doesn't threaten or 
undermine society. A conservative without any liberal and 
progressive tendencies is a robot rather than a free person. 

No 'right to life' 

High-minded arguments, arguments with an impressive 
sound, are sometimes very feeble arguments, as in the 
case of an argument used by Amnesty International, which 
opposes the death penalty in all circumstances (I don't):

'It violates the right to life as proclaimed in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights.

'Amnesty International opposes the death penalty in all 
cases without exception regardless of the nature of the 
crime, the characteristics of the offender, or the method 
used by the state to kill the prisoner.'

Amnesty International opposes the death penalty in all 
circumstances, including circumstances which make 
alternative, lesser punishments completely impractical, out 
of the question, to anyone with any sense. 

The introduction of the prison system was essential before 
societies could dispense with the death penalty, unless 
threats to the society were far from severe. Since that time, 
whenever conditions have made alternative, lesser 
punishments completely impractical, out of the question, 
then executions have often been completely justifiable. 
This is with {restriction} of course - I'm only concerned with 
societies which would adopt humane measures if only they 
were feasible, not with ruthless societies.  

In conditions not of a stable nation-state, equipped with 
prisons and at peace but of a country occupied by Nazis, 
partisans who opposed the Nazis were justified in 
executing the Nazis they captured. 

When Poland was occupied by the Nazis, an underground 
society did all it could to sustain the life of the Polish 
nation. Underground universities gave tuition, and 
underground courts attempted to dispense justice, in harsh 
and hideous circumstances. The courts did their best to be 
fair-minded: 40% of all trials ended with a verdict of not-
guilty. Only a tiny minority of Poles ever collaborated with 
the Nazis, but it was essential to take action against the 
Poles who did collaborate. The courts sentenced over 3 
500 individuals to death for collaboration and something 
like 2 500 executions were carried out. Others were 
sentenced to corporal punishment or fines.

Jan Karski, the immensely brave Pole who was smuggled 
into the Warsaw Ghetto to observe conditions there, 
travelled to London and Washington and reported on the 
situation in Poland, including the plight of the Jews. Walter 
Laqueur's 'The Terrible Secret' does justice to his work, 
Claude Lanzmann's searing and unforgettable 'Shoah' 
does less than justice to him, and no justice at all to the 
activities of all the Poles who risked their lives to protect or 
rescue Jews. At Walter Laqueur's request, Jan Karski 
wrote a document about his mission and related matters, 
which included this     

'Although the Polish people-at-large sympathize with or try 
to help the Jews, many Polish criminals blackmail, 
denounce or even murder the Jews in hiding. The 
Underground authorities must apply punitive sanctions 
against them, executions included.'

In those drastically inhumane times, more humane 
punishments were out of the question. A sentence of 
imprisonment was out of the question. The Nazis and the 
Communists killed more than 6 million Polish citizens 
during the Second World War. Over 90% were non-military 
losses. 250 000 people lost their lives during the Warsaw 
Uprising against the Nazis.

Stalin, Goering and governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger of California: astonishing 
facts 
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California's lethal injection chamber

It's astonishing to discover impulses to humanity in two of 
the worst monsters of the Twentieth Century, Stalin and 
Goering, and no impulses to humanity - in one sense - in 
someone who is an affront to civilized values,  in one 
sense, but someone who wouldn't generally be regarded 
as a monster at all: Arnold Schwarzenegger, a former 
Governor of California, replaced by Jerry Brown. An 
opponent in one respect may well be an ally in another, 
and so it is here. I criticize him in this section but commend 
him for his support for the Israel Defence Force (IDF). He 
attended the Western Region Gala on November 6, 2014 
which raised over  $33 million for the Friends of the Israel 
Defense Forces. See also, on my page on Israel.

Goering, when he became Minister-President under Hitler, 
took on the prerogative of clemency in Prussia. It's an 
extraordinary fact that when the condemned had been 
sentenced to death for any length of time he hesitated 
about allowing the execution to take place. The historian 
Richard J Evans writes in 'Rituals of Retribution:'

'Goering, a man not generally known for his sensitivity to 
human suffering, indeed went on to grant reprieves to a 
number of these prisoners, precisely on this ground; a 
telling contrast to the equanimity with which other judicial 
authorities, in other places and at other times, have 
regarded the confinement of condemned prisoners on 
death row not for months, but for years, while awaiting a 
final decision on whether they should live or die.' 

To await death for any length of time seemed to Goering 
intolerable. On 5 May 1933, Goering pointed out 

'that in all the cases which are now before me, it is 
extraordinarily difficult to allow justice to take its course 
after the condemned, as a result of the uncertainty under 
which they have already been labouring, some of them for 
an extraordinarily long time [this was perhaps a year or 
two, not two decades or more, as it sometimes is and has 
been in the United States], have in any case had to 
undergo spiritual martyrdom.'

Compare this with...

Arnold Schwarzenegger, the former Governor of 
California, who denied clemency to Clarence Ray Allen, 
who had been on death row for - 23 years! Justice Stephen 
Breyer had earlier filed a dissent, pointing out that the man 
had not only been on death row for 23 years but 'is 76 
years old, blind, suffers from diabetes and is confined to a 
wheelchair.' So, Clarence Ray Allen went to his death. 

Another case comes from the state of Georgia, USA 
(Georgia the former Soviet republic is much more 
enlightened in this respect.) In September 2008, Jack 
Alderman was executed after an even longer stay on death 
row. Some facts about the case. His codefendant, John 
Brown, confessed to the murder but then changed his story 
to implicate Alderman, in accordance with a deal made 
with prosecutors. This allegation was the only evidence 
against Alderman. Forensic evidence was completely 
lacking. Both Alderman and Brown were sentenced to 
death but Brown later pleaded guilty in return for a prison 
sentence but was freed after serving only 12 years. Jack 
Alderman, on the other hand, was given an execution date 
after being on death row for - 34 years. What is it about the 
'Justice' system in Georgia, what deranged and disgusting 
state can it be in, that it could consider an action that would 
have troubled even the Nazi Goering? Stalin's punishment 
for murder after abolition of the death penalty was 
imprisonment for a maximum term of 25 years. In Georgia, 
USA, on the other hand, the punishment can be much, 
much harsher: imprisonment for 34 years followed by 
execution.

In Alabama, Thomas Whisenhant was executed in May 
2010 after 32 years on death row. 

Back to Schwarzenegger. Environmentalists, green 
campaigners - and I do favour the green cause myself, but 
with very critical tendencies - will support Arnold 
Schwarzenegger's efforts to curb emissions, to minimize 
the contribution California makes to climate change. But 
even if environmental protection is one of the most 
important of all issues, there are issues of humanity and 
human decency which are even more important. 'If, in 
twenty years, all Californians are riding in electric vehicles, 
vehicles powered by biofuel, if Californians are recycling, 
reusing, reducing the products they use on an 
unprecedented scale, but the killing centre at San Quentin 
is still in operation, then the state will be grotesquely at 
fault.' This was what I wrote in an earlier version of the 
page. Gavin Newsom, the governor of California, issued a 
moratorium on the use of the death penalty in 2019 - a 
heartening, wonderful decision. 
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heartening, wonderful decision. 

Stalin, surely the second worst monster of the Twentieth 
Century, after Hitler, abolished the death penalty in the 
Soviet Union on 26 May 1947. (Richard J Evans, 'Rituals of 
Retribution,' Page 806. Also mentioned in Solzhenitsyn, 
'The Gulag Archipelago 1,' Page 439.) The death penalty 
was replaced with a maximum term of imprisonment of 25 
years. The law didn't apply in occupied Germany, but even 
here, "the Soviet Military Administration in Germany 
declared its extreme reluctance to pass or carry out death 
sentences from this moment on." (Page 806.) The death 
penalty was reintroduced in 1951 for treason and 
espionage. It wasn't restored for murder until 1954, after 
Stalin's death. 

This is a striking demonstration, I think, of the power of 
tradition and history, not of Stalin's humanity. Long after 
the death penalty was abolished in the United Kingdom, 
there were frequent calls to reintroduce it, particularly in 
England. The long period of legal neck-stretchings had 
entered into popular consciousness. Now, though, the calls 
to 'bring back the rope' are far fewer and weaker, aided, 
perhaps, by high-profile cases in which the wrong person 
was sentenced, even executed. In the United States, this 
particular tradition is still strong, though. Only the method 
of execution has changed - instead of the call to 'fry the 
bastards,' the call to 'inject the bastards.' But Russia has a 
very long history of abolishing the death penalty and 
opposing it. See the information in the 'Admiration' section 
of this page, about the Empress Elizabeth, who in the 
middle of the 18th century never once made use of the 
death penalty. The Empress Catherine made no use of the 
death penalty for non-political offences. Solzhenitsyn: 
'...the yielding up of one's God-given life because others, 
sitting in judgment, have so voted simply did not take place 
in our country even for crimes of state for an entire half 
century - from Pugachev to the Decembrists.' [that is, from 
1775-1825] In Tsarist times, the death penalty was used 
very sparingly. When the Provisional Government came to 
power after the Russian Revolution, it abolished the death 
penalty completely. It was reinstated but abolished again in 
1920. Stalin had this tradition and history to draw upon.

Arthur Koestler, the Hungarian who played a leading part in 
the campaign to abolish the death penalty in this country 
(he was under sentence of death himself during the 
Spanish Civil War) wrote in his book 'Hanged by the Neck:' 
'There is a poisoned spray coming from the Old Bailey 
[where many of the death sentences were passed] which 
corrupts and depraves; it can be stopped only by 
abolishing its cause, the death penalty itself. Two centuries 
ago, visitors to this country were puzzled to find the road to 
London dotted with grisly gibbets. They are still puzzled by 
the same contradiction between the Englishman's belief in 
the necessity of hanging and his proverbial virtues of 
toleration to man, kindness to animals, fussing over plants 
and birds. They fail to understand the power of tradition, 
his reluctance to abandon any of his cherished prejudices.

'Tradition has a hypnotic effect which commands blind 
belief, an instinctive recoil from any new departure as a 
'dangerous experiment', and an unwillingness to listen to 
reasoned argument.' 

I share Arthur Koestler's view that the death penalty 
amounts to moral pollution, in effect, that not all pollution 
consists of chemicals and radiation. 

Friendly fire: the abolitionist Clive Stafford-
Smith

Some pages of this site have a section, 'Friendly fire ...' So, 
my anti-feminist page has a 'Friendly fire' section where I 
criticize some anti-feminist sites. Here, I criticize just one 
person, the abolitionist Clive Stafford-Smith.

Clive Stafford-Smith is right about some things, such as the 
hideous cruelties of the death penalty, and  radically 
wrong, about others, such as conservative politics and 
Islamism. From my page Aphorisms: 'Allies include 
opponent-allies.' Agreement on one issue is no guarantee 
of agreement on another issue, an instance of cross-
linkage. the

He represented Edward Earl Johnson, who was facing 
execution in the gas chamber of the state of Mississippi. 
He was one of the few people he represented who were 
executed. He has won 294 death penalty cases and lost 
only six. Edward Earl Johnson was executed in May, 1987 
and the hideous event and its hideous preliminaries were 
the subject of a superb documentary directed by Paul 
Hamann. I watched the film 

'Welcome to Hell: Letters and Writings from Death Row' by 
Clive Stafford-Smith, Helen Prejean, Jan Arriens and death 
row inmates, is just as impressive. The Amazon 
description:

'Welcome to Hell vividly conveys daily life on death row. 
Ranging from simple descriptions of cockroach races and a 
typewriter repaired with rubber bands and a toothbrush, to 
profoundly affecting glimpses into horrific abusive 
childhoods, to eloquent, emotionally powerful statements 
about facing execution, these remarkable letters reveal the 
human side of capital punishment.'
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Clive Stafford-Smith is British born but worked in the 
southern states of the USA. He returned to this country and 
became the legal director of Reprieve, which gives legal 
assistance to death row inmates in the USA. I gave 
monthly donations to Reprieve, despite reservations, but I 
decided to stop my donations. Reprieve also supports 
detainees at Guantanamo Bay and I think that Reprieve, 
and Clive Stafford-Smith, are badly mistaken. In 
humanitarian work, as in other spheres, delegation is 
essential and division of labour is essential. The prisoners 
at Guantanamo Bay include dangerous fanatics, 
contemptible people, as well as people who should never 
have been imprisoned there. Of course, even the 
dangerous fanatics and the contemptible people have a 
right to humane treatment, but it should be Moslem 
organizations which support them. 

