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KA, LML ANEREAN + 528K (Conor Crummey ) i i £5 4 4 fQAE SEHIE 32 SCAYE A 55 WL, SR8 T
AR SIE 3 AR 12 A PR IX — A bl ) R At T, JF IR Dy AR SEIE T S 55 BRI AR
P A AT A AR SR SCE T, Bl SRR B N B AT (law as integrity ) 16 Ui -5 5 30
“IEERNIE I (legal domain of morality ) BRI A SEUE 3 X, A BEAE A M o] 7 S0 32 X LA
IR 42 A AR A AR SIE 32 SO HE S50 AL TP, AT e phe vl HE S 55 5 T 08 S 55 1A O R ) A,

A S5 MR AR L BRSO T el S B . — 07 T, AT BETR AR B i, B3 TR AU A
BRSO A ANE S P I IR S R A& o RO A8 5 o b BURIRI SCS5J2 AN AN ) 9
RIS E G eI LEUR A b, X P T AR B SO T i — 2B R & . 53— Jr i, 1D
(S DA 2 SR ABE 2 ) 3 3 BT IR, AT T B AN I e 12 13 S 55 M A ) i R A o O TR L 55
MR P B AT By T AT DR Y AR AR 8 1) B ST LA T 365 > B @5 8L 25 M LA, R S 55 R
AR R AT hy B4 R 14 PR R B0 EL AT S T EL X V5 A 194 43 38 0 P B e e v O ) G Al
ME A 3 AT R UL A FER RS, PR, B 55 A BIFS8 HA Ji i o 2 A 7 5

KT 5 BRI LAIBESE, 5 e ZEH 55 M HE AT i o e W WS AR G 0 i SR X A
RUCIAETE B R 2 T W R B T, G SO T M A S A &, A T IR S S S 2 A
G 2R, T ABE A8 19 58 WA P — S5 A B B4 A R AT AR Y 5 BELPE (rationality ) YT A5 4F @ AR A
IIMTIRTE R AR B BEOR AR N T 9 AR BEAT I B — , e ik B S5 B AR T SO 5
IR S5 B 55 ) — FBEVR J5T 5 5 =, e Wik e SC 55 AR T 8 18 S5 i BAT B R o

—. NERBRHFERUSHESFFENRE

355 AR DU P R [ AT T T SO A, TR ST RO DGR TR B PERR . LR UL, T Y du-
ty” “liability” “ obligation” ST AR T LAWE R BUE T A X557 O, (i, e s
IR P “ SRR T LU AR AN [R) S AR UM, BRIV 325K A i ACRIA AL, B4, B3
BRI LA SC55 ™ (R Tl )Xo SO T I — Fof ik A M W 7

FRATI 53 [ REUAT LA K 5 [ v 2 0 JE AR A C RIVE A B rp 7 36 P A S Ak A L ) o T i
WA BEA WL 2 o B ARTERSEE AR 68 73 B S LR 2 Bt A 1 < W 5 — IS IE AU, st
IR AR M= A AT R R — A NZ I SE A NI, B AR R B8 A DY Ak A AUR]
A AR SE AR (1) Wi B ZE B oA BExt A AU o (9% duty” IR A, A W24 5K B W% 4
o HURUH] s (2) QR B R 2 A XF B AROZAM o BT F5KAL A, B il A1 o #9—4> A Hi s 803,
TSR R EE A X B WAZA o BEAT ERAL B A, B LA A o A9 —> A Hi; (3) Ik H A % B
A — A A sl (A AL 4 A 18 o B4 O BT O3S 1 © Liability ™, IR A, A w0 — A% T B
M o BIRLTT 5 (4) ISR H R 2 A APIAE S o BIAT N T B AL AL AR, I8 4, B 3l
PAAAHXT T A B9800 BIAT I S BRA . © BAREE R AE TR I 1 R A DU (EUR , FRATIAA R
RO A BEAS T SCR A AT =7, B0 F2 5K A A BRI AR, T HL 32 3R ASUCRT A AU — B AR, A

