Subject: Capital Punishment Views??
Posted by IRON FART on Sun, 30 Jan 2005 03:37:56 GMT
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Its called disabling someone. If someone holds a gun to your head, you hit their hand or gun to
point in a safe direction then pry the gun off them, dispose of it, or use it against them You don't
neccessarily have to shoot them.

If you do shoot someone, however, you don't have to shoot to kill. Police learn to aim for non-vital,
but disabling parts of the body to shoot.

If someone attacks me with their bare fists, knife, gun whatever, | get the better of them so they
can't harm me in any way, I'm NOT going to proceed and beat the shit out of them untill they die.

Quote:After not playing football for a year i got alota pent up rage anyway, it would be great to
take it out on a murderer. The thing about football is, when you produce that much adrenaline and
beat the shit out of someone every day of the year, going cold turkey is tough.

If it costs less than a dollar to kill an attacker, it costs less not to kill him. If you defend youself
against an attacker, but proceed to kill him, then that could be deemed as "overkill" (non legal
term btw). You could be liable for that.

The idea is to send people to prison and rehabilitate them. Not just kill them on the spot. Thats
why prisons have libraries, teachers, and thats why you can learn a trade if you are in prison long
enough so when you are released, you won't resort to crime.

Page 1 of 1 ---- Generated from Command and Conquer: Renegade Official Foruns


http://renegadeforums.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=1513
http://renegadeforums.com/index.php?t=rview&th=13555&goto=135021#msg_135021
http://renegadeforums.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=135021
http://renegadeforums.com/index.php

