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~of re1peated offences, it cornes to be limited solely by tbe length of the term

'MPrlsonment awarded to inveterate offenders.

h The second objeet of punisbment, as above stated, is retribution. It is quite

tehes to, urge that this elernent sbould flot be taken into account. Unless

:hkedJ for vengeance is in some way gratified by the law, the injured party

btstela'Lw into bis own hands. I3esides, if justice is retributive, it bas a

tj 0  deterrent effect. Lt stands in a sdrt of way in the place of compensa-

~ibe~~Tbeprisoner pays with his bodN. But, for practical purposes, this

~rnieed flot be kept so clearly ~nview by the judge as the first object of

'nof further crime. A puihetwibi sufficient to secure the

~ltd ion of furtber crime is generally sufficient to satisfy the party actually

eh third and last object of punisbrnt is tbe reformatiofi of tbe criminal.

rir' 'nsrnn is sufficient to prevent a criminal, eitber bv its deterrent effect

th b R n force duigits continuance, ro the furtber comsinof crime,

t 0 d the utmnost extent of reformatiofi Nitb wbicb punisbment has practicallY

40* t It cannot be altogether lost sigbt of in inflicting punisbment, eauei

a 01 f't extent involved in the first object of punishment, namely, the preven-

bu .f crime. But a real reformat ion consists not only inl ceasiflg to do evil,

Zn earning to do good. And it is plain that tbe teacbing of how to do good

ha.lf scaceY be accomplisbed witbin the same period that will suffice for tbe first

Ofthe lesson, namely, as to ceasing to do evil.
ln the debate in the House of Lords, Lord Hersche 1 at first asked the
ýirr1. en .whetber tbey would cause inquiry to be made by Royal Commis-

Orif ._ln-iittee, or otberwise, into. our presen .t system of punishmeflts and the

ditn'PIes wbicb sbould guide its administration, and wbether it was possible to

tuallsbth uneq ual incidence of punisbments and to render tbem more effec-

%A''ýt the conclusion of the debate be merely expressed a hope that tbe

S~'ent would give the matter early attention, and that if no otber inqulry

fq nde thnta yteslete ol, before proposiflg any legislatiofi,

,Wh O'er Hu with returns or statistics as to the results of light sentences
"ethey had been tried.

ýVJuî Coleridge tbought tbat the etbih ntof a Court of Crimnifal Appeal

a4,, ve a most powerful effect in promnoting greater uiomtofsentences.

1%jdy course of decisions by sucb a court, dseadn si ol l

Onlfeelings whicb tended to warp tbe judgment, would certainly, he

th eved, have that effect, for those mwbO inflicted sentences would know that
tyWereSbecBuwa ahe ujc to revision. Btif there wsto be aCourt of Appeal it must

i44 h POWer, flot only of reduciflg punishmente but also of increasing

IeIri qate sentences. He did not desire that the Court should simply diminish

~'S'net.he desired to make it useful in accordance with the rigbteous senti-

oitf the community.
treiuti be, wihdfeecrn for doubt whether the constitution of a

qal Criminai, Appeal would not do more harm than good in regard to in-

y fsentences. As a rule the criniflal classes are poor, and would have