DConor Crummey, “ One-system interity and the legal domain of morality” , Legal Theory,Vol. 28,2022 ,pp269 —297.
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©]. Finnis, Natural Law and Natural Rights ,Oxford ;: Oxford University Press,2011,p. 199.
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BU Z AR L 783X =R AAGR] < duty” 3R 55 X6 1o A HERCR S F2 TRAL, “ liability ™ X 1 fr)
PARBCRLZRAIAL [R5 5 2 JE AR FE0T F2 5RACRIAY ) AL F 2 S AN [a] 1Y, B AN J2 B 42 AR
SCS5 A BEXT F A AUYE  RE I o B4 VR IE AR [ B A AR R VA S5 We . i
BRI ER R4, BN AR S5 SR AT AW AR SO AE 3 0% duty” 1 Tiability " 45t 43 87 J5
RN EZS s T8

“duty” (I PE I due” ,$5 1) WA 1Y (due) IR 55 BOAEH o 33X 28R 55 SR AN 2 i TR LS T
&R N — A NTETE R (stations ) 1) — SR & (9 07 8 1 — A 255 .2 BIE,  duty” AR 5 i) S 80 fifi
5 SR LU — AN BRSSO, AR S5 A OCHE . T L, ZE X AN 2 B R B T ARG BUR]
ARSEAL . HIRATREN D Al TR AT A0, duty” SERLE T .~ duty” B35 HI A9
H AU T B8 i HAT B RRAE AT AR A9 o R A AN D7 T : (1) — D ANE— D HA P s B R R g b 54—
PGS BN, (2) —E B TAEBOA X T H L AR AR BERA AN B, (3) XA TAELL R Fh
J7 X EGZA AP IR S IR A —E . (4) 3D AR Bk R 2R JBATIZ TAE, 1H2,
FE AR 19 = A b, duty” ZE2R BAT I A 67 34 DU A RAE 79 3F 8 S rh Wil e . i,
AN N ESFAL R Y duty” o Bk duty” 35 5 AT AT H Al 3 15 AR % TR IS X b R A — A4S A
FIZITR (bonds) , * duty” 753 DLFEIX e E B R 158 vh gl . (HJ2: , 33 SEE B0 0 i Y i e ol 3
i 1 ARDETE X duty” F1“ obligation” WK A AN [A] 2 S 7RISR A TE S, “ obligations” J& H BE#E 5| &
BB BT Y, T duties” J& IS B 03 FIAR €255 7 25 R 9, DRI , >4 4 A 1 SR B i A
SR J3E P 1 38 BT SR AT duty” R BT AR 1 ©

T duty” BT R B RE R SCS5 BRH AR R AY k 55 XA OOk, AT TAE DU okt duty”
TR A SRR R BATT PR IA R 557 o X IFRIE A LU AN O T AR S - — 5 T, FRATTAR
“duty” ZERZ IR HANE SR, BB 5 HR 5 UG DG AT 3 Bl AR, 5 H A 2 38 55 1R 1 IE L
TIRIPED R o 53— 5 T, Kk Se AR 7E BT A ol A p 1 pfliche” B DU Y < BATE Vi 18
HE R pflicht” ZELE rh gk 1% 4« duty” , #8515 H () “ verbindlichkeit” 75 S5 Fh 1% 4  obligation” \© &
SRIATHE duty” B DGE A “ BT M L5457, I HL* duty” 1 “ obligation” 7£ AT SE B fff I H AT AAE Sy
() SCAR) 5 (ELR , FRAT T 20 10 5 T 3 7 5 A AU T R B B AN TR], A iR T IR FE AR B vh I 2
22, < obligation” # A —Fh duty” AT RE BA IR Lo KT X — i, RATIEAE T SCGE 4377 7 U
HARE A

