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UN LIBERTY.

CHAPTER L

INTROCDUCTORY.

Trg subject of this Essay is not the
go-called Liberty of the Will, so un-
fortunately opposed to the misnamred
dectrine of DPhilosophical Necessity;
But Civil, or Social Liberty : the nature
and limits of the power which can be
legitimately exercised by socicty over
the individual.
stated, and hardly ever discussed, in
general terms, but which profoundly
influences the practical controversies of
the age by its latent presence, and is
likely soon to make itself recogniscd ag
the vital question of the future. Itis
5o far from being new, that, im a cer-
tain sense, it has divided mankind,
almost from the remotest ages; batin
the stage of progress into wlhich the
more civilized portions of the species
have naw entercd, it presents itsclf un-
der new conditions, and requires a diffe-
rent and more fundamental treatment.

The struggle Letween Liberty and
Authority 15 the mest conspicuous
feature 1o the portions of history with
which we are earliest fumiliar, particu-
jarly in that of Greece, Rome, and
England. Dut in cld times this con-
fest was between subjects, or some
classes of subjects, and the Govern-
ment. By liberty, was meant protec-
tion against the 1yranuy of the political
rulers,  The rulers were conceived
(cxcept in some of the popular govern-
ments of (iroece) as in a necessarily
antagonistic position to the people
whom they ruled. They consisted of
a governing One, or a governing tribe
or caste, who derived their authority
irom inheritance or conguest, who, at
all events, did not hold it at e
pleasure of the governed, and whose

A question seldom -

supremacy men did not venture, per-
Laps did not desire, to contest, what-
cver preeautions might be taken
againsi its oppressive exercise. “Their
power was regarded as necessary, but
also ‘as highly dangerous; as a weapon
which they would attempt te use
against their subjects, no less than
against external encmies. To prevens
the weaker members of the community
from being preyed upon by innumerable
vultures, it wasneedtul that there should
be an animal of prey stronger than
the rest, commissicned fo keep them
down. Dut as the king of the vultures
would e no less bent upon preying on
the flock than any of the miuor har-
ples, it was indispeusable to Lo in a
perpetual attitude of defence against
his beak and claws. The aim, there-
fore, of patriots was to set limits to the
power which the ruler should be suf-
tered to excrcise over the colnmunity ;
and this limitation was what they
meant by liberty. It was attempted
iu two ways. Iirst, by obtaiving a
recognition of certain immunities, called
pelitical liberties or rights, which ic
was to be regarded as a breach of duty
ia the raler to infringe, and which if
he did infringe, specific resistance, or
general rebellion, was held to be justifi-
able. A sccond, and generally o later
expedient, was the establishment of
congtitntional checks, by which the
conzent of the community, or of a body
of some sort, supposed to represent its
interests, was made a necessary con-
dition to some of the more important
acts of the governing power. 'To the
first of these mdes of limilation, the
ruling power, in most Euvopean coun-
D
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tries, was compelled, more or less, ta
submit. It was not so with the second;
and, to attain this, or when already iu
gome degree possessed, to attan it
more completely, became everywhere
the principal object of the Tovers of
liberty. And so long as mankind were
content to combat one enemy by
anotber, and to be ruled by a master,
on condition of being gnaranteed more
or less clficaciously against his tyranny,
they did not earry tleir aspirations be-
youd this point.

A time, however, came, in ihe pro-
gress of human affairs, when men
ccased to 1bink it a nccessity of nature
that their governors shoull be an in-
dependent power, opposed in interest
to themsejves. It appeared to them
much better that the various magis-
trates of ihe State should be iheir
tenants or delegates, revocable at their
pleasure. In that way alone, it seemed,
conld they have compleie sceurity that
the povers of government would never
he abused to their disadvantage. Iy
degrees this new demand for elective
and temporary rulers hecame the
prominent object of the exertions of
the popular pariy, wlerever any such
party cxisted; and superseded, to a
considerable extent, the previous cfforts
to Hmit the power of rulers. Ag the
straggle procecded for waking the
ruling power cmanate from the
periodical choice of the ruled, some
persons began to think that toe mach
importance bad been aftuched to the
limitation of the power itself. That
(it miglt seem) was a resource against
rulers whese interests were habiiually
opposed to those of the people.  What
was now wanted was, that the rolers
should be identified with the people;
that their interest and will should le
the interest and will of the nation.
I'he nation did not need to be protested
against its own will. There was_no
fear of its tyrannizing over itself. Let
the rulers be cfeciually respansille to
it, premptly removable by it, and it
could afford fo trust them with power
of which it eould itself dietate the unse
to be made. "L'licir power was but the
natien's owz power, concentrated, and
in a form comvenient for cxercise.

v ihe

This mede of thongnt, or rather per.
hups of feeling, was common among
last  gencration of Fuoropean
ltberalism, in the Conlinental section
of which 1t still apparently predomi-
nates. Those whia adieit any linit to
what 4 govermmnent may do, except in
the case of snch governments as they
think ought net to exist, stand out as
Lrilliant cxceptions among the pelitical
thinkers of the Continent, A similar
tonc of sentiment might by this time
have heen prevalent in our own
country, if the circumslanees which
far a time eneouraged it, had continned
unaltered.

Lut, in political and philosophieal
theories, as well as in persons, success
discloses faults and infirmities which
farlore might have concealed from ob-
servation. The notion, that the people
flave no need fo limit their power over
themselves, might scem axiomalic,
when popular government was a thing
only dreamed about, or read of as
having existed at some distant period
of the past. Neither was that notion
necessarily disturbed by such  tem-
porary aberrations as those of the
Frenel Revolution, the worst of which
were the work of an usnrping few, and
which, in any case, beloenged, not to
the permaneat working of popular in-
stituiions, but to a sudden and con-
vulsive oufbreak against monarchical
and aristocyatic despotism, In time,
liowever, & demogratic republic came
to occupy 2 large portion of the carth's
surface, and made itseif felt as one of
tl:e most powerful members of the com-
munity of nations; and elective aud
responsible government became sul-
ject to the observations and criticisms
which wait upon ® greaf existing fact.
It was now perceived that such phrases
as ‘seif.government,’ and ‘the power
of ihe people over themselves,” do not
express the irue state of the case.
The * people’ who exercise the power
are not always the spme people with
those over whom it is excreised; and
the *self.government’ speken of is not
the government of each Ly himself,
but of each Ly all the rest. The will
of the people, morecver, practically
means the will of 1be most munerous
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or the most active part of the people;
-the majority, or these who succeed in
making themselves accepted as the
majority; the peeple, conseguently,
sy desire to oppress a part of their
number; and precautions are as much
needed against this as against any
other abuse of power.  The limitation,
therefore, of the power of government
over individnals leses none of its im-
portance when the bolders of power
are regularly accountable to the com-
munity, that is, to the strongest party
therein, This view of things, recom-
mending itsell equally to the intelli-
genee of thinkers aud to the inclination
of those impartant elasses in Epropean
society to whose real or supposed in-
terests democracy is adverse, has had
noe didiculty in establishing itsclf; and
in pelitical speculations ‘the tyranny
of the majority’ is new generally in-
cluded among the evils against which
gociety requires to be on its guard.
Like her tyrannies, the tyraney of
the majority was at first, and is still
vulgarly, held in dread, chiclly as ope-
rating chrough the acts of the public
suthorities.  Dut reflecting  persons
perce’ved that when scciety s itself
the tyrant —society collectively, over
the separate individuals who compose
it—its rneans of tyranpizing are not
restrictad to the acts which it may do
by the hands of its political function-
arigs.  Society can and does execnte
its owu inandates: and if it issues
wrong mandates instead of mght, or
any maadates at all in things with
which it cught not to meddle, 18 prac-
tises a soctal tyranny more formidable
than many kinds of political eppres-
sion, sinee, though not usually upheld
Ly such extreme penaltics, it leaves
fowor means of escape, peneirating
inch more deeply intv the details of
life, and enslaving the soul itself. Iro-
tectian, therefore, against the tyranny
of the magisirate i3 not enough : there
needs protection also against the ty-

rangyof the prevailing opiuion and feel

ing; ngainst the tendency of society to
¥mpose, by otler means than civil penal-
ties, its own ideas and practices as rules
of eondunt on those who dissent from
thew ; to fetter the developmeent, and, if

pessible, prevent the fermation, of any
dividuality not in harmoeny with ity
ways, and compels all characters to fi-
shion themselves upon the model of its
own. "There is alinit to the legitimate
interference of collective opinion with
individual independence: and to find
that limit, and maintain it against en-
croachment, is as indispensable to a
zoad condition of human alfairs, as pro-
tection against pelitical despotism,
Lut though this proposition is not
likely to be contested iu general terms,
the practival question, where to place
the ]i‘imit —bhow to make the fitting
adjustment between irndividual inde-
pendence and social control—is a sub-
Ject on which nearly everything re.
maing to be done.  All that makes
existence valnalile 1o any one, depends
on the enforcement of restraints upon
the actions of other people. Some
rules of cenduet, therefore, must be im-
posed, by law in the first place, and
by apinion on many things which are
not tit subjeets for the eperation of law,
What these rules should be, is the prin-
cipal question in human aflairs; but i
we except a few of the most obvions
cases, it is one of those which least
progress has been made in resolving.
No twe ages, and scarcely any fwo
countries, have decided it alike; and
the decision of one age or country is a
wonder to another.  Yet the people of
any given age and country no more
suspeet any difficulty in it, than if it
were a subject on which mankind had
always been agreed.  The roles which
obtarn among themselyes appear to
them self-evident and selfjustifying.
"This all but universal illusion is one of
the examples of the magical influence
of custom, which is not only, as the
proverb says, a second natave, but ig
continually mistaken for the tirst, The
cffect of custom, in preventing any
misgiving respecting the riles of con-
duct which mankind impose on one
another, is all the more complete be-
cause the subject is one on which it i3
nnt generally considered necessary that
reasons shonld be given, either by one
person to others, or by cach to himself,
'eople are accustomerd to believe, und
Lave been enconraged in the belief by
9



some who aspire to the character of
philosophers, that their feelings, on
subjects of this nature, are better than
reasons, and render reasons unneces-
sarv. The practical principle whicl
euides them o their opinions ¢z the
regulation of human conduct, is the
feeling in eacl person’s miimd that
everyhods sheuld be required to act as
be, and those with whom he sympa-
thizes, would like them to act. XNo
one, indecd, acknowledges to himszelf
that his standard of judgmert is his
owa liking; but an opinicn on a polnt
of conduct, not supporied by reasons,
can only count as oue person's pre-
ference ; and if the reasons, when given,
are a mere appeal to a similar prefer-
ence felt br other people, it is still only
many people’s liking instead of one,
To an ordinary man, however, his own
preference, thus supported, is not only
a perfecily satisfactory reason, bui-the
only ane he generally has for any of his
potions o morality, taste, or propriety,

which are not expressly writicn tn fus

religious creed; and his chief guide in
the Interpretation even of that. len's
cpinions, accordingly, on what is land-
able or Llameable, are aftected by all
the multifarions causes which influence

their wishes in regard to the conduct

of others, and which are as numerous
as those which determine their wishes
on any other subject. Sometimes their
reasen—at other times their prejudices
or superstitions: often their social af-
fections, not scldom their antisocial
ones, their envy or jezlousy, their arro-
ganece or contemptuousness: but mosi
commonly, their desires or fears for
themselves—their legitimate or illegi-
timate selfinterest. Wherever there
is an ascendant class, a large porton
of the merality of the country emanates
from its class interests, and its {eelings
of class superiority.  The morality be-
tween Spartans and Ilelots, between
planters and negvozs, between princes
and subjects, between robles and rote-

INTRODUCTORY.

tions ameny themsalves, Where, on the
other hand, a elass, formerly ascendant,
has lost its ascerdancy, or where jts
ascendancy is unpopular, the prevailing
moral seciiments frequently bear the
impress of an impatient dislike of su-
periority.  Another grand determining
principle of the rules ef conduct, botl:
in act and forbearance, which have
been enforced by law or opinion, has
been the servility of mankind towards
the supposed prefereaces or aversicns
of their temporal masters or of their
gods, This servility, though essentially
selish, is not liypocrisy; 3t gives rise
to perfectly genuine sentiments of ab-
horrence ; 1t made men bure magicians
and heretics. Among so many baser
influences, the general and ohvicus in-
terests of sociciy have of course had a
share, and a large one, in the direction
of the moral sentiments: less, howerver,
as & matter of reasor, and on theirown
account, than as a consequence of the
sympathier and antipathies which grew
out of them : and sympathies acd anti-
pathies which had little ornothirg to do
with the interests of society, Lave made
themselves felt in the establishment of
moralities with quite as great frice,
The likings and diskikings of sneiety,
or of some powerful portion sf it are
thus the main thing which bas practi-
cally determined the rules laid down
for general observance, under the pe-
naliies of law or opinion. And in gere-
ral, those who have hecn in advance of
society in thought and feeling, have
left this condition of things unassailed
in principle, however they may have
come into conflict with it in sonie of ita
details, They have occunied them-
selves rather in inquiring what things
society ought to like or dislike, than in
questioning whether its Likinss or dis-
likings should be a law to individuals,
They preferred endeavouring to alter
the feelings of mankind on the parti-
cular points on which they were ther-
selves heretieal, rather than malke com-

riers, between men and wemen, has | mon cause in defence of freedom, with

been for the most part the creation of | hereties generally.
these class interests and feelings: and | which the higher ground
the seztiments thus generated. react in | taken on principle and maintained w?
turn up n the moral feelings of the mem- ;| consistency, by any bt an indivi

The only case in
as been

3

pers of the asgendant class, in their vela- | Lere and there, is that of religlous be-
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lieft a case instructive in many ways,
ond not least so as forming a most
gtriking instance of the failibility of
what is called the moral sense: ior ihe
odium theclogicum, In a sincere Ligot,
is one of the most unequivecal cases of
moral feeling. Those who first broke
the yoke of what called itself the Uni-
versal Chureh, were in general as litile
willing to permit difference of religious
cpinion as that church itself Dut
when the heat of the confiict was over,
witlivat giving a complete victory to
anv party, and each church or sect was
reduced to limit its hopes o retaining
possession of the gronnd it already oc-
cupied; minorities, seeing that they
had no chance of becoming majorities,
were under the necessity of pleading to
those whom ther could not convert. for
permission to differ,

ciety have been asserted on Lroad
s of principle, end the claim of

sertients, opealy controverted.
writers to whom the world owes
eligions liberty it possesses, have
mo-iit asseried freedom of conscience
as ap indefeasible right, and denjed
absoloiely that 2 human being is ac-
conntable to others for Lis religions

belief. Yet so natural to mankind is -
tever they really care

intelerance in wha
abewt, that relicicns freedom Lz
hardly anywhere Leen practically rea-
lized, except where religious indife-

tczee, which dislikes to Lave its peace |

disturbed by theological quarrcls, has
added its weight to the seale. In the
minds ¢f almost all religicus persons,
even in the mest tolerant countries, the
duly af ioleration is admitted with tacit
reserves, One person will bear with
diseent in matters of church govern-
ment, bet not of dogma; another can
tolerate evervbeds, short of a FPapist
cr an Unitarian; another, every one
who believes in revealed relizion; a
few exterd their chariir alittle fuwrther,
but stop at the belief in a God and in
a future state. Wherever the senti-
ment of the majoniy is still genuine
and intense, it 13 found to bave abated
little of its claim to be obeyed.

