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Ovr CRIMINAL TREATMENT AXD PRIsON PUNISBMENTE

i
t

ue that corporal punishment with a rod, |
or thin stick, up to thirty strokes, and |
punishment on laths, under certain res- :
trictions, can only be applied after mature
censideration and deliberation of thes:
functionaries. On referring to the defini-
tion of the word functionaries, they
appear to be officials under the rank of :
guvernor.

It is right to add that M. D’Alinge
stateg that in hiz own prison (Zuichar)
this punishment bad not been used for
ten years.

Lut this is not the question ; forin cur
own prisons I have known large estab-
lishments conducied for secveral years
without having to resort to corporal
punishment. The question is as tv the
retention of the power of inflicticn.
Now M. D'Alinge 1z the gentlemar who
bas protested in the Tance very energetic-
ally but very courteously, against what
bhe calls the barbarism of our nunish-
ments ; 1 submit, thecefore, that I am
justified ir assuming that he cann~t be
aware that corporal purishment is with
us not dependent upon the deliberation
of the prison functionaries, but is sur.
rounded with highly responsible safe-
guards.

This meeting will agree with me, that
the power is only used by the visiting
yustices in extreme cases, in which all
other punishments, from 2xperience, would
fail, and for acts endangering the hves
and limbs of their officers and fellow
prisoners. Morcover, it should be koown
that the shower-bath, the collar, the strap-
ping-chair, and other pu:.ishments of this
¢lass in use elsewhere, would not be tol-
erated in this country. Our ordinary
punishments are restricted t privation
of privileges, reduction of diet, and =oli-
tude for limited periods inlight and dark
cells. Trons are occasionally used, under
the strictest regulations, in cases where it
18 imperative to prevent serious mischief
by precaution.

A reference to tlee actual inflictions of
corporai punishment in England will, T ¢
think, amply show that this punmshment
is only resorted to in the mos! exceptional |
cases. I observe that in Birmingham,
with a prison population of 3742 in 1870,
there was no corporal punishment. In
‘Worcester, with 1742, there was no in-
stance of ita exercise, and in Gloucester
there were only two instances in a prison

population of 2086. In other gaols (ex.
cepting in cases in which great turbulence
existed) the corporal punishments have
been but few. I am very far from bei
an advocate of corporal punishment, but,
after long experience, I believe the reten-
tion of the power, exercised only in very
exceptional cases,1s the means of prevent.
ing far worse evils.

Now, I pass to the subject of Penal
Labour, which also appears to have been
very imperfootly underste-d. It must
have been the impressisi ol those who
spoke against it, that in England we ad.
voeate penal labonr o the bitter end, apd
this was apjarent from the observations

"made by M. Stevens, of Belgium, and

scane others. M. Stevens remarked, that
if an indisposition to labour was implant-

~ed in prison, the prisoner, on release,

would avoid labour: and this was his
ohjection to penal labour,  This observa
tion was assuredly true, but it does not
apply to cur prison system. In England,
we, ahove all things, desire by our sys-
tem to implant a liking for industrial
emplovments-in the mind of the criminal
hetore his release, and therefore we asso-
ciate it in bis thoushts as a privilege to
he earned, and not as a punishment,
The punishments we leave to be associated
with penal labeur, believing that the
criminal’s dislike to it may possibly pre-
vent his returning to prison, but ¢an in
no way make him dislike the industrial
employments to which he has attained by
goed condurt in prison, and which he
should endeavour 1o follow on his release.

It will be seen that “ Penal Labonr”
iz thus utilized as a lever Lo industrial
employment—it serves to d +ter, and thus
proves exemplary to others—it serves to
amend, because it is the stage of suffering
held to he necessary by the highest author-
ities in all reformatory treatment.

I have always argued, ard practical
expetience has convinced me that 1 am
right, that with such a molive power

Jjudiciously ntilized, even greater results

from the industry of the prizoners may
be expected to accrue than from an equal
number employed from the beginning of

' their sentences in industnal oceupations.

Every experienced governor of a prison
will realize the importance of chtaining
the co-operation of the prisoner in his
work, and the advantage of motive power.
If my view be true, and my own experi-




