0

he ', , were sold : avaj

41 public; and thé}h Unite daily on re”ab|e
apers in the nited States g, ot Cop, N

- the g ner o APTIEC S
fordable for " % o of daily Pt g9:114), '€ thy

— T —

The Abolition Movement Chilie
! _Jr(JUn(J

: k one of the strongest -

In New York, BESL supporters of the nr:
moveme”t was Thomas Eddy (1758-1 827). Eddy, a %Dn\s(rm reform
cleSCent’ was a ?UCCE‘:SSfU.\ NEV\T’ YOI’k businessman Wi dUa er of \rish
rimarily 10 philanthropic activities. Evoted himsels

influenced by the ideas of Cesare Beccaria, Char

- illi , and noted English pri
.eu, William Penn, an glish prison refo
?zdy was espemaHy devoted to the cause of Pf"Sor:Te?;‘ra:m Howard,

ter visiting Philadelphia’s new penitentiary at the renovated Wal
al-

¢ Street Jail in 1796, Eddy and his fellow activists were instrume

. obtaining legislative authorization for a similar penitentiary in Q‘a\

__the Newgate Prison in Greenwich Village. =N
:;r‘kyears as an inspector and agent for the new Eeni%aﬁti: (I?\re\sev(-j
supervise its operations. Pe

However, sOON after the turn of the century, it became apparent t
many citizens in New York z.md elsewhere that the penitentiary S\/g{e\—?\
wasn’t living up to its promise to reform criminals and prevent crime
In addition, the new penitentiaries already were becoming o
crowded, and costs Were mounting (Masur 1989:88-89).

Eddy—who remained convinced that it was only a matter of time
hefore society would begin to reap the benefits of the penitentiary—
was concerned about the public’s growing dissatisfaction with the new
system, and he feared a call for the resurrection of the death penalty
for many Crimes.

In his 1801 report An Account of the State Prison or Penitentiary
House, in the City of New- York, which included a detailed account of
the prison itself, prison operations (including costs), and the treatment
of prisoners and efforts to reform them, Eddy took the opportunity to
2ddress many of the criticisms against the penitentiary system, urging
legislators and citizens to be patient and not to thwart the new reform

effort in its infancy.

les-Louis Montes-

The work of reformation is slow, and must encounter many and strong
prejudices, and the force of long-established opinions. It was prudent to
listen to the voice of those who advised a forbearance of further change
till experience had fully ascertained the advantages and defects of the
new system. These will be gradually developed in the progress of .the
experiment; but many years are necessary to its completion. A slight
acquaintance with the nature of man and the history of society is suffi-
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Source: Thomas Eddy, An Account of the State Prison or Penitentiary House, iy y
City of New-York (New York: Isaac Collins and Son, 1801), 15-16. ¢
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DOCUMENT 13: Report on the Penitentiary System in the
United States (1822)

R

Twenty-one years after Thomas Eddy argued that patience would
prove the benefits of the penitentiary system (see Document 12), he
and eight other members of a New York committee appointed to con-
duct 2 nationwide evaluation of the system concluded that the system
had failed to fulfill the expectations of its founders and advocates.

In its lengthy report, the committee identified numerous defects in
the system—including poor design of the prisons, failure to separate
novice or nonviolent criminals from violent and hardened offenders,
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eming ¢ ommendation to retaj '
refor fending the rec tain and improve the faulty

e committee asserted that “the Penitentiary System, as it ng
SYStemf.n i United States, w!th a!\ its defects, is preferable to ﬁ\:v
exists | ctems Of punishment in this country.” Some of the comm"i
cormer > | arguments"m which it also stressed the importance of < .
o fn;a et model to other countries undergo'\ng penal reformj‘;;

ained that the peni-
wed to meet the ex-
reform criminals and

as \(Ey to

o fully 2 ware, that great consideration is attached to the Peni-
e Gystem in the United States, by the enlightened men in Europe

e NOW combining their exertions to produce a radical reform in
ho a - risprudence. Nor are improvements in the execution of Penal
penal ]o “fined 1o England. The Report of the Prison Society of Paris
{aw$ Cthat ems doing in France, to combine punishment with ref’-
Sl;lfnvist;ioﬂ- In Ireland, the labours of the Dublin Association, for the im-
0

sement Of prisons, are \fvork'mg salutary changes. In Switzerland,

e useful reforms are taking place. In Russia, an Association for the
somz panOSe has been created: the location is at St. Petersburgh, under
fﬁ?sanctiorl of the Emperor Alexander,_ who, is giving force and au-
thority to its proceedings, throughout hlS wide dominions. In Sweden,
and Norway, information of the condition of all the jails is collecting
under the patronage of the two governments, that the hand of correction
may be successfully applied in the treatment of criminals after their sen-
tence to public prisons. Let them not feel their prospects darkened—let
ot their efforts be weakened, by the partial failure of our own system.
Not a fact remains on record—not a defect has been revealed, in the
progress of thirty years, to convince us that it cannot be rendered all that
it was ever expected to be. And the Commuttee do feel themselves bound
to lay down the following broad positions:

First. That the Penitentiary System, as it now exists, in the United

States, with all its defects, is preferable to the former systems of punish-
ment in this country.

Secondly. That it is capable of being so improved, as 1 become the

teﬂtiary





