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A brief introduction
	The book “On Crimes and Punishments” are the penal frugality standards acquired from clear social contract interpretations. Punishments should serve no more than preventative functions to the smallest possible level being no more than essential evil empty of any inherent virtues. Strictly, applications of penalties are bound by the legality principle. Therefore, the criminal philosophies of Beccaria attempt to drastically minimize the penal institution powers. This paper seeks to suggest a contemporary interpretation of the book from its historical contexts viewpoint after recounting its significant elements.
What I like about the book
	Where Beccaria's work stands out and most informs, the modern reader is in his unwavering belief in the power of progressive thought to continually improve criminal justice policies. Beccaria was opposed to the death penalty at a time when it was quite common. He also believed strongly in the progressive at the time idea that "it is better to prevent crimes than to punish them." Anyone interested in appreciating the extent to which the American criminal justice system is an abject and grotesque failure should read Beccaria's On Crimes and Punishments.
What I dislike about the book
	It can be a frustrating read, not because of its broad philosophical underpinnings, but because of the convenient and sensible ideas put forward to improve the value and efficacy of a criminal justice system that remains to be implemented in our "modern" order.
Additional thoughts or insights 
	Beccaria argued strongly for the education of errants, suggesting what we know to be true today: education reduces recidivism. It has been more than two centuries since Beccaria's writings were published, and efforts to ensure that the convicted and imprisoned are educated remain woefully inadequate.  The recidivism rate of released criminals is the central prison system's concern. It is a vital measure used by the prison system to reintegrate criminals securely into the public.
A brief conclusion
	Beccaria’s work was entirely censorial; he was the first legal philosopher to maintain a very firm distinction between evaluation and description of the law. Philosophy was the critical tool that Beccaria used to revolutionize how European societies thought about the law. He was not interested in what the law said: the rule of law was, at the time of his writing, a chimera, since the law obeyed the rule of lawyers and catered for the interests of the few. Beccaria’s censorial approach focused on the law as a social institution that had always been taken for granted as a benevolent instrument of social order. Beccaria’s contribution to the philosophical methodology was monumental, but we should not forget that this philosophical turn had an underlying ambition of substantial social, political, and institutional reform.