He claims that the dangers of Islamist terrorism are vastly 
exaggerated. In this country, Islamist terrorists have killed 
very few people. This is true enough, but worldwide, it 
poses a massive threat, and he overlooks the fact that as 
well a threats to life, there are threats to free thought and 
threats to cultural life.

He doesn't hide his dislike for conservatives, but his 
political views are undeveloped. I'd describe them as 
negligible.

Lord Justice Goddard's trousers

Justice Renhquist, Justice Scalia and Justice Thomas of 
the United States Supreme Court voted for the death 
penalty for juveniles and for mentally ill defendants. What 
goes on in the minds of such people? The Clerk of Lord 
Chief Justice Goddard, here in England, who sent many 
prisoners to meet the hangman, not in the middle ages but 
in the twentieth century, records that when a man was due 
to be sentenced to death, he would bring in a spare pair of 
trousers. Why? Because Justice Goddard used to have an 
organism when he was passing sentence of death and 
ejaculated into the trousers he was wearing. At the time, 
corporal punishment as well as capital punishment was 
allowed by the law of this country. He used to ejaculate too 
when he sentenced a prisoner to be whipped.

When corporal punishment was allowed in schools in this 
country, by such means as the cane, STOPP, the Society 
of Teachers Opposed to Physical Punishment, didn't 
hesitate to claim, surely rightly, a sexual-pathological 
motivation for some of the teachers who administered 
corporal punishment. 

I don't suppose that Justice Rehnquist, Scalia or Thomas 
ever ejaculated whilst voting to refuse  clemency to the 
juvenile offenders or other capital offenders whose cases 
came before them and I don't of course have any proof that 
their motivation included a sexual-pathological component. 
But I do think it very likely that Lord Justice Goddard isn't 
unique in his sexual pathology, that there are linkages 
between administering the death penalty and sexual 
pathology which have so far been largely ignored. 

Obama

Here, naturally enough, I concentrate on Obama and the 
death penalty, in full awareness of other issues. A central 
duty of the government of the United States, as of Britain, 
is defence and national security. There's growing and 
increasingly disturbing evidence that President Obama is 
adopting a policy of appeasement - of Islamism and Islamic 
terrorism - even if the killing of Osama bin Laden was very 
much to his credit. 

President Obama called for the death penalty for child rape 
before he was elected. The arguments I use in the section 
'the risk of executing the damaged' I use again here. A 
close study of many, many death penalty cases has 
convinced me that one generalization is far from risky. It's 
more likely that people who have raped a child were raped 
as a child themselves or subjected to gross abuse as a 
child than that they grew up in anything like a 'normal' 
family. It's more likely that the diseased individuals who 
collect internet images of children being raped were raped 
as a child themselves - or hired out to strangers for sex, or 
subjected to incest or subjected to another form of gross 
abuse - than that they grew up in anything like a normal 
family. Of course, people who were raped as a child may 
grow up to be law-abiding, hard-working, completely 
respectable citizens - but the obstacles they face are vastly 
greater than those who were never raped, or beaten, or 
burned as children. To sentence to death even one person 
who was raped as a child, to make them wait for execution 
for perhaps twenty years, to give them a stay perhaps an 
hour before the execution, to eventually bring them into the 
execution chamber - this is the act of a barbaric country. 
See also on this page 'the risk of executing the 
damaged.'

Although I have no television, I saw a great deal of Obama 
and McCain during their electoral campaigns and what I 
saw was often very impressive, although sometimes more 
impressive for the manner and the fluency than for the 
content.

But my respect for Obama's outstanding qualities is 
accompanied with deep reservations and deep 
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repugnance. Obama's support for the death penalty is far 
from being a minor issue. There may have been little or no 
comment in the British media about his support for the 
death penalty but there certainly was in other parts of 
Europe. The page 

http://www.dw-world.de/dw/article/0,2144,3446397,00.html

is headed 'Germans Disappointed in Obama's Stance on 
Death Penalty.' This is heartening and impressive. Some 
excerpts from the article:

'German politicians across the political spectrum have 
responded with surprise and harsh criticism calling for the 
death penalty for child rapists.'

'The head of the conservative, Bavaria-based Christian 
Social Union Erwin Huber, said that although "child rape is 
one of the most heinous crimes, the ban on the death 
penalty must be absolute."'

'The foreign policy spokesperson for the Union bloc of 
conservatives in the German parliament, Eckart von 
Klaeden, cautioned against upholding a false Obama 
image in Europe. "With all the Obamania in Europe, many 
make the mistake of believing they can measure Obama 
on European standards."'

'The Berlin-based newspaper Tagesspiegel appealed to 
Germans and Europeans in general to wake up from their 
Obamania trance and recognize the truth behind the 
democratic candidate's comments...many in Europe are 
beginning to realize that the negative aspects they eagerly 
attributed to Bush are in fact deeply embedded in the land 
itself: the death penalty, gun ownership, moral 
conservatism and a dogmatic belief in its own 
righteousness.'

'The Saarbrücker Zeitung questioned how much still unites 
Europe with America. 'Among the western democracies, 
the US is the only country that still applies the death 
penalty and allows for widespread ownership of guns. This 
is the America of George Bush. Now we know that this 
America will hardly change under a President Barack 
Obama.' In these respects, Obama doesn't mark any 
advance, as regards health care, of course, Obama marks 
a decisive shift (ferociously opposed) towards European 
norms.

More on 'The Land of the Lethal Injection'

I was at a meeting where the speaker, with great 
experience of American death penalty work, declared that 
despite all the chilling and tragic facts, she wasn't anti-
American, since she knew just how many Americans there 
were opposing the death penalty. As for myself, I'm anti-
American in some ways, in my disgust, for example, for the 
American machinery of death, the American treatment of 
farm animals (which is as bad in so many other countries) 
and the use of the leg-hold trap for trapping of fur-bearing 
animals - and passionately pro-American in other ways, 
many other ways - including American energy in opposing 
the machinery of death, the treatment of farm animals and 
the trapping of fur-bearing animals (although in this case 
opposition seems more muted.) 

In almost all the areas that interest me, and they include 
scholarship, literature, classical music, science, 
engineering and computing, American achievement is 
staggering, beyond praise. (To confine attention to 
classical music, there are the achievements of American 
instrumentalists, singers and orchestras. American 
scholarship and comment on classical music are like 
American scholarship and comment in other areas, of a 
wonderful standard, in large part.)

The bonds formed between this country and America in 
time of war, like the bonds formed with Canada, Australia, 
New Zealand, India, Poland and other countries, are so 
important to me. On another page, I focus on just one 
example of the courage of Americans, the crew of a 
bomber which crashed not far from here during the 
Second World War. 

I'm far from sharing the views of Noam Chomsky and 
others, according to which American foreign policy is 
nothing but a story of aggression and injustice. America 
has a fondness for intervention, when it hasn't been 
isolationist, and its interventions are sometimes disastrous 
but very often a force for good. Clive James, in his page on 
the Austrian writer Karl Kraus, one of many very good 
pages on his Web site and in his print publications: 
'Samantha Power, in her excellent book Genocide: A 
Problem from Hell, reached a conclusion she didn't want to 
reach, as the best analytical books so often do. After 
showing that no genocidal government in the twentieth 
century had ever been stopped except by armed 
intervention, she reluctantly concluded that the armed 
intervention usually had to be supplied by the United 
States.' http://www.clivejames.com/karl-kraus This, though, 
is misleading. The worst genocide of all, the Nazi 
genocide, wasn't stopped by America alone. By one of 
those hideous paradoxes of history, the most important of 
the forces that eventually defeated the Nazis was another 
totalitarian regime, Soviet Russia. An adequate ((survey)) 
would include, amongst other things, the incalculable 
importance of Great Britain in standing firm against 
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importance of Great Britain in standing firm against 
Germany, the moral and sometimes practical importance of 
the resistance movements and America's industrial 
strength, as well as the courage of its troops and the 
leadership of its commanders.

A country which has civilized values - in which I include 
lack of a death penalty - may well do not nearly enough to 
protect and preserve civilized values. Civilized countries 
which are helpless in the face of ruthless, barbaric 
organizations or do nothing to aid countries under attack, 
are to that extent failing civilized countries. On this basis, 
America is overwhelmingly a force for good in the world 
whilst European countries are flawed forces for good, 
some much more than others. 

The United Kingdom is failing to devote enough resources 
to defence but virtually every European country is failing far 
more comprehensively.

An extract from a fine Leader published in 'The 
Spectator' (14 February, 2015):

'Britain is forfeiting its position on the world stage. With no 
national debate, we are surrendering our claim to be a 
major player in international affairs and undermining the 
Atlantic alliance that has kept Britain and Europe secure for 
65 years. In these circumstances, it is easy to understand 
why Barack Obama has felt obliged to warn David 
Cameron of the damage he would be doing to the special 
relationship and to Nato if he failed to commit Britain to 
spending the bare minimum on defence.

'The Prime Minister has given several spending pledges —
on education, health and overseas aid — so his silence on 
defence speaks volumes. It fits a trend: European defence 
spending has fallen by 8 per cent over the last six years 
despite threats to it increasing dramatically in that period, 
with the rise of Islamic State and the rise of Russian 
revanchism. Is it any wonder that the Americans, who find 
themselves contributing almost 70 per cent of Nato 
spending, are becoming fed up? What was intended as an 
Atlantic alliance is becoming a defence welfare state: 
Uncle Sam pays, European countries benefit.

' ... 

'Since 2010, the overall fighting power of the military has 
been reduced by half. Britain no longer has any maritime 
patrol aircraft, we have just three squadrons of Tornados to 
defend the country, and the army is suffering a serious 
manpower shortage.

'The cuts have hardly begun. A strategic defence and 
security review this year will almost certainly lead to further 
reductions in firepower, because whoever wins the election 
will be forced to reduce the deficit and will hit upon defence 
as the target which will provoke the least public protest. 
Observers of defence policy believe that within three years 
UK defence spending could fall as low as 1.7 per cent of 
GDP — lower than the 2 per cent minimum set by Nato for 
its -members.

'Over the next few months we will hear endless promises 
on the NHS and schools, whose budgets have been ring-
fenced, yet nothing on defence. If the main parties have an 
unspoken consensus to turn Britain into Denmark, a 
country which prides itself on public services, but with little 
in the way of armed forces or international influence, we 
should know about it.'

Writing in 'The Washington Post,'  Ernesto Londoño 
writes (March 26, 2014):

'American officials have warned that defense cuts in recent 
years by many members of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization have created a two-tiered system in which 
some nations are freeloading off of those that continue to 
invest heavily in defense.

