. s S wv a0oLeTE thg
punishment is to be found, e
.§ 6. THEORIES oF PuNIsHMENT —T
’(;‘nes of the aims of punishment
hese are generall . ,
rent), tl b Y known as the Preventiye
I 1t), the educalive (or reformative) and t (
tive theories. According to the ﬁr,st Vi e by
o‘fi_.‘_gymshment is to deter others from o the g
lar off : . Committing o,
ar offences. It is expressed in the familiay d.gsum,
the judge—‘“ You are not punished for stealinzc@m of
but in order that sheep may not be stolen "’g;hee’
were the sole object of punishment, it see o i
that. with th | ’ MS probapje
that, with the development of the mora] consciougpe
1t would speedily be abolished : for it could scarcelys;'
regarded as just to inflict pain on one man mere; :
| = ty for
the benefit of others. It would involve treating a may
as a fhing, as a mere means, notan end in himself
The second view is that the aim of punishment is to
educate or reform the offender himself, This appears
to be the view that is most commonly taken at the
present time;* because it is the one which seems to
fit in best with the humanitarian sentiments of the
age. It is evident that this theory could hardly be

used to justify the penalty of death; and many other

Or dete,,

1 Though perhaps it is most often held in conjuncﬁon Wlﬂ‘ﬂ’e
preceding view (the deterrent). W i
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forms of punishment also woylq have
from this I)Oi!lt of view gg i”effcctive ereg‘“’ded :
probable that in many instancesg king 1.

have a better effect thap Punishmep.
is that the aim of Punishment ig to a1
to return on his own head,’; . t;) Male 1
that the evil consequences of his act‘ e it
cvils to others, but evils in whie . 1o Merely
volved. * This is the view of punis

pears to accord best ity the orjy;

g of pyn:
among carly peoples : byt ip lntc: ti y Pubishment

in Christian countrics, there has been

/
e w3 i 4 tende;
toreject it in favour of One or other of the tn(%/ency
' . . wWo pre-
ceding theorics, because jt seems /
O Test ON  the

unchristian passion of fevenge. In g object;
pad L™
however, there seems to e 2 misunderstg Jection,

account of the feeling of personal maley
is involved in it. But retribution inflicfea by a court
of justice need not involve any such ,fc/:cling. 'Suéh .a'.'.
court simply accords to a map what he hag earned,
lle has done evil, and it is reasonable that the eyi]
should return upon himself as the wages of his sin—
the negative value which he has produced. Indeed
there would in a sense be an inner sclf-contradiction
any society which abstained from inflicting pun-
ishment upon the guilty. Suppose a society had a
o against stcaling and yet allowed a thief who

"5 unable to make restitution to escape scot-free.

{]]‘”T A emphatic statement-of this vicw: s::c C:lrlylc'_sf Lj«;if:‘:[
t)._r,t"]’,tmf‘f!fr'f.\', No. 2. Sce also Adam Sunlhs.}'f;;;!;{ .?Smdic's
‘;.’ Mhimenf Part 11, secl. I, chap. iv., nofe, Bradley's Ll 7.

; : . . chap. ii
L and Dihring’s Cursus der Philosophic, sect IV, ¢ | P
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nize in the sane man also a certain part of ¢,
which he is not entircly responsible, Ignomn ¢
cuses much, unless the ignorance is itself o, ]cc x.
o, L] . N ]
Any condition in which a man is not fully | Pably,

: 4 oq ogs nﬂs
himself removes his responsibility, except il ter

» Clp, W

drunkenness—he can be blamed for the i ditioas in

. ' . ° . n .

X which heis. When an act is done Impulsively .1 in
a man has not the same full responsibility aspe }’hsi’o'

d8 Ior

a deliberate action; except in so far as he is to

blamed for having habitually lived in a Univerge :

which impulsive acts are possible.! E;

§ 8. Remorse.—When an cvil deed has been opg

and when the wickedness of it has been brought homé

to the actor, it is accompanicd by what is known o

i the pain of conscience. This pain arises from fhe
11! sense of discord between our deeds and our idegls,
It is proportioned, thercfore, not to the cnormity of
il our sins, but to the degree of discrepancy between
; these and our moral aspirations. In the ““hardencd

o| sinner " it is scarcely felt at all, because he has habitu.
b ated himself to live within a universe with whose
‘.‘ Y . . . .,
ideals his acts arc in perfect harmony. Itis onlyin

the rare moments in which he becomes aware of the
larger universe beyond, that he is made conscious of
any pang. On the other hand, in a sensitive moral
nature, habituated to the higher universe of moral
‘ purpose, an evil deed is not mercly accompanicd by a
4 g pang of conscience, but, if it is an evil of any con-
siderable maghitudc, by a recurrent and pcrsislu}t
sense of having fallen from onc’s proper level. This
persistent fecling of degradation is known as remors
Inits deepest form, it is not merely a gricf for parl-

