CANADA LAW JCURNAL,

any way impairing the efficiency of such {ribunals. We woyld
sugpest as a remedy the adoption of standard penalties for eaql
of the offences usually dealt with ut P~i.7 or Quarter Sessiony,
Police Courts, and cther courts of similar jurisdietion. Sueh
standard penalties would serve us guides to the Dench i
deciding Crown cases, aud should, in normal circumstances,
form the basis of their judgments. In proporticn as the ein
cumstances varied from the normal and tended eitker to aggra.
vate or partially to excuse the offence, so would the punishment
inflicted be greater or less than the theoretieal standard.

The objection may be raised that no crime is normal, and
therefore that no standard penalty, implying a general average
of guilt, is possible. This is doubtlese true so far as the graver
erimes, such as manslaughter. burglary, arson, and many others,
are concerned ; but the writer maintains that this argument does
not apply to such minor offences as form the routine work of
Petty Sessions or Police Courts. We hope, in due vourse. to be
able to convince our readers of the real need for greater uni-
formity in the prac.ice of courts of a siinilar jurisdietion. It
ought not to be possible that an offender hrought before one
court should receive a trifling penalty, whereas, his convietion
for the same offence, by ancther court of co-ordinate authority,
would result in comparatively severe punishment. Ineonsisten.
cies of this kind should be impossible, but they are, nevertheles,
of everyday occurrence. The impression vroduced upon the
minds of those who study the Police Reports must be one of un-
certainty. Yet, surely, certainty is an essential attribute of
true justice,

The gaol-bird, when convicted, still stands a ‘‘sporting
chance’’ of a light sentence; and, as a race, we arc supposed
to be lovers of sport of all kinds. It is more than questionable,
however, whether these ‘‘sporting chances’’ are conducive to
the moral improvement of such persons. Under present condi-
tions it is not uncommon to hear it asserted that one magistrate
is unduly severe in his atiitude to certain offences, while another
is charged with excessive leniency. In order absolutely to pre
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