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its practice. Nothing has yet been said, however, about the duty (if any) correlative to this
right, and the demands it makes on those who own the resources needed, when they are
present on the scene and aware of the relevant circumstances. To recall, this is what
Pufendorf underlines time and again when discussing this right. As I argued, if the latter is
morally enforceable —i.e, it may be claimed even against the will of the owner of the

39 This should not be surprising, given his utilitarian commitments.

305 Hutcheson 1755 ILXVIL9, p. 140.

3 Contrariwise, one could ask here what is Hutcheson’s view on those who, even though morally
responsible for their situation, would bring about the best state of affairs if they were to appeal to
necessity. Would it be an innocent decision for them to exercise their right in these cases? Although he
does not address this question, as a proto-utilitarian who cares about motives he would probably have to
answer that such an appeal would be illegitimate, insofar as the backward-looking element of moral
innocence would be missing.
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resources in question —, so is its correlated duty. This is because Pufendorf assumes that
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