'Several capitals have done little more than pay lip service 
to warnings from Washington, which continues to spend 
approximately 4 percent of its gross domestic product on 
defense. The United States has shouldered a higher share 
of NATO’s defense expenditures in recent 
years. 
, Washington was paying 73 percent of the alliance’s 
defense expenditures, up from 68 percent in 2007.'

He provides statistics for European countries - how much 
of their GDP they spent on defense in 2012 and 2013, 
based on World Bank statistics. (NATO countries are 
marked with an asterisk.) 

Georgia: 2.9 percent
Britain*: 2.3 percent
Greece*: 2.6 percent
France*: 2.3 percent
Poland*: 1.9 percent
Portugal*: 1.8 percent
Italy*: 1.7 percent
Bulgaria*: 1.5 percent
Finland: 1.5 percent
Denmark*: 1.4 percent
Norway*: 1.4 percent

According to NATO’s 2013 annual report
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Norway*: 1.4 percent
Germany*: 1.3 percent
Sweden: 1.2 percent
Belgium*: 1.1 percent
Lithuania*: 1 percent
Spain*: 0.9 percent
Switzerland: 0.8 percent
Austria: 0.8 percent
Hungary*: 0.8 percent'

America is the most important participant in the 'War on 
Terror.' I dislike the religiosity which is far more common in 
America than here, but even though I dislike American 
Christian fundamentalists I don't make the mistake of 
equating them with Moslem fundamentalists, with fanatics, 
with suicide bombers and apologists for suicide bombers, 
or with fanatics and barbaric people who have no religious 
beliefs at all. (I think it's incontestable that secular and non-
religious regimes have tortured and killed many more 
people than religious regimes.) Since this page is about the 
death penalty and not about my respect for American 
achievement and values or the warmth of my feeling for 
America, I have to omit so much here. 

Although so much of this page is concerned with the death 
penalty in America, 'The Land of the Lethal Injection.' I 
don't suggest that the use of the death penalty in America 
is uniquely barbaric and indefensible. Not at all. Executions 
in China far outnumber those in any other country, in all the 
other countries of the world which still have the death 
penalty. Executions in China take place for a wide variety 
of offences other than murder and violent crime. China's 
success in feeding its people is perhaps its greatest 
achievement. Its use of the death penalty shows it at its 
worst, I think. China has to be placed in the lowest 
category, together with such countries as Iran and Saudi 
Arabia. The United States I would place not in this 
category, the lowest of the low, but in the second lowest. 
Retentionist countries such as India which do execute, but 
very, very rarely, are in a much higher category. I even 
include India in the section of this page Admiration and 
appreciation.

Traditions: bullfighting and the death penalty

Some of this section is adapted from my page on 
Bullfighting.

Any country with vitality tries to preserve its strengths and 
reduce its weaknesses. To be unchanging, to be oblivious 
to the better intellectual and cultural currents of the age, is 
a sign of weakness and stagnation.

Great Britain, and in particular England, has a very high 
regard for tradition but it has at least recognized that 
tradition can be a sign of weakness as well as strength. It's 
remarkable that Britain, with all its serious faults, has 
transformed itself from a bull-baiting and bear-baiting and 
fox-hunting country (although there are arguments in 
favour of hunting to control foxes, which, like grey squirrels, 
are pests) one with no real tradition of animal welfare, to 
one with such a care for dogs, cats, injured wildlife, animal 
welfare in general. It has achieved a very great deal in the 
abolition of factory farming, although not nearly enough. 
For many, many centuries, hanging by the neck was a 
central tradition. At the time of the 'Bloody Code,' in the late 
eighteenth and early nineteenth century, punishments in 
England and Wales - Scotland and Ireland not to the same 
extent - were more savage in their use of the death penalty 
than almost anywhere in Europe. After the abolition of the 
death penalty, there were frequent calls to 'bring back the 
rope,' but not any longer, or not to anything like the same 
extent. Britain's role as an abolitionist country is secure. 

Countries, as well as people, aren't condemned to repeat 
the past. Practices that seem deeply embedded in a 
society, too much a part of its tradition to be reformed or 
abolished, can be ended. (But I have very great 
appreciation for so many traditions, ones which cause no 
active harm. I'm a monarchist, for example, or at least with 
no wish to see the monarchy abolished.) It might have 
been expected that Spain's fondness for the death penalty 
would have been reversed with more difficulty. Not so. 
Execution by garotte and shooting was ended in Spain in a 
dramatic way. Not one member of the Spanish parliament 
voted against abolition. Spain's backwardness in animal 
welfare is still in evidence but there are very committed 
activists in the country, a growing number of very 
committed organizations. The signs are encouraging. 

If opinion polls are any evidence, Americans are more 
attached to executions than Spaniards are to bullfights, but 
there are reasons for thinking that executions will be ended 
in America before bullfights in Spain, withering away in 
advance of legislation. Not all bad practices are ended by 
legislation. They may dwindle, become regarded as 
obsolete, an embarrassment. Despite the number of states 
that retain the death penalty in law, the death penalty has 
become an irrelevance in the majority. States such as 
Texas and Virginia - the lowest of the low, as regards the 
death penalty - will continue to execute for some time, but 
surely with less and less conviction, less and less faith in 
what they are doing, more and more prepared to elect 
politicians who have no faith in the death penalty at all, with 
the emergence at long last of a concern for reputation in 
the eyes of the world. 

The federal death penalty in the US 
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The federal death penalty in the US 

The complexity of America defies over-simple analysis. In 
its use of the death penalty, America is both backward and 
forward-looking, shameful and amazingly enlightened. 
Some states abolished the death penalty a long time ago: 
Michigan (1846), Wisconsin (1853). Minnesota abolished 
the death penalty in 1911. Some other states haven't 
executed for a very long time: Maine (last execution 1887) 
North Dakota (last execution 1930), Rhode Island (last 
execution 1930). Compare the United Kingdom, backward 
in comparison with these states (last execution 1964). 

Anyone visiting Michigan or Wisconsin or the other 
abolitionist states is still in the Land of the Lethal Injection. 
Federal Law allows the death penalty and this applies to all 
the states. In the same way, anyone visiting one of the 
Spanish towns and cities which don't allow bullfighting, 
such as those in Catalonia, is still in 'The Land of the 
Bullfight.' 

This is the federal lethal injection chamber at Terre Haute, 
Indiana:

Opposition to the federal death penalty is often very 
intense. Puerto Rico is an unincorporated territory of the 
United States and subject to federal law. Puerto Ricans 
can feel very proud indeed that their island is abolitionist. 
The consequences of their subjection to federal law are 
very well expressed in an article by Lance Oliver, writing in 
the 'Puerto Rico Herald.

'As if Puerto Rico needed one more example of the 
contortions caused by a colonial relationship, we now have 
people demonstrating outside a federal courthouse in 
opposition to a trial that may end in a death sentence for 
two alleged drug dealers.

'What’s new about that? Don’t people all over the United 
States peacefully protest the death penalty now and then?

'Yes, Puerto Rico’s constitution prohibits the death penalty. 
Despite that ban on capital punishment, it is only a matter 
of time before a federal court in Puerto Rico sentences 
someone to death.

'The Omnibus Crime Bill passed by the U.S. Congress and 
signed by President Clinton in 1994 created the possibility 
of executions in Puerto Rico by adding more than 40 
crimes to a list of federal offenses that could be punished 
by death.

'Under that law, federal prosecutors must get approval 
from the U.S. attorney general to seek the death penalty. 
The federal trial that began this week is not the first time 
Janet Reno has given her approval, but previous cases 
ended in plea bargains. If this trial goes all the way to a 
verdict, it could be the one that returns capital punishment 
to Puerto Rico. If not this one, then another will.

'Wherever the execution takes place (and that’s another 
story), many people will still feel that Puerto Rican laws 
and cultural mores have again been ignored and trampled 
by Washington.

'When protesters stand vigil outside a prison in Texas or 
Florida or some other state where an execution is 
occurring, they are hoping to change public opinion. They 
are trying to reverse the current situation in which a 
majority in the United States favors the death penalty. They 
are not suggesting that capital punishment is being 
imposed on them by outside forces.

That is the feeling in Puerto Rico.

'This is a clash caused by colonialism. Cultural differences 
mean that while about two thirds of the residents of the 50 
states support capital punishment, a similar majority in 
Puerto Rico opposes it. And while some states do not allow 
capital punishment to be meted out by state courts, I have 
never heard, for example, the leader of the Bar Association 
in one of those states say it is immoral and insulting for the 
federal government to sentence one of its citizens to death.

'The difference is that the people in those states consider 
themselves Americans, not just U.S. citizens, so they 
accept federal rule. In Puerto Rico, most people are happy 
to be U.S. citizens but do not consider themselves 
Americans. They wish Washington would let them run 
things their way, whether that means removing the Navy 
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things their way, whether that means removing the Navy 
from Vieques or deciding nobody should be put to death.

'There are two clear routes out of Puerto Rico’s colonial 
situation: statehood and independence. Yet in this case, as 
in many others, statehood does not resolve the clash.

If Puerto Rico became a state, the majority opposed to 
capital punishment would not convert overnight into a 
majority in favor. The federal courts’ right to execute 
citizens would be the same. The culture clash would 
remain.'

This impresses me very much. I include Puerto Rico in the 
section 'Admiration and appreciation.'

Death and a salesman, and the electric chair

Wordsworth, one of the poets who means the most to me, 
wrote sonnets in favour of the death penalty. These are 
despicable, in their sentiments and in their quality as 
poetry. 

Most poets seem to have ignored the death penalty, in 
their poetry and in all other ways.  

Abolitionist poems and abolitionist poets seem to be a set 
with almost no members. My page Poems contains some 
anti-death penalty poems of mine. This is a sarcastic one 
with the title 'Death and a Salesman,' was published by the 
University of Sheffield's literary magazine, 'Route 
57.' (Another poem, on the electric chair is very different in 
tone.)

Executioners: some striking facts from 
German history

These are directly relevant to the use of the death penalty 
now. From the remarkable 'Rituals of Retribution: Capital 
Punishment in Germany 1600 - 1987' by Richard J. Evans 
(praised in the section of the page Admiration and 
appreciation.)

'Executioners were considered so infamous that it was 
difficult for any of them to get married except to another 
executioner's daughter...The extent to which an 
executioner could be isolated from honourable society was 
suggested by a case that came up in 1796 in the Bavarian 
town of Kaufbeuren, when the guilds punished three 
journeymen weavers because they had danced with an 
executioner's daughter ... In many towns, the executioner 
was barred from entering the local inn, or, if he did, had a 
special mug to drink from, which no one else was allowed 
to touch. Sometimes a special small room would be 
reserved for him in a particular inn, to remove him from the 
rest of the company. In Augsburg, the executioners even 
had their own special brewer, who had no other 
customers...Complaints were recorded in Burgau in 1771 
and Tangstedt in 1772 about the executioner sitting in the 
same pew as the other citizens in church; normally a 
special seat was reserved for him ... In many parts of 
Germany...the boundaries between the executioner and 
honourable society began to harden from the late 
seventeenth century.' (Page 57, 58.)

[By 1900, in Berlin] 'The word 'dishonourable' was no 
longer employed; but the language used by the state 
prosecutor in describing them nevertheless expressed 
feelings that the executioner was not really a normal 
member of everyday human society.' (Page 386.)

'Executioners were 'seldom able too stand the strain of 
killing offenders in a society where the very principle of 
capital punishment was perpetually contested...they 
succumbed in the majority of cases to drink and got into 
trouble varying from indebtedness to homicide. Only in the 
Third Reich did the political atmosphere, with its never 
ending public cult of hatred and violence, give them a 
sense of security.' (Page 879) 

What of those shadowy figures whose anonymity is well 
protected, those standing by the button of the lethal
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protected, those standing by the button of the lethal-
injection apparatus, waiting for the prisoner to be brought 
in or dragged in?

