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though the act is obligatory, the particular occasions of perform-
itig it are left to our choice; as in the case of charity or benefi-

cence, which we are indeed bound to practise, but not towards
any definite person, nor at any prescribed time. In the more i.re-

cise language of philosophic jurists, du tieh of porfoot obUtfjit ion
are those duties in virtue of which a correlative right resides in

some person or persons; duties of iniperfecltTbrigation are t~ho"se

moral obligations which do not give birth to any right. I think

it will be found that this distinction exactly coincides with that

which exists between justice and the other obligations of moral-

ity. In our survey of the various popular acceptations of justice,

the term appeared generally to involve the idea of a persona l

right—a claim on 'le part of one or more individuals, like that

which the law gives when it confers a proprietary or other legal

right. Whether the injustice consists in depriving a person of a

possession, or in breaking faith with him, or in treating him
worse than he deserves, or worse than other people who have no

greater claims, in each case the supposition implies two things

—

a wron^ d(nie. and some assignable person who is wronged. In-

justice may also be done by treating a persori"b'etter thstn 6Tbers;

but the wrong in this case is to his competitors, wh(^ are also

assignable persons. It seems to me that this feature in the

case—a right in some person, correlative to the moral obliga-

tion—constitutes the specific difference between juatlcc,- and

generosity or beneficence. Justice implies something which it is

not only right to do, and wrong not to do, but which some indiv-

idual person can claim from us as his moral right. No one has

a moral right to our generosity or beneficence, because we are

not morally bound to practice those virtues towards any given in-

dividual. And it will be found with respect to this as with respect

to every correct definition, that the instances which seem to con-

flict with it are those which most confirm it. For if a moralist

attempts, as some have done, to make out that mankind generally,

though not any given individual, have a right to all the good we
can do them, he at once, by that thesis, includes generosity and

beneficence within the category of justice. He is obliged to say,

that our utmost exertions are due to our fellow-creatures, thus as-


