por—

Attachment B

Testrmony in Support of Senate Bill 19-182 LT
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The death penalty is often charactenzed as the best means to prowde closure and achreve
Justlce for the co- wct:ms of homrade famlly and close frlends However, therei is good
ewdence that it falls mlserably in thIS regard Furthermore by permlttlng the state sanctloned
killing of human bemgs, the death penalty undermmes the state s greater goal to afﬁrm the
inherent dlgnlty and lnahenable nght to life of every mdrvrdual human, regardless of thelr age,
sex, sexual orlentat|on, race, ethnlaty, cognltlve/physwal abllltles physu:al/mental |llness,
fmancral status or beha\nor When the state promotes a phllosophy that allows j junes to decide
who should llve and who should dle, |t mevrtably Ieads to a culture that devalues human Ilfe It
is exactly that kind of culture that leads to more mterpersonal violence and hom|crde

The'nétion thatkilling a-perpetrator of horiiicide leads to “closure” for family and friends has
been promoted by media and the criminal justice system. However, studies on thosé who are
co-victims of homicidé and Homiicide survivorshipexperts do'riat'support the concept of closure
for homicide survivors.-2-Anxiety, depréssion,'and PTSD are common among family co-victims
and the grieving process can be-prolonged by the length and inténsity of a'capital miurdér i
prosecution.? Co-victims of homicide often have problems with family interactions, academic
performanté; socialization; ard employmént.3Rather thian provide closurg, death penalty
prosecutions may aggravate the grieving process and re-traumatize co-victims.**The'excessive
money spent on capltal cases could be better spent on victim advocate/a55|stance programs
and: counselmg St e o v g -
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The |dea that justice is consrstently served:by the deathgpenalty has also been debunked by
multiple studies. There have been-164,death penalty exonerations since 1973 in the US.> This
suggests that for every 10 completed executions, one person has been found innocent__...,There
is extensive evidence that black defendants are treated more punitively in capital cases than
white defendants.® However, the best predictor, of a death penalty is.not.the_.,characteristics of
the crime.or population demographics, but rather the number.of prior, death penalty .
conV|ct|ons/execut|ons in the county,” People1WIth mentaliiliness®1?, intellectual disability??,
and without emotional involvement at trial, all face disparate treatment in capital trials.
These and numerous otherstudies in the past two decades have highlighted the flawed, .
prejudicial, and arbitrary imposition of the death penalty. ; -..
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The death penalty does not provide “closure” or ensure justice is served. It doesn’t even
provide deterrence.!? if anything, it leads to disrespect for human life and undermines our goals
of a non-viclent society. Please vote yes on SB 19-182.

Thomas J. Perille MD FACP FHM
Democrats for Life of Colorado
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