In 'The Face of Battle,' John Keegan refers to the marked 
difference between killing in battle and killing by judicial 
execution. In a judicial execution, there is no call for 
toughness, courage, daring, all the qualities which 
Americans have shown in such abundance in the past and 
still do. This is the killing of someone who is completely 
helpless, without even the element of risk involved in 
shooting someone in the back. 

And of course, the executioners are all volunteers. It's far, 
far healthier to show them contempt - but not their children 
- than to give them any respect at all 'for doing their duty,' 
for carrying out a 'difficult but necessary task.' The 'duty' is 
one they can refuse to perform, and it's not at all 
necessary. If execution was dishonourable in past 
centuries in Germany, it should be even more 
dishonourable in twenty first century America.

In 'The Execution Protocol' by Stephen Trombley, a book 
about executions in Missouri, we learn that while one 
member of the execution team at the time, Don Roper, 
goes home after the condemned prisoner is dead, 'the rest 
of the team holds a party.' Whether the execution teams 
have a party - a disgusting thing to do after killing someone 
- or go away to contemplate quietly their own virtue, their 
selflessness in fulfilling their 'difficult duty,' give them the 
contempt they deserve.

Show to executioners the contempt they deserve in a 
twenty first century democracy, not the respect they were 
given in Nazi Germany. And show contempt for the others 
who think they're entitled to respect: the members of 
Boards and Paroles who vote for execution, the judges 
who deny clemency and set execution dates, the 
Governors who sign execution warrants, or have signed 
them (including Bill Clinton.)

Admiration and appreciation

These are some of the people and organizations that 
deserve our gratitude, and some of the countries which 
come out well in their response to the death penalty. I can't 
possibly mention here any but a few names.

Cesare Beccaria 

the author of 'On Crimes and Punishments' (Dei lelitti e 
delle pene) is magnificent, astonishing. His work has had 
an incalculable effect, wholly for the good. At a time when 
the criminal justice systems in almost all countries were 
hideously barbaric, he cut through all the traditional 
arguments and traditional complacency and attacked the 
death penalty and other abuses. From section XXVIII, 'On 
the death penalty, where he expresses his doubts and the 
reasons for his doubts. 

Questa inutile prodigalità di supplicii, che non ha mai resi 
migliori gli uomini, mi ha spinto ad esaminare se la morte 
sia veramente utile e giusta in un governo bene 
organizzato ... Se mi si opponesse l'esempio di quasi tutt'i 
secoli e di quasi tutte le nazioni, che hanno data pena di 
morte ad alcuni delitti, io risponderò che egli si annienta in 
faccia alla verità, contro della quale non vi ha prescrizione; 
che la storia degli uomini ci dà l'idea di un immenso pelago 
di errori, fra i quali poche e confuse, e a grandi intervalli 
distanti, verità soprannuotano. 

'This useless profusion of punishments, which has never 
made men better, has led me to inquire whether the death 
penalty is truly useful and just in a well-organized state ... If 
anyone should cite against me the example of almost all 
ages and almost all nations, which have assigned the 
death penalty to certain crimes, I will reply that this is as 
nothing in the presence of truth, against which there is no 
prescription, and that human history leaves us with the 
impression of an immense sea of errors in which a few 
confused and widely scattered truths are floating.' (My 
translation.)

If he had confined himself to attacking the death penalty, 
this would have been an enormous achievement, but his 
humanitarianism was very broadly based and deserves to 
be mentioned here. From the introduction to 'On Crimes 
and Punishments' (Hackett edition, translated by David 
Young):

'The criminal justice systems of Europe in the eighteenth 
century were open to criticism on a number of counts. 
There was often cruelty in the investigation and 
punishment of crime. Judicial torture was frequently used, 
and the death penalty was common even for relatively 
minor crimes. Almost everywhere, the law reflected the 
common assumption that political loyalty and good 
behavior were best secured by religious uniformity. 
Reliance on tradition and ancient custom tended to 
reinforce the powers of local courts and parochial 
elites...and to circumscribe the central authority of the 
state. In most countries, equality before the law was not 
recognized, even in principle; different rules applied to 
different levels of the social hierarchy. The law's 
vagueness, contradictions, and wide scope for 
interpretation and discretion tended to reinforce the 
personal dependence of the disadvantaged on those with 
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personal dependence of the disadvantaged on those with 
inherited property and authority.' Beccaria wrote against all 
these abuses, and his writing had a dramatic impact. It 
should be read, and remembered, with gratitude.

Leopold II of Tuscany

Leopold II was an early proponent of Beccaria's ideas.He 
had refused to allow infliction of death sentences for a long 
time (the last execution was in 1769), On 30 November 
1786, Leopold promulgated the reform of the penal code 
that abolished the death penalty (and torture). In 2000 
Tuscany's regional authorities instituted an annual holiday 
on 30 November in commemoration of this momentous 
event.

Giuseppe Garibaldi

Garibaldi opposed capital punishment and supported 
liberal causes, but best known for his heroic military 
campaigns and his inspired leadership in the successful 
unification of Italy and in other projects, and his 
extraordinary life. 

San Marino, and other countries which are abolitionist 
for all crimes, or for ordinary crimes

Some of the smallest states have very great cause for 
pride, For example, San Marino (last known execution: 
1468!). The Rough Guide to Italy takes a dismissive 
attitude to San Marino, claiming it 'trades on its falsely-
preserved autonomy.' But this distinct jurisdiction hasn't 
executed for so many centuries. In humanitarian history, 
San Marino has importance out of all proportion to its size. 
Liechtenstein too (last execution: 1785). Monaco (last 
execution 1847). But also larger states: Iceland (last 
execution: 1830). Portugal (last known execution: 1849). 
Venezuela (death penalty abolished 1863). Compare with 
the United Kingdom (last execution: 1964) or France (last 
execution: 1977). 

Israel abolished the death penalty when it became a state. 
It made one exception - in my terminology, practised 
limitation in the case of Adolf Eichmann (executed 1962.) 
I'm in full agreement with the Israelis' decision to execute 
him. A state which defends itself against suicide bombers 
without recourse to the death penalty is entitled to our 
admiration. This is not to overlook its faults, but the faults 
of Israel - a democracy with a free press - are far, far less 
than those of a country such as Saudi Arabia or Iran.

American achievement in opposing the death penalty

Some states abolished the death penalty a long time ago: 
Michigan (1846), Wisconsin (1853). Minnesota abolished 
the death penalty in 1911. Some states, haven't executed 
for a very long time: Maine (last execution 1887)' North 
Dakota (last execution 1930), Rhode Island (last execution 
1930). Compare the United Kingdom, backward in 
comparison with these states (last execution 1964).

The people and organizations active in opposing the 
death penalty in the USA are very numerous - so I give no 
names here - and very, very impressive. I'm familiar with a 
large number of these but obviously not all. The Death 
Penalty Information Center gives a comprehensive list of 
US organizations and their Web sites, as well as of 
organizations outside the USA, at:

http://www.deathpenaltyinfo.org/article.php?did=547
&scid=37#Int%27l/Nat%27l
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As always, exclusive reliance upon the Web would lead to 
a very restricted survey. The American books which 
oppose the death penalty, and the articles in journals and 
magazines, include many which are very important 
contributions. To mention just a single example, the 
'Machinery of Death: The Reality of America's Death 
Penalty Regime,' by the writer Mark Dow and the death 
penalty lawyer David R. Dow.

I include here Puerto Rico, an incorporated territory of the 
United States. I give information about Puerto Rico's 
remarkable abolitionist stance above.

Abolitionist organizations in abolitionist countries 

Opposition to the death penalty is strong in many countries 
which no longer execute, and some of them have notable 
abolitionist organizations. 

Malawi and other countries which are abolitionist in 
practice

Malawi is one of the countries which is abolitionist in 
practice: 'Countries that retain the death penalty for 
ordinary crimes such as murder but can be considered 
abolitionist in practice in that they have not executed 
anyone during the past 10 years and are believed to have 
a policy or established practice of not carrying out 
executions.' (Amnesty International, 
http://web.amnesty.org/pages/deathpenalty-abolitionist3-
eng)

Years ago, I wrote a letter about the death penalty to a 
politician in Malawi, the then Minister of Education, and the 
reply was so heartening that I quote it here:

Dear Mr Hurt,

Thank you for your letter of 9th February. I am encouraged 
greatly by your kind remarks about the situation in Malawi. 

We were indeed very fortunate that Malawi experienced 
such a peaceful transition from a vicious one-party 
dictatorship to a multi-party democracy. It was partly 
because we were convinced that some of the people who 
had been sentenced to death were not really guilty of the 
offences that we commuted all death sentences on the 
president's inauguration day in May 1994. 

The death sentence however has not yet been formally 
abolished in this country. The matter was discussed 
extensively during the recent Constitutional Conference 
and the delegates decided to retain it. This decision ties up 
the hands of the government, much against its own will. 
We are only hoping that with civic education the body of 
public opinion will swing towards the abolition of the death 
sentence.

You can rest assured however that no executions have 
taken place since the new government took over.

Yours faithfully,

Sam Mpasu MP
Minister of Education

Like Malawi, a large number of the countries on this list are 
poor. It includes Burkina Faso, Gambia, Mali, Niger 
amongst others. Africa includes a few states which execute 
regularly, such as The Sudan and Libya, but generally 
Africa deserves our admiration for its abolitionist 
achievement, as does Latin America. Not one of the Latin 
American countries carries out executions.

India 

India deserves praise too, even though it's a country which 
not only retains the death penalty but executes. 
Executions, though, are very, very rare. The fact that this 
country, with its vast population, makes the most sparing 
use of the death penalty is heartening, but I look forward 
very much to India becoming an abolitionist country in 
practice and eventually in law. (India is also one of the 
more enlightened countries in matters of animal welfare. 
Compare and contrast a country such as Japan.)

German writers and politicians 

such as Carl Joseph Anton Mittermaier (1787 - 1867), 
described by Richard J Evans as 'the nineteenth century's 
most influential critic of the death penalty.' 'Mittermaier had 
already published articles on the subject over a number of 
years, during which he had steadily worked his way round 
to a whole-hearted opposition to the death penalty. In 1840 
he brought his researches together in a powerful 
indictment of capital punishment...Mittermaier 
demonstrated statistically that the reduction or abolition of 
capital punishment, wherever it had occurred, had not led 
to any noticeable increase in capital offences. On the other 
hand, the threat of the death penalty led to many acquittals 
by courts whose members had been reluctant to use it. 
With these arguments, Mittermaier not only moved the 
argument about capital punishment onto a new intellectual 
plane, but also placed himself at the head of the growing 
movement to abolish the death penalty in Germany.'
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movement to abolish the death penalty in Germany.'

Erich Koch-Weser (1875 -1944) was 'a committed 
opponent of the death penalty for murder, and on 13 June 
1928 he won the backing of his party for a bill to abolish 
capital punishment.' Although the death penalty remained 
in force, in 1928 and 1929, there were no executions 
anywhere in Germany. Koch-Weser 'had issued a circular 
to all governments in the federated states advising them 
not to carry out any executions until the new Criminal Code 
had been voted into effect by the Reichstag.'

French creative writers 

- a few of them, that is - have been at variance with a state 
which continued to use the guillotine until as late as 1977. 

