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Punishment - What For?
Why does society take it upon itself to hang and

electrocute and whip and imprison and fine? Surely
not for the fun of witnessing suffering, like Nero.

A little insight into the fundamental reasons may
add to respect for law and add to the efficiency of
punishment.

Do we punish a man to “expiate” his crime, and
thus restore the ethical balance of the universe? Ex-
piation cannot restore the life of the slain or the prop-
erty of the victimized. Expiation cannot change the
past and make different anything that has happened.
Expiation is a matter between man and his God. Who
is there among us who has been appointed vicegerent
of God to attend to this matter of expiation?

Does society punish for retribution. The object
of retribution is to cause suffering without reference
to the future. Isn’t there enough suffering in the world
without adding to the same? Meeting violence with
violence without regard to future well-being will not
get us anywhere.

Is mere deterrence the prime object of punish-
ment? It is known that people are more addicted to
petty crimes than to burglary and murder. If more
deterrence was the sole purpose of punishment, why
not punish the more common crimes, which are fre-
quent, more severely than major crimes, which are
rare. Then, what would be the use of punishing in-
corrigibles who will not be deterred? If deterrence
was the motive, the incorrigibility would be a defense
against an indictment. If deterrence was the purpose,
then why not punish a man for attempted murder as
severely as for succesful murder. If mere deterrence
was the object, why not punish the children of crim-
inals and the children of the slums who have com-
mitted no crime but who have a natural inclination in
that direction?

Do we punish a man to reform him? If so, why
wait until he has committed a crime before bringing
him to the bar of justice? Why not arrest and punish
him merely because he has a bad character—merely
because he is “onery?” Why not lock up the morally
defective without regard to their bad acts? The man
on his way to the gallows is always penitent; then
why hang him after he has already reformed? What
would be the use of punishing the incorrigible crim-
inal who cannot be reformed?

Expiation, retribution, deterrence and reformation,
per se, are of no concern to organized society. Society
has nothing to do with the acts of the individual ex-
cept where society is concerned. People organize
themselves into society for mutual protection. It is
necessary in order to enable its members to conserve
their own happiness, to preserve order and to make
helpful intercourse possible. What a man thinks is of
no concern of society. But society must protect its
individuals in order to protect and conserve itself.
Further than that society has no warrant to go.

So, when the liquor traffic declares that it will
continue, law or no law, that it will not obey the re-
strictions or prohibitions of society, there is not only
a casus belli but an actual declaration of war. The
traffic has thrown dewn the gauntlet and entered

upon its belligerent campaign. Society must fight or
surrender. Organized society must win and govern or
lose and be governed by the liquor traffic.

It is a matter of life and death with the traffic, as
well as for society.

Kuo-Chih-Lao-Shu-Ch’i-Chiao-ta
The above is the way they express it in a Chinese

laundry. But the English-speaking man would simply
say, “When a rat crosses the street, everyone cries
‘hit him.’ ”

The rats are crossing the street in Cincinnati.
The decent people of that beer preserve have been

trying to clean up the licensed saloons. As a sort of
a bluff —a measure of self-defense the wholesale
liquor men themselves have taken some hand in the
attempt to compel the licensed saloonkeepers to obey
the law.

Particular attention has been given to gambling
and hand-books in the back ends of saloons and up-
stairs. In some cases, the police authorities have gone
to the extreme of stationing uniformed officers in
front of these places.

Everybody is throwing stones at the rat.
But the license mire in Cincinnati is very deep;

how deep is well indicated by Mida’s Criterion, which,
in describing the situation, says:

No attempt has been made to enforce the Sunday closing
law, which is a decidedly unpopular law; to attempt to enforce
it is conceded by all sides, would cause an immense amount
of trouble and would not result in anything else but more
trouble, as under the existing law and conditions the law
cannot be enforced.

Where is that man who was telling about how
license puts the trade in the hands of good, law-
abiding citizens, who can be depended on to live up
to the various regulations and ordinances?

Bah!

The Brewers and the Women
Now that the smoke and dust of the recent elec-

tions have blown away, a clearer view of hard facts is
to be had.

Woman’s suffrage seems to have won in four
states. It lost in Ohio and Wisconsin. It lost in these
two states because the brewery interests actively
fought the proposal. Malt greed was afraid of the
women.

This is one more exhibit in the chain of proof that
the saloon interests are opposed to any and every re-
form.

It is another luminous bit of evidence that the
saloon blocks the way to every reform and that re-
formers of all kinds have got to fight the saloon in
crder to get anywhere.

Now, let the women in suffrage states get busy
and smite the old sea beast that would thwart their
ambitions.

The liquor men are always anxious to prevent
the casting of any ballots not under their immediate
and sure control.
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