WERFLAT AT D422 32 0% duty” 3 WATE M 55, IR 4, FRATT 2 Al 80335 55 AL ASCRR X i 1Y)
“liability” W7 7EREZErh  FATE HAH BEIRER " THL” B “legal liability” F4 “IEARTUL" o (HE, X Fh
PR IE R VEMEAT 75 T 5T 5E T A fEAS B AR IIE 8% Liability” 7 41 “ liability-responsibility ” ) fi] &5 50
“legal liability” 7 1 “legal liability-responsibility” ffJ & 5 . “responsibility” 7 i % Fl ik 3 AU © 5¢
A7 R AEDUE T R T LN SR o HU2, © Hability” 23k 22 AL A rh A AURT DAFE S SE4E” 19
— 11 responsibility as liability” , 15 AT LLEAG 1 R AR M) L AL ) AR AR DG 1 8 © AR AR B A

OX TEANA LN EERBR,FSE L ZEL R (KRB REM G EZENARAR 27, CEH 54 K R)2021 £4 4 1,

@]J. A. Simpson, et al. (eds. ), The Oxford English Dictionary, Second Edition, Vol. IV, Oxford ; Oxford University Press, 1989,
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B3 T 458 b X T N7 By B #F A, i & W H. Caygill(ed. ) ,A Kant Dictionary , Oxford : Blackwell Publishing, 1995, p. 164,
p- 306.

©J. W. Salmond , Jurisprudence or the Theory of Law ,London :Stevens and Hatnes,1902,p.319.
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SEARRU I B 1) liability” P DUE I 53" ARG 1E T FRATEAS E EEX N E X B
Pk BRI UE 0 liability” 7630 ANE RS P YR . “liability” (R Y8 liable” | 725 F 2 5 52 5|
(exposed ) B 7 it 3Z (subject to) 83 Al G 52 (likely to suffer from ) A Y1 ; “ liable” 75 H B 7 3
1 I T BAT B 580z 1Y S0, BVl 32 5 IR T (subject to) AF AT 3l )5 Y A H (the operation of any
agency) , 1 BEZLZAEA R AR 4k o DA SCRT AT TR 51 S Jif il B IR AT (subject to)
R 2 2 HF R A BB T EE . B, “ liable” 76 130 14 1 A ok vk vp 1 78 LR35 i — A
T DU BT ~J B AR AR B B R A 1) (bound ) B#A 1 (obliged ) o 140, BR TN A N3
BRGSO R Liability” FEVA A I PR S B O SRR Tl 22 S N I] 0 24 2 T & 2B Y
M5 NN BAT I BEFPVE R BORAVE R 1 55 o FEX AN X I, 5 “ liability” S 42305 ) [R] 3] 2 “ subjec-
tion” @ H I, FRATTAT LKA A —Fh 5 35 R ABUR] 1A 7 BUH G 1) liability ” ) 3 45 R R - I DA
NS o XAERYIRE AT A “ liable” JFUE 5 1M FLAF A AU BUA B 1 B 1, RVBU B 3 LR 4R
HFrA NSAUIAUN AT 23 178 7 (legal ability) .

RIS e 555 IR P A 55 # T R ASR AR 6T 7 3 55, B R &R T
— W 5 R E TR T L5 IR S5 e ] (AT o 2 — R A AT R (juridical act) T AN &
FARAT 0 (natural act) o 3X B IREAT ) IO FAAE A SR AE 18 4 TR T — MR L E RS, B — A4
MRS AR AN S XN BTN RIVEA T ST ST R BRAT 5 R, IR AR
PRI S5 Y F BRI 55 TR 1] VAR T, /D0 oy 1 B B AT R OC R AR
FHSGE M T 2 o HATT M 55 1 32 R R R s S 55 T4 ) A7 O B 5ol b2 1 9K AT o
BN, A7 AT AR RHURAT AR D T A RAT R AN T AR L R — S B R
T, AR AT R A P AT R R A X AT AN T S IR AT A O R VR
S T RE S8 A o AR RS PRI A 55 4 1) A 47k B3 b2 1 R A7, (R B B ] LA
P& A ERAT N, T R i A 55— HL SR A8 iR B TR o