It is accordingly -
on this kattle field, almost _solely, that |
the rizhis of the individual against so-

¢ exereise antharity over dis

The :

&

I» England, from the peculiar cir-
cumstances of onr polirical history,
thouzh the yoke of opinien is rerhaps
heavier, that of law is lighter, than
most other countries of Europe: and
there is considerable jealousy of direcs
interference, by the legislative or the
executive power, with private conduct;

" not so much from an¥ just regard far
| the independence of the individusl, as
. from the still sebsisting habit of look.
ing on the government as representing
an opposite interest to the publc.
: The majority have not yet learnt to
feel the power of the government their
power, or iis opinioas their opinions.
|\\'hen they do g0, individual liberty
will probably be as much exposed ta
invasion from the government, as i,
! already is from public opinion. Bu%,
as yet, there is a considerable amount
of feeling ready to be called forth
against any attempt of the law to con-
trol icdividuals in things in which they
have not hitherto been accustomed to
be controlled by it; and this with very
little discrimination as to whether the
matter is, or is not, within the legiti-
mate sphere of legal control; inso-
much that tke feeling, lighly salutary
on the whole, is perhaps quitc as often
nxizplaced as well grounded in the par-
ticular instances of its applieation,
There iz, in fact, no recegmized prin-
ciple by which the propriety or
impropriety of governient interference
is custgmarily iested. People decide
according to their personal preferences.
Sorse, whenever they see anv good tg
be done, or evil to be remedied, would
willingly instigate the government to
undertake the Lusiness; while others
prefer to Dbear almost any amount of
| secial evil, rather ihan add ouwe to the
departments of human interesés amen-
iable to governmental conircl. And
 men range themselves on one or the
other side in any particular case, ac-
cording to 1his general direction of
their sentiments; or according to the
degree of interest which they feel in
the particular thing which it is pro-
rosed that the government shauld dao,
or according fo the belief thex enter
tain that the government would, or
would not, do it in the manner they
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preler; but very rarely on account of
any opinion to which they consistently
adhere, as to what things are fit to be
done by a government.  And it scems
to me that in consequence of this
absence of rule or principle, one side is
at present as often wrong as the other;
the interference of gevernment is, with
abnui equal frequency, improperly in-
voked and improperly condemned.

The object of this Essay is to nssert
one very simple principle, as entitled
to govern absolutely the dealings of
society with the individual in the way
of compulsion and control, whether the
means used be physical force in the
form of legal penalties, or the moral
coercton of public opinion. That prin-
ciple is, that the sole end for which
mankingd are weorranted, individuvally
or collectively, in interfering with the
liberty of action of any of their number,
is selfprotection. That the only pur-
pose for which power can be rightiully
exercised  over any member of a
civilized comrmunity, against lis will,
is to prevent harm to others. Iisown
good, either physical or moral, is not a
snfficient warrant. He cannot right-
fully be compelled to de or forbear be-
causc it will be better for him to do so,
beeauge it will make Lim happier, be-
cause, in the opinions of others, to do
g0 would be wise, or even right. These
are good rteasons for remenstrating
with him, or ressoning with him, or
persuading him, or entreating him, but
uot for compelling him, or visiting him
with any evil in case he do otherwise.
To justify that, the conduct from which
it is desired to deter him, must be caleu-
lated to produce ¢vil to some one else.
The only part of the conduct of any
one, for which he is amenable to
society, is that which concerns others.
In the part which merely concerns
himself, his independence is, of right,

absolute. Over himself, over his own
body and mind, the individzal is sove-
yeian,

1t is, perhaps, hardly necessary to

gay that this doctrine is meant to apply
only to human beings in the maturity
of their faculties. We are not speak-
ing of children, or of young persons
below the age which the law may fix

ag that of machood or womanheod
Those who are still in a state to ve.
quire being taken care of by others,
must be protected against thelr own
actionsaswellas againstexternal injury.
For the same rcason, we may leave out
of consideration those backward states
of society in which the race itself may
be considered as in its nonage. The
carly difficulties in the way of sponta-
neous progress are so great, that there
is seldom any choice of means for over-
coming thew; and a ruler full of the
spirit of improvement is warranted in
the use of any expedients that will
attain an end, perhiaps otherwise un-
attainable, Despotism is a legitimate
mode of government in dealing with
barbarians, provided the end be their
improvement, and the means justified
by actually eflecting that end. Liberty,
as a principle, has no applicatizn te
any state of things anterior to i}
when mankind have become capatle of
being improved by free and equal dis-
cussion.  Until then, there is rothing
for them but {mplicit obedience to an
Akbar or a Charlemagne, if they are
so fortunate as to find one. Dut as
soch s mankind have sttained the
capacity of being guided to their own
improvement by convietion or persua-
sion {a period long since reachr:d in alk
nations with whom we need here critcern
ourselves), compulsion, either iu the
direct form cr in that of pains and
coalties for non-compliance, i3 no
onger admissible as a mecans to their
own good, and justifiable only fir the
security of others.

It is proper to state that I forego
any advantage which could Le derived
to my argument from the idea of
sbstract rght, as a thing independent
of utility. I regard uiility as the
ultimate appeal on all ethical ques-
tions; but it must Le utility in the
largest sense, grounded on the perma-
nent interests of a man as a progres-
sive being. Those interests, T contend,
autherize the subjection of individual
spentaneity to external control, only in
respeet to those actions of each, which
concern the interest of other people.
It any one does an act huriful te
others, there is a primd jucie case for
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punishing him, by law, or, where legal
penalties are not safely applicable, by
general disapprobation.  There are
also many positive acts for the benefit
of others, which he may rightfully Le
cxmpelled to perform ; such as to give
evidence in a court of justice; io bear
his thir share in the common defence,
or in any other joint werk necessary
1o the interest of the scelety of which
he enjoys the protection; and to per-
form eertain acts of individnal benefi-
cence, suchas saving a fellow-creature’s
life, or interposing to protect the defence-
Iess against ill-usage, things which
whenever it is obviously a man's duty
1o do, Lhe may rightfully be made re-
sponsilile to society for not doing. A
person may causc evil to others mot
only by bis actions but by his inaciion,
and in ¢ither case be is justly account~
able to them for the injury. The
latter case, it is irue, requires a much
more eautions exercise of eoropulsion
than the former. To make any one
answerable for doing evil to others, is
the rule ; to make him answerable for
not preventing evil, is, comparatively
speaking, the exception. Yet there
are many cases clear cnough and
pgrave enougl to jusiify that exception.
In all things which regard the exter-
nal relations of the individual, be is
de jure amenable to those whose inte-
rests are concerned, and if need be, to
society as their protestor, There are
often gocd reasons for not holding him
to the responsibility; but these rea-
sons must arise from the special expe-
diencics of the case: either beenuse it
is a kind of case in whieh heis on the
whole likely to act Letter, when left to
his own discretion, than when con-
trelled in 2ny way in which society
have it in their power to contrel bim ;
or beeause the atlempt to exercise
control  would produce other evils,
greater thau those whicl it would pre-
vent. When such reasons as these
preclude the enforcement of responsi-
bility, the conscience of the agent
himself should step inte the vacant
judgment seat, and protect those inte-
rests of others which have no external
protection; judging Limself all the
more rigidly, because the case does

not admit of his being made acconnt-
able to the judgment of his fellow.
creatures,

Put there is a sphere of action in
which society, as distinguished from
the individual, has, if any, only an in-
direct interest ; eomprehending all that
portion of a person’s life and conduct
which affeets only himself, or if it also
afleets oihers, only with their frce,
voluntary, and undeceived consent and
participation,  When T say eniy him-
self, { mean directly, and in the first
instance : for whatever aflects bimself,
may affect others throngh himself;
and the objection which may be
grounded on this contingency, will re-
ceive consideration in the sequel. This,
then, is the appropriate region of hu-
man liberty, 1t eomprises, first, the
inward demain of consciousness; de-
manding liberty of conscience, in the
most comprelensive sense; liberty of
thought and feeling ; absolute {reedom
of opinion and seniiment on all eub-
Jjects, practical or speculative, scientifie,
moral, or theological, The Nberiy of
expressing and publishing opinions may
seem to fall under a different principle,
since it belongs te that part of the con-
duet of an individual which eencerns
ather people; but, being almost of aa
much importance as the liberty of
thought itself, and resting in great
part on the same reasons, is prachically
inseparable f{rom it. Secondly, the
prineiple requires liberty of tastes ang
pwrsmts: of framing the plan of our
life to suit our own cliaracter; of doing
as we like, subject tn such consequences
asmayfollow: without impediment from
our feilow-creatures, so long as what we
do does not barm them, even though
they should think cur conduct foclish,
perverse, or wrong. ‘Thirdly, from this
liberty of cach individual, follows the
liberty, within the same limits, of com.
bination among individuals; freedom
to unite, for any purpose not involving
harm to others : the persons combining
being supposed ta be of full age, and
not forced or deecived.

No society in which these libertics
are not, on the whole, respected, is free,
whatever may be its form of govern
ment ; and none is cempletely free in
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which they do not exist absolute and
unqualified. The only freedom which
deserves the name, is that of purswing
onr own good In cur own way, so long
ag we do not attempt to deprive others
of theirs, or iropede their efforts to ob-
tain it. Fach 1s the proper guardian
of hizs own health, whether bodily, or
mental and spidtoal.  Mankind are
greater gainers by suffering each other
tn live as seems good to themselves,
than by compelling each to live as
seems good to the Test,

Though this doctrine is anything but
new, and, to some persons, may have
the air of a truism, there is vo doctrine
which stands more directly opposed to
the general tendency of existing opinion
and practice. Society lbas expended
fully as much effort inthe attempt (ac-
cording tc its lights) ta compel people
to conform o its Dotions of personal,
as of social excellence. The ancient
commenwealths thonght  themselves
entitied to praciise, and the ancient
philosophers countenanced, the regula-
tion of every part of private conduct
by public authority, on the ground that
the State had a deep interest in the
whole bedily and mental discipline of
every cne of its citizens; a mode of
thinking which may have been admis-
sible in small republics surrounded by
powerful enemies, in constant peril of
being subverted by foreigu attack or
internal commotion, and to which even
a short interval of rclaxed encrgy and
self-command might so casily be fatal,
that they could not afford to wait for
1he salutary permanent coffects of free-
dom. In the medern world, the greater
size of political communities, and above
all, the separation Letween spiritual
and temporal anthority {which placed
the divection of men's consciences iu
other hands than these which con-
tralled their worldly affairs), prevented
g0 great an interference by law in the
details of private lifo ; but the engines
of moral repression have been wielded
more strenuously against divergence
from the reigning opiuion in sclf
regarding, than even in social matters;
refigion, the most powerful of the ele-
ments which have entered into the
formation of mora) feeling, having al.

most always been gaverned either hy
the ambition of a hicrarchy, seeking
control over every depariment of lin-
man conduet, or by the spirit of Puri-
tanism. And some of those modern
reformers who have pluced themselves
in strongest opposition to the religions
of the past, bave been nowzy belind
either churches or sects in their asser
tion of the right of spiritual domina.
tion: M, Comte, in particular, whose
social system, as unfolded in his Systeme
de Dolitique Postiire, aims at establish-
ing {though by moral more than by legal
appliances) a despotism of socety ever
the individval, surpassing anything
contemplated 1n the political ideal of
the most rigid disciplinarian among the
aucient philosophers.

Apart from the peculiar tenets of in-
dividnal thinkers, there is also in the
world at large an increasivg inclination
to streich unduly the powers of society
over the individual, both by the firce
of opinion and even by that of legis-
lation ; and as the tendency of all the
changes taking place in the world is to
strengthen society, and diminish the
power of the individual, this encroach-
ment is not one of the evils which tend
spontanccusly to disappear, butf, on
the contrary, io grow more and more
formidable. The disposition of man-
kind, whether as rulers or as fellow-
citizens, to impose their own opinions
and inclinations as a rule of conduct
on others, is so energetically supported
by some of the best and by some of the
worst feelings incident t¢ human na-
ture, that it is hardly cver kept under
restraint by, anything Lot want of
power; and as the power is not de-
clining, but growing, wuless a stroug
barrier of moral conviction can be raised
against the mischief, we must expect,
in the present circumstances of the
world, o see it facrease.

It will be convenient for the argu-
ment, if, instead of at once entering
upon the general thesis, we confine
ourselves in the first instance to a single
Lranch of it, on which the prineiple
here stated is, if vot fully, yet to a cer-
tain point, recognised by the current
opinions.  This one branch Js the
Liberty of Thought: from which it is
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impossible to separate the cognate 1i-
Lerty of speaking and of writing.,  Al-
though these libertics, to some con-
tiderable amonnt, form part of the
political morality of all countries whicl:
profess religious toleration and fiee in-
stitations, the grounds, both phileso-
phical and practical, on which they
rest, aie perhaps not so familiur to the
zencral wnind, nor so thoroughly appre-
ciated by many even of the leaders of
opinion, as might have been expecied.
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Those grounds, when rightly under-
stood, are of mnch wider application
than to enly ome division of the sub-
jeet, and a thorough consideration of
this part of the question will be found
tae Lest iniroduction to the remainder.
Those to whom nothing which I am
about to say will be new, may there-
fore, I liope, excuse me, if on o subject
which for now three centuries has been
go often discussed, I venture on one
discussien more.

CHHAPTER 1L

OF THE LIBERTY OF TOOUGHT AXND DISCUSSION.

