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siniilalin^ii: them to a debt; or that nolliiiii^' loss can be a sufflcieiil

riturn for what society docs for us, thus classing the case as one

of gratitude; both of wliich arc ackuowlcgcd cases of justice.

Wherever there is aright, the case is one of justice, and not of

the virtue of bcnctlcencc : and whoever does not place the distinc-

tion l)etwccn justice and morality in i^eneral wlicrc wcTTave now

placed it, will ])e found to make no distinction between theui at

all, but to merge all morality in justice.
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Having thus endeavoured to determine the distinctive elements

which enter into the composition of the idea of justice, we are

ready to enter on the inquiry, whether the fct ling, which accom-

j>anies the idea, is attached to it by a special dispensation of

nature, or whether it could have grown up, by any known laws,

out of the idea itself; and in particular, whether it can have

originated in considerations of general c.\i)edicncy.

I conceive that tlic sentime nt itself does not arise from nny thing

which would commonly, or c£rrectlj, be termed an idea of expc;

diency; but that, though the sentiment does not. whatever is

moral in it does.

Wc have seen that the twoessential ingredients in the sentiment

of justice are, tlie desire to punish a i)erson who has done harm,

and the kn owlecTge or belief that there is some defiuite individual

or individuals to whom harm has been done .

Now it appears to me, that the desire to punish a person who
has done harm to some individual, is a spontaneous outgrowth

from two sentiments, both in the highest degree natural, and

which either are or resemble instincts; the impulse of self-defenc e.

jind the fcelinir of svmpath v.

It is natural to resent, and to repel or retaliate, any harm done

or attempted against ourselves, or against those with whom we
sympathise. The origin of this sentiment it is not recessary here

to discuss. Wliether it be an instinct or a result of intelligence,

it is, we know, common to all ainmal nature; for every animal

tries to hurt those who have hurt, or who it thinks are about to

hurt, itself or its young. Ilumau beings, on this point, only differ

from other animals in two particulars. Tirst. in being capable of

sj|Miijathising, not sololy with their offspring, or, like some of the
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