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case . . -
of of.repeated offences, it comes to be limited solely by the length of the term

Prisonment awarded to inveterate offenders.

€ second object of punishment, as above stated, is retribution. It is quite

Pele Unless

t S to urge that this element should not be taken into account.
eseslre for vengeance is in some way g}‘atiﬁed by the .law, th.e m)ure@ party
tterthe law into his own hands. Besides, if just‘ice is retributive, it has a
tion, deterrent effect. It stands in 2 sort of way in the Place of compensa-
: object The prisoner pays with his bod?'. But, f'or practical purposes, thl?
eve Need not be kept so clearly in view by the judge as the first ob]ectl(])
‘ ev€:t§on of further crime. A punishment _which is spfﬁclent to secure t“e
finjuredtlon of further crime is generally sufficient to satisfy the party actually
lf e third and last object of punishment is the reformation of the criminal.
Or PUnishment is sufficient to prevent a criminal, either by its deterrent effect
thatyismain force during its continuance, fr(?m the furthel.' commission of c.rm‘;f,
tog the utmost extent of reformation Wlth‘ which punlshrr?ent has practica }tf
1 t ;h It cannot be altogether lost sight of in inflicting punishment, because 1
tiog . at extent involved in the first object of pumsh_ment{ namel.y,
but 3, , C"'me. But a real reformation consists not only in ceasing vil
Cp learning to do good. And it is plain that the teachm.g of how to do ggo
bayg Carcely be accomplished within the same period that will suffice for the first
2 the lesson, namely, as to ceasing t0 do evil. -
Over the debate in the House of LoffiS, Lord Herschell at first asked the
Sig ’lment_ whether they would cause 1nquiry to be made b_\.z Royal Con(ljm;ls-
Prip..~OMmittee, or otherwise, into. our present system of punishments and the

n i . . . :
N lples which should guide its administration, and whether 1t was possible to

dipy
tuallnISh the unequal incidence of PuniShments and to render them more effec-
essed a hope that the

Q°V;z t the conclusion of the debate he merely expresse o ir

Wag Mment would give the matter early attention, and that if no other nquiry

fa\m:ln ade thap that by themselves, they would, before proposing 2oy legislation,
r

“’here the House with returns or statistics as to the results of light sentences
t

the preven-
to do evil,

hey had been tried. .
wOuld "d COleridge thought that the establishment of a

A ave a most ful effect in promoting greate
Y powertul effect in p : ! .
*ady course of decisions by such a court, disregarding as 1t would all

oy i
bel;::lonal feelings which tended to warp_the judgment, would certainly, he
the “ed, have that effect, for those who inflicted sentences would know that
%1“& “ere subject to revision. But if there was to be a Court of App(f.al it must
Rage the power, not only of reducing punishment, but also of lmzx.'ea.m'n%
Puy; Uate sentences. He did not desire that the Court ?hmﬂd 51.m}11)ty 1m1m:.i
Teng oment; he desired to make it useful in accordance with the righteots SERH
e com ity. ituti
C°u ere‘may b:,l :Zttg deference, room for doubt whether the cqnstltutlon of. a
‘ eﬂn‘ilit()f Criminal Appeal would not do more harm than good In regartlidt;)l ve
of sentences. As a rule the criminal classes are poor and would have

Court of Criminal Appeal
r uniformity of sentences.