Victor Hugo

This information is taken from a report in the newspaper of 
Georgetown University (Washington D.C.). 
http://www.thehoya.com/news/092002/news7.cfm

The French senator and former Minister of Justice Robert 
Badinter spoke to honour Victor Hugo's opposition to the 
death penalty. Robert Badinter dedicated himself to the 
abolition of the death penalty after a man he had defended 
as a lawyer was executed, even though the man had not 
killed anyone. He was very closely involved in the 
movement that finally ended the death penalty in France. 
He continues to fight against the death penalty. Robert 
Badinter also has a place of honour in this section. He said 
of Victor Hugo:

'While Hugo is renowned for his literary genius, the French 
writer also had a lifelong opposition to the death penalty.' 
He began by noting that Hugo was a man who, unlike 
many other people, became less conservative with age.

'Hugo's approach to fighting the death penalty was different 
from both those who preceded him and his 
contemporaries, in Badinter's view.

'Hugo went beyond the use of intellectual discussion to 
make his point. He decided that he would put the reader in 
the condition of a man who was sentenced to death and is 
waiting for his execution,' Badinter said. An example of this 
is Hugo's novel The Last Day of the Condemned.

'Literature, however, was not Hugo's only means of 
expression. Whenever he found out that an execution was 
to take place or if someone ever requested his help, Hugo 
immediately took action by giving speeches and writing 
letters. Badinter said Hugo came to the aid of American 
abolitionist John Brown when he was sentenced to death.

'What made Hugo's efforts so remarkable, according to 
Badinter, is the continuity of his struggle. His work was 
constant and always done with passion. Badinter said that 
Hugo never had doubts about his position, even when the 
person sentenced had committed atrocious crimes. "For 
me, the assassin is no longer an assassin, the arsonist no 
longer an arsonist, and the thief no longer a thief. He is a 
quivering human being who is about to die," Badinter said 
while quoting Hugo's work.

'Later in Hugo's life, he became a senator...His final 
political move was presenting a proposal for abolishing the 
death penalty in which he wrote, "happy is he of whom it 
one day may be said in leaving this world he took with him 
the death penalty."'

Albert Camus

Two quotations from his 'Reflections on the 
Guillotine,' (1957):
'An execution is not simply death. It is just as different from 
the privation of life as a concentration camp is from prison. 
It adds to death a rule, a public premeditation known to the 
future victim, an organization which is itself a source of 
moral sufferings more terrible than death. Capital 
punishment is the most premeditated of murders, to which 
no criminal's deed, however calculated can be compared. 
For there to be an equivalency, the death penalty would 
have to punish a criminal who had warned his victim of the 
date at which he would inflict a horrible death on him and 
who, from that moment onward, had confined him at his 
mercy for months. Such a monster is not encountered in 
private life.'

'[The] reply is as old as man; it is called the law of 
retaliation. Whoever has done me harm must suffer harm; 
whoever has put out my eye must lose an eye; and 
whoever has killed must die. This is an emotion, and a 
particularly violent one, not a principle. Retaliation is 
related to nature and instinct, not to law. Law, by definition, 
cannot obey the same rules as nature. If murder is in the 
nature of man, the law is not intended to imitate or 
reproduce that nature. It is intended to correct it.'

Whereas 'patriarchal' French writers such as Victor Hugo 
and Albert Camus made impassioned protests against the 
guillotine, Hélène Cixous, who was 39 years old at the time 
of the last execution by guillotine in France, has nothing to 
say on the subject. Jacques Derrida made public his 
opposition to the the death penalty, but not Hélène Cixous.
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opposition to the the death penalty, but not Hélène Cixous.

English scholars and journalists

As regards the death penalty, England's record is in 
general far, far better than America's. I don't give here the 
exact dates, but the significant dates are much earlier in 
England than in America for: the last execution (not yet 
achieved in America, of course), the last public execution, 
the last execution for offences other than murder, such as 
armed robbery or rape, the last execution of a juvenile 
offender. (The state of Virginia marked the new millennium 
by executing two juvenile offenders.) A similar comparison 
shows that England's record is far, far worse than the 
record of many other countries. Some English people, 
against the general trend, have done a great deal to 
oppose the death penalty or to shed light on the death 
penalty. For example, some English scholars have written 
books which are very significant:

Rituals of Retribution: capital punishment in Germany 
1600 - 1987 by Richard J. Evans. The author writes that 
"The past, as the famous opening to L.P. Hartley's novel 
The Go-Between says, is a foreign country; they do things 
differently there. By visiting this foreign country we can 
enlarge our conception of what it means to be human, and 
perhaps gain a better understanding of the limits and 
possibilities of the human condition. One of the aims of this 
book, therefore, is to restore a sense of strangeness to the 
past. We have to make an imaginative leap of 
understanding by which to comprehend mentalities which 
present-day Europeans may find at first encounter 
repulsive and bizarre." 

This is an astonishing book, a very important contribution 
to 'humanitarian history.' Reading this book hasn't been, as 
it were, a matter of duty, simply to make me better 
informed about the death penalty. It certainly does that - it's 
massively informative - but it's also so engrossing and 
readable that I've found myself reading it and rereading it 
at very frequent intervals. It contains astounding 
information. I've quoted some of it on this page. Brief 
comments on the book from the Publisher's catalogue:

http://www.oup.com/uk/catalogue/?ci=9780198219682

The Hanging Tree: execution and the English people 
1770 - 1868 by V.A.C. Gatrell. I fully agree with the 
comment on the cover: "This gripping study is essential 
reading for anyone interested in the processes which have 
'civilized' our social life...Panoramic in range, scholarly in 
method, and compelling in argument, this is one of those 
rare histories which both shift our sense of the past and 
speak powerfully to the present." The author writes, "Late 
eighteenth- and early nineteenth-century English people 
were very familiar with the grimy business of hanging. This 
is so large a social fact separating this era from our own 
that although it is not the most obvious way of defining 
modern times, it must be one of them...What they watched 
was horrific. There was no nice calculation of body weights 
and lengths of drop in those days; few died cleanly. Kicking 
their bound legs, many choked over minutes." (Page 6, 7.) 

The record of English journalists of the present is 
generally better than the record of English journalists of the 
past - although one of these, David Astor, gave unstinting 
support to the campaign of Arthur Koestler and others to 
have the death penalty abolished. Some journalists have 
declared their opposition to the death penalty only very 
occasionally, or on one single occasion: the surprise, the 
heartening surprise, is all the stronger for that. Philip 
Hensher is a novelist as well as a journalist - and a writer 
who can portray well cataclysmic events and the abysses 
of the mind (as his wonderful piece 'Brandy' shows.) He 
has only written about the death penalty once, so far as I 
know, but on that occasion he wrote that he wouldn't travel 
to the USA, as a country that inflicted the death penalty. 
Melanie Phillips has written at some length to oppose the 
death penalty (when a Conservative politician, David 
Davis, made known his support for the death penalty) but 
is far better known as a commentator who is, let's say, not 
at all left-wing, a reminder that on this issue, the left wing 
has no monopoly of decency at all. 

Arthur Koestler

For further information click here.

Abolitionist politicians

I'm far from sharing the cynical attitude to all politicians,  
displayed in countless comment sections of blogs and 
Websites. I take the view that MP's in this country are very 
much underpaid. Anyone can think of mediocre MP's who 
wouldn't deserve more pay, but in general, an MP's work 
requires a level of understanding, an attention to detail, 
often technical and sophisticated detail, over a wide range 
of issues, of which fatuous commenters show no 
awareness. Whatever weaknesses an MP may have, by 
election, the politician has been successful in a very 
competitive and difficult field: in general, a notable 
achievement. Worldwide, there are many, many politicians 
thoroughly deserving of respect and admiration.

Opposing the death penalty may accord with the views of 
the electorate in some countries but far more often than 
not, opposition brings no electoral advantage whatsoever 
or is deeply unpopular. The fact that often,  politicians go 
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or is deeply unpopular. The fact that often,  politicians go 
against the flow is very much to their credit. Here, I give the 
names of only a very few, from this country and the wider 
world.  

One example is the East Midlands Member of the 
European Parliament, Bill Newton Dunn. On a page of the 
East Midlands Liberal Democrats, his opposition to the 
death penalty is given prominence. He backs the "World 
Day against the Death Penalty" - 10 October" ...I hope that 
people will take this opportunity to concentrate their hearts 
and minds on this issue."

Mark Pritchard is the Conservative MP for The Wrekin in 
Shropshire. He spoke at the Regional Conference on the 
Abolition of the Death Penalty, which  took place in Sierra 
Leone in January 2014. The Website of the World Coalition 
against the Death Penalty includes a report. The 
Conference was organized by the Italian anti-death penalty 
organization Hands off Cain. His Website 
http://www.markpritchard.com/ includes amongst the 
causes and issues he has supported this striking instance: 
MP supports Kesri Lehar campaign to end the death 
penalty in India.

Mark Pritchard's example is a very instructive and a very 
heartening one.  My political views are generally 
conservative (and in some cases right-wing conservative 
rather than left-wing conservative.) The recognition of 
harsh realities, the recognition of the need for {adjustment}, 
the recognition of the importance of outweighing, explain 
my reasons in most cases for my political views. Strong 
control over immigration is a necessity, for many reasons, 
but bringing back hanging in no necessity at all, offering no 
benefits. 

Gerald Kaufman MP has been a notable campaigner, in 
particular for abolition of the death penalty in the 
Caribbean. His speech on the issue in the House of 
Commons (23 June 1999) is a powerful one. He said on 
this occasion, 'I have always been strongly opposed to 
capital punishment.' He speaks about many cruelties and 
injustices. I quote him on prison conditions here. He 
discusses many other cruelties and injustices in his 
speech. He relates his experience of visiting death row in 
Kingston, Jamaica. To await execution in reasonable 
conditions is to experience horror.. To await executions in 
conditons he describes as 'unspeakable' is even more 
horrific.

Gerald Kaufman said this:

'The conditions on death row in particular were 
unspeakable. Prisoners have no furniture and no eating 
implements. They have a theoretical short exercise period 
which to a considerable degree is not observed, so they 
rarely see daylight because there is no lighting in their tiny 
cells ...

'My hon. Friend the Member for Sunderland South, who 
has also had correspondence with people on death row, 
told me what I had already guessed - that those on death 
row had been made to clean the place up before I arrived. 
If that was what it was like when it was cleaned up, I 
shudder to think what it was like when there were no 
visitors.'

Gerald Kaufman's opposition to Israel in the conflict 
between Israel and the Palestinians is a very different 
matter, though. See the arguments and evidence on the 
page www.linkagenet.com/themes/israel.htm

The contribution of the French politician Robert Badinter I 
discuss above. 

Nelson Mandela was sentenced to death himself, of 
course. His lifelong opposition to the death penalty is one 
aspect of his moral stature, which, even so, was 
necessarily subject to {restriction}. His attitude to Irish 
republican terrorism was faulty, for instance.

Taiwan's justice minister, Wang Ching-feng, resigned 
after failing to win support for her opposition to the death 
penalty. 'I would rather step down than sign any death 
warrant," she said. 

Didier Burkhalter, the President of the Swiss 
Confederation, wrote a very well argued and effective 
article Why I Am in Favor of A Death Penalty-Free World 
on the occasion of the World Day against the Death 
Penalty. In the closing paragraph, he writes,

'Today's Joint Declaration, signed by 12 Foreign Ministers 
from around the world, is an open and respectful invitation 
addressed to all countries that either have still to start their 
abolition process or have yet to complete it. Abolition 
requires well-informed national debates, sustained by 
objective facts and findings. Several non-governmental 
organizations, including groups of lawyers, attorneys and 
judges, already contribute to useful research and 
investigation. I invite and encourage calm and candid 
debates, whether in courtrooms, government offices or 
parliament chambers, in local cafés or family living rooms. 
Switzerland stand ready to support and shall continue to 
promote the end of capital punishment everywhere.

