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The role played by emotions in punishment and the law
Once an individual gets involved in a violation, society responds to deal with the offense. Majorly, the response from the community for violations is punitive (Garland, 1990). The use of a punitive approach to dealing with breaches of communal sentiments emanates from the emotional perspective of the effects of violations. Mostly, violations cause loss and pain, which can be categorized as emotive. Pain is an emotional reaction and therefore, it is related to the disciplinary violations agreed upon by society. 
Additionally, it is worth noting that society is connected through good consciences which are used to determine right from evil deeds. Therefore, when a person commits a criminal activity, these health consciences that bond society together, are shocked. The result of these shocks is a sprout of robust psychological responses even from people that were indirectly involved (Garland, 1990). The criminal act incites a sense of ire, outrage, resentment, and a fervent longing for retaliation. It is also worth noting that there are feelings of compassion associated with the crime and the expected form of justice. People indirectly affected by the crime committed may show compassion towards the victims (Nussbaum, 2004). It is through compassion that they expect that justice (in the form of punishment) toward the criminal will be meted. 
Emotions can be said to play a unique role because they respond to significant damages and harms (Nussbaum, 2004). These emotions provoke a sense of ire, outrage, resentment, and a fervent longing for retaliation. Taking society as a group bound by similar norms, values, and beliefs, it is possible to see how such a community can come up with regulations that would ensure the group is kept safe from damages and harms. Since the group is composed of emotive people, based on the way people relate and build relationships, it can be argued that any regulations authored and agreed upon by the society regarding dealing with criminal activities would be based on emotions. This statement explains Garland’s observation regarding the formation of penal laws (Garland, 1990). Garland also asserts that penal laws cannot be delinked from emotional associations because they are meant to reduce the shocks that affect the community’s strong consciences. 
Emotions have played a role in the formulation of laws based on the establishment of “hate crime” (Moran, 2004). The inclusion of hate crimes in the statute indicates the involvement of emotions in the process of making laws. For crimes to be determined as hate crimes, and for such crimes to have regulations that govern how justice is meted, then it means that there are emotions involved. Hate is an emotional feeling and, therefore, any crime categorized as ‘hate crime’ means that one’s emotions gave rise to the perpetration of the criminal activity. The observation that crimes can be related to love, hate, insecurity or fear, as asserted by Moran (2004), indicate the association of emotions in meting justice to criminals, because love, hate, fear, and insecurity, all have an emotional touch. Furthermore, justice administered concerning the crime committed is aligned with a sequence of emotions such as bitterness, anger, and resentment. The victims of a crime can feel bitter or angry towards the perpetrator of a crime, for example, murder. A relative to a murdered member may feel angry and resentful towards the perpetrator of the crime. 
Additionally, the emotions of the public also play a role in ensuring that crimes are punished. The public’s anger towards a criminal activity forces the justice system to act in an attempt to silence the public emotions.  Furthermore, the relative may desire the punishment to be meted towards the perpetrator to be equivalent to the anger and bitterness felt inside. Additionally, those affected by the crime may also wish the perpetrator to experience the same pain or anguish as that caused by the offense. Victims want the perpetrators to suffer in turn because of the suffering their crimes caused the victims (Moran, 2004). The hurt felt by the victims and their supporters appear to recede once the criminal is punished. The victims and their supports feel satisfied when they know that the offender has been punished. The satisfaction feeling experienced by the victims upon learning that the crime perpetrators get punished portrays an emotional element. Thus, emotions play a significant role of meting justice and satisfaction in punishment and law. 
It is possible to see the conflict existing between emotion and the belief shared by the majority of liberal theorists that the law should be impartial, rational and applied universally. 
The majority of liberal theorists have argued that the law should be impartial, rational and that its application should be universal. However, other arguments appear to state that it may be challenging to have a law that is impartial and rational. This challenge is based on the arguments that punishment cannot be rationality control, but is always an illogical, thoughtless emotion set by a sense of the sacrosanct of its contravention (Garland, 1990). 
Since punishment largely depends on the emotional responses which erupt at the infringement of profoundly esteemed social feelings, it thus fails to be rational. The punishment meted on the criminal fails to be logical because it is typically based on the level of emotional response that the crime attracts. It also emerges that ‘hate crime’ laws such as those guiding on lesbian and gay issues are also based on emotions due to the application of the word ‘hate’ and the burning desire for vengeance (Moran, 2004). The yearning to see the crime perpetrator punished also appears to rely on emotions. Furthermore, the compassion element also seems to eliminate the rationality element in the justice meting process. Compassion can be seen in the way people grieve and mourn for those they care, but not to those they do not care about (Nussbaum, 2004).
Therefore, people can show compassion to the victims of a crime based on the moral achievement involved. This statement explains how people can show compassion to complete strangers, as long as, the strangers appear to be suffering due to a crime orchestrated towards them. The punishment, too, appears to be attached to the level of emotional distraught caused and majorly, the punishment is intended to cause as much distraught to the criminal, as caused to the victim. Hence, there is a conflict between emotion and the belief shared by the majority of liberal theorists that the law should be impartial, rational, and applied universally. 
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