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Death sentences shouldn’t be overturned lightly

Gavin Newsom should be
wary of handing out
blanket commutation for
those facing execution.

RESIDENT TRUMP Wwas

right to cancel plans to

livestream the execution

of Fort Hood murderer

Nidal Hasan. Carrying
out a lawful sentence should be a
solemn responsibility, never a pub-
lic spectacle. California Gov. Gavin
Newsom should exercise restraint
of his own by rejecting blanket
commutation of the state’s death
sentences.

As a society, we must respect
the gravity of justice, especially
when government exercises the
power to take alife —ortoreplacea
death sentence imposed by a jury
and judge. Both decisions demand
humility and respect for families
forever changed by murder.

One of us is an elected district
attorney; the other is a former
elected district attorney. We both
support capital punishment for
the most heinous crimes. Our ex-
perience has taught us that justice
requires both resolve and re-
straint.

We have sat with murder vic-
tims’ families, listened to their an-
guish and despair, and prepared
them for the painful road ahead.
We have warned that they would
hear horrific details of their loved
one’s murder and might see crime
scene and autopsy photographs
documenting their child’s final mo-
ments. No family should endure
such suffering.

We have promised to do every-
thing within our power to secure
justice. We have asked families to
trust a system in which evidence
would be heard, a jury would reach
its verdict, and a judge would im-
pose a lawful sentence. Above all,
we have assured them that their
loved one’s life mattered and would
never be forgotten.

That trust carries obligations
long after the verdict. Trump’s re-
versal honors an important one:
Punishment should be carried out

AST WEEK, UKrainian
forces defending their
country from Russia’s in-
vasion suddenly found
their ability to coordinate
operations disrupted. Satellite
communications used to control
UKkrainian interceptor drones de-
fending cities against Russian at-
tacks had been restricted. Ukrain-
ian military personnel reported
failed missions and lost drones. Ac-
cording to Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelensky, the restric-
tions allowed some Russian attack
drones to evade interception.

Starshield, the military satellite
communications service devel-
oped by SpaceX, has been pro-
vided to Ukraine under U.S. gov-
ernment control since late 2024.
Reuters has reported that the or-
der to restrict its capabilities that
support Ukraine came from the
White House. President Trump de-
nies ordering the restrictions. Ze-
lensky says Ukrainian tests found
that the limitations applied inside
Ukraine but not in European
Union territory, contradicting
SpaceX’s explanation that the dis-
ruption was merely a technical
problem.

There is an enormous differ-
ence between the United States de-
clining to provide additional mili-
tary assistance to a country fight-
ing for its survival and deliberately
interfering with its ability to defend
itself.

The disruption fits a broader
pattern of Trump administration
decisions that have constrained
Ukraine while offering concessions
to Russia. Earlier this month,
American officials warned Ukraine
to stop attacking Russian oil refin-
eries orrisklosing access to critical
U.S. weapons and intelligence.
Those strikes have damaged Rus-
sia’s ability to sustain its war.

Just weeks after signing biparti-
san legislation intended to tighten
U.S. sanctions on Russia, Trump
reached an agreement with Rus-
sian President Vladimir Putin to
ease restrictions on Russian diesel
exports. Then, on Friday, Trump
waived major provisions of the
same new sanctions law, declaring
that doing so served the national
interest. The administrationis also
pressing European allies to resume
buying Russian natural gas as part
of aprospective peace agreement.
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NEWSOM'’S 2019 execution moratorium stated it would not release anyone nor alter any sentence.

with dignity.

Hasan murdered 13 people and
wounded 32 others in 2009. His
crimes warrant the gravest ac-
countability. They never justified
turning his death into entertain-
ment. Transparency requiresinde-
pendent observation, accurate re-
porting and public scrutiny. It does
not require distributing footage of
aperson’sdeath to a worldwide au-
dience, where it can be replayed,
manipulated and circulated indefi-
nitely.

Canceling the broadcast leaves
the death sentence intact. It dem-
onstrates that supporting capital
punishment and rejecting specta-
cle are entirely consistent. The
Fort Hood victims deserve to be re-
membered for their lives, rather
than through images of their mur-
derer’s final moments.

In California, Newsom faces a
different decision: whether to com-
mute the death sentences of the
state’s condemned prisoners. Each
arose from an individual case, with

distinct evidence, victims and legal
history. Juries heard the evidence;
judges imposed sentences subject
to judicial review. Blanket commu-
tation — occasionally exercised by
outgoing governors, such as Illi-
nois’ George Ryan in 2003 and
North Carolina’s Roy Cooper in
2024 — substitutes an individual
executive’s stance for those indi-
vidual judgments.

California voters have repeat-
edly chosen to retain capital puni-
shment.

They rejected repeal in 2012
through Proposition 34 and again
in 2016 through Proposition 62. In
that same 2016 election, they ap-
proved Proposition 66 to reduce
delays in death penalty appeals
and carry out lawful sentences.
Blanket commutation would re-
place the judgments of juries and
judges with one governor’s opinion
and disregard voters’ repeated de-
cision to retain the death penalty
for the most heinous crimes.

Consider 8-year-old Michael

Lyons, who disappeared after
school in Yuba City in 1996. Robert
Boyd Rhoades sexually assaulted,
tortured and murdered him. A jury
returned a death verdict, affirmed
by the California Supreme Courtin
2019.

