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Abstract: Punisment is an important thesis in lav and ocial theory To this thesis both Emile
Durkhem and M ichel Foucault provided analyses about the decline of excruciation and the hisorical transition
fran torture to mpriorment, and revealed the modern trend that state power and individual rights reinforced
one another However, at the level of cognitive goproach and value evaluation, there are mportant differences
betwveen Emile Durkheim andM ichel Foucault W ith regard © punisment, Emile Durkhem conceived amor-
al viawpoint and treated it as amoral process, butM ichel Foucault held a political vievpoint and treated it as
a technology of pover By comparing these typical opinions, we can goperceive the moral and political dilem-
ma of human and state in modern ociety At thispoint, it gopears b be very mportant and necessary o main-
tain and reinforce the moral dmension of human and state in the progression toward modernity,
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