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* Jean Hampton, ‘The Moral Education Theory of Punishment’ Philosophy & Public Affairs, vol.13, no. 3
(Summer 1984), copyright® 1984 by Princeton University Press. pp. 208-38 reprinted by permission.
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John Chipman Gray, The Nature And Source of Law, (New York: Macmillan), 1921. p,84
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Edna Ullman-Margalit, The Emergence of Norms (Oxford:Clarendon Press, 1977)
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Metaphysical Elements of Justice, trans, Ladd, [Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1965], p. 100, Academy
edition, p. 331).
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p. 36, Academy edition, p. 231; see also Metaphysical Elements of Justice, pp.18-19, 33-45, Academy
edition, pp. 218-21, 229-39



* See Hegel, Philosophy of Rights, addition to par. 99, p.

246.
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Benjamin Karpman in ‘Criminal psychodynamics: A platform’ reprinted in Punishment and Rehabilitation,
ed. J. I. Murphy (Belmont, CA: Wadsworth, 1973).
(behaviorist)

B. F. Skinner in Science and Human Behavior (New York: Macmillan ,1953), pp. 182-93, 446-49.

Gertrude Ezorsky, Philosophical Perspective on Punishment.

Morris, “the Paternalistic Theory of Punishment’, p. 268. .l s 55 5l b5 5l i prme £ 0l bl e
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(communication) [ ]

(H. P. Grice)
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* Nozick, pp. 369-80.
** Ibid, pp. 374 ff.

s

Los Angeles Time, 30 July, part 4, p.1.



Philosophical Expalnation, pp. 368-69.
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(Moral Paternalism) “ ”
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* Martin Luther King, Jr., ‘letter from a Birmingham Jail,” from Civil Disobedience, ed. H. A. Bedau (New

York: Pegasus, 1969), pp. 78-9
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K. C. Armestrong, “The Retributivist Hits Back,” Philosophy of Punishment, ed. H. B. Acton (London:
Macmillan, 1969).
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Connecticut (Start Program)

(Federal Bureau of prisons)
David J. Rothman, in ‘Behavior Modification in Total Institutions,” Hastings Center Report 5, no.

1[1975]:22).
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‘Statement on Capital Punishment,” Origins 10, no. 24 [27 November 1980]: 374.



* Nozick, pp. 373-74.
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George Fletcher, Rethinking Criminal law (Boston: Little, Brown, 1978), p. 410,
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(impeachment)

(tort damage)
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pp. 370-74

(Gricean)
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Katherine Shamey
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* See Hegel, Philosophy of Right, sec. 91.
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* Ibid, sec. 100, p. 70.
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* parole boards
** From ‘Criminal Can be Brainwashed- Now,’ Psychology today , April 1970, p. 14: also quoted in Rick
Calson’s The Dilemma of Corrections (Lexington, MA: Lexington books, 1976), p. 35.
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# gee ‘The Crime of Treatment,” American Friend Service Committee from The Struggle for Justice, chap.
6 (New York: Hill and Wang, 1971) reprinted in Punishment: selected readings, eds., Feinberg and Gross.
** Quoted by Carlson, p. 161; from David Fogel, We Are the Living Proof (Cincinnati:W. H. Anderson, n.d.).
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(their present due process rights)

‘Criminal Punishment and Psychiatric Fallacies,’ especially pp. 207-209, in Punishment and Rehabilitation,
ed. J. Murphy.

American Friends Service Committee

‘The Crime of Treatment,” pp. 91-93, in Feinberg et al.

AFSC American Friends Service Committee)



(catharsis)
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‘A Paternalistic Theory of Punishment’ p. 267.
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* Kant, Critique of Practical Reason, ‘The Analytic of Pure Practical Reason,” Remark II. Kant’s (Abbott trans. In
Theory of Ethics [London: Longman, 1951], p. 127; Academy edition, p. 38.)

** Walter Moberly, The Ethics of Punishment, (London:Faber &faber, 1968), p. 141.

*** Nozick. pp. 374ff.



* For example, see Hegle The Philosophy of Right, sec. 101-103.
**1. L. Mackie, ‘Morality and the Retributive Emotions,” in Criminal Justice Ethics 1. no. I (Winter/Spring 1982) :3-10.
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