X AV SRR AR 1 B R ASURE R 1) 36 1 S 55 IR, ] LA 1 P A ] R Rl 255 5 — A ] R
VE AR R B oAU B AR R 1356 55 ) 8, oh T2 R R BB AE 40 BT el AU I 080T 2 3
5 M R (A 55 S, PR, FRATT AR 1] 280 3 A [ 8, 398 00 200 537 [ 3] 1 fR AU B 2 AT A1
o) 1o VR R AEACR B B A S LS 8 A R R Ay A R EE E A B R R 4. A
SEJTEE ,“HAANPA A BRI NN RS2 2R, Bk, A &l = A2 R4
M B R E RS S AR EIR.S e — D EZEOR UL, B AT R BB 4 5%
A2 o 3XFE, BT A R RnT LA B R R R x ATy e AR 2z x ARRAYE A B
Rty (AR B B BT, 2 AR ARSI ATy, B A A AR EO5 ol bl o x
() H R 72 L AU T A R A K2 a WISt y s AR, A S x B9 A AR 7 A2
Hoa St Ty B4, x A BB EAATE T o R VR ERECR 0 B A A R I A S5
BRI, B A ACH R P75 55 2 A8 1 R St A R A BEAS yo ian, A 2 — R HEE P A
] s #8E BAEABAT T T — A5 0 M 07 A — 3K 100 JERY AR A ] P AEAT — S AHRBH “ X557 At
VFI — A AR R D5 W2 00, B — D AR A R R 5200 B B A, (R B — A~ R 17 A AN A8

@J. A. Simpson, et al. (eds. ) ,The Oxford English Dictionary ,Second Edition, Vol. VIIL, p. 878.

@W. N. Hohfeld , Fundamental Legal Conceptions as Applied in Judicial Reasoning ,p.59.

®]J. Finnis, Natural law and Natural Rights ,p.200.
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BELAS ) — A AKX SR EP IR U557 AN A AR FE SO X 7 i 3557

KT G E AR B F AU R AIE T A5 208 A ) ABUR: X Rk it 55 Jm TR S 5%
(duty) @872 iR PR 55 (Liability ) WE? 5CF 3 A AR, B2 AR S8R . — ik LA A i L IE R B2
— N NEALEAT RS B 2 i AP A O AT 8 B AR B — Sk ORI o 8 X — WL, B
A FRIRFOMLA ) F A A R Y B SO Al A S7AT AN BELAG 308 26 L ) R 53 1 55 ((dlu-
ty) o @ fHJ2, B ARSEE AR - FAT AT LA HRTE P 355 (duty ) %Rz 8k SCAACR] (B 32 5k A ——51 2%
TE) , AR A 55 (Liability ) % B F AR A AL, 5 H i A 5 89 IR A LS5 (Liability ) #5941 5
A A A A GO R R IR 55, i 24 A AR R G JHE DU K] REL <6 T 10 40 14 i A
P55 @ IX LT, FTiE-S A ORI IR 55 SRS R S A AL ARAE T A AL
T BT A AT & B A B89 55 o it 2 U, 13X LTS A O 9 R DA P 3 3 S0 55, AN 2
155 o BCRHRS B SC55 NI EAZ 80CA B AN ST LA T Ay B9 AT D B9 HRSE 4 SCo5 AR B i 78 DA B9
LA Liability o FERES5 VR A HEASUM B B AU X R AR S35 IO ST S35, A A
FCHPE BT, 1 B BT 55 M PE BRI AT & o SR M0 5, A 8 I E AR A B b AR 2 5R AL
—HEIE T —BAH] TR A AL A S A AR S e S AR 1R 5 AR AU AUR T B
BUR , & 72 48 BE AR BB IE 4, S SO T R AT B R @ W J5 & T, FRATIAE AT SCHE
BT OS5 R — By 55, S IO — B AR 5 T Al DA SC 55 2 g L5, PR T AR, TRt
WESR FA RN AR B R AR 2 SRA— AR T — B AU, IR 4, FRAT TR0 32 AR B 0 L 9
S5 SE—Bi SC55 BIHATEVE 55

