}ilere'we are, then, In th'e presence 9f aconclu-  has been overcome, however, it is not difficult
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Indeed, for the collective sentiments which
are protected by the penal law! of a people at

d specific moment of its history to take pos-

session of the public conscience or for them

to acquire a stronger hold where they have an
insufficient grip, they must acquire an inten-
sity greater than that which they had hitherto
had. The community as a whole must experi-
ence them more vividly, for it can acquire from
no other source the greater force necessary to
control these individuals who formerly were
the most refractory. For murderers to disap-
pear, the horror of bloodshed must become
greater in those social strata from which mur-
derers are recruited: but, first it must become
greater throughout the entire society. More-
over, the very absence of crime would directly
contribute to produce this horror; because any
sentiment seems much more respectable when
it is always and uniformly respected.

One easily overlooks the consideration that
these strong states of the common conscious-
ness cannot be thus reinforced without rein-
forcing at the same time the more feeble states,
whose violation previously gave birth to mere
infraction of convention—since the weaker
ones are only the prolongation, the attenu-

ated form, of the stronger. Thus robbery and
simple bad taste injure the same single altru-
istic sentiment, the respect for that which is
another’s. However, this same sentiment is less
grievously offended by bad taste than by rob-
bery; and since, in addition, the average con-
sciousness has not sufficient intensity to react
keenly to the bad taste, it is treated with greater

tolerance. That is why the person guilty of bag

taste is merely blamed, whereas the thief ig

punished. But, if this sentiment grows stronger,

to the point of silencing in all consciousnesses

the inclination which disposes man to steal,

he will become more sensitive to the offenses
which, until then, touched him but lightly.

He will react against them, then, with more

energy; they will be the object of greater oppro-
brium, which will transform certain of them
from the simple moral faults that they were

and give them the quality of crimes. For exam-

ple, improper contracts, or contracts Improp-
erly executed, which only incur public blame

or civil damages, will become offenses in law.,

Imagine a society of saints, a perfect cloister

of exemplary individuals. Crimes, properly

so called, will there be unknown; but faults
which appear venial to the layman will cre-
ate there the same scandal that the ordinary
offense does in ordinary consciousnesses. If,
then, this society has the power to judge and
punish, it will define these acts as criminal and
will treat them as such. For the same reason,
the perfect and upright man judges his small-
est failings with a severity that the majority
reserve for acts more truly in the nature of an
offense. Formerly, acts of violence a gainst per-
sons were more frequent than they are today,
because respect for individual dignity was
less strong. As this has increased, these crimes
have become more rare: and also, many acts
violating this sentiment have been intr. duced
into the penal law which were not included
there in primitive times. . .
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