The Joint Declaration is signed by these  Foreign Ministers 
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The Joint Declaration is signed by these  Foreign Ministers 
of these (countries). These politicians deserve great credit:

Héctor Marcos Timerman (Argentina), Julie Bishop
(Australia), Nassirou Bako Arifari (Benin), Djibrill Yipènè 
Bassolé (Burkina Faso), Duly Brutus (Haiti), José 
Antonio Meade Kuribreña (Mexico), Luvsanvandan Bold 
(Mongolia), Børge Brende (Norway), Albert F. del Rosario
(Philippines), Didier Burkhalter (Switzerland), Mevlüt 
Çavusoglu (Turkey), Philip Hammond (United Kingdom).

The World Coalition against the death penalty has a good page 
on the Declaration,

http://www.worldcoalition.org/foreign-ministers-declaration-world-
day-against-death-penalty.html

Pope John Paul II, the Roman Catholic Church and 
other churches

I'm an atheist, but I don't reluctantly agree, if I'm forced to, 
that theistic opponents can show humanity. I go much 
further than that: I warmly admire their humanity. The 
present-day Roman Catholic Church is a very important 
opponent of the death penalty world-wide, and in the 
United States, a far more religious country than this, its 
opposition is particularly significant. Again and again, 
Catholic bishops, priests and laity have supported the 
abolitionist cause. During his lifetime, Pope John Paul II
was tireless in opposing the death penalty and in calling for 
clemency for people facing execution. The Anglican 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu of South Africa is a notable 
opponent of the death penalty. The work of the Catholic 
Community of Sant' Egidio, based in Italy, has been 
outstanding. I refer to their work on this page.

The European Union and the Council of Europe

Abolition of the death penalty is a requirement for 
membership of The European Union. The European 
Union's opposition to the death penalty and the Council of 
Europe's opposition are not just pursued at the level of 
policy. They act in particular cases as well, calling for 
mercy for particular prisoners. 

Recognition of {separation} is recognition of contrast, and 
there may be very marked contrast between good policy 
and bad policy in an organization, as with the contrast 
between the good and bad traits of an individual. 
Appreciation in this instance puts me under no obligation to 
show appreciation for the policies, laws and ethos of The 
European Union.

My own view of The European Union isn't uniformly 
appreciative in the least. It has assumed very wide-
ranging, even dictatorial, powers, giving more and more 
freedom of action to individuals, even when the 
consequences are disastrous, and less and less freedom 
of action to member states to prevent or limit the disastrous 
consequences. The 'right' to move to another state in the 
union, to work there and to claim benefits there, can give 
rise to problems which outweigh the benefits to individuals. 
The European Union's {restriction}:- (national sovereignty) 
has left to member states one power which has never been 
undermined by the Union's progressive increase in powers 
- the power to organize and finance defence. Like every 
other political grouping, the Union faces potential threats, 
but only member states carry out action to meet these 
potential threats. Only a minority of member states meet 
their obligations with much effectiveness, such as Britain 
and France. 

Amnesty International

Peter Benenson founded Amnesty International in 1961. 
His contribution to human rights campaigning is 
incalculable, of course, but it's cause for intense 
disappointment that he didn't include the death penalty in 
his work. What gave him the impetus to start the 
organization was a newspaper report about two 
Portuguese students during the Salazar dictatorship. They 
had been sentenced to seven years' imprisonment for 
making a toast to freedom, a shocking matter. But in the 
matter of the death penalty, Portugal was the advanced 
country - it hadn't executed anybody for a hundred years -
and Britain was the backward one. Britain's last executions 
were in 1964. It was some years before Amnesty 
International began to work against the death penalty but 
since then, its contribution has been magnificent. Amongst 
many other achievements, it has documented the grim and 
harrowing facts - tragic lives, botched executions, the 
minutiae of international legislation, the heartening or 
depressing contemporary history of the death penalty in 
very small as well as very large states, virtually all aspects 
of this shameful practice. Amnesty International's death 
penalty work is still one of the things it does best, but now 
Amnesty International gives it less prominence and gives 
more prominence, I think, to some issues where the 
organization's work isn't nearly as impressive.

Campaigning techniques

Amnesty International only uses a selection of 
campaigning techniques, arguments and methods of 
persuasion: inevitable and acceptable, to a large extent. 
Amnesty has its own ethos, its identity, which places a 
{restriction} on using some methods. But some of the 
campaign techniques, arguments and methods of 
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campaign techniques, arguments and methods of 
persuasion which it does use are demonstrably ineffectual, 
or not as effective as could be wished. 

I've written extensively about campaigning methods. 
Amongst other things, I advocate campaigning methods 
which 

(1) make more use of the the public domain. Of course, 
Amnesty letters or emails, or those of other organizations, 
will always have a place. But a letter, email or (ridiculous 
thought) text message to a Governor or to the President of 
the United States is received in private and often dismissed 
out of hand in private. In the public realm there's at least 
the possibility that the person addressed will be 'shown up,' 
will have their standing lowered, even if they're not 
receptive. There are recipients who are quite receptive to 
arguments, and recipients who are anything but receptive. 
Shaming may work where arguments don't, even if there's 
no guarantee of that. 

(2) are continuing in their effects rather than temporary. A 
demonstration, a vigil, other events of this kind may cause 
embarrassment, may exert some sort of pressure - but 
they're forgotten very quickly. Far better to forge a 
continuing linkage between a person, an institution, a city 
or a country with backwardness, barbarism, an image 
totally different from the image they would prefer to 
present. 

(3) I also favour indirect means as well as direct means of 
publicizing the issue and imposing pressure. 'Direct 
campaigning' (not to be confused with 'direct action') is 
campaigning directed at those who are responsible for the 
death penalty in some way, such as governments, 
presidents, prime ministers, attorney generals, members of 
Pardons and Parole Boards. Such people are opinion-
formers, to a greater or lesser extent, but not the only 
opinion formers. As in war, undermining the morale of 
opponents, making opponents feel that they no longer 
have right on their side, that their position is untenable, is 
important. One obvious place where the battle of ideas can 
be conducted is the university sphere. Amnesty 
International could supply posters giving information about 
the death penalty in the USA, China, Singapore and other 
death-penalty countries. The posters would be seen by 
staff and students from these countries. The Necropolis 
Initiative is mainly intended to be an indirect method of 
campaigning.

I was a death penalty co-ordinator for my local Amnesty 
group for about fifteen years. During that time, I was asked 
time and time again to write to the Texas Board of Pardons 
- which never recommended clemency to the prisoner 
about to be executed - to ask the board members for 
clemency, or to write to Governors of States with pleas for 
clemency - although it's been said that some of these 
Governors would have their own grandmother executed if 
that was needed for them to remain in power. A thought 
experiment. If Amnesty International had been in existence 
throughout the Nazi era, would Amnesty have 
recommended writing letters beginning, 'Dear Herr Hitler, I 
am very concerned about the plight of X, sentenced to 
death for making a joke about yourself...and ending, 'I call 
for his unconditional release.' Probably, Amnesty would 
have. Using this approach with such ruthless people would 
be completely futile. It's an admirable thing to fight against 
overwhelming odds but there's also such a thing as not 
wasting your time. 

I'm not a member of Amnesty International any longer and 
now I'm able to choose from a greater range of 
campaigning techniques and to try out new methods, or 
advocate their trying out. Not just an expanded repertoire 
of campaigning techniques but a repertoire of styles, 
including styles which are abrasive and confrontational, 
which directly confront the supporters of the death penalty. 
Fellow campaigners - or anyone - feel free to object and 
disagree.

This is taken from the page on bullfighting on this site, 
adapting the passage slightly.

In campaigning, I think it's essential to distinguish two 
things: (1) The most effective techniques to win. This will 
often demand short, vivid messages and simple slogans. It 
will often demand arguments presented very briefly, and 
action which is concentrated rather than diffuse, ruthless in 
spirit rather than genteel, but action which keeps within the 
law. In a democracy, it may be necessary to break the law 
if that seems the only way to end a serious abuse, but the 
most effective actions for opposing the death penalty don't 
require the law to be broken, I'm sure. (Where the 
opponent is a totalitarian power, as in the occupied 
countries of Europe during the Second World War, then the 
use of violence and force can be justified.) 
(2) The reasoning which underlies the action. This should 
not be simple. It should be comprehensive (covering all 
relevant aspects of the subject rather than a few), fair-
minded (taking every care to avoid distortions of reality, 
taking note of possible objections), sophisticated in moral 
argument and, also, factually correct.

However, it's sometimes difficult to separate the two. The 
ideas which seem vastly more forceful, developed, 
persuasive than the opposing ideas are amongst the most 
important contributions to activism. They're a precondition 
for activism, or should be. One of the most striking 
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for activism, or should be. One of the most striking 
demonstrations comes from the history of penal reform, on 
which the Italian thinker Beccaria has had an incalculable 
influence. Beccaria's achievement is amongst other things 
a massive practical achievement - concrete reforms can be 
traced back to his work - but these were due purely to his 
ideas. He had none of the attributes of an activist. The 
introduction to his work 'On Crimes and Punishments' in 
the Hackett edition describes the work as 'greater than its 
self-effacing author, a man of almost crippling shyness.'

Amnesty International doesn't always distinguish 
sufficiently between (1) and (2). It tends to use the 
methods of reasoned argument which are part of (2) as a 
campaigning tactic, for the purposes of (1). It may often be 
more effective to have {separation} of the two activities. As 
I've noted earlier, not all recipients of pleas from Amnesty 
members are susceptible of reasoned argument (or 
capable of reasoned argument). People who have the 
power to change things may be very unlikely to change 
things because they may have too much to lose. A 
governor in a death penalty state may not be re-elected. 
People whose livelihood depends upon administering or 
carrying out the death penalty may lose their livelihood. Or 
there may be strong psychological reasons why they 
should not be open to rational argument. They may lose 
their self-respect. To acknowledge that the death penalty is 
wrong could well bring with it the burden of guilt, feelings of 
inadequacy and worse. This is why methods of 
campaigning based on rational arguments, which will 
always be necessary (for more on this, see the section 
below, reasoned revulsion) have to be supplemented by 
other methods.

'The risk of executing the damaged'

See also my reference to the risk of executing the 
damaged in my discussion of virtue ethics on the page 
'Ethics: theory and practice.'

The danger of executing the innocent is one of the most 
important of all arguments against the death penalty. It led 
to Governor Ryan of Illinois commuting the death 
sentences of everyone on death row in the state. Since the 
resumption of executions in the United States, more 
innocent prisoners were found to be on death row in the 
state than had been executed. One of these innocent 
prisoners had been within hours of execution. The number 
of death row prisoners released in the USA after their 
innocence had been established is well over a hundred. 