BR SR A S A RASUMI ) SIAR 11 el AR X 07 4 36 1 S 55 R 2 R o S 55 T LA 1 — B 55
T2, X P2 A I BRSPS 55 R AP AR AR W7 FRATTANAT IR 5C T EA 145 A % R IEHE L
S5 Al LA 3k PR ER D PRI SO A7 e AN o X B8N [R] il DLV S o AR AT i — 5 T,
555 g BRI ) S SR AR I B B BT S35, — Bk U2 i & S5 A sl 11 A B 2647, B 32
SRAL A 2 IR R S5 ARSI RELEAT A 5 175 7 S i SR ) ) Pl ASURR X oz 9 MR 58 4 SC
55, — TR UL AR 1k 55 NAESAE Y F2 L6175, B A s AR5 3 AR 2R S5 NSRBI
F AT R HELEAT o o R 3 U, 0 3 55 AR UL, BT — R ST P 3 S0 55 — RO Ul T U i &
(must) " RLZJ i, 10 )5 — RS S5 — Mok i i LUAT 45 1k (must-not) ™ 7 DL ZI W . 55 —J7 11, 5
VA HEASUM) ) 25 SKASUARR X RO A R B2 41 S35 ) 7R PE 38 2 A T 84 7 ), T EL 7R $H. 38 Bl g1
AT BB [ 5 5 S A Sk AR [ e BCRE 137 B4 BR 53 P S 55 B4 7 $H 25 B T R 2 R 0T 1408 2 )l T
AEANBE 1Y, 17 ELIX SN R A AR B4 1At IR 45 T R %

L LB AN A P AT S 55 AT SO Tl RIVER B2 4 S35 MR AR 55, T
X I FEBRALHN B AL, 5 R BT AUIAL . R, 3T A TR AR A i i S5 I B
KR A ORI 55 B T AR IR 5T 14 S35t ] e e Al A1 355

ZVEANFHERNSFH—RER

TeIE S HATT Rk 55 R R IR PEIE A S35 AR 1 2 AT I Dk A S 55 i SR R R A A B

(DH. L. A. Hart, “ Are there any natural rights?” , The Philosophical Review ,Vol. 64 ,No.2,1955,pp. 175 —191.
@]J. W. Salmond, Jurisprudence or the Theory of Law ,p.232.

®J. W. Salmond , Jurisprudence or the Theory of Law ,pp.236 —237.

@L. W. Sumner, The Moral Foundation of Rights ,Oxford ; Clarendon Press, 1987 ,pp. 22 —23.
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(A, I T , T 3 0 P e S 55 1B 30 L2 S 55, TR L5 MM TR B SE RS T A
EPTEAT I X5 2 LM X5 AT B o PR, BV RS 68 S5 F0 BB 1 B3 1 19
T, T TR A S 2 UM A B 1 ORI .0 55— 7 i, BT TR 2E 9T 55 ML A R 4
S S35 BV BT 1 R B, 3 LTI 19 S0 55 S HE W I PR A0 S 55 T AR S 48 3 el ol X
S0 B QBRR M UE I BUE I X 55 , SRS TR TR BT 109 S 55, Al F At o oty B0, T Lk
FRUESEAS ) BRI ) T3 B MO 470 5 AL, i 4 B S Ao AR B 181, 2 s
BT T SRR T30 , DR AR A A% T 1 355 B S BR A X 5,

