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C A B I N E T 

C R I M I N A L JUSTICE B I L L 

Memorandum by the Sec re ta ry of State for the Home Department 

1. In v iew of the public and P a r l i a m e n t a r y interest in the C r imina l 
Justice B i l l , my col leagues m a y l ike to have , for information,a brief 
statement of its pr incipal contents. They have been approved by the Home 
and Socia l A f f a i r s Committee . 

2. The objects of the B i l l a r e i. to provide m o r e effective means of 
dealing with ma jo r c r im ina l s , and ii. to broaden the range of alternative 
methods of dealing with the s m a l l e r f r y , who make up the great bulk of the 
present p r i son population and contribute substantial ly to the overcrowding 
p rob l em . 

3. The main p roposa l s a r e as f o l l ows : 

Reparat ion 

A simpli f ication and enlargement of the powe r s of the courts to o rder 
an offender to pay compensation to the v ict im. 

C r i m i n a l Bankruptcy 

A l imited exper iment in applying bankruptcy p rocedures to major 
c r im ina l s . The p r i m a r y object would be to determine whether this 
approach has p r omi s e as a means of depr iv ing ma jo r c r imina l s of 
the fruits of their c r i m e ; reparat ion would be an important, but 
subs id ia ry , a i m . 

Pena l t ies 

T h e r e is a need to increase some of the m a x i m u m penalties for 
f i r e a r m s offences. Penal t ies for the most se r ious offences, such 
as use of a f i r e a r m to r e s i s t a r r e s t , would go up f r o m 14 yea r s to 
l i fe . 
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Driv ing disqual i f ication and c r ime 

The higher courts a r e to be given power to d isqual i fy f r o m dr iv ing 
an offender who has used a vehic le in the commis s i on of c r i m e . 

Fo r f e i tu re of P r ope r t y 

The courts a r e to be given a genera l power to o r d e r , for the 
prevention of c r i m e , for fe i ture of p roper ty in the pos se s s i on of an 
offender. Th is would rep lace the existing p rov i s i ons , which a r e 
l imited in scope . 

Suspended Sentence 

The requ i rement that certa in short p r i son sentences should be 
suspended is to be r emoved , but the courts a r e to be requ i red to 
consider information about an offender be fore sending h im to pr i son 
for the f i r s t time and (in the case of m a g i s t r a t e s T cour ts ) to state 
their r ea sons for doing so . Compu l so ry superv i s ion by probat ion 
of f icers is to be made ava i lab le fo r the longer suspended sentences . 

P a r o l e 

The r e w i l l be some devolution of respons ib i l i ty , in the l e s s se r ious 
c a s e s , f r o m the P a r o l e Boa rd to the l oca l r e v i ew commit tees . 

D e f e r r e d Sentence 

T o enable the court to await a p r o m i s e d change in an o f f ende r^ 
c i r cumstances , there is to be power to postpone sentence fo r up to 
s ix months. 

Community Serv ice 

A n exper imenta l scheme ( init ia l ly In four or f ive a r e a s ) to enable 
the courts to r equ i re offenders to c a r r y out w o r k of se rv ice to the 
community in their spare t ime. The scheme would be managed by 
the probat ion s e rv i ce . F u l l use would be made of loca l voluntary 
s e rv i ce organisat ions . 

D a y Treatment Centres 

Another exper iment ( two or three centres in the f i r s t instance) , to 
prov ide intensive superv is ion and soc ia l education for certa in types 
of offender, as a condition of probat ion. 
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Hoste ls 

Loca l probation committees , in addition to the existing voluntary­
bod ies , a r e to be g iven power to set up and manage hostels and other 
accommodat ion for offenders, and for persons on ba i l who would 
otherwise be remanded to p r i son . 

4. A B i l l with these prov is ions (and some other minor changes ) would 
prov ide a useful " p a c k a g e " to meet the objectives outlined above , A 
number of its p roposa l s a r e avowedly exper imenta l and c a r r y with them the 
r i s k that they may not be successful or , though they prove themse lves , may 
be difficult to extend m o r e wide ly . But I be l ieve that we can just ly c l a im 
that we have here a hard -headed but constructive policy fo r improving the 
adminis t rat ion of c r imina l just ice . 

R M 


Home Office 

20 October 1971 
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