What do I mean by 'the execution of the damaged?' Most 
of them will be guilty, not innocent, but their execution 
should arouse as much revulsion as the execution of those 
who are innocent. This is one example, Johnny Garrett. I 
tried to place an advertisement in a Texan newspaper to 
commemorate the anniversary of his death by lethal 
injection. It included the words 'in memory of Johnny 
Garrett and his victim,' but the request was refused. His 
victim was a Nun. The Catholic Church, including Pope 
John Paul II, made every effort to secure clemency for him. 
This information, as well as the others in this section, 
comes from a Web site page of Amnesty International 
USA, which I warmly commend (the examples I give here 
are no substitute for reading the whole of this shocking 
page):

http://www.amnestyusa.org/document.php?
lang=e&id=ENGAMR510022006

'Chronically psychotic and brain damaged, Johnny Garrett 
had a long history of mental illness and was severely 
physically and sexually abused as a child, which the jury 
never knew. He was described by a psychiatrist as "one of 
the most psychiatrically impaired inmates" she had ever 
examined, and by a psychologist as having "one of the 
most virulent histories of abuse and neglect... encountered 
in over 28 years of practice". Garrett was frequently beaten 
by his father and stepfathers. On one occasion, when he 
would not stop crying, he was put on the burner of a hot 
stove, and retained the burn scars until his death. He was 
raped by a stepfather who then hired him to another man 
for sex. It was also reported that from the age of 14 he was 
forced to perform bizarre sexual acts and participate in 
pornographic films. Introduced to alcohol by his family 
when he was 10, he subsequently indulged in serious 
substance abuse involving brain-damaging substances 
such as paint, thinner and amphetamines. The US Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit upheld a state court finding 
that his belief that his dead aunt would protect him from the 
chemicals used in the lethal injection did not render him 
incompetent to be executed (for a murder committed when 
he was aged 17).'

And another case, that of Curtis Harris, again, executed by 
the state of Texas:

'Curtis Harris had an IQ of 77 and significant brain 
damage. Suffered serious head injuries as a child. One of 
nine children brought up by an alcoholic father who beat 
the children regularly with electric cords, belts, a bullwhip 
and fists. On one occasion, Curtis Harris was hit over the 
head by his father with a wooden board and his cranium 
was permanently indented by the blow. Sentenced to death 
for a murder committed at the age of 17.'

Ronnie Lee Gardner was a killer who ought to have been 
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imprisoned for the rest of his life, or confined to a secure 
facility. Instead, he was executed in Utah in 2010. He was 
the youngest of Dan and Ruth Gardner's seven children. 
His father was a heavy drinker who left when Ronnie 
Gardner was a toddler. When Ronnie Gardner was two 
years old, he 'was found malnourished and wandering the 
streets alone in a diaper. [nappy]. Child welfare workers 
filed a "failure to care" petition and took him into custody, 
but later returned him to his mother. Gardner's relationship 
with his father was tumultuous; Dan did not believe he was 
Gardner's biological father and frequently told his son of 
his belief. According to Gardner, he was raised by an older 
sister, and was sexually abused by his siblings. Sometimes 
he and his sister Bonnie would run away and seek refuge 
in a "hobo camp." By the age of 10, Gardner was addicted 
to drugs and permitted access to alcohol.' (Wikipedia.)

When babies and young children are left lying in excrement 
for weeks or months, or left to scavenge amongst rats, or 
are beaten to a pulp, or are treated in some other vile way, 
then they may go on to become law-abiding citizens, but 
the obstacles are greater than for the ones who have had a 
loving Mom and Dad at home, who received Christmas 
presents and birthday presents and were taken on 
holidays.

Of course, society has to be protected against murderers, 
no matter what their childhood experiences, whether 
violent, troubled or idyllic, but protection is secured by 
imprisonment (a much less expensive option in the United 
States than death row followed by execution.) A barbaric 
childhood followed by death row - Americans who see 
nothing wrong in this are no better than psychopaths.

Since I wrote the comments above there has been the 
case in this country of Baby P. From the report by Adam 
Fresco in 'The Times:' 'Baby P's life in a council flat in 
Haringey, North London, began with gradual and growing 
neglect at the hands of his mother, who would leave him 
unattended for hours in his cot.' She 'spent hours trawling 
the internet for pornography, split from the boy's natural 
father when he was 3 months old after affairs with two 
men. When the second lover moved in, Baby P's suffering 
increased dramatically. The court heard that while his 
mother gossiped with friends in online chat rooms, her 
boyfriend took to beating the boy.' He 'forced Baby P to 
follow commands like a dog. At the click of a finger he 
would have to sit with his head bent between his legs; 20 
minutes later a second click would be the signal that he 
could sit upright again...Detectives found that after the 
boyfriend moved in there was not one piece of the boy's 
clothing that was not spattered with blood...After 17 months 
enduring abuse of an almost unimaginable cruelty, the boy 
had been reduced to a nervous wreck, his hair shaved to 
the scalp and his body covered in bruises and scabs. 
Physical injuries included eight broken ribs, a broken back 
and the missing top of a finger...Baby P received a fatal 
blow to his mouth, knocking a tooth out. After 17 months of 
agony, the tiny child finally succumbed. The next day he 
was found dead in his cot.'

There was anger among MPs and charities after Martin 
Narey the chief executive of the children's charity 
Barnardo's said that if he had lived to become a teenager, 
Baby P might have turned into a "feral, parasitic yob." This 
was an attempt to focus attention on the need to address 
the causes of abuse, but it was an unwise comment to 
make about a named child victim. 

The comment is, though, realistic in its grim portrayal of the 
future for many - not all - victims of child abuse. Some of 
these victims of gross cruelty go on to kill. In an 
enlightened country, long incarceration is the worst penalty 
they can face. In the United States, it may be the execution 
chamber. There are many, many tough-talking Texans, 
and others who feel proper revulsion when a child is 
beaten and abused but no revulsion at all when, after an 
interval, that same person is sent to death row. 

A further case, from Sheffield. The crime of  Hannah 
Bonser was atrocious - she murdered Casey Kearney, 
aged 13, by stabbing. Hannah Bonser has been found 
guilty of murder and sentence to a minimum term of 22 
years. In this country, calls to 'bring back the rope' have 
become very infrequent. There would have been  immense 
revulsion if a murderer with the upbringing of Hannah 
Bonser had faced the gallows before the abolition of capital 
punishment, in the 1950's (in the 1750's, there would have 
been no objection. In the present-day United States, no 
matter how barbaric the upbringing of the murderer, the 
courts are uninterested.)

From the report in the local newspaper, 'The 
Star' (November 26, 2012) which has the title, 'Horrific 
conditions of Bonser's home,'

'The horrific conditions in which Hannah Bonser spent her 
childhood are related in graphic detail by Prof. Cantrill's 
report.

'Bonser's parents had their own health problems and also 
lived an 'alternative' life-style which as time wore on 
amounted to neglect of Bonser and her brother.

'The council's children's services first became aware of the 
family when Bonser was eight years old, after reports from 
the family GP, her grandmother and an anonymous family 
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friend all expressing [sic] concern.

Social workers found their house in 'a disgusting state', the 
parents, who were Mormons, had significant health 
problems and the children were violent and aggressive.

'Bonser was home educated, the children were eating out 
all the time, with sacks of rotting food in the house and 
some of the rooms were 'full of dead cats and excreta'.

'The children did not have clean clothes and when Bonser 
attended school for the first time at the age of 10 she was 
alienated from other children because of her personal 
hygiene and was bullied.

'Bonser's mother died when she was 10 and the 
deterioration of her father's health meant she was taken 
into council care.

'Her father died in 2001 when she was 16 and her 
behaviour was said to have deteriorated. After that she left 
the council's care system.

'Prof. Cantrill says, 'What is clear is that from 2000 the 
situation for her began to worsen. Based on available 
records the quality of practice at the time was inadequate.

'There were a number of missed opportunities to safeguard 
and protect her against neglect.

'The parents' poor co-operation, deception and 
combination of plausible and disengaged behaviours 
added to the focus being on keeping their co-operation and 
losing sight of the children.'

In my experience - not the experience of someone taken 
into care as a child but from knowing people who have -
even children who were not treated with particular cruelty 
but who simply had inadequate parents and who were 
adopted or fostered are changed. The level of anger which 
results would shock many people who have no experience 
of all this.  Inmates who were fostered or adopted as 
children make up a disproportionate part of the prison 
population.

Reasoned revulsion 

The need for 'reasoned revulsion.' A letter I wrote to the 
Amnesty Journal:

'In the November/December 97 issue of AMNESTY, in 
which there was a very welcome article by Pierre Sane 
opposing capital punishment, there was also a letter by 
Sylvia Callaghan, practising Christian, member of Amnesty 
International and supporter of the death penalty (or, in her 
words, "not opposed to the death penalty.")

'Unfortunately, she gave no arguments or information in 
the letter as published to justify her support. It does seem 
overwhelmingly common for supporters of the death 
penalty to avoid the tiresome little matter of providing 
actual arguments and evidence.

'The contrast with opponents of the death penalty could 
hardly be greater. There is a complete disproportion here. I 
have been a death penalty co-ordinator for some years. In 
that time, I have received from Amnesty International a 
large number of documents and urgent action appeals. 
These have given reasoned arguments and an enormous 
amount of detailed information about the sentencing to 
death of the innocent, the mentally ill, those who 
experienced hideous cruelty as children, those who were 
too poor to obtain the lawyers who could have secured a 
lesser penalty - and about so many other aspects of this 
degrading inhumanity. (They have also shown great 
concern for the victims of violent crime and their relatives 
and have made clear the need to punish crime 
adequately.) There are also, of course, many books which 
give reasons for opposing capital punishment.

'Where are all the books and articles in favour of the death 
penalty which demonstrate that it protects society more 
than alternative punishments, which honestly address such 
issues as the execution of the innocent, the mentally ill and 
the abused - and the brutality of the process even if the 
person concerned belongs to none of these special 
groups?

'In our death penalty work, I am sure that we ought to 
make clear this disproportion, that we ought to set a 
challenge to supporters of the death penalty, and to those 
directly responsible for carrying out executions: justify, if 
you can, your support and your acts.'

Morons and scum

Of course, supporters of the death penalty include people 
who have given sustained thought to the issue. But 
supporters of the death penalty include too a 
disproportionate number of morons, head-cases, people 
who've never had an intelligent thought in their lives, 
emotionally stunted people, near illiterates. If you disagree, 
by all means do the research, trawl the internet for pro-
death penalty views. Then draw what conclusions you like. 
You could do worse (as well as better) by starting with this 
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You could do worse (as well as better) by starting with this 
page, where supporters of the death penalty for juveniles
argue with opponents of the death penalty. Since then, the 
Supreme Court has sided with the opponents, after siding 
with the supporters for so long.

It isn't my bias which makes me conclude that here, the 
opponents use arguments which are vastly more 
sophisticated and serious than the supporters. It's time that 
supporters of the death penalty became vastly better 
informed. If they became vastly better informed, they might 
well be converted into opponents of the death penalty. On 
the page whose address is given above, for instance, we 
find the common misconception that executing someone 
saves the cost of imprisoning them for the rest of their 
lives. In the USA, of course, the cost of imprisonment for 
life is much cheaper than the cost of executing. 

David Dow, a lawyer in Texas who has represented many 
clients in death penalty cases: 'My prediction is that we're 
going to get rid of it for economic reasons. We spend at 
least a million dollars more on a death-penalty case than 
on a non-death-penalty case. In the U.S., where we've 
executed 1,200 people since the death penalty [was 
reinstated in 1976], that's $1.2 billion. I just think, gosh, 
with $1.2 billion, you could hire a lot of policemen. You 
could have a lot of educational programs inside of prisons, 
so that when people come out of prison they know how to 
do something besides rob convenience stores and sell 
drugs. There are already counties in Texas, of all places, 
that have said, This is just not worth it. Let's fix the schools 
and fill the potholes in the streets instead of squandering 
this money on a death-penalty case. You don't need to be 
a bleeding heart to make that argument.'