T AR IS S 555 1 2 7 0 T WL A TS RE A R 9156 T S 55 5 25« — 7
S5 S AR A T AT o, RS, TR 5 1 S G LA T N A R O T 1
LS5  FRAIARRE S XIS T AT (1 2 B3 T 2 A 1 B A B X 5, S5 Rt T B A7 39
AN — R 5 — 7, 5 s S 5 T A AT S B R T T B L
FIFIE L T ) 245 545 2 A5 8 A A M P R RSP R, TR JE A R R
AR TSR DRI, TR 6T S5 B AR5 S35 5 S 95 MM 3 ROTIR A2 I 56 5 R Je—
M0 3R, T — Rl Sy 7 X SE AR AR AR L S6 R P T T X 5 — i
TR NS A2 0 3 3 I — i , T EL S 25 WA IS 31 AR TB 75 0 FIRE TR A
VAT o TR Fh AT Atk . FT— 7 TR R T X 55 U SE e L — I TR 1 T %5 LA ML
Ve BER 2, S5 s S0 AT SRR BTG @ (LR, S 55 ol v e S5 AT B S BR A ML M R,
FF AT (5 3 AT R A 52 B S A S R I S o R, AR R f
R UL X g5 o e S UARRE L g sk e X 55 3 ELA SRR S5 50 AR AR I ) e
AT -

55 e S S5 AT B BUA M TR R S W7 S 55 obligation ) J2 45 N B A
XA A P AT B R SR (mecessity ) o© A5 31 T A1 01T B obliga-
tion” IR, —J5 T, 1E WIATIA , * obligation” FIU T M S 45 ( duty ) 76 L i I 2 545 5 15 9
B X253 0 T 1B R BT S 51 42 0 T 6 M — 2 O R 00 ol 1 602 1 1 , T 944
SR TR . BRI 2, * obligation” Fil* duty ™ AT LA 4 7] S il 7 A FH , 0k 42 S5 T 75
R I IOARIE. D 57, “ obligation” 47 duty” R FUAT 1y — 2 SL, BV 2 45 161 47 4 1 A0 R 55
SR (requiredness) , U5 B 1 T 45 H9 8 BLFEHE J7 (normative pull) T 5 4 46 14 (0 AT AR B i
JF T 7 ,* obligation” T LA 4 * duty” L 48 2 117 B 64 11, 11 45 obligation” 76 3 A~ 2 3 L 481 T
3 0 00— R T B R BESR M T claty ™ T4 1] O 4 0 5 AT ISR BER M . (i A
L BB I (duty) “ PRI © U5 Cobligation) * R, ™ ® 76 A SCAO FHE T, IEUSIE S 55
P X 55 IS 1] 15 2 LA AL SRR P . R % , LA A R BER M 28 LA X 45 B obligation”
T A A B S S 25 B0 chaty” 1 M S 95 B0 Lability” 9 - BB . PRI 448 T 58 e v
S5 R AVMEE i X 55 191 HE S5 T 1T legal obligation” e 3275 .

(DK. E. Himma, “The ties that bind; An analysis of the concept of obligation” , Ratio Juris,Vol.26. No.1,2013,pp. 16 —46.

@S. Bertea,A Theory of Legal Obligation ,Cambridge, UK : Cambridge University Press,2019,p.17.

@k TATHW Bz fn“ B" th F Bl 1 By B 1K %, See H. Kelsen, Pure Theory of Law, Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1967 ,pp.3 -4.

@S. Bertea,A Theory of Legal Obligation ,pp.30 -32.

GFKIE {5 R A WEE A R EHEIT6)2002 F4F 5,

©I. Kant, The Metaphysics of Moral ,trans. by Mary Gregor, Cambridge , UK ; Cambridge University Press,1991,p. 48.

@C. M. Korsgaard , “ Kant’s analysis of obligation : The argument of foundations 1", The Monist ,Vol. 72 ,No.3,1989 ,pp.311 —340.

