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My name is Gregg Pompei. | don’t represent any group. |don’t have a relative who was the victim of a
viclent crime. | am strictly a private citizen from Bristol, Connecticut. -

I don’t believe the death penalty should be repealed. In fact, where the facts of the case are undisputed
and there is no doubt regarding guilt, | think it should be streamlined.

| wish to discuss three important purposes the death penalty serves.

Incapacitation

First, it incapacitates. A person who is alive in prison has the potential to cause additional severe harm
to society. He could return to the general community and perform further violent acts through a
number of ways:

1) escape

2) parole {possibly granted notwithstanding stated ineligibility for such at sentencing)

3) administrative legislative action {e.g. due to crowding)

4) pardon (as in the recent case of former Missouri governor Haley Barbour, who pardoned four
depraved murderers}

5) later judicial or legislative elimination of life in prison without parole penalty

Even while In custody, a person still alive in prison, particularly one with no expected possibility of
release, has little incentive to refrain from violent acts against prison staff, especially in the course of an
escape attempt.

Deterrence

Secondly, | believe it acts as a deterrent. A punishment is most effective in preventing undesirable
behavior when it is swift, severe, and certain. This simple behavioral principal is universal. It works with
adults and children, with people of all intelligence levels, and even with animals. In its current form, it’s
currently the perception, correctly, that in Connecticut, even if a person is sentenced to death the
sentence will not be carried out. As a result, the deterrent effect is horribly attenuated.

We don’t want people to “make a mistake” and spend years reforming and redeeming themselves and
apologizing to victims’ families. We want them to not kill to begin with. We want society as a whole to
know that a person who commits a capital act will be put to death. | want to emphasize that, for the
acts for which the death penalty can be imposed in Connecticut, premeditation is required. For these
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acts it is a choice. (Acts performed under influence of drugs or alcohol should still be considered as
deliberate when it was on the actor’s own volition that the drugs or alcohol were ingested.) So we
especially want someone who is deciding whether or not to intentionally take another’s life, to know
that if he makes the choice to follow through with that act he will face the severe consequence of death.

With swiftness.
And with certainty.

As part of the severity of the punishment is how the perpetrator's execution may his foved ones. The
existence of dependent family should not be a mitigating factor. The person considering commission of
a capital act should consider how his crime and subsequent execution will affect his family before
committing the act. He should know that his beloved son or daughter will permanently lose a parental
relationship when he is executed,

With crimes in general, repentance of a criminal may be helpful to assuage harm a victim has suffered.
With the case of a homicide, however, it does not resurrect the deceased. We want the killing to not
take place to begin with. Since the damage of the crime is unsurpassable and irreparable the
punishment meted out to someone who has perfermed such an act must be equally as extreme, which
leads into the last purpose of the death penalty....

Retribution

Last is retribution. A person who causes harm should have to pay back to soclety at least the amount of
harm he caused. When a person commits a capital murder he has taken a life. The victim will never
again be able to enjoy the company of others. The victim will never be able to socialize with family or
friends. The same should be exacted on the perpetrator, A life-term prisoner can still read, look out
the window, meditate, exercise, write, take a nap, and socialize with others {albeit restrictedly). The
deliberate killer and those close to him should be irrevocably denied all the same enjoyments of life that
the victim and his loved ones are forever denied because of the perpetrator’'s depraved actions.

These are reasons why |, as a citizen of Connecticut, request that in the long term the death penalty be
expedited, and with regard to the immediate matter at hand, that S.B. 280 be rejected,

Thank you.
Gregg Pompei
Bristol, Connecticut
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