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obliiratlon from moral obliirMtion in general. For the truth is,

that the idea of penal sanction, which is the essence of law, enters

uiTTTmly into ilie conception of injustice, but into that of any liind

of wrong. We do not call anything wrong, unless we mean to

imply that a person (night to be punished in some way or otlier

for doing it; if not by law, by the opinion of his fellow-creatures;

if not by opinion, by the reproaches of his own conscience. Tiiis

seems the real turning point of tlie distinction between morality

and simple expediency. It is a part of the notion of Duty in

every one of its forms, that a person may rightfully be compelled

to fultil it. Du ty is a thing which may be e-vacted from a person,

jiis^<me exacts a debt. Unless we think that it might be exacted

from him, we do not call it his duty. Reasons of prudence, or

the interest of other people, may militate against actually exact-

ing it; but the person himself, it is clearly understood, would not

be entitled to complain. There are other things, on the contrary,

which we wish that people should do, which we like or admire them
for doing, perhaps dislike or despise them for not doing, but yet

admit that they are not bound to do; it is not a case of moral

obligation; v,e do not blame them, that is, .ve do not think that

they are proper objects of punishment. How we come by these

ideas of deserving and not deserving punishment, will appear,

perhaps, in the sequel; but I think there is no doubt that this dis-

tinction lies at the bottom of the notions of right and wrong;
that we call any conduct wrong, or employ,Instead, some ottier

term of dislike or disparagement, according as wc think that the

person ought, or ought not, to be punished for it; and we say that

it would be right to do so and so, or merely that it would be de-

sirable or laudable, according as we would wish to see the person

whom it concerns, compelled, or only persuaded and exhorted, to

act in that manner.

This, therefore, being the characteristic difference which marks
off

; .

Dot justice, but morality in general, from the remaining prov-

inces of Exj)edjencj^; andJ^^ the character is still to be
sought which distinguishes j_ustice from other branches of moral-

ity Now it is known that ethical writers divide moral duties into

two classes, denoted by the ill-chosen expressions, duties of per-
fect and of imperfect obligation; the latter being those in which,
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