®LI. Kant, The Metaphysics of Moral ,p.49.
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SC55 WA 55 BAT WL IR BRIV WK AE OO PEROAT o R P 2 AL RE M Y ( prescriptive ) 15, il P4
# (mandatory ) T AN 245 A EAFPRBER . —> LS5 IFA BRAlR B B BT g 7s — A AU 4 —
AR Il ARESF S5 94T A REROA N 2 B ZR R BOTC M ELAY , L5547 b 1 R I8 45 20K
4155 38 ) ( compulsory ) o SC55 BIEHE S5 T HAT B A6 SR ZORVE RS & BN 15 78 WBUR] I R 1 52
A 1832 A DX 23 R R 9 B A SR8 7 19 ( binding ) S5 ) A9 M%7V X RERE FATT A — DX
55 BN TPOR AR SCHRAE — & T XA A ) P~ LAY AR, 4 obligation” 3 [ 41 T
“ob™ il 1" ligare” , B HY B REIE“ HAF (to bind) " [N, (555 — ALl At AHOCHK , RVl i 47
A0 — B AR DGR TE T SR i3 AR A — A EARAGIERP R PE @ R, b T — A 55 2 Tt 45
T AERLE S SR b SR M W B LAWL E 19 5 3T AT Sy, A6 SR SR B WL 0 T SC55 ok Bl 214
JRCPE R EARAS Y o XA, SO R AE T A5 T, — 05 T, SR B — A SR EOR AR SE
PR A m] e 45 A7 SO AN 5 B RIS BE ST 1) 5 53 — T T, AR SR — A 55 S A7, B Lo i
MEA — DT RN T EUOR SR RES LR . EH 2, 355 1 IR SR IS i B — A 20 )
(AR T ™ Azt R f) — R L PE A e SR SR @

S5 G SC55 JTE  LEAE B e SR BEORA E B9 R B 4 S5 BRI TN T —
FERIRES ST o XA 2 T SR Dy — Rl AR T B, 29 OIS L 1A OS5 B BE I b M A AT
RHEAAY S O BRI, AN SRS 4 ab T 55 2T RS e e fin vl LA B 0 I8 4, 55 B 4
ATTRERA S R PE IR o (R, SC55 BT B 0 HOR 2 8 1IN TR T B 52, O A R S5 S A
JRAE T 0 SC55 BB N 2256 1 T g ald o ahl A S sz o a1, A N AT SO AR B 9 S 55, 1B 4 i
A7 G AT 29 20 b I AU BT RS2 B ST R TR T o B 2 BB A — A 55 A TR
AR B, DA W 2 ) — BR R S35 B ) — i o © IS, FRAT I a2 A e B Agp 5L 55 %o R 52 %
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Legal Obligations: Basic Semantic Types and Characteristics

WANG Xiahao

Abstract ; The semantic types of legal obligations, corresponding to different semantic types of legal
rights, are divided into legal obligations as duties and legal obligations as obedience. Legal obligations
as duties are practically normative, necessarily demanding, prescriptive and mandatory. Legal obliga-
tion exerts a certain pressure or social pressure on the obligor, but it is different from sanction or legal
sanction. Legal obligation is associated with both misconceptions and responsibleness, but it is differ-
ent from responsibility or legal responsibility. The difference in origin between legal obligations and
other obligations represented by moral obligations determines its difference in nature and content from
moral obligations. As far as the difference in nature is concerned, legal obligations are adjudicative
and constrained temporally and spatially, while moral obligations are not adjudicative and free from
temporal and spatial constraints. The relationship between a legal obligation and its required behavior
is a type of relationship that can be realized in reality. The relationship between a moral obligation and
its required behavior is a virtual relationship. As far as the difference in content is concerned, on the
one hand, legal obligations have a practical purpose and political-ethical content that moral obligations
cannot have; on the other hand, although the content of certain legal obligations is derived from moral
obligations, legal obligations have specificity, completeness, finality, and the possibility of eliminating
uncertainty in the perception of the content of moral obligations in terms of the specification of their
content.
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