10n this whole subject. see Aristotle’s Efhics, Book 111, chap: ¥

13
:
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. highest law, and that ong'’
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] MORAL PATIIOLogy.
§9

ar acts but a sense of degr
cuie

adation i giar
«al character—a sense t}
moie

at one hag offendeq -

$ whole
need of regeneration,  The 16t e

.l literature, is, Isupposc, th
psalm: ‘“ Against thee, thee
done this evil in thy sight, . |

in iniquity, and in sip did n
etc.

$9. REFORMATION, —The natural effect of remorse ! jg
tolead to a reformatjop of character, Thjs effect may
be prevented by ¢ s’tifling the conscience,” 7 . by per-

sistently \'vithdra\ving our attention from the higher
moral universe ang endeavouring to habituate our-
selves to a life ip a lower one. This endeavour may
easily e Successful, There is nothing inevitable
about t))e higher point of view. Facilis descen:s‘us
Averni, ~ Byt if we do not thus abstract our attention
from t)e voice of conscicnce, the natural result.is that
"We make an cffort to regain the level from wluch. we
ave fallen, to bring our own ncti?lls once more into
Accordance with the ideals of‘ wlnchvulrc; fn(r)c;ri?}?;;;
his rise olign roqujread Certamfrigﬁ?r:rsion like that
Nature, 1t requires a procesi Oed Such a process is
to which w‘e‘hnve already Te ;l:r . }'mve ifeidironolcd
brought out in the Psalm whic

ature s jp
Xpression g

at containeq ;,
only, have I g,

Behold, Iw
1Y mother concejy

f this iy
) éhc 5Ist
med, an(

1 Qﬂ'“ﬂ wevemsbnre Int
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436 ETHICS.  [BK. 117, ¢ .

“Purge me with hyssop, and I shall be cJe,,
Create in me a clean heart.” What is here ﬁguR;ﬁ' ‘L
referred to is the process of habituating ourselye ‘t’el
higher universe, involving a transformatio of ga
whole nature. When such a transformation js cffecte:r
it becomes almost impossible to act upon the 10%;
level. Our habits of action become adjusted the
ideal within us, and go on almost without ap effort,
The will becomes to some extent ‘“holy.” Ingee
some religious enthusiasts have even thought fhy
such a process of ‘‘ sanctification” may go so far as t
make sin an impossibility.* But this is an exaggers.
tion; ‘‘for virtue,” as Hamlet says, “‘ cannot so ij.
oculate our old stock but we shall relish of it.” What
actually is possible is that we should definitely identify
pur wills with the highest point of view, and habituate
ourselves by degrees to action that 1s in. accordance
with this. In this way we may asymptotically ap-
proximate to a state of perfect holiness of will.

§ 10. Forciveness.—The place of punishment has
been indicated as the recoil of guilt upon the offender,
thereby asserting the majesty of law, and leading on,
through this, to repentance and reformation. In ‘thfs i;
way ‘““‘the wheel comes full circle”: the crime s
wiped out—i e its essential nullity is exhibited—
within the universe occupicd by the criminal It
is possible, however, that this revolution may be |
effected without the intervention of punishment. T.hre
guilt may be brought home to the mind, not by i
working of it out within the uni@tse in which ‘th as

1t Fi et e “ Whosoever i‘sﬂrﬁ;W of
God dath ntcomisin s o s reainets n im0 |
cannot sin, because he is born of God.” VR
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qriscn, but by rising to a higher universe. Education,
{or instance, may bring about this result. Modern
pumanitarian sentiment leads us, as far as possible, to
seck to deal with criminals—especially young criminals
_in this way, rather than by way of punishment
Where this is possible, the offence can be forgiven, be-

no longer exists at the higher point of view.

ed, however, that to say this is
account of

causc it
[t must be remcmber .
not to deny the validity of the preceding

. I
punishment. Qn far we have been look-

— .
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