Or consider 12-year-old Polly
Klaas, abducted at knifepoint from
a slumber party in 1993 and mur-
dered by Richard Allen Davis. A
jury returned a death verdict; the
trial judge declined to reduce the
penalty, and the California
Supreme Court affirmed. Blanket
commutation would replace that
judgment because the governor
opposes the death penalty, rather
than Dbecause he identified
grounds for mercy particular to
Polly’s case.

Clemency is a legitimate consti-
tutional power. It can correct injus-
tice or recognize circumstances
warranting mercy. Credible claims
of wrongful conviction and other
grounds for relief deserve serious
consideration. But the authority to

grant clemency carries a responsi-
bility to exercise it wisely and justly.
That requires examining each case
on its merits, not treating hun-
dreds of distinct judgments alike.
How dowe explain otherwise tothe
families we asked to trust the sys-
tem?

Newsom’s 2019 execution mora-
torium expressly stated that it
would neither release anyone nor
alter any sentence. Blanket com-
mutation would abandon the sec-
ond assurance. And families also
deserve candor about what “life
without parole” means. Newsom’s
parole board has created a path-
way toward possible release for eli-
gible prisoners serving that sen-
tence. Although its current rules
exclude prisoners who have al-
ready received a commutation,
they can seek further clemency
from a governor. For families, that
uncertainty means more anguish:
another hearing, another account
of their loved one’s murder, anoth-
er plea for accountability. Will they
be forced to fight this battle again?

Victims’ families do not all
agree about capital punishment.
Some support clemency; others
oppose it. Their voices deserve to
be heard as individuals. Their
losses should never become mate-
rial for an execution broadcast or
be brushed aside in pursuit of a po-
litical legacy.

The president’s decision does
not settle the debate over capital
punishment. It does show that
public officials can reconsider how
they exercise extraordinary power.
Newsom should do the same be-
fore making an irreversible deci-
sion across hundreds of cases.

Justice requires resolve to hold
murderers accountable and re-
straint in exercising power. Trump
has abandoned the spectacle.
Newsom should abandon blanket
commutation and give each case,
and each family, the individual
consideration they deserve.

VERN PIERSON is the elected
district attorney of E1 Dorado
County. ANNE MARIE SCHUBERT
was a Sacramento County district
attorney and is president and CEO
ofthe Criminal Justice Legal
Foundation.
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Trump is making Putin’s war easier

Putin’s envoy welcomed the
sanctions relief, even as the Rus-
sian president reaffirmed his terri-
torial ambitions and his forces con-
tinued attacking Ukrainian cities
and power facilities.

Since returning to office,
Trump has shown open hostility to
Zelensky, questioning his legiti-
macy as president and publicly
suggesting Ukraine should replace
him. Trump has repeatedly por-
trayed the leader of the invaded
country, rather than the invading
dictator, as the obstacle to peace.

Putin has spent more than two
decades consolidating authoritari-
an rule and presiding over elec-
tions that offer Russians no mean-
ingful opportunity to remove him
from power. His opponents have
been imprisoned, driven into exile
or killed. In 2022, Putin launched a
full-scale invasion of Ukraine in-
tending to subjugate an independ-
ent nation. Russian forces have
since destroyed UKkrainian cities,
massacred civilians and forcibly
deported children.

The people of Ukraine are fight-
ing to keep Putin’s regime from de-
ciding their future. Ukraineisnot a
perfect democracy, and Zelensky is
not beyond criticism. But the right
to choose their own government
belongs to Ukrainians, not to the
Russian president.

UKkrainians are doing the fight-
ing themselves, paying for their in-
dependence with their own lives.
They are not asking American sol-
diers to fight their war. They are
asking for the means to defend
their country.

Americans can reasonably dis-
agree about how much assistance
we should provide Ukraine and
what a negotiated settlement
might look like. But repeatedly
constraining Ukraine while reliev-
ing pressure on Russia is some-
thing altogether different.

For 250 years, Americans have
insisted that people have the right
to govern themselves rather than
submit to a distant ruler. Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine challenges
that principle and the prohibition

against territorial conquest that
the U.S. helped make central to the
international order after World
WarII.

There is also a compelling
American strategic interest in
Ukraine’s survival. For more than
four years, Ukrainian forces have
inflicted enormous losses on Rus-
sia’s military without American
troops entering the fight. Support-
ing that resistance has weakened a
major American adversary while
helping defend the security of our
European allies. In Ukraine, our
national interests and professed
principles point in the same direc-
tion.

Russia understands that calcu-
lation. According to U.S. intelli-
gence reporting, Russia has pro-
vided Iran with information useful
for targeting American forces in a
war Trump himselflaunched. Mos-
cow is helping Tehran attack and
degrade U.S. military power with-
out risking Russian troops in a di-
rect confrontation. It is the same
strategic logic that makes Ameri-
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can assistance to Ukraine so valu-
able: weaken an adversary by help-
ing another country fight it. Yet
Trump has publicly dismissed re-
ports of Russian assistance while
offering Moscow economic relief.

Trump says he doesn’t want to
drive Russia “away from the bar-
gaining table.” Yet his concessions
to Moscow have done little to bring
the war to an end. These are delib-
erate choices he is making, not un-
avoidable compromises forced up-
on him by circumstances.

Putin is trying to conquer a sov-
ereign nation and impose his will
on its people. Ukrainians have
spent more than four years fight-
ing to prevent him from succeed-
ing.

It is incomprehensible why the
president of the United States
would make Putin’s task easier.
And it is indefensible that he keeps
doingit.

JoN DurFyis aretired naval
officer. He writes about leadership
and democracy.



