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1. Is it justice if a totally innocent person has to pay for the wrongdoings of another person who deliberately has done wrong? 
No, it is not justice, when an innocent person pays for the wrongs did by another person; it is no justice at all. The contempt that an injury can lead to crime only when inflicted through intent is not a momentary or provincial concept. It is rather as collective and persistent in mature mechanisms of the law as belief in liberty of the human consequent capacity, will, and a role of the normal person to decide between good and bad (Malcolm, 2017). There is a serious issue when an individual is branded a criminal for violating laws h or she did not know existed, and had no intention.
2. Would Holmes agree that the purpose of the taw is to produce justice? Support your answer with something specific in the reading. 
Yes, Holmes would agree that the goals of the law is to provide justice. To him, legal precedent did not harbor separated choices. Instead it was a coherent logic with a base structure that would be unveiled by patient legal assessment. Langdell distinguished that cases should be properly arranged and classified to give an apparent logical structure. Holmes too agreed that the idea of classification was to demonstrate a logical structure (Wells, 1994 Pg. 332). Holmes and Langdell saw the common law not as a separated sequence of patterns, but as a doctrinal mechanism that would be best recognized through a consideration of its logical structure.
3. According to Holmes, does the law of liability ever require a totally innocent person to pay for the wrongdoings of another person who has deliberately done wrong? 
	Yes the law of liability would ever need an innocent individual to pay for the wrongs of another individual who has actually done wrong. A man with an animal of aggressive habits escapes and harms the neighbor. He proves that the animal escaped over no laxity of his, yet he is liable (Renzo, 2017). It is says the reasoned jurist, he wouldn’t be negligent at that time of the escape, yet he was guilty of the remote thoughtlessness by having such an animal at all. And one by whose harm is caused should pay for that.
4. According to Holmes, what is the purpose of the law? 
The purpose of the law at any given moment pretty almost relates, as far as it goes, whit what is understood then to be suitable; but its system and design, and the magnitude to which it is capable to give desired outcomes, relies much on the past. The expresses the story of a nation’s progress in many centuries (Holmes, 2009). It cannot be handled as if it contained the calories and the axioms of a mathematics book. To understand what it is, we have to see what it has been, and what is to come.
5. According to Holmes, why did liability law change so that a person could pay compensation instead of an offender being punished? 
A compensation plan has been formulated; the criminal court has the power, without admonition, to order the offender to pay compensation to the victim; the victim support plan has been developed to provide support and informal assistance; compensation and social mediation plans are being developed locally. 'However, practice has always started to change parts on a practical basis, and tends to be reluctant to discuss general issues and basic principles. Preferential programs for crime victims may have the political advantage of increasing public support for criminal justice management, but this unique approach may bring risks of inconsistency, and different treatment of similar groups may lead to unfair allegations. It is time to reconsider the main issue. (Ashworth, 1986 pg. 87).
6. According to Holmes, what is the real reason why maritime law uses the legal fiction that a ship is a person? What makes this legal fiction a useful foundation for modern corporation law?
Take Case where limit is set to liability, law was passed at the congress. It is still in force. the the ship owners in all typical cases of the maritime loss can surrender the freight and the vessel pending to the losers; and extra proceedings shall end (Gauci & Aquilina, 2017).such principle is the same to  that on which corporations have largely created in the United States.
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