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ON CRIMES AND PUNISHMENT

dilemma is frequent. Either he is guilty, or

If we look into history, we shall find that

not guilty. If guilty, he should only suffer

laws, which are, or ought to be,

the punishment ordained by the laws,
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and torture becomes useless, as his
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confession is unnecessary. If he be not

work of the passions of a few, or the
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consequences of a fortuitous or

eye of the law, every man is innocent
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whose crime has not been proved. . . .

attended with formal pageantry. Is it not
absurd, that the laws, which detest and

cool examiner of human nature, who
knew how to collect in one point the

Crimes are more effectually prevented by

punish homicide, should, in order to

actions of a multitude, and had only this

the certainty than by the severity of

prevent murder, publicly commit murder
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punishments become more cruel, the
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It is better to prevent crimes than to
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punish them. This is the fundamental
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The end of punishment, therefore, is no
other than to prevent the criminal from
doing further injury to society, and to
prevent others from committing the like
offence. Such punishments, therefore,
and such a mode of inflicting them ought

expected from the crime, including in the
calculation the certainty of the
punishment, and the privation of the
expected advantage. All severity beyond
this is superfluous, and therefore
tyrannical.
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The punishment of death is pernicious to

and most lasting impressions on the

society, from the example of barbarity it

minds of others, with the least torment to

affords. If the passions, or the necessity

the body of the criminal.

of war, have taught men to shed the

The torture of a criminal during the course
of his trial is a cruelty consecrated by
custom in most nations. It is used with an
intent either to make him confess his

blood of their fellow creatures, the laws,
which are intended to moderate the
ferocity of mankind, should not increase it
by examples of barbarity, them more
horrible as this punishment is usually

Would you prevent crimes? Let the laws
be clear and simple, let the entire force of
the nation be united in their defence, let
them be intended rather to favour every
individual than any particular classes of
men; let the laws be feared, and the laws
only. The fear of the laws is salutary, but
the fear of men is a fruitful and fatal
source of crimes.

FRÅGOR:
1. Hur tror du att Beccaria skulle ha
reagerat på dagens debatt om
dödsstraff?
2. Hur förhindrar ett samhälle
brottslighet?