Although I regard some United States Governors, Justices 
of the Supreme Court and some other pillars of the 
American establishment as 'scum,' I'm completely willing to 
describe some criminals - many criminals - as 'scum' too, 
of course of a very different kind. Their crimes may be so 
atrocious, so impossible to explain or understand, that 
protection of society against such people is the 
overwhelming priority. But protection is always secured by 
imprisonment for life. When the arrangements are made for 
the final meal of the 'scum,' for the execution of the 'scum' 
and the funeral of the 'scum' (whilst the 'scum' is still very 
much alive) then there may still be outrage at the crime, 
but now the condemned is, in the words of Victor Hugo, 'a 
quivering human being who is about to die.'

It suits so many American death penalty supporters to 
pretend that all the occupants of death row are morons or 
scum. There are many remarkable, enlightened people to 
be found there. This is the blog of one of them: William van 
Pock, on Florida's death row for a long time (even though 
it's conceded that he never killed anyone):

http://www.deathrowdiary.blogspot.com/

He was executed on June 12, 2013. 

The victims of murder

The attitude of abolitionists to the victim of a murder or 
violent crime and to the relatives of the victim is the same 
as the attitude of death penalty supporters. Our only 
difference, but a crucial difference, of course, concerns our 
views about the punishment of a murderer. In America, 
there are relatives of murder victims who publicly and 
energetically oppose the death penalty. 

There are other victims of murder. The Hungarian writer 
Arthur Koestler was sentenced to death by the Nationalists 
during the Spanish civil war. Officials 'informed him that a 
helpful statement praising Franco's thoughtfulness would 
further ease his situation, but Koestler courageously 
refused to oblige him.' (From the biography by David 
Cesarani.) He was eventually released and moved to 
England. His role in the ending of the death penalty in this 
country was a central one. This, on the victims of murder, 
is from his anti-death penalty book 'Hanged by the neck:'

'...there are other victims than the person murdered. There 
are his wife and family, his dependants and relatives, his 
close friends - an outspreading circle of people with a 
poignant claim upon our sympathy...But there are also 
those who stand in the same relationship with the executed 
prisoner....Have you ever known the widow or children of a 
man executed for murder, his fiancee, his parents? This is 
the experience of many social workers, particularly 
Probation Officers and those concerned in child welfare. 
And to know such victims of the death penalty, however 
casually or slightly, is to acquire a mental burden that is 
never to be shaken off, never to be lightened by sighing to 
oneself: 'Such things must be.' '

Some cases

My account here, as in other sections, can't possibly do 
even slight justice to the matter. My anti-death penalty 
work has involved the study of a very large number of 
cases, and continues to do so. I give very few here. I'd 
strongly recommend visiting sites which give more 
comprehensive information. 

Sean Sellers
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was executed in Oklahoma in 1999. He was executed for 
murders committed when he was sixteen years old. Since 
1990, the United States had executed more juvenile 
offenders than in the rest of the world combined. In a letter 
to Frank Keating, the Governor of Oklahoma at the time, 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu wrote that the U.N. Convention 
on the Rights of the Child provides that "neither capital 
punishment nor life imprisonment without possibility of 
release shall be imposed for crimes committed by persons 
below 18 years of age."

'Dianna Craun, one of the jurors who sentenced Sellers to 
death, spoke on his behalf at the clemency hearing. She 
said that the jury was given two choices of sentencing: a 
life sentence (with the possibility of parole) or the death 
penalty. (Oklahoma now has a third alternative - life without 
parole.) Craun and the other jurors thought that a life 
sentence would mean that Sean would serve 7-15 years in 
prison, and that this sentence was too lenient for the 
murders. She stated that since Oklahoma had not 
executed anyone for 20 years at the time of the trial, the 
jurors did not honestly expect that Sean would ever be 
executed. They thought that the only way to ensure a long 
prison sentence for him was the choose the death penalty. 
If clemency had been granted, Sellers' sentence would 
have been converted to life without the possibility of parole.

'Craun also stated that if the jury had been aware of Sean's 
mental illness, it would have changed the sentence he was 
given. "It is very obvious that he's found God, and God has 
changed his life," she told the parole board. "I was 
touched...and I truly don't want him executed." As soon as 
the testimony in the clemency hearing was over and 
Sellers' was taken from the chapel, all five Board members 
voted to deny clemency.' (From the Website of the 'Clark 
County Prosecuting Attorney.')

I made an appeal before the execution but I felt such 
revulsion that I decided to contact the Chair of the Board 
after the execution. International Directory Inquiries gave 
me his phone number without any problem and I phoned. 
The man said that he hadn't been involved in the case. 
He'd given up membership of the Board a short time 
before. He gave me ten minutes of his time and I listened 
to a chilling account of his work in 'the execution business.' 
Before deciding whether someone should live or die by 
casting his vote as a member of the Board, he'd been 
involved in operating the machinery of death, as a Warden. 
He was obviously in the mood for reminiscing, and he 
talked of giving the signal to the hidden executioners so 
that they could also 'do their duty,' although he didn't use 
the phrase. He was very courteous to me, and I'm sure he 
was just as courteous to those he was about to send to 
their deaths with his signal. By this time, I had long 
experience of death penalty work and I would have thought 
that nothing and nobody could shock me, but this man did. 
I listened in almost complete silence. 

Troy Davis 

September 20, 2008
Bob Herbert, the New York Times:

'Troy Davis, who was convicted of shooting a police officer 
to death in the parking lot of a Burger King in Savannah, 
Ga., is scheduled to be executed on Tuesday...

No one anywhere would benefit from killing Mr. Davis on 
Tuesday, as opposed to waiting a week to see how the 
Supreme Court rules. So why the rush? The murder 
happened in 1989, and Mr. Davis has been on death row 
for 17 years. Six or seven more days will hardly matter.

Most of the time, the court declines to hear such cases.

If that's the decision this time, Georgia can get on with the 
dirty business of taking a human life. If the court agrees to 
hear the appeal, it would have an opportunity to get a little 
closer to the truth of what actually happened on the terrible 
night of Aug. 19, 1989, when Officer Mark Allen MacPhail 
was murdered.

He was shot as he went to the aid of a homeless man who 
was being pistol-whipped in the parking lot.

Nine witnesses testified against Mr. Davis at his trial in 
1991, but seven of the nine have since changed their 
stories. One of the recanting witnesses, Dorothy Ferrell, 
said she was on parole when she testified and was afraid 
that she'd be sent back to prison if she didn't agree to 
finger Mr. Davis.

She said in an affidavit: "I told the detective that Troy Davis 
was the shooter, even though the truth was that I didn't 
know who shot the officer."

Another witness, Darrell Collins, a teenager at the time of 
the murder, said the police had 'scared' him into falsely 
testifying by threatening to charge him as an accessory to 
the crime. He said they told him that he might never get out 
of prison.

"I didn't want to go to jail because I didn't do nothing 
wrong," he said.
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At least three witnesses who testified against Mr. Davis 
(and a number of others who were not part of the trial) 
have since said that a man named Sylvester "Redd" Coles 
admitted that he was the one who had killed the officer.

Mr. Coles, who was at the scene, and who, according to 
authorities, later ditched a gun of the same caliber as the 
murder weapon, is one of the two witnesses who have not 
recanted.

The other is a man who initially told investigators that he 
could not identify the killer. Nearly two years later, at the 
trial, he testified that the killer was Mr. Davis.

So we have here a mess that is difficult, perhaps 
impossible, to sort through in a way that will yield reliable 
answers. (The jury also convicted Mr. Davis of a nonfatal 
shooting earlier that same evening on testimony that was 
even more dubious.)

There was no physical evidence against Mr. Davis, and the 
murder weapon was never found. As for the witnesses, 
their testimony was obviously shaky in the extreme * not 
the sort of evidence you want to rely upon when putting 
someone to death.

In March, the State Supreme Court in Georgia, in a 4-to-3 
decision, denied Mr. Davis's request for a new trial. The 
chief justice, Leah Ward Sears, writing for the minority, 
said: "In this case, nearly every witness who identified 
Davis as the shooter at trial has now disclaimed his or her 
ability to do so reliably."

Amnesty International conducted an extensive examination 
of the case, documenting the many recantations, 
inconsistencies, contradictions and unanswered questions. 
Its report on the case drew widespread attention, both in 
the U.S. and overseas.

William Sessions, a former director of the F.B.I., has said 
that a closer look at the case is warranted. And Pope 
Benedict XVI has urged authorities in Georgia to re-
sentence Mr. Davis to life in prison.

Rushing to execute Mr. Davis on Tuesday makes no sense 
at all.'

Troy Davis was given a stay of execution on this occasion, 
but has now been executed, a monstrous act. The 'Sydney 
Morning Herald' describes 

'His death was marked by last-minute drama when Georgia 
officials delayed the execution by an excruciating three-
and-a-half hours as they awaited a final ruling by the US 
Supreme Court.

'Davis had been about to be strapped to a gurney to be 
injected, as state witnesses assembled to view his 
execution, when the schedule was interrupted. But the 
court ultimately denied him a reprieve.

'Hundreds of supporters gathered outside the jail in 
Jackson, about 60 kilometres south-east of Atlanta, fell into 
despair once the decision was known. There was a huge 
police presence to quell any eruption of anger.

'The nation’s highest court was Davis’s last chance after 
Georgia’s judiciary rejected last-minute appeals from his 
defence team earlier in the day.

'It was the fourth time that an execution date had been set 
for Davis ... '

Romell Broom

His executioners tried to find a suitable vein in which to 
insert the tube for the lethal injection chemicals for almost 
two hours. This search for a vein is common enough in 
American executions but on this occasion, they gave up. At 
the time of writing, Romell Broom is still alive in the 
barbaric state of Ohio, waiting once more - to find out if 
he's to be subjected for a second time to the search.

Charles Dean Hood

Quoted from http://www.examiner.com

'Texas, highest criminal appeals court ...ordered a lower 
court to examine why a death row inmate's attorneys 
waited nearly 20 years before claiming a sexual affair 
between the trial judge and prosecutor tainted the case.

'Charles Dean Hood's appeal will be considered by the 
Texas Court of Criminal Appeals after the trial court 
hearing on the admitted affair.

'Allegations of the affair, an apparent open secret 20 years 
ago in Collin County legal circles, gained traction in June in 
the days before Hood was scheduled to die when a former 
assistant district attorney filed an affidavit saying it was 
"common knowledge" from at least 1987 until about 1993. 
The time frame includes Hood's trial.

'Appeals stretched late into the night June 17 when Hood, 
a convicted killer, was to receive lethal injection and the 
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a convicted killer, was to receive lethal injection and the 
Texas Department of Criminal Justice ran out of time to 
meet a midnight deadline to carry out the punishment. 
When the execution was reset for early September, the 
Austin-based appeals court stopped the punishment again, 
a day before the scheduled Sept. 10 execution, because of 
what it said were questions about jury instructions.

'Hood has maintained his innocence. He was driving 
Williamson's $70,000 Cadillac at the time of his arrest. 
Evidence against him included his fingerprints at the 
murder scene. Hood has said he had permission to drive 
the car and his fingerprints were at the house because he 
had been living there.'

Lawrence Reynolds 

The degrading preparations for an execution were delayed 
in his case. When preparations were made all over again 
to execute him. they were even more degrading. Hours 
before Lawrence Reynolds in Ohio was due to be prepared 
for execution, he was found unconscious on his cell floor 
after an apparent drug overdose. 

Reynolds "was found unconscious in his cell at 
approximately 11:30 pm last night," Julie Walburn, a 
spokeswoman for Ohio prison authorities said. 

"We are suspecting self-injurious behavior, possibly an 
attempted overdose," Walburn said. 

"At this point he is stable, in stable condition, and is 
showing signs of consciousness," she said. Ohio Governor 
Ted Strickland ordered Reynolds's execution be delayed 
for a week while he recovers. He was executed.
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