
Sympathy

Rules 13, 16, 17, 18, 19

Concerning Joseph Rudolph Wood execution in Arizona
delayed  for  appeal  -  CBS  News.  from  CBS  news.
Let me first state that there is a huge and obvious bias on
the part of CBS which can be clearly seen by the picture
they posted. Not only did they post a lie for a picture,
they showed no respect whatsoever for the victims in this
case. So as far as the news media goes, if you do not
defend  yourself,  family,  and  others  against  wrongful
death  then  the  media  will  treat  your  memory  like  so

much  feces  to  be  buried  at  the  bottom  of  the  article.  

Now onto the lie about the picture:

You will notice that they presented this person with a very poor me look on his face. And the lights
in the background reflect off of the whites of his eyes below the pupils as though they were tears. As
though he was such a poor misunderstood wretch being mistreated by the system.

And you will notice nowhere in the entire article is there a picture of the victims. They are dead and
buried.  The media could care less about  them, they are just  more fodder for  their  money making
business.

13.  Lying  about  anyone’s  actions  or  words  is  wrong,  including  lying  through  omission,
redirection, and unwarranted ignorance, and should be punished.

One can easily say that CBS or any other news media will violate Rule 13 for money. And in this case
they lied by redirection. They redirected your emotions to produce sympathy for a man who needs to be
punished under Rule 18.

So as an atheist how do I apply rules to this situation? It is really fairly easy:

16.  Excluding reasonable  unforced participatory competition and defense  of  self  or other
people  against  violence,  violence  in  any  form  against  other  people  is  wrong  and  should  be
punished.

The killer of Debra Dietz and Gene Dietz was committing violence against Debra Dietz before the
murders which was wrong and should have been punished. In our society we attempt to punish this first
by getting a restraining order to keep the person away from the one they are harming. And then if they
violate that restraining order we place them in jail and if the perpetrator does not stop then more jail
time and more jail time will eventually take him/her out of the picture. Deborah Dietz did the right
thing by beginning to set this process in motion.

17. Slavery and oppression of people either physically or psychologically is wrong and should
be punished.  The killer of Debra Dietz and Gene Dietz was attempting to physically oppress Debra
Dietz before the murders. And as a society we should punish him for that.

18.  Except  in  defense  of  self  or other people  against  physical  death,  physical  slavery,  or
physical oppression, murder (killing a person) is wrong and should be punished.

So in the case of the killer  of Debra Dietz,  and Gene Dietz  he should be punished in some way.
Although due to varying circumstances Rule 18 does not specify what the punishment should be.
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Only by deterring murders can one justify killing another person by the state. So does the death
penalty deter anything? Some people say that there is nothing that indicates that the death penalty
deters people from committing murders since most murders are committed in the heat of the moment.
And the indicator here is MOST. In the case of the killer of Debra Dietz and Gene Dietz this was not a
heat of the moment situation. He obviously had to plan it out to show up with the gun and wait for them
to come to the place where they were killed.

So with that in mind would we be violating Rule 18 if we supported the death penalty? From the
studies I have seen the death penalty comparison is usually between either short term discontinuations
of the death penalty or comparisons to other societies that do not have the death penalty. Neither one of
these methods can show that over the long term there is no benefit to the death penalty in our present
society. And my own gut feeling is that I would rather live in a society that will ensure that if someone
takes my life they will not be able to live their full life either, and their not living their full life would
satisfy Rule 18. Just as those that say the death penalty does not deter murderers I believe that they
cannot say that it does not deter ALL murders only those that are done in the heat of the moment. No
one has done a multi generational study of the American Society and whether or not the death penalty
does or does not deter murders.

Maybe someday we will have the answer to that and when that comes about a decision can be made
as to whether we should support the death penalty or not.

19. You have a right and an obligation to protect yourself, your family and others against
physical harm, slavery, oppression and death.

This Rule only applies in that it allows us to punish people and recover compensation using the state
rather than ourselves to do the punishing. Our society has accepted that many cases of revenge result in
punishments which far exceed the crime, and sometimes lead to multi-generational feuds which do
harm to society itself. And on the other foot, the victims of some crimes are incapable of ensuring
compensation and punishment for the crime committed.
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