Tue time, it is to be Loped, is goue by,
when any defence would be necessary
of the "liberty of the press’ as one of
the securities against corrapt or tyran-
nical government. No argnment, we
may suppese, can now be needad,
against permitting a legislature or an
excculive, not identified in interest
with the people, to preseribe apinions
10 them, and determine what doctrines
or what arguments they shall be al-
lowed to hear. This aspect of the
question, besides, has been so often and
so trivmphantly enforced by preceding
writers, that it needs not be specially
insisted on in this place. Though the
Taw of Iingland, on the subject of the
press, is as servile {o this day as it was
in the time of the Tudors, there is little
dunger of its being actually put in foree
agamst politieal discussion, except dor-
ing some temporary panie, when foar
of inswrection drives ministers and
judges from their propriety;® ang,

* These words had scarcely been written,
when, 25 if to give them an emphatic con-
traliction, occurred the Governinent Press
Prosceutions of 1353, That illjudged inter-
ference with the liberty of public discussion
hag nat, however, iniuced me to alter a
single word in the text, nor has it at all
weakened my conviction that, momenis of
panic excepted, the ern of painsand penaltics
for political disenssien bias, in our own
country, passed away. For, in the firss
place, the prosecutions were nat horsisted
in; ard, in the sccond, they wcre never,

speaking generally, it i3 not, in con-
stitctional countries, to be apprehended,
that the government, whether com-
pletely responsible to the people or not,
will often attempt to control the ex-
pression of opinion, except when in
doing so it makes itself the organ of

propevly speaking, palitical prosecnutions,
The offence charged was not that of eriticis-
ing institutions, or the acts or persons of
rulers, but of circulating what was deemed
an immoral doetrine, the lawiulness of Ty-
rannicide.

If the arguments of the present chapler
are of any validity, there cught to exist the
fultest liberty of professing and discussing,
as & matter of ethical conviction, any doc-
irine, however immoral it may be considerad,
It would, therefure, be irrelevant 2nd ont of
place to examine here, whether the doctrine
of Tyrannicile descrves that title, I shall
cantent myself with Brying that the suhject
has Lieen at all times one of the open ques-
tions of morals; that the act of a private
citizen in striking down a eriminal, who, by
raising himself above the law, has placed
linmiself beyond the reach of legal punishiment
or comtrol, has been accounted Iy wlhole
uations, and by somc of the best and wiscst
of men, ot a erime, but an act of cxalted
virtue; and that, right or wrong, it is not of
the nature of assassination, but of eivil war.
Assuch, 1 hold that the iustization 1o it, in
a specifie case, may be a proper subject of
punishment, but only i€ an overt sct hay
fullowed, and at least a probable connexion
ean be established between the act and {he
instigation. Even then, it is not a fereign
govermuent, but the very government as-
sailed, which alone, in the exercise of self-
defence, can legitimately punisl: attacks
diveeted against its own existence.
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the general intolerance of the publie.
Let us suppose, thercfore, that the
government 1 entirely at one with the
people, and mever thinks of exerting
any power of coercion unless in agree-
ment with what it conceives to be their
voice. Bt I deny the right of the
Eeople to exercise such coercion, cither

v themselves or by thelr govermment.
The power itscll is illegitimate. The
est government has no more title to
it than the worst. It is as noxious, or
more poxious, when exerted in aceord-
anee with public opinion, than when
in opposition to it. If all mankind
minus one, were of one opinion, and
only one person were of the contrary
opiuion, mankind would be no more
Jjustified in silencing that one person,
than he, if he had the power, would
be justified in silencing mankind, Were
an opinim a perscoal possession of no
value except fo the owner; If to be
obstructed m the enjoyment of it were
gimply a private injury, it would make
some difference whether the injury was
inflicted only on a few persons or on
many, DBul the pecullar evil of si-
lencing the ¢xpression of an opinion s,
that it is robling the human race;
posterity as well as the exisling gene-
ration; those who dissent from the
opinion, still more than those who hold
it. If the opinion is righi, they are
deprived of the apportunity of exchang-
ing errer for truth: if wrong, they Jose,
what is almost ns great a bencfit, the
clearer pereeption and Jivelier impres-
sion of truth, produced by its collision
with error.

It is necessary to consider separately
these two hypotheses, each of which
has o distinet branch of the argument
corresponding to it.  We can never be
sure that the opinion we arc endea-
vouring to stifle is a false opinion ; and
if we were sure, stifling it weuld be an
evil still.

First: the opinion whick it is at-
tempted to suppress by authority may
possibly be true,  Those whao desire to
suppress it, of course deny its fruth;
but they are not jnfallible.  They have
no authority to decide the question for
all mankied, and rxclude every other
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person from the means of judging. To
refuse a hearing to an opinion, beeanse
they are sure that itis false, is to assume
that their certainty is the same thing
as absolufe certainty.  All silencing of
discussion ig an assumptien of infalli-
Lility. Its condemnation may be al-
lowed to rest on this common argu-
ment, not the worse for being commnn,

Unfortunately for the good sense of
mankind, the fact of their fallibility is
far from carrying the weight in their
practical judgment, which is always
allowed to it in theory ; for while every
one well knows himself fo De [allille,
few think it necessary to take any pre-
cautions against their own fallibility,
or admit the supposition that any opi-
nion, of which they feel very certain,
way be one of the examples of the
error to which they acknowledge them-
selves to be liable. Albsolute princes,
or others who are accustomed to unh-
mited deference, nsually feel this com-
pleie confidence in their own opinions
on nearly all subjects, People more
happily situatod, who sometimes hear
thetr opinions disputed, and are not
wholly uoused to be set right when
they are wrong, place the same un-
beunded reliance only on such of their
opinions as are shared Ly all who sur-
round them, or towhom they habitually
defer: for in proportion fo n man’s
want of conidence in his own sclitary

judgment, does he usnally repose, with

implicit trust, on the infallibility of
“the world 7 in general. And the world,
to each individual, means the part of
it with which be comes in contact ; his
party, his seet, his chareh, his class of
society: the man may be called, by
comparison, almost liberal and large-
minded to whom it means anything so
comprehensive as his own couniry or
his own age. Nor is his faith in tiis
collective anthority at all shaken by
his being aware that other ages, coun-
trics, sects, clmrehes, classes, and
partics have thanght, and even now
think, the cxact reverse,  Ile devolves
upon his own world the responsibility
of being in the right against the dis-
sentient worlds of other people ; and it
never troubles him that mere aceident
has decided which of these numerous
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worlds s the ebjeet of his reliance, and
that the same canses which make him
a Churchman in London, would have
made him a Buddhist or a Confucian
in Pekin,  Yet it is0s evident in itself,
a8 any amount of argument can make
it, that ages are no more infallible than
jndividuals; everv age lhaving held
many opinions which subscquent ages
have deemed nof only false but absurd ;
and it is uas cortain that many opinions,
now general, will be rejected by future
ages, as it ig 1that many, once general,
are rejected by the present,

The objection likely to be made to
this argument, wonll probably take
some such form as the following. There
is no greater assumption of infallilility
in forbidding the propagation of error,
than in any other thing which is done
Ly public avthority on its own judgment
and responsibility. Judgment is given
to men that they may use it. DBecause
it may be used erroncously, are men to
be told that they cught not to use it at
all?  To probibit what they think per-
nicious, is not claiming exemption {rom
error, but fulfilling the duty incurnbent
on them, although fallible, of acting on
their conscientious eonviction. If we
were never to act on our opiniens, be-
causc those opinions may be wiong,
we should leave all our interests an-
eared for, and all oor dutles unper-
jormed. An objection which applies
to all condnct, can be no valid objection
to any conduct in particular. Itis the
duty of governments, and of indivi-
uals, to {form the trnest opinions they
can; to form them carefully, and never
impose them upon others unless they
are quite surc of being right. Dut
when they are sure (such roasoners may
r2y), it 18 not eonscientiousness but
cowardice to shrink from acting on
their opiniens, and allow doctrines
which they honestly think dangercus
to the weifare of mankind, either in
this life or in anotlier, to be scattered
abroad without restraint, beeausc other
reople, in less enlightened times, have
persecuted opiniens now belioved to e
true.  Let us fake care, it may be
said, not fo make the same mistake:
but governments and nations have
made mistakes in other things: which
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are not denied te be fit subjectsfor tho
exercise of authority: they have laid
on bad faxes, made unjust wars,
Qught we therefore o lay on no faxes,
and, under whatever provocation, make
no wars? Men, and governments,
must act to the best of their ability,
There is no such thing as absolute cer-
tainty, but {here is assurance sufficient
for the purposes of human life. We
may, and must, assume our opinion lo
be true for tbe guidance of our own
eonduct: and it is gssuming ne more
when we forbid bad men to pervert
society by the propagation of opinions
which we regard as false and perni-
clons.

I answer, that it is assuming very
much mere. There is the greatest
difference between presuming an opi-
nion to be irue, becauss, with every
opportunity for contesting it, it has not
been refuted, and assuming its truth
for the purpese of not permitting its
refutation. Complete Liberty of con-
tradicting and disproving our cpinion,
is the very condition which justifics us
in assuming its iruth for purpeses of
action; and on no othier terms can o
being with buman facultics have any
raticnal assurance of being right.

‘When we consider cither the histery
of opinion, or $he ordinary conduct of
human life, to what is it to be ascribed
that the one and the other are no worse
than they are? Not certainly to the
inberent foree of the human under-
standing; for, on any matter not self-
evident, there are nincty-nine persons
totally incapable of judging of it, for
one who is capable ; and the capacity
of the hundredth person is only com-
parative ; for the majority of the emi-
nent een of every past generation hield
many opinions now known to be erro-
neous, and did or approved numerons
things which no one will now justify.
Why is it, then, that there is on the
whale a preponderance among mankind.
of ratienal opinions and rational cou-
duet? If there really is this prepon-
derance—which there must be unless
human affairs are, and have always
beew, in an almost desperate state—it
is owing to a quality of the human
mind, the source of everything respect.
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able in man either as an intelleetunl
or asa moral Leing, namely, that his
ertorg are corrigible.  He is capable of
rectifying Lis mistakes, by discussion
and experience.  Not by experience
alone. There must be discussion, to
show how experience is {0 be inter-
. preted.  Wrong opinions and practices
pradnally yicld to fact and argnment :
Lut facts and arguments, to prodiece
any elfect on the mind, must be bronght
before it.  Very few facts are able (o
iell their own slory, witheut comments
to lring out their meaning. Tle
whole strength and value, them, of
Luman judgment, depending on the
one property, that it can be set right
when 1t is wrong, reliance ean be
placed on it only when the means of
setting it right are kept constantly at
Land.” In the case of any person
whose judgment is really deserving of
confidence, how has it Dbecome so?
Becanse Le hos kept his mind open 1o
eriticism of his opinigns and conduct.
Because it has beer his practice to
lisien to all ihat covld Le said against
him ; to profit by as much of it as was
Just, and expound te himself, and upon
occasion to others, the fallacy of what
was fallacious. DBecause he has felt,
that the only way in which a hnman
being can make some approach 1o
snowing the whole of a suljeet, is by
hearing what ean be said about it by
persons of every variety of opinion, and
stndying all modes iz which it can be
looked at by every characler of mind.
No wise man ever acquired his wisdom
in any mode but ihis; nor is it in the
rature of homan intelleet to become
wise in any othermarner.  The steady
habit of correcting ond completing lis
ewn opinion liy collating it with those
ef others, so far frem cansivg doubt
aud hesitation in eanyicg it into prac-
tiee, i the only stalle foundation tor &
Just reliance on it for, being cognisant
of all that can, at least alwviously, Le
said against him, and Daving faken up
bis positicn against all gainsayers—
knowing iliat Le has sought for oljec-
tions and difficeities, instead of avoid-
ing them, and has :hut ont no light
which can be thrown upon the subject
(rom any quarter—he has a right to
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think bis judgment better than that of
any person, or any multitude, wha have
not gone through a similar process,

It is not too much to require that
what the wisest of manking, those who
are best enfitled to trust their own
judgment, find necessary to warrant
their relying on it, should be submitted
ta by that misccllaneous colleciicn of
a few wise and many foolish indivi-
duals, called the public. The most in-
tolerant of churches, the Roman Ca.
tholic Church, even at the canoniza-
tion of a saint, admits, and listens
paticnlly to, a ‘devil's advoeate.
The Toliest of men, it appears, cannot.
be admitted to posthumous honours,
untii all that the devil could say against
him is known and weighed. " If ¢ven
the Newtonian philosophy were not
permitted to be questicned, mankind
could not feel as complete assurance of
its truth as they now do.  The beliefs
which we have most warrant for, have
1o safegmard to rest on, but a standing
invitation to the whale world to provs
them unfounded. 1f the challenge is
not accepted, or is accepted and the
attempt fails, we are far enough fren:
certainty still; Lut we Lave done the
Lest that the existing state of luman
reason admits of; we have neglected
nothing that could give the truth a
chance of reaching us: if the lists are
Lept open, we may hope that if there
be a Letter treth, 16 will be found when
ihe human mind is capable of receiving
it; and in the meantime we may rely
o having atfaired such approach to
troth, as is possible in our own day,
This 18 the amonut of certainty aitain-
able by a fullible being, and this the
sole way of atfaining it.

Btrange it is, that men shonld admit
the validity of the arguments for fiee
discussien, but colject to their Dbeing
‘pushed to an extreme;” not seeing
that unless ilie reasons are good for
an extreme case, they are not good for
any case. Stravge that they shiould
imagine that they are not assuming
infaliilility, when they acknowledge
that there should be free discussion on
all sulsjects which ecan possibly e
doultfud, but think that some parti-
cular principle or doctrine should Le
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forbidden to Le questioned because it
is 80 certain, that is, because they are
eertain that it iz certain.  To eall any
proposition certain, while there is any
one who would deny its certainty if
permitted, but who is not permitted, is
to assume that wo ourselves, and those
who agree with us, are the judges of
certainty, and judges without hearing
the other side.

In the present age—-which has been
deseribed as ‘destitnte of faith, lut
terrified at geepticism’™— in  which
people foel sure, not so much that their
opinions are true, as that they should
not know what to do without them—
the elaims of an opinien ta be protected
from public attack are rested not so
much on its trath, as on its impertance
to seciety, There are, it is alleged,
certain Geliefs, so useful, not to say in-
dispanzable to well-being, that it is as
much the duty of governments to up-
hiold those beliefs, as to protect any
other of the interests of society. In a
case of such necessity, and so directly
in the line of their duty, something less
than infallibility may, it {s maintained,
warragt, and even bind, governments,
to act on their own opinion, confirmed
by the general opinien of mankind. Tt
s also often argued, and still oftener
thought, that rone bnt bad men would
desire to weaken these salutary beliefs
and there can be nothing wreng, it is
thoughi, in restraining bad men, and
prohibiting what only such men would
wish to practise. This mode of think-
ing malkes the justification of restrajnts
on discussion not a question of the truth
of doctrines, but of their usefulness;
and flatters itself by that means to
escape the responsilnlity of claiming to
be an infallible judge of opinions. Dut
those who thus satisfy themsclves, do
not perceive that the assumplion of in-
fullibility is merely shifted from ome
voint to ancther. The usefulness of an
opinion ig itsell maticr of opluien: as
disputable, as open to discussion, and
vaquiring discussioh as much, as the
opinion itself. There is the same need
of an iofallible judge of opinions to de-
cide an opinion to be noxious, as to
decide it to be false, unless the opinion
condemned las {ull opportunity of de-
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fending itself. And it will ot do to
say that ihe heretic may De allowed to
muintain the ntility or larmlessness of
his opinion, though forbidden to main-
tain its truth, The truth of an opinion
is part of its utility. Il we wonll know
whether or not it is desirable thata
proposition  should Le Lelieved, is it
possible to exclude the consideration of
whether or not it is trug? lu the opi-
oion, act of bad men, but ef the best
men, ng belief which is contrary to truth
can be really useful: and can you pre-
vent such men from urging that plen,
when they are charged with culpalility
for denying some doctring swhich they
are tald is useful, but which they be-
licve to be false? Those who zre on
the side of received opinions, never fail
to take all possible advantage of this
plea; you do not find ¢them handling
the question of utility as if it could ba
completely abstracted from that of
truth : on the contrary, it is, above all,
because their deetrine is ‘the truth,’
that the knowledge or the belicf of it
is lield to be so ndispeusable. 'There
can be no fair discussion of the question
of usefulness, when an argument so
vital may be employed on one side, but
not on the other. And in point of fact,
when law or public fecling do not per-
mit the truth of an opinion to be dis-
puted, they are just ag little tolerant of
a denial of its uscfuloess. The ntniosy
they allow is an extenuation of its ab-
salute necessity, or of the positive guilt
of rejecting it.

In arder more fully to illustrate the
mischief of denying a hearing to opi.
nions because we, in our awn judgment,
have condemned them, it will be de-
sirable to fix down the discussion to a
concrete ease; and I choose, by pre-
ference, the cases which are least
favourable to me—in which the argn-
ment against {teedom of opiniol, both
on the scorc of truth aund on that of
utility, is considered the strengest.
Let the opinions impugned be the Leliet
in a God and in a fulwe state, or ang
of the commonly received doetrines of
merality., o fight the battle on such
ground, gives a great advantage to an
unfair antagonist ; since he will be sure
te say {aud many who have no desiro
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to be unfair will say 1§ internally), Are
these the doctrines which you do not
deem sufficiently certain to be taken
under the protection of law? Is fhe
belief in & Geod cne of the opinions, to
feel sure of whick, you hold to bo as-
suming infallibilify 2 But T must be
permitted te ebserve, that it is not the
feeling sure of a doctrine {be it whut
it may) which I ¢all an assumption of
jufallibility., It is the ondertaking to
decide that question{or athers, with-
ont agllowing them to hear what can be
sald an the contrary side. And T de-
aounce and reprobate this pretension
not the less, if pui forth on SIO side of
my most solemn convictions. Iow-
ever positive any one’s persuasion may
be, not only of the falsity Imt of the
pernicions consequences—not only of
the pernicious consequences, but (to
adopt expressions wlich 1 altogether
condemn) the immorality and impiety
of an apinion ; yet if) in pursuance of
that private judgment, though backed
by the public judgment of his country
or his cotemporaries, he prevents the
opinion from being Leard in its defence,
le assuwes infallibility. And so far
from the assumption being less objec-
tienable or less dangerous because the
opinicn is called immoral or impious,
thiz is the case of all others in which
it is most fatal. These are exactly the
eccasions on which the men of cne
generation commit those dreadful mis-
1akes, which excite the astonisiiment
and horrer of posterity. Ii is among
such that we find the instances memo-
rable in history, when the arm of the
Iaw has been employed to root ont the
best men and the noblest doctrines;
with devlorable success as to the men,
though some of the doctrines have sur-
vived to be (as if in mockery) inveked,
in defence of similar conduct towards
those who dissent from them, or from
their received Inferpretation.

Mankind can hardiy be toc often re-
minded, that there was once a man
named Socrates, between whem and the
legal authorities and public opinion of
his time, there took place a memorable
coliision. Born in an age and country
abounding In Individual greatness, this
man has been handed down te us by
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those who best knew both lim and the
age, as the most virtuous man in it;
while we know him as the head and
prototype of all subsequent teachers of
virtus, the source equally of the lnity
inspiration of Plato and the judicious
utilitarianism of Aristotle, ‘7 madsiri
i eolor che sunno,’ the two headsprings
of ethical as of ]l other philosophy.
This acknowledged master of all the
eminent thinkers who have since fived
—whose fame, still growing aiter move
than two thousand years, all but out-
weighs the whole remainder of the
nawes which make lidz native eity illus-
trions—was put to death by his country-
men, after a jodicial convietion, for
impiety and immorality. Tmpiety, in
denying the gods recagnised by the
State; indeed his accuseor asserted (see
the * Apologia’) that he believed in no
gads at all. Immerality, in being, by
his doctlrines and instructions, a ‘cor-
raptor of youth.” Of these charges the
tribunal, there is every ground for be-
lieving, honestly found him guilty, and
condemaed the man who probably of
all then born Lad deserved best of
mankind, to be put te death as a
criminal.

To pass from this to the only other
instance of judieial iniquity, the men-
tion of which, after the condemnation
of Socrates, would not he an anti-
climax: ihe event which took place
on Calvary rather more than eighteen
hundred years age. The man who left
on the memory of these who witnessed
bis life and couversation, such an im
pression of his moral grandeur, that
eighieen subseqnent centurics have
done hemage to him as the Almighty
in person, was ignominicusly put to
death, as what? As a blasphemer,
Men did nol merely mistake their
benefactor ; they mistook him for the
exact contrary of what be was, and
treated him as that prodigy of impiety,
which they themselves are now held
to be, for their treatment of him.  The
feclings with which mankind now re-
gard these lamentable transactions,
especially the later of the two, render
them ecxtremely unjnst in their judz-
ment of the unhappy actors, These
were, to all appearance, not bad wen—
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oot worse than men conunonly are, bnt
rather the contrary; men wlho pos-
sessed in o full, or somewhat more
than a full measure, the religious,
moral, and patriotic feelings of their
time and people: the very kind of men
who, in all times, owr own included,
have every ehanee of passing through
life blamcless and respected. The
high-priest who rent his garments
when the words were prousunced,
which, according to all the ideas of his
ceuntry, constituted the blackest guilt,
was in all probability quile as sincere
in bLis horror and indignation, as the
generality of respectalle and pious
men now are in the religicus and
moral sentiments they profess; and
most of those who now shudder at his
conduct, if they bad lived in his time,
sud Leen born Jews, would have acted
precisely as he did.  Orthodox Chris-
tlans who are tempted to think that
these who stoned to death the first
martyrs must have Leen worse men
than they themselves arve, ought to re-
member that one of those persecutors
was Saint Paul.

Let us add one more example, the
most strikiug of all, if the impressive-
ness of an crror is measured Dy the
wisdom and virtue of him wlo falls
into it.  If ever any one, possessed of
power, had grounds for thiuking him-
self the best and most enliglitened
among his cotemporarics, it was the
Emperor Marens Aurelivs.  Absolute
menarch of the whole civilized world,
he preserved through life not only the
most unblemished justice, but what
was less to be ewpected from his
Htoical breeding, the tenderest heart.
The few failings which are attributed
to him, were all on the side of indnl-
genee ; while his writings, the highest
vthical product of the ancient mind,
difler searcely perceptibly, if they differ
at all, from the most characteristic
teachings of Clirist. Thisman, a better
Christian in all but the degmatic sense
of the word, than almost any of the
ostensibly Christinn  sovereigns who
hove since reigned, persecuted Cliris-
$ianity, DPlaced at the summit of all
the previons attainments of humanity,
with an open, unfettered intetleet, and
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a character which led him of himself
to embody in his moral writings the
Chiristian ideal, he yet failed to see
that Chiistianity was to be a good and
not an evil to the world, with his
dutics to which lLe was so deeply
penetrated.  Iixisting society he knew
to be in a deplerable state.  DBut such
as it was, be saw, or thought he saw,
that it was held together, and pre-
vented from being wovse, by belicf
and reverence of the received divini-
ties. As a ruler of mankind, he
deemed it Lis duty not to sutfer soeicty
to fall in pieces; and saw not how, if
its existing ties were removed, ang
others could be formed which could
again knit it together. The new re-
ligion openly aimed at dissolving these
ties: unless, therefore, it was his duty
to adopt that religien, it scemed to be
his duty to put it down. Inasmuch
then as the theology of Cluistianity
did not appear to him true or of divine
origin; Inasmmech as this strange his-
tory of a ¢rucified God was not eredibla
to him, and a system which purported
to rest cntircly vpon a foundation to
him so whelly unbelievable, could not
Lie foreseen by him to be thatrenovating
agency which, after all abatements, it
hag in fact proved to be; the gentlest
and most amiable of philosophers and
rulers, under a solemm sense of duty,
authorized the persecution of Chiis-
tianity, To my mind this is one of
the most tragical faets in all history.
It is & bitter thought, how different a
thing the Christianity of the world
might have been, if the Christinn faitl
had been adopied as the religion of
the empire under the auspices of Mar-
cus Aurclius instead of those of Con-
stantine.  liut it would be equaliy
unjust to him and false to truth, to
deny, that no one plea which can be
uiged for punishing  anti-Clristian
teaching, was wanting to Marcus
Aurchius for punishing, as Le did, the
propagation  of  Christianity. No
Chrisnan more firmly believes that
Atheism is false, and tends to the dis-
solutian of society, than Marcus Aure-
lius believed the same things of Cluis.
tiznity ; he who, of all men then liv-
ing, might Lave been thought the most
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capable of apprecialing it. Unless
any one who approves of punishment
for the promulgation of opinions,
flatters himself that he is a wiser and
Detter man than Marcus Aurelius—
move deeply versed in the wisdom of
his time, morc elevated in his intellect
above it—mnore earnest in his search
{or truth, or more single-minded in his
devotion to it when found; let him
abstain from that assnmption of the
joint infallibility of himself and the
wnltitnde, which the great Antoninus
made with so wnforfunate a result.

Avare of the impossibility of defend-
ing the use of punishment for restrain-
ing irreligions opinions, by any argu-
ment which will not justify Marcus
Antoninns, the enemies of religious
freedom, when hard pressed, occasion-
ally accept this congcquence, and say,
with Dr, Johnsen, that the persecutors
of Cluistianity were jn the right; that
persecution is an ordeal through which
trath ought to pass, and always passes
successtully, legal penalties being, in
the end, powerless against truih,
though somctimes beneficialiy effective
against mischievous errors. Thisisa
form of the argnment for religicus in-
tolerance, sufficiently remarkable not
10 be passed without notice.

A theery which maintains that trath
may justifinbly be persecuted because
persecafion caunct possibly do it any
Larm, cannot Le charged with being
wtentionally hostile to the reception
of new truths; but we cannot com-
mend the generosity of its deaiing with
{he persons to whom mankind are in-
debted for them. To discover to the
world something which deeply con-
cerns it, and of which it was previously
ignorant; to prove to it that it lLad
been mistaken on some vital point of
temporal or spiritual interest, is as im-
poriant a service as a human being
can render ta his fellow-creatures, and
in certain cascs, 23 in those of the early
Christians and of the Reformers, those
who think with Dr. Johnsou believe it
to have Leen the most precious gift
which could be bestowed on mankind,
That the authors of such splendid be.
nefits should be reguited by mariyr
dom ; that their reward shou'd be fo
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Le dealt with as the vilest of criminalg,
is not, upen this theory, a deplorabls
crror andl misfortune, for which hu.
manity should moura in ackeloth and
ashes, but the normal aund justifiabie
state of things. The propounder of a.
new truth, according to this doctriue,
should stand, as stood, in the legisla.
tiw of the Lomiaus, the proposer of a.
new law, with a halter round his neck,
ta be wstantly tightened if the public
assembly did not, on Learing s rea-
sons, then aud there adopt his proposi-
tion.  People whe deteud this mode nf
treating benefactors, cannet be sup-
posed 1o set much value on the benefit ;
and I believe this view of the subject.
is mostly confined to the sort of persons
who think that new truths may have
been desirable ouce, but that we have
liad enough of them now.

Dut, indeed, the dictum that iruth
always triumphs over persecution, is
enc of those pleasant falsehoods which
men repeat after one ancther till {hey
pass info commonplaces, bnt which
all experience refutes. 1listory teems
with instances of truth put down Ly
persecution. If not suppressed for ever,
it may be thrown back for centuries.
To speak only of religious opiniens:
the Lieformation broké out at least
twenty times before Lu'her, and was
put dewn. Arnold of Lrescia was pub
down, T'ra Deleine was pub down,
Savonarola was put down. The Albi.
geois were pus dewn, The Vaudois
were put down, The Lollards were
put down. The Hussites were put
down, Even after the cra of Lutler,
wherever persecution was persisted in,
it was successful. In Bpain, Iialy.
Flanders, the Austrian empire, Pro.
testantism was rooted out; and, most
likely, would have been so in England,
had Queen Mary lived, or Queen Eliza-
Leth Jdled. Persecution bas alwayrs
suceceded, save where fhe hereties
were 100 sirong a party to be cffectu-
ally perscented. No reasonable person
can doubt that Christianity might
Lave been extirpated in the Romag
Empire. Tt spread, and became pre
dominant, because the persecutions
were only occasional, lasting but a shord
time, and scparated by long intervals
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of almost undisturbed prepagandism.
It is a piece of idle sentimentality that
truth, werely as truth, has any iche-
rent power denied to error, of prevail-
ing agninst the dongeon and the stake.
Men are not mere zcalons for truth
than they often are for error, and a
suflicient application of legal or even
of social penalties will generally sne-
ceel in stopping the propagation of
either. The real advantage which
trnth Lias consists in tlhis, that \vh_en
an_opivion is true, it may be extin-
guished once, twice, or many times,

at Jn the course of ages there will
generally be found persons to rediseover
it, nntil some one of its reappearances
falls on a time whken from favouralle
circumstances it escapes persecution
until it has made snch head as to with-
stand all subsequent attemnpts to sup-
press it.

It will be sald, that we do not row
put to death the introducers of new
cpinions: we are not like our fathers
who slew the propheis, we even build
sepulchres to them. Tt is true we no
longer put heretics to death; and the
amount of peral infliction which mo.
dern fecling would probably tolerate,
even against the most obnaxious opi-
nims, 1s not sufficient to extirpate
them. DBut let us not flatter ourselves
that we are yet free from the stain
even of legal perscention. Penzllies
for opinion, or at least for its expres-
sien, siill exist by law; and their en-
forcement is not, ¢ven 1 these times,
so unexampled as to make it at all in-
credible that they may some day be
revived in full force. Ju the year
1557, at the snmmer assizes of the
covnty of Cornwall, an unfortunate
man,¥ said to be of unexceptionable
conduet in all velations of life, was sen-
tenced to twenty-ome mouths’ impri-
sonment, for uitering, and writing on
a grate, some offensive words concerning
Cliristianity, Within a month of the
same time, at the O1d Bailey, two per-
song, on two separate accastons,t were

* Thomas Pooley, Bodmin Assizes, July
81, 1557, InDgeember following, he received
a free parden from the Crown.

1 Georze Jacob Ifolyonke, August 17, 1957;
Edward Truelave, July, 1357
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rejeeted as jurymen, and one of them
grossly insulted by the judge and by
one of the counsel, because they he-
nestly declared that they had no theo-
logical belief; apd a third, a foroigner,
for the same reason, was denied Justice
agninst o thief. This refusal of redrese
trok place in virtue of the legal dog-
trine, that no person caa he allowed to
give evidence in a court of justice, who
docs not profess belief in a God (any
god is sufficient) and in a future state:
which is equivalent to declaring suct
persons fo be outlaws, excluded from
the protection of the tribunals; whe
may not only be robbed or assaulied
with impunity, if no one but them-
selves, or persons of similar opiuions,
Le present, but any one else may be
robbed or assaulted with impuniiy, it
the proof of the fact depends on their
evidence. The assumption on which
this is grounded, is that the oath is
worthless, of a person whao does not
belicve in a future state ; a proposition
which betokens much ignorance of his.
tory in those who assent to it (since it
is historically time that a large propor.
tion of infidels in all azes Mave been
Eersons of distinguished integrily and
hovour); and would e maintained by
16 one whe had the smallest concep
tion how many of the persons in great-
est repute with the world, both for
virtues and attainments, are well
known, at least {o their intimates, to
be unbelievers. The rule, hesides, is
suicidal, and euts nway its own fonn-
datien.  Under pretence that atheists
st be llars, it adonts the testimony
of all atheists whe are willing to lie,
and rejects only those who brave the
obloquy of publicly confessing a de-
tested creed rather than affinn a false-
bood. A rule thus self.convicted of
absurdity so far as regards its profaessed
purpose, can be kept in faree only as a
badge of hatred, s relic of persecution;
a persecution, too, having the peculi-
arity, that the gnalification for under-
going it, is the being elearly proved
not to deserve it, The rule, and the
theory it implics, are hardly less in-
sulting to believers than io infidels.
* Baron de Gleichen, Marlborough-sireet
Police Court, August 4, 1857,
a
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For if he who does not believc in a
future state, necessarily lies, it follows
that they who da believe are only pre-
vented from Iying, if prevented they
are, by the fear of hell. We will not
do the anthors and abettors of the role
the injury of suppesing, that the con-
ception whiclt they have forned of
Christian virtue is drawn from their
own consciousness,

Tlese, indeed, are but rags and
remnanis of persecution, and may be
thought to be not so much an indica-
tian of the wish 1o persecute, as an ex-
ample of that very frequent infirmity of
English minds, which makes them
take a preposterous pleasure in the as
sertion of a bad principle, when they
are no longer bad enough to desire to
carry it really into practice. Dut un-
happily there is uo security in the state
of ‘the public mind, that the suspen-
sion of worse forms of legal perse-
sution, which has Jasted for sbant the
space of a generation, will coutinue,
In this age the quiet surface of renting
is as often ruflled by attenipts to resus-
citate past evils, as to introdace new
benefits. What is boasted of at the
present time as the revival of religion,
is always, in parrow and unenltivated
minds, at least as moch the revival of
Ligotry ; and where there is the strong
permanent leaven of intolerance in the
feelings of a people, which at all tinres
abides in the middle classes of this
conntry, it needs but little to proveke
them into actively persecuting those
wlhom they Lave never coased to think
proper objects of persecution.®  For

* Ample warning may be drawn from the
larpe infusion of the passions of a perse-
cutor, which mingled with the general dis-
play of the worst parts of our mational cha-
vacter on the occasion of the Sepoy insurrec-
tion, The ravings of fanatics or charlatans
from the pulpit may be unworthy of notice;
Yut the heads of ihe Evangelical pariy have
announced as their principle for the govern-
ment of Hindoos ani Mabomedans, that no
schocls be supported by public meney in
which the Bible is not taught, and by neces-
sary consequence ihat 1o public employment
be given to any but real or pretended Chris-
tians. An Under-Secretary of Staie, in a
speech delivered to his constituents on the
17th of November, 1857, is reported to have
gai<l ; * Toleration of their faith’ (the faith
of a hundred millions of British subjects}
the supersiit'on which they ealled religion,
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it is this-—it is the opinions mon enters
tain, and the feelings they cherish, rea
specting those who disown the heliefs
they deem important, which akes
this couniry not a place of mental free-
dom. Iora long time past, the chief
mischicf of the legal penaltics is that
they strengthen the social stigma, It
is that stigma which is really effoctive,
and so effective is it, that the profession
of opinions which are under the ban of
society is much less common in Eng-
land, than is, in many other countries,
the avowal of those which incur risk
of judicial punislunent. In respect to
all persons but those whose pecuninry
circumnstances make thern judependent
of the mood will of other pecple, opi-
nion, on this snbject, is as efficacious as
law ; mon mightas well be imprisoned,
as excluded from the means of earning
their bread. Those whose bread 1s
already sceured, and who desire no
favours from-men in power, or from
bodies of men, or from the public, have
wothing to fear frorn the open avowal
of any opiniong, but to be ill-thought
of and ill-spoken of, and ihis it onght
not to require a very heroic mould to
enable them to bear. ‘There is no
room for any appeal ad misericordiam
in behalf of snch persans.  But thouzh
we do net now intlict so much evil on
those who think differently from us, as
it was formerly onr custom to do, it
may be that we do ourselves as much
evil as ever by our treatment of them.
Bocrates was put to death, but the

by the British Government, had had the
effect of retarding ithe ascendancy of the
British name, and preventing the salutary
growth of Christianity. . . .. Taleration
was the great corner-stone of the religicus
liberties of thiscountry ; but do not let them
abuse that precious word toleration. Ashe
undevstood it, it meant the camplete liberty
to all, freedom of wovship, ameny Christicns,
who worshipped upon the same foundation.
It meant toleration of all sects and denomi»
nations of Christinng who believed in the one
mediation. I desire to call attention to the
fact, that & man who has been deemed fit to
fill a high office in the government of this
country nnder a liberal Ministry, maintuins
the dectrime that all whe de not believe in
the divinity of Christ are beyond the pale of
toleracion. Who, after this imbecile dis-
play, can indulge the Hlusion that religious
persecution has passed away, never to ye-
turn ?
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Souratic philosophy rose like the sun
jn heaven, and spread its illumination
over the whole intellectual firmament,
Christians were cast to the lions, but
ihe Christian charch grew up a stately
and spreading tree, overtopping the
older and less vigorous growths, and
stifling them by its shade. Our merely
social intolerance kills no oue, roots
out no opinions, but induces men to
disguise them, or to abstain from any
active effort for their diffusion. With
us, heretical opinions do not perceptibly
gain, or even lose, ground 1o each de-
eade or generation; they never blaze
out far and wide, Lut continue io
smoulder in the narrow circles of
thinking and studious persons among
whom they eriginate, witheut ever
lighting up the general affairs of man-
kind with either a true or a deceptive
lizht. And thus is kept up a state of
things very satisfactory to some minds,
Lecaunse, without the unpleasant pro-
cess of fining or jreprisoning anybody,
it maintaing all prevailing opinions out-
wardly undisturbed, while it does not
absolutely interdict the cxercise of rea-
son by dissentients afflicted with the
malady of thought. A convenient plan
for having peace in the intelloctnal
world, and keeping all things going on
therein very much ag they do already.
But the price paid for this sori of intel-
lectual pacification, is the sacrifice of
the entive moral courage of the human
mind, A state of things in which a
large poriion of the most active and
inquiring intellects find it advisable to
keep the general principles and grounds
of their convictions within their own
Lreosts, and attempt, in what they
address to the public, to fit as mmnch
as they coan of their own conclusions to
premises which they have internally
renonnced, cannot send forth the open,
fearless characters, and logical, con-
sistent intellects who once adorned ihe
thinking world. The sort of men who
ran be looked for under it, arc either
mere conformers to common-place, or
time-servers for trnth, whose argnments
on all ereat subjects are meant for their
hearers, and are not those which have
convinced themsclves.  Those who
avoid this alternaiive, do so by nar-
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rowing their thonghts and interest to
things which can be spoken of without
venturing within the region of prin-
ciples, that is, e small practica! mat-
ters, whicli would come right of them-
selves, if but the minds of mankind
were strengthened and enlarged, and
which will never Le made effectually
right until then: while that whiclh
would strengthen and enlarge men’s
minds, free and daring specnlation on
the highest snbjects, is abandoned.
Those in whese eyes this reticenge
on the part of heretics is no evil, shounld
consider in the first place, that in con-
sequence of it ihere is never any fair
and thorongh discussion of lieretical
opinicns ; and that such of them as
could not stand such a discussion,
though they may be prevented from
spreading, do not disappear, Daut it is
not the minds of heretics that are dete-
rigrated most, by the Lan placed on al*
ingquiry which does not end in th.
orthodox conclusions. The greatest
harm done is to those whe are not
Leretics, and whose whole mental deve-
lopment is eramped, and their reason
cowed, by the fear of heresy. Who
can gompute what the world loses 1n
the multitnde of promising intellects
combined with timid characters, who
dare noi follow ont any bold, vigorous,
independent irain of thought, lest it
shonld land them in something which
would admit of Leing comsidured irre-
ligious or imrooral 2 Among them we
may occasionally sce some man of deep
conscientiousness, and subtle and ve-
fined vnderstanding, who spends » lifo
in sophisticating with anintellect which
he cannot silence, and exhausts the
resources_of ingenuity in aticmpting
to reconcile the promptings of his con-
science and reason with orthedoxy,
which yet he docs not, perhaps, to ihe
end suceeed in doing. No one can be
a great thinker who does not recognise,
that as a thinker it is his first duty to
follow his intellect to whatever con-
clusions it may lead. Truth gains more
even by the errors ef one who, with due
study and preparation, thinks for him-
self, than by tllle true opinions of ihese
whe only hold them beeause they do
not suffer themselves to chink, Nop
¢ 2



20
that it is solely, or chiefly, to form great
thinkers, that freedom of thinking is
requived. On the contrary, it is as
much and even more indispensable, to
enable average buman beings to attain
the mental stature which they are
capable of. 'There have been, and may
again be, great individual thinkers, in
& general atmosphere of mental slavery.
But there never has been, nor ever will
be, in that atmosphere, an intellectoally
active people. Where any people has
made a temporary approach to such a
character, it has been because the
dread of heterodox speculation was for
o time suspended. Where there is a
1acit convention that principles are not
to be disputed; where the discussion
of the preatest questions which can
uceupy %umanit)’ is considered to De
closed, we cannot hope to find that
generally high scale of mental activity
which hasmade some periods of history
so remarkable. Never when contro-
versy avoided the subjects which are
large and important ¢nough to kindle
enthusiasm, was the mind of a people
stirred up from its foundatiens, and the
impulse given which raized even per-
sons of the most ordinary intellect to
something of the dignity of thinking
beines, Of such we have had an ex-
ample in the condition of Furepe during
the times immediately following the
Reformation ; another, though limited
to the Continent and to a more culti-
vated class, in the speculative move-
ment of the latter half of the eighteerth
century; and a third, of still briefer
duoration, in the intellectual fermenta-
tion of Germany during the Goethian
and Fichtean period. These periods
differed widely in the particalar opi-
nions which they devaloped ; hut were
alike in this, that during all three the
yoke of authority was broken. Ineach,
an old mental despotism had been
thrown off, and no new ene had yet
taken its place. The impulse given at
1hese three periods has made Europe
what it now 1s. Every single improve-
ment which has taken place eftherin
the human mind or ininstitutions, may
be traced distinctly te one or other of
them. Appearances have for some time
indicated that all three impulses are
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well nigh spent; and we can expect
no fresh start, until we again assertour
mental freedom.

Let us now pass to the second divi-
sion of the argument, and dismissing
the supposition that any of the received
opinions may be false, let ps assume
them to be true, and examine into the
worth of the manner in which they are
likely to be held, when their trnth is
not freely and cpenly canvassed. How-
ever unwillingly a person who has a
strong opinion may admit the possibility
that his opinion mey be false, he ought
to be moved by the consideration that
however true it may be, if it is not foliy,
frequently, and fearlessly discussed, it
will be held as a dead dogma, nota
living truth.

There is a elass of persons (happily
uot guite so numerous as formerly} who
think it encugh if a person assents nu-
doubtingly to what they think true,
though he has ne knowledge whatever
of the grounds of the opinion, and conld
not make a tenable defence of it against
the most superficial oljections. Such
persous, # they can once get their creed
taught from authority, naturally think
that no good, and some harm, comes
of its being allowed to be gnestioned.
Where their influence prevails, they
make it nearly impossible for the re-
ceived opinion te be rejected wisely and
considerately, though it may still be
rejected msg]_y and igporantly ; for to
shut out discussion entirely is seldom
possible, and when it once gets in, be.
liefs not grounded on conviction are apt
to give way before the slightest sem-
blance of an argument. Waring, how-
ever, this possibility—assuming that
the true opinion abides in the mind,
but abides as a prejudice, a belief inde-
pendent of, and proof against, argu-
ment—this is not the way in which
truth cught io be held by a rational
being. This iz not knowing the truth,
Truth, thus held, is but one snpersti-
tion the more, accidentally clinging to
the words which enunciate a truth,

If the intellect and judgment of man-
kind cught to be cultivated, a thing
which Protestants at least do not deny,
on what ean these faculties be more
appropriately exercised Ly any ong,
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than on the things which concern him
g0 much that it is considered neces.
sary for him to hold opinions on them ?
I the cultivation of the understanding
consists in one thing mere than in
another, it is surcly in learning ihe
greunds of one's own opinions.  What-
ever people believe, on subjects on
whick it 1s of the first importance o
believe rightly, they ocught to be able
to defend against at least the common
objections,  DBut, some one may say,
‘ Let them bo faught the grounds of
their opinions. It does not follow that
opinions must be merely parroted Le-
canse they are never heard contro-
verted. Persons whe learn geometry
do not simply commit the theorews to
memory, but understand and learn like-
wise the demonstrations; and it would
be absurd io say that (lLey remain
fenorant of the grounds of geometrical
truths, because they never hear any
one deny, and attempt to disprove
them,” Undoubtedly : and such teach-
ing suffices on a subject like mathe-
matics, where there is nothing at &ll to
be said on the wrong side of the ques-
don.  The peculianty of the evidence
of mathemalical truths is, that all ihe
argument is on one side. There arc
no ohjections, and ne answers to ob-
jections. Dut oo every subject on
which difference of epinion is possible,
the truth depends cn a balance to be
struck betwoen two sots of condliet-
ing reasoms. Even in natural philo-
gophy, there is always some other ex-
planation possible of the same facts;
some geocentric theory instead of helio-
centric, some phlogiston instead of
oxygen ; and it has te he shown why
that other theory cannot be the true
one : and uetil this is shewn, and until
we¢ know how it is shown, we do not
understand the grounds of our epinion.
Lut when we turn to subjects inlinitely
more complicated, to morals, religion,
politics, social relations, and the busi-
ness of life, three-fourths of the argu-
ments for every disputcd opinion con-
sist in dispelling the appearances
which faveur some opinion different
from it. The greatest orator, save one,
of antiquity, has left it on record that
be always studied his adversary’s case
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with as great, if not still greater, in-
tensity than even hisown. What Cicero
practised as ihe means of forensic suc-
cess, requires to be imitated by all who
study any subject in order to arrive ai
the truth. Iie who knows only his own
side of the casc, knows little of that.
1is reasons may be good, and ne one
may bave beer able to refute them.
But if he is equally enable to refute
the reasons on the opposite side ; if he
does not so much as know what they
are, be has no ground for preferring
either opinion. The rational positicn
for him would be suspension of judg-
ment, and unless he contents himself
with that, Le is ¢ither led by authoriiy,
or adopts, like the gencrality of the
world, the side to which he feels most
inclination. Nor is it cnough that he
should hear the arguments of adver-
saries from his own teachers, presented
as they state them, and accompanied
Try what they offer asrefutations. That
is not the way to do justice to the argu-
ments, or bring them into real contact
with his own mind. He mus{ be alle
to hear them from persons whe actually
believe them; who defend them in
earnest, and do their very utmost fur
them, e must know them in thelr
most plausible and persuasive form; he
must feel the whole force of the diffi-
culty which the true view of the sulject
has to encounter and dispose of; else
he will never really possess himself of
the pertion of truth which meets and
removes that difficulty. Ninety-nine
in a hundred of what are called edu-
cated men are in this condition ; cven
of those who can argue fluently for
their opinions. Their conclusion may
ke true, but it might be false for aoy-
thing they know: they have never
thrown themselves into the mental
position of those who think differently
from them, and censidered what snch
persens may have to say; and conse-
quently they do nor, in any preper
sense of the word, know the doctrine
which they themselves profess. They
do not know those parts of it which ex-
plaiz and justify the remainder ; the
considerations which show that a fact
which seemingly coaflicts with another
is recencilable with it, or that, of two
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apparently strong reasons, one and not
the other onght o be preferred. Al
that part of (he truth which turns the
scale, and decides the judgment of a
completely iuformed mind, they are
strangers to; mor is it ever really
known, Lut to those who have attended
cqually and impartially to both sides,
and endeavoured to see the reasons of
both in the strongest light, So essential
is this discipline to a real understand-
ing of moral and human subjects, that
if cpponente of all important truths do
not exist, it iz indispensable to imagine
them, and supply them with the
strongest arguments which the most
skilful devil’s advocate can conjure up.

To abate the force of these considera-
tions, an cnemy of free discussion may
be supposed to say, that there is no
pecessity for mankind in general to
know and understand all that can be
said against or for their opinions by
philosophers and theologians. That 1t
15 not needful for common men to be
able to expose all the misstatements or
fallacies of an Ingenious opponent.
That it is enough if there is always
somebody capable of answeting them,
g0 that nething likely to mislead un-
jnstructed persens remains unrefuted,
That simple minds, having been
taught the obvious grounds of the
truths inculeated on them, may trust
to autherity for the rest, and being
aware that they have meither know-
ledge nor talent fo resolve every difi-
culty which can be raised, may repose
in the assurance that all those which
have been raised have beer or can he
~nswered, by 1those who are specially
trained to the task.

Conceding to this tiew of the snbject
the utmest” that can be claimed for
it by those most easily satisfied with
the amount of understanding of truth
which ought to accompany the belief
of ity even eo, the argument for free
discission is no way weakened. For
even this doctrine acknowledges that
mankind ought to have a rational as-
surance that all ohjections have been
sotisfactorily answered; and how are
they to be answered if that which re-
yuires to be answered is not spoken ?
or how can the answer be known to be

OF THE LIBERTY OF THOUGHT AXD DISCUSSION.

satisfactory, if the ohjectors have no
oppertunity of showing that it is un-
satisfactory?  1f not the pnblic, at
least the philosophers and theologians
who are to resolve the difficaltics,
must make themselves familiar with
those difticulties in their most puzzling
form ; and thiscannot be accomplished
unless they are freely stated, and placed
in the most advantagcous Hght which
they admit of.  The Cathelic Church
has its own way of dealing with this
embarrassing problem. It makes a
broad scparation between those whe
can be permitted to receiveits doctrines
ot conviction, and these whe must
accept them on trust. Neither, indeed,
are allewed any choice as towhat they
will accept; but the clergy, such at
least as can be fully confided in, may
admissibly and meritorionsly make
themselves acguainted with the arga-
ments of epponents, in order to answer
them, and way, therefore, read heretical
bocks ; the laity, not nuless by special
permission, hard to be obtained. This
discipline recognises a knowledge of
the enemy’s case as beneficial to the
teachers, but finds means, consistent
with this, of denying it to the rest of
the world: thus giving o the dite
more mental culture, though not more
mental freedem, than it allows to the
mass. By this device it succeeds in
obtaining the kind of mental superiority
which its purposes require; for though
culture without freedom never made a
large and liberal mind, it can make a
clever nisi priug advocate of a cause,
But in countries professing Protestant-
ism, this resource is denfed; since
Protestants hold, at least in theory,
that the responsibility for the choice
of a religion must be borne by cach for
himself, and cannot be thrown off
upon teachers. DBesides, in the present
state of the world, it is practically im-
possible that writings which are read
by the instructed can be kept from the
uninstructed. 1f the teachers of man-
kind are to be cognisant of all that
they cught to know, everrthing must
be free to be written and published
without restraint.

If, Lowever, the mischievous opera-
tion of the abscnce of free discussicn,
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+when the received opinions are true,
were confined to leaving men ignorant
of the grounds of those opinions, it
might be thought that this, 1f an intel-
lectual, is no moral evil, and does not
affect the worth of the opinions, regar-
ded in their influence onthe character.
The fact, howerver, is, that not only the
crounds of the opinion are forgotten in
the absence of discussion, but teo often
the meaning of the opinion itself. The
words which convey it, cease tosuggest
ideas, or suggest only a small portion
of those they were originally employed
to communicate. Instead of a wivid
coneeption and a living bellef, there re-
main enly a few phrases retained by
rote; or, if any part, the shell 2nd husk
only of the weaning is retained, the
finer essence being lost. The great
chapter in human history which this
fact occupies and {ills, cannot be too
earnestly studied 2nd meditated on.

1t is Mllustrated in the experience of
almost allethical doctrinesand religious
ereeds. They are all full of meaning
and vitality fo those who eriginaie
them, and to the direct disciples of the
originators. Their meaning continues
to be felt in undiminished strength,
and is perhaps brought out into cven
fuller consciousness, se long as the
struggle lasts to give the doetrine or
creed an ascendancy over other creeds.
At last it either prevails, and becomes
the general opinion, or its progress
etops; it keeps possession of the ground
it has %‘ained, Lut ceases to spread fur-
ther. When cither of these results has
become appavent, controversy on the
subjeet flags, and gradually dies away.
Fhe doctrine has taken its place, if not
as a received opinion, as one of the ad-
mitted seets or divisions of opinion :
those who held it have generally in-
herited, notadopted it; and conversion
from one of these doctrines to another,
being now an exceptional fact, accupies
little place in the thoughts of their pro-
fessors.  Instend of being, as at first,
constantly on the alert either to defend
themselves against the world, or to
bring tbe world over to thiem, they have
subsided into acquiescence, and neither
Listen, when they can belp #, to arzu-
ments against their erced, nor trovlle
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dissentients (if there be such) with ar-
guments in its favour. From this time
may usuzlly be dated the decline in the
living power of the dectrine. Weoften
hear the teachers of all creeds lament-
ing the difficulty of keeping up in the
minds of believers a lively apprehension
of the truth whieh they nominally re-
cognise, so that it may penetrate the
feelings, and acquire a real mastery
over the conduct. No such diffieslty
is complained of while the creed is still
fighting for its existence: cven ihe
weaker combatanis then know and feel
what they are fighting for, and the dif-
fercnce between it and other doctrines ;
and in that period of every creed’s ex-
istence, not afew persons may be found,
who have realized its fundamental prin-
ciples in all the forms of thought, have
weighed and considered them in all
their important bearings, and have ex-
perienced the full effect on the charae-
ter, which belief in that creed ought to
produce in & mind theroughly imlued
with it. Dot when it has come to be
an hereditary creed, and to be received
passively, not actively—swhen the mind
1s 0o Jonger compelledl, in thie same de.
gree as at first, to exercise its vital
powers cn the questions which its be-
lief presents to it, there isa progressive
tendency to forget all of the belief ex-
cept the formularies, or to give it a dull
and torpid assent, as if accepting it on
trust dispensed with the necessity of
realizing it in cousclousness, or testing
it by personal experience; until it al
most ceases to connect itself at all with
the inner life of the buman being.
Tlien are seen the cases, so frequent in
this age of the world as almost to form
the majority, in which the creed re.
mains as it were outside the mind, in-
crusticg and petrifying it against all
other influences addressed to the higher
parts of our pature; manifesting its
power by not suflering any fresh and
living conviction to get in, but itsell
doing nothing for the mind or heart,
except standing sentinel over them to
Leep them vacaat.

To what an extent doctrines intrin-
sically fitted to make the decpest im-
pression upon the mind may remain in
it as dead beliefs, without being cver
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reahized in the imagination, the fecl-
ings, or the understanding, s exempli-
ficd by the manner in which the majo-
rity of believers hnld the doctrines of
Christianity. Dy Christianity I here
mean what is accounted such b all
vhurches and sects—the maxims and
precepts contained in the New Testa-
ment.  These are considered sacred,
and aceepted as laws, by all professing
thristians. Yet it is scarcely too much
0 say that not one Christiap in a thou-
+and guides or tests his individaal con-
duct by reference o those laws, The
standard to which he does refer it, is
the custom of his nation, his class, or
his religious profession.  He has thus,
on the one hand, a collection of ethical
maxims, which he believes to have been
vouchsafed to him by infallible wisdom
as rules for his government; and on
the other a set of every-day judgments
and practices, which go a certain length
witl: some of those maxims, not so great
a length with others, stand in direct
opposition to scme, aund are, on the
whole, a compromise between the Chris-
tian creed and the interesis and suz-
gestions of worldly life. To the first
of these standards hie gives his homage;
to the othor Iiis real allegiance. All
Christians believe that the blessed are
the poor and hnmble, and those who
are 1llused by the world ; that 3 is
casier for a camel to pass through the
eye of a needle than for a rieh man to
enter the kingdom ofheaven; that they
should judge not, lest they be judged;
that they should swear not atall; that
they should love their neighbour as
themselves; that if one take their cloak,
they should give him their coat also;
that they should take no thovght for
the morrow ; that if they would be per-
fect they should sell all that they have
and give it {o the poor. They are not
insincere when they say that they be-
lieve these things. ‘They do believe
them, as people believe what they have
always heard landed and never discas-
sed.  Bul in the sense of that living
belief which regulates conduct, they be-
Lieve these doctrines just up to the
point to which it is usual to act upon
them. The dectrines in their integrity
are servieeable to pelt adversaries witk;
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and it is understood that they are to be
put forward (when possible) as the rea-
sons for whatever people do that they
think [audable. Eut any one who re-
minded them that the maxims require
an infinity of things which _they nover
even ihink of domg, would gain no-
thing buoi to be classed among thase
very unpopular characters who affect
to Le better than other people. The
doctrines have no Lokl on ordinary be-
lievers—are not a power in their minds.
They have an habitual respect for the
sound of them, but no feeling which
spreads from the words to the things
rigmified, and forces the mind to take
them in, and make them conform to the
formula.  Whenever conduet is con-
cerned, they look round for AMlr, A and
I to direct them how far togo in obey-
ing Christ.

Now we may be well assured that
the case was not thaus, but far other-
wise, with the carly Christians. Ifad
it been thus, Christianity never would
have expanded from an obscure sect of
the despized Hebrews into the religion
of the FRoman cmpire. When their
enemies said, ‘See how these Chris-
tians love one avother’ {a remark not
iikely ta be made by anybody now),
they assuredly had a much livelier fecl-
ing of the meaning of their creed than
they have ever had since, And to this
cause, probably, it is chiefly owing that
Chrislianity new makes so little pro-
gress in extending its domain, and aiter
eighteen centuries, is still ncarly con-
fined to Luropeans and the descendants
of Furopeans. livren with the strictly
religions, who are much in earnest
about their deetrines, and attach a
greater amount of meaning to many of
them than people in general, it cor-
monty happens that the part which is
thus comparatively aciive in their
minds is 1hat which was made by Cal-
vin, or Knox, or some snch person much
rearer in character to themselves. The
sayings of Christ coexist passively in
their minds, producing hardly apy ef-
fect beyond what is caused by mere lis.
tening to words so amiable and bland.
Tlere are many reasons, doubiless, why
doctrines witich are the badge of a sech
retain more of their vitality than these
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comman to all recognised seets, and why
more pains are taken by teachers to
keep their meaning alive; bat one vea-
son certainly i3, that the peculiar doe-
trines are more questioned, and have
to be oftener defended against open
cainsayers. Both teachess and learners
go to sleep at their post, as soon as
there is no enemy in the field.

The same tling helds true, gene-
cally speaking, of all traditional doc-
trines—those of prudence and knew-
ledge of life, as well as of morals or
veligion. All languages and litera-
turgs are full of general observations
on life, Loth as to what it is, and how
to conduct oneself in i1 cbservations
which everybody knows, which every-
Lody repeats, or hears with acquies-
cenee, which are received as truizms,
yet of which most people first truly
fearn the meaning, when experience,
generally of a painful kind, has made
it a reality to them. Tlow often, when
snariing under some unforeseen mis-
fortune or disappoiniment, does a per-
son eall to miid some proverh or com-
mon saying, familiar to him all his
life, the meaning of which, if he had
ever before folt it as he does now,
would bave saved him from the cala-
mity. There arc indeed reasons for
this, other than the absence of discus-
sion: there are many iruths of which
the full meaning cannot be realized,
tniil personal experience has brought
it home. Dut much more of the mean-
ing even of these would have been
understoad, and what was understood
would have Leen far more deeply im-
pressed on the mind, if the man had
been accustomed fo hear it arzued o
and con by poople who did understand
it.  The fatal tendency of mankind to
ieave off thinking about a thing when
it is no longer doubtful, is the canse
of lalf their errers. A cotemporary
author has well spoken of *the deep
slomber of a deeided opinion.’

But what! {it may be asked) Tsthe
absence of unanimity an indispensable
condition of true knowledge? Is it
necessary that some part of mankind
should persist in error, to enable any
to realize the truth? Does a beliel
vease to be real and vital us soon as it
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i3 generally received—and is a prope-
sition never tharoughly undersiood
and felt nnless some doubt of it re-
mains? Ag soon as mankind have
unznimously accepted a truth, does
ihe truth perish within them? The
highest aim and Dest result of im-
preved intelligence, it has hitherto
been thought, is to unite mankind
mere and more in the acknowledg-
ment of all important troths: and docs
the intelligence only last as long as it
has net achicved its object 7 Lo tho
fruits of conquest perish Dby the wery
completeness of the victory ?

I affirm no snch thing. As mzo-
kind improve, the number of doetrines
which are no longer disputed or doubted
will be constantly on the increase-
and the wellbeing of mankind may
almost be measurcd by the number
and gravity of the fruths which have
reached the point of being uncoutested.
Tho cessation, on ouc question after
another, of serious controversy, is one
of the necessary Incidznts of the con-
solidaticn of opinion; a conselideiion
as salutary in the case of true opinions,
as 14 iz dongeroms and noxious when
the opinions are crroncous. Dt
though this gradual parrowing of the
bounds of diversity ¢f opinion 1s neces-
sary in both serses of the ferm, Leing
at once inevitable and indispensalle,
we are not therefore obliged to concluda
that all its consequences must be bene-
ficial. The less of so important an aid
to the intelligent and living apprehen-
sion of a trutly, as is afforded Ly the re-
cessity of explaining it to, or defending
it against, opponents, though not sufs
ficient to outweigh, is no trilling draw-
back from, the benefit of iis universal
recognition. Where this advantage
van no lenger be had, 1 contess L
sheuld like to see the teackers of man-
kind endeavouring to provide a sub-
stitute for it; some countrivance for
making the difficultics of the question
as present to the learner’s conscious-
uess, as if they were pressed npon him
by a dissentient champion, eager fur
liis conversion.

But instead of sceking contrivances
for this purnose, they have lost these
they formerly had. The Soeratie dia.
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leetics, so magnificently exemplified in
the dialogues of Plato, were a contri-
vance of this description. They were
essentially 2 negative discussion of the
great questions of philosophy and life,
directed with consummate skill to the
}mrposu of convincing any one whe
rad merely adepted the commonplaces
of received opinion, that lie did not
understand the subject—ihat he as
yet attached no definite meaning to
ihe doctrines he professed; in order
that, becoming avware of Iis ignorance,
he might be put in the way to oltain
a stable belief, resting on a clear ap-
prehension Loth of the meaning of
doctrings and of their evidence, The
school disprtations of the Middle Ages
bad a somewhat similar object.  They
were intended to make sure that the
pupil understood his own opinion, and
(by necessary correlation) the opinion
opposed to it, and could enforce the
gronnds of the one and confuto these
of the other. These last-mentioned
contests had indeed the incurable de-
fect, that the premises appealed to
were taken from anthority, not from
reason; and, as a discipline to the
mind, they were in every respect infe-
rior to ihe powerful dialectics which
formed the intellects of the * Socratici
viri ;' bet the modern mind owes far
more to both than it is generally wil-
ling to admit, and the present modes
of education contain nothing which in
the smallest degree supplics the place
cither of the onc or of the other, A
person who derives all his instruction
from teachers or books, even if he
escape the besetting temptation of
conienting himself with crawm, is under
0o compulsion fo hear both sides; ac-
cordingly it is far from a frequent
accomplishment, even among thinkers,
10 know both sides; and the weakest
part of what everybody says in defence
of his opinlon, is what he intends as a
reply fo antagonists, Tt is the fashien
of the present time to disparage nega-
tive logic— that which points ocut
weaknesses In theory or crrors in
practice, withont establishing positive
truths. Such negative criticism would
indeed De poor enough as an ultimate
result; but as a means to attaining
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any positive knowledge or conviction
worthy the name, it cannot be valuad
too highly ; and until people are again
systemafically {rained toit, there will
be few great thinkers, and a low gene-
ral average of intellect, in any bot the
mathematical and physical depart-
ments of speculation. On any other
subject no one's opiniens deserve the
name of knowledge, cxeopt so far as
he has either bad forced upon him by
others, or gone through of limself, the
same meotal process which would have
lieen required of him in carrying on
an active contreversy with opponents.
That, therefore, which when absent, it
is so ndispensable, but se difficult, to
create, how worse than absurd it is to
forego, when spontaneously offering it-
self ! If there are any persons who
contest a received opinion, or who will
do so if law or opimon will let them,
et wa thank them for it, open our
minds to listen to them, and rejoice
that there is some onc to do for us
what we otherwise ought, if we have
any regard for either the certainty or
the vitality of our convictions, to do
with much greater labonr for ouwr-
selves.

It still remains to speak of ene of
the principal canses which make diver-
sity of opinmion advantageous, and wiil
continue to do so wntil mankind shall
have cntered a stage of intellectual
advancement which at preseni seems
at an incalculable distance, We have
hiiherte considered only two possibili-
ties: that the received opinion may
be false, and some other opinion, con-
scquently, troe ; or that, the received
opinion being true, a conflict with the
opposite error is essential to a clear
appreliension and deep feeling of its
fruth,  But there is a commoner case
than eitber of these; when the con-
flicting doctrines, instead of being ane
true and the other false, share the
truth between them; and the noncon-
forming opinien is needed to supply
the remainder of the trath, of which
the received doctrine embodies only a
part. Popular opinions, on subjects
not palpable ie sense, arc often true,
Lut scldom or mever the whole truth,
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They are a part of the fruth; sowme-
times a greater, sometimes a smaller
part, but exagperated, distorted, and
digjsined from ibe {ruths by which
they ought to be accompanied and
Timited. Ileretical opinions, on the
other hand, are generally some of these
suppressed and neglecied truths, hurst-
inz the lLonds which kept them down,
and either seeking reconciliation with
the truth contained in the common
opinion, or fronting it as encmies,
and setting themselves up, with
similar exclusiveness, as the whole
truth. The [atter case is hitherto the
mest frequent, as, in the heman mind,
one-sidedness has always bLeen the
rule, and many-sidedness the excep-
tion, Ience, even in revolutions of
opinion, one part of ihe truth usually
sets while anoiher rises, Even pro-
zress, which ought to superadd, for the
most part only substitutes, one partial
and incoemplete truth for another; im.
provement consisting chiefly in this,
that the new fingment of truth is more
wanted, more adapted to the needs of
the time, than that which it displaces.
Such being the partial character of
prevailing opiuions, even when resting
on a truc foundation, every cpinion
which embodies somewhat of the
portion of truth whick the common
opinion omits, ought to he considered
precious, with whatever amount of
error and confusion that truth may be
blended.  No sober judge of human
affairs will feel bound to be indignant
because these whe force on our notice
truths which we should otherwise have
overlooked, overlock some of those
which we see. Ilather, he will think
that so long as popular truth is one-
ided, it is more desirable than other-
wise that unpopular truth should have
one-sided asseriors too; such being
usually the mest energetic, and the
~ most likely to compel reluctant atien-
tion to the fragment of wisdom which
they proclaim as if it wore the whole.
Thus, in the cighteenth century,
when nearly all the instructed, and all
those of the uninstructed whe were led
by them, were lost in admiration of
what g called civilization, and of the
marvels of modern seience, literature,
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and philosophy, and while greatly
overrating the amount of anlikeness
between the men of modern and those
of ancient times, indulged the Delief
that the whole of the diflerence was in
their own favour; with what a salu-
tary shock did the paradoxes of Hous-
seau cxplode like bombshells in the
midst, dislocating the compact mass
of one-sided opinion, and {orcing its
clements to recombine in a better form
and with additiona) ingredients, Neot
that the current opinions were on the
whele farther from the truth than
Rousseau's were; on the contrary,
they were nearer to it; they contained
more of positive truth, and very much
less of error. Nevertheless there lay
in Roussean's doctrine, and has floated
down the stream of opinien along with
it, a considerable amount of exactly
those truths which the popular opinicn
wanied ; and these are the depoesit
which was left behind when the flood
subsided. Tle superior worth of sim-
plicity of life, the enervating and de-
moralizing effect of the trammels and
hypoerisies of artificial society, are
ideas which have never been entirely
absent from cultivated minds since
Lioussean wrote; and they willin time
produce their due effcct, though at
present needing to De asserted as
much as ever, and to be asserted by
deeds, for words, on this subject, have
nearly exhausted their power.

In politics, again, 1t is almost a
commonplace, that a party of order or
stability, and a party of progress or re-
form, arc hoth pecessary elements of a
healthy state of political life; until
the one or the other shall have so en-
larged its mental grasp as to be a
party equally of order and of progress,
knowing and distinguishing what is
fit to Le preserved from what ought to
be swept away. Lach of these modes
of thinking derives its utility from the
deficiencies of the other; hut itisin a
great measure the opposition of the
otlier that keeps each within the limits
of reason and sanity. Unless opinions
favourable to democracy and to aris
tocracy, to property and to equality,
to co-operation and te competilion, to
luxury and to abstinence, to socizlity
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and individuality, to liberty and dis-
cipline, and all the other standing an-
tagonisms of practical life, are ex-
pressed  with equal freedom, and
enforced and defended with  equal
talent and energy, there is no chance
of both elements obtaining their dne;
one scale is sure {o go vp, and the
other dewn.  Troth, in the great prac-
tieal concerne of life, is s0 much a
question of the reconciling and com-
bining of opposites, that very fesw have
minds suffictently capacious and intpar-
tial fo make the adjustment with an
approach to correctness, and it has to
be made by the rough process of a
rirngole between combatants fighting
nnder hiostile banners, On any of the
great open questions just enumerated,
if either of the two opinions has a
better elaim  than the other, mnot
mercly to be tolerated, but to be en-
couraged and countenanced, it is the
one which lhappens at the particular
time and place to be in a minerity.
That is the opinion which, for the
time being, represents the neglected
nterests, the side of human well-being
which is in danger of oblaining less
than its share. 1 am aware that there
is not, in this country, any intolerance
of differences of opmion on most of
these topics. They are adduced to
show, by admitted and multiplicd ex-
amples, the universality of the fact,
that only through diversiiy of cpinien
is there, in the existing state of human
intellect, a chance of fair play to all
gides of the truth.  When there are
persous to be found, who form an ex-
ception to the apparent unauimity of
the world on any subject, even if the
world i¢ in the right, it is always pro-
bable that dissentients have some-
thing worth hearing to say for them-
gelves, and that truth would losc
something by their silence.

It may be objected, * But some re-
coived principles, especially on the
highest and most vital subjects, are
more than hali-truths, The Christian
morality, for instance, is the whele
truth on that subject, and if any one
teachos a morality which varies from
it, he is whelly in ervor’ As this is
of all cases ihe most important in prac-
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tice, none can be fitter to wst the gene.
ral maxim, But before pronouncing
what Cluistian morality is ot is not, it
would le desirable to decide what {s
meant by Clristian morality. If it
meansg the morality of the New Testa-
ment, I wonder that any one who de-
rives his knowledge of this from the
book itself, can suppose that it was an-
nounced, or intended, as a complete
doctrive of morals, The Gospel always
refers to a pre-existing merality, and
confines its precepts to the particulars
in which that merality was to be cor-
rected, or superseded by a wider and
higher; expressing itself, moreover, in
terms most general, often impossible to
be interpreted literally, and possessing
rather tﬁe impressivencss of peetry or
¢loguence than the precision of legisla-
tion. To extract from it a body of
cihical dostrine, has never been possi-
ble without eking it out from the Ofd
Testament, that is, from a system ela-
borate indeed, but in many respects
barbarous, and intended only for a har-
barous people. £t. Paul, a dectared
encmy to this Judnical mode of inter-
preting the doctrine and filling up the
scheme of his Master, eqoally assumes
a pre-exisling morality, namely that of
the Greeks and Romans; and lis ad-
vice to Christiaus is in a great measure
a system of accommodation to that;
even to the extent of giving an appa-
rent sanciion to slavery. What is
called Christian, but should rather Le
termed theological, morulity, was pot
the work of Christ or the Apostles, but
is of mauch later origin, having been
gradually Dbuilt wp by the Catholic
church of the first five centuries, and
though not implicitly adopted by mo-
deris and Protestants, has been much
less modified by ¢hem than might have
been expected.  For the most part,
indecd, they have contented them-
selves with cniting off the additions
which had been made to it in the Mid-
dle Ages, cach scct supplying the place
Ly fresh additions, adapted to its own
character and {endencies. That man-
kind owe a great debt to this morality,
and toits early teachers, I should be the
last person to deny; bLut 1 do not
scruple to say of it that it is, in many



O THE LIBERTY OF THOUGHT AXD DISCUSSION.

jmportant points, incomplete and one-
sided, and that unless ideas and feel-
ings, not sanctioned by it, had con-
tributed to the formation of European
life and character, human affairs would
have been ia a worse condition ghan
they now are. Christian morality (so
called) has all the characters of a re-
action ; it is, in great part, a protest
against Paganism, Itg ideal is nega-
iive rather than positive; passive
rather than active; Innocence rather
than Nobleness ; Abstinence from Ewvil,
rather than energetic Pursuit of Good;
in its precepts (as has heen well said)
‘thou shalt not’ predominates unduly
over ‘thou shalt.” In its horror of
sensuality, it made an idol of asce-
ticism, which has been gradually com-
promised away into one of legality. It
holds out the hope of heaven and the
threat of hell, as the appointed and ap-
propriate motives to a virtuous life:
1 this falling far below the best.of the
ancients, and doing what lies in it fo
zive 10 human morality an essentiall

sclfish character, by disconnecting enc?;
man's feelings of duty from the inte-
rests of his fellow-creatures, except so
far as a selfinterested inducement is
offered to him for consnlting them. Tt
is essentially a doctrine of passive
obedience ; it inculeates subroission to
all anthorities found established; who
indeed are not to be actively obeyed
when they command what religion for-
Lids, but who are not to be resisted,
Tar less rebelled against, for any amount
of wrong to ourselves.  And while, in
the morality of the hest Pagan na-
tions, duty to the State holds even a
disproportionate place, infringing on
the just liberty of the individual; in
purely Christian ethics, that grand de-
partment of duty is scarcely noticed or
acknowledzed. It is in the Koran, not
the New Testament, that we read the
maxim—* A ruler who appoints any
man to an oftice, when there is in his
dominions another man better qualified
for it, sins against God and against the
State.! What little recognition ihe
idea of obligation to the public obtains
in modern merality, is derived from
Greek and Roman sources, not from
Christian ; as, even in the morality of
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private life, whatever exists of magna-
nimity, bhighmindedness, personal dig-
nity, even the sensc of lhonour, ia
derived from the purely human, not
tbe religious part of our education, and
never could have grown ocut.of a
standard of ethics in which the only
worth, professedly recoguised, is that
of obedience.

T am asfar as any one from pretend-
ing that these defects are necessarily
inherent iIn the Christian ethics, in
every manner in which it can be con-
ceived, or that the many requisites of
o complete moral doctrine which it
docs not contain, do not admit of being
reconciled with it. Tar less would I
insinuage this of the doctrines and pre-
cepts of Christ himself. I believe that
the sayings of Christare all, thatI can
gee any cvidence of their having been
intended to he; that they are irrecon-
cilable with nothing which a com-
prehensive  morality requires; that
everything which is excelient in ethics
may be Lrought within thern, with no
greater violence to theirlanguage than
has been done to it by all who have
attempted to deduce from them any
practical system of conduct what-
ever, But it is guite consistent with
this, to believe that they contain, and
were meant {o confain, only a part of
the truth ; that many essential elements
of the highest merality are among the
things which are not provided for, nor
intended to be provided for, in the re-
corded deliverances of the TFounder of
Christiauity, and which have been
entirely thrown aside in the system
of ethics erected on the basis of those
deliverances by the Christinn Clhureh,
Aand this being so, I think it & great
error to persist 1n attempting to find in
the Christian doctrine that complete
rule for our gnidance, which its author
intended it fo sanction and enforce,
but only partially to provide. I be-
lieve, tao, that this narrow theory is
becoming a grave practical evil, de-
tracting greatly from the moral train-
ing and instruction, which so many
well-meaning persons are now at length
exerting themselves to promote. I
much fear that by attempting to form
the mind and feelings on an exclu.
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sively religions type, and discarding
those secular standards {as for want of
a better name they may be called)
which heretefore co-existed with and
supplemented the Christian ethics, re-
ceiving some of its spirit, and infusing
into it some of theirs, there will result,
and is even now rvesulting, a low,
alject, servile type of character, which,
gubmit itsell as it may to what it
deems the Supreme Will, is incapable
of rising to or sympathizing in the
conception of Supreme Goodness. I
believe that other ethics than any
wlich can be evolved from exclusively
Christian sources, must exist side by
side with Christian ethics {o produce
the moral regeneration of mankind;
and that the Christian system s no
exception to the rule, {hat in ap im-
perfect state of the human mind, the
mterests of truthrequire a diversity of
opinions. It is not necessary thai in
censing to ignore the moral truths not
contaiued in Christianity, men should
ignore any of those which it does con-
tain, Soch prejudice, or oversight,
when it oceurs, is altogether an evil;
but it is one from which we cannot
hope to be always exempt, and must
be regarded as the price paid for an in-
estimable good. The exclusive preten-
ston made by a part of the trntl: to be
the whele, must and ought to be pro-
tested against; and if a reactionary
impulse should make the protestors
unjustin their turn, this ene-sidedness,
like the other, may be lamented, but
must be tolerated. If Chiistians wonld
teach infidels to be Just 1o Christianity,
they should themselves be just to in-
fidelity. It can do iruth no service to
blink the fact, known to all who have
the most ordinary acquaintance with
Yiterary history, that a large portion of
the noblest and most valuable moral
teaching has been the work, not cnly of
men who did not know, but of men whe
knew and rejected, the Christian faith.

I do not pretend that the mest un-
limited use of the freedom of enunciat-
ing all possible opinions would put an
end to the evils of religious < philo-
gophical sectarianism.  Lvery truth
wlich men of narrow capacity are in
earnest aboul is sure to be asserted,
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inculcated, and in many ways even
acted on, as if ne other truth existed
in the world, or at all events none that
could limit er qualify the first. T ac-
krowledge that the tendency of all
opinions to become sectarian is mot
cured by the freest discussion, but is
often  heightened and exacerbated
thercby ; the truth which ought fo
have been, but was not, scen, being re-
jected all the more violenily because
proclaimed by persons regarded as op-
porents, DBut it is not on the impas-
sioned partisan, it is onthe calmer and
move diginterested bystander, that this
ccllision of opinions works its salutary
effect. Not the violent conflict between
parts of the iruth, but the quiet sup.
pression of half of if, is the formidable
evil; therc is always hope when people
are forced to listen to Loth sides; it is
when they attend only to one that
errors harden into prejudices, and truth
itself ceases to have the effect of truth,
by being exaggerated into falsehood.
And since there arc few mental attri.
butes more rare than that judicial
faculty which can sit in intelligent
judgment between two sides of a ques-
tlon, of which only one is represented
by an advecate before it, truth has no
chance but in propertion as every side
of it, every opinion which embodies
any fraction of the truth, not only finds
advocates, but is so advocated as to be
listened to.

We have now recognised the necese
sity 1o the mental well-being of man-
kind (on which all their other well
Leing depends) of freedom of opinion,
and freedom of the cxpression of
opinion, on four distinct grounds;
which we will now brefly recapitu-
late.

First, if any opinion is compelled o
silence, that opinion may, for aughé
we can certainly know, be true. Tz
deny this is to assame our own infalli-
bility.

Secondly, though the silenced epivion
be an error, itmay, and very commouly
does, confain a portion of truth; and
since the general or prevailing opinion
on any subject is ravely or never the
whole trath, it is enly Ly the eoliision of
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adverse apinions that the remainder of
the trath has any chance of being sup-
plhied. . .

Thirdly, even if tbe received opinion
be not only true, but the whole truth;
unless it is suffered io be, and actually
is, vigarously and carnestly contested,
it will, by most of those who receive it,
be held in the marner of a prejudice,
with little comprehension or feeling of
jts rational grounds. And mot only
this, but, fourthly, the meaning of the
doctrine itself will be in danger of
bering lost, or enfeebled, and deprived
of its vital cffect on the eharacter and
conduct ; the dogma Lecoming a mere
formal profession, inefficactons for goad,
but combering the ground, and pre-
venting the growth of any real and
heartielt conviction, from reason or
personal experience.

Before quitting the subject of free-
dowm of opinjon, 1t 13 {it to take some
notice of those who say, that the frec
expression of all opiniens shauld be per-
mitted, an condition that the manner
be temperate, and do not pass the
hounds of fair discussion. Much might
Le said on the impessibility of fixing
where these supposed bounds are 1o ba
placed; for if the test be offence to
thuse whose opinicns are attacked, T
think expericnce testifies that this
offence is given whenever the attack is
telling and powerful, and that every
opponent wha pushes them hard, and
whom they find it diflicult te answer,
appears to them, if' le shows any
strong feeling on the subject, an in-
temperate opponent,  Dut this, though
an impertant consideratian In a prac-
tical point of view, merges in a more
fundamental objection. Urdoubtedly
the manner of usserting an opicion,
even though it le a truc one, may be
very cbjectionable, and may justly
incur severe censure.  Dut the prin-
cipal offcnees of the kind are such as
it is mostly impossible, unless by acci-
dental seltbetrayal, ie bring home to
conviction. The gravest of them is,
to argue sephistically, {o suppress fucts
or wguments, to misstate the clemnents
of the ecase, or misrepresent the oppo-
site opinion. But all this, even te tho
most aggravated degree, is so con.

3t

tinually done in perfect good faith, by
persons who are not considered, and in
many other respects may not deserve
to be considered, ignorant or incom-
petent, that it is rarely passible, on
adequate grounds, conscientiously to
stamp the misrepresentation as morally
culpable ; and still Jess could law pre-
sume to interfere with this kind of
controversial misconduct. With re.
zard to what is comwmenly meant by
intemperate discussion, namely invec-
tive, sarcasm, personality, and ihe
like, ihe denunciation of these weapons
would deserve more sympathy it it
were ever proposed to interdict them
cqually to both sides; but it is enly
desired to restrain the employment of
them against the prevailing epinion:
agatost the unprevailing they may not
only be used without general disap-
proval, but will be likety to obtain for
him who uses them the praise of honest
zeal and righteous ndignation. Yet
whatever mischief arises from their
use, is greatest when they are em-
ployed against the comparatively de.
fenceless; and whatever unfair ad.
vantage can be derived Ly any opinion
from this mode of asserting it, accrues
almost exclusively to received opinions,
The worst offence of this kind wbich
can be committed by a polemic, is to
stigmatize thase whe lmh{‘the contrary
opinion as bad and immoral men. To
calumny of this sort, those who hold
any unpopular opinion are peculiarly
exposed, Lecause they are in general
few and uninfluential, and nobody but
themselves feels much iaterested in
seeing justice done them; Dbut this
weapon is, from the nature of the case,
denied to those who attack a prevailing
opinion : they can neither use H witl
safety to themselves, nor, if they could,
wonld it do anything but recoil or
their own cause, Ingeneral, opinions
contrary to thosec commonly received
can only obtain ¢ hearing Ly studied
mederation of language, and the most
cautions avoidance of unnecessury
oflence, from which they lLiardly ever
deviate even in a slight degree with-
out losing ground: while vmmeasured
vituperation employed on the side of
the prevuiling opinien, veally docs
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deter pouple from professing contrary
opinions, and frem listening to these
who profess them, For the interest,
therefore, of truth and justice, it is far
more tmportant to restrain this em-
ploymentof vitupzrative language than
the other; and, for example, if it were
necessary to choose, there would be
much more need to discourage offensive
attacks on infidelity than on religion,
It is, however, obvious that law and
authority have no business with re-
straining either, while opinion ought,
jn every instance, to determine its
verdict by the circumstances of the in-
dividual case ; condenming every ong,
on whichever side of the argument he
places himself, in whese mode of ad-
vocacy either want of candour, or ma-

lignity, bigoiry, or iutolerance of feel.
ing manifest themselves; buot nat
inferring these vices flom the side
which a person takes, thonzh it be the
conirary side of the question to our
own: and giving merited honour to
every one, whatever opinion he may
Liold, who has calmness to see and
honesty to state what his opponents
and their opinions really are, exagge-
rating nothing to their discredit, keep-
ing nothing back which tells, or can
be supposed to tell, in their faveur.
This is the real morality of public dis-
cussion : and if often violated, I am
happy to thiuk that there are many
contraversialists who to » great extent
observe it, and a still greater number
who conscientiously strive towards it.

CHAPTER IIL

CF INDIVIDUDALITY, AS OXE OF TIIE ELEMENT? OF WELL-BEING.

Suen being the reasons which make it
imperative that human leings sheuld
be free to form opinions, aud to express
their opinions without reserve; and
such thie baneful consequences 1o the
intellectual, and thmugc%l that to the
moral nature of man, unless this liberty
is either conceded, or asserted in spite
of prohibition; let us next czamine
whether the same reascns do not re-
quire {hat wen should be free to act
upon their opinions—to carry these
out in their hives, without hindrance,
either phvsical or moral, from their
fellow-men, so long as itis at their own
risk and peril. This Jast proviso is of
course judispensable. No one pretends
that actions should be as free as opi-
pions. O the contrary, even opiniong
lose their immunity, when the circum-
stances in which they are expressed
are such ag to constifute their expres-
sion a pesitive instigation to soma mis-
chievous act. Arn opinion that comn-
deulers are starvers of the poor, or that
rivate property is robbery, ouglt to
e unmalested when simply circulated
through the press, but may justly in-

cur punishment when delivered orally
to an excited mob assembled before
the house of a corn-dealer, or when
handed about among the same mob in
the form of a placard. Acts, of what-
ever kind, which, without justifiable
cause, do barm to others, may be, and
in the more fmportant cases absolutely
requive to be, controlled by the unfa-
vourable sentiments, and, when need-
ful, by the active interference of man-
kind. The liberty of the individual
must be thus far limited ; he must not
make himself a nuisance to other people.
But if he refrains from molesting others
in what concerns them, and merely acts
according to his own inclination and
judgment in things which concern him-
self, the same reasons which show that
opinion should be free, prove also that
he ghould be allowed, without molesta-
tion, ta carry his opinions into practice
at his own cost. That mankind are
not infallible ; that their truths, for the
most part, are ouly halftruths; that
unity of opinion, unless resulting from
the fullest and freest comparison of op-
posite opinions, 38 not desirable, and



THE ELEMEXNTS

diversity not af evil, but a good, until
mankiod are much mere capable than
at present of recognisieg all sides of
the truth, are priociples applicable to
men’s modes of action, not less than te
their opimions. As it is useful that
while wankind are imperfect there
should be different opiuions, so it is
that there should be different expeni-
ments of living ; that free scope shonld
be given to varietics of claracter, short
of injury to others; and that the worth
of different modes of life should be
proved practically, when any one thinks
fit to iry them, It is desirable, in
ehorl, that in things which do not pri-
marily concern others, individuality
shionld assert itself, Where, not the per-
son’s own character, Lut the traditions
or customs of other people are the rule
of conduet, lhere is wanting oune of the
principal ingredients of human happi-
ness, and quite the chief ingredicent of
individual and social progress.

In maintaining this privciple, the
greatest diflicnlty to be encountered
does not lie in the appreciation of
means towards an acknowledged end,
but in the iuditference of persons in
general to the end itself. I it were
keli that the free development of indi-
viduality is one of the leading essen-
tials of well-being; that it is not only
a coordinate element with all that 1s
designated by the terms civilization,
iustruction, education, enlture, but is
itself o necessary part and coundition of
all those things; ilere weould he no
danger that lberty should be under-
valued, and the adjustment of the
boundaries between it and social con-
trol would present no extrasrdinary
difficulty. DLiunk the evil is, that indi-
vidual spontaneity is hardly recognized
by the common modes of thiuking, as
baving any intrinsic worth, or deserv-
ing any regard on ity own account.
"T'he majority, being satisiied with the
ways of mankind as they now are (for
it 18 they who make them what they
are), cannot comprehend why these
ways should not te good enough for
everybody; and what is mere, sponta-
neity forms no part of the ideal of the
majority of moral and social reformers,
but is rather looked oz with jealousy,

s
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as atronblesome and perhaps rebellions
obstruction to the general acceptancae
of what these reformers, in their own
judgment, think would be best for
mankind. Few persons, out of Ger-
many, even comprehend the meaning
of the doctrine which Wilhelm von
Humbeldt, so eminent both as a ge-
vant awl as a politiclan, made the
text of a treatisc—that “the cnd of
man, or that which is preseribed by the
eternal or immutable dictates of reason,
and not snggested Ly vague and tran-
glent desires, is the highest and most
harmonious development of his powery
to a complete and consistent whele ;"
that, therefore, the object ‘towards
which every human being niust cease-
lessly direct his efforts, and on which
especially those who design to influence
their fellow-men must ever keep their
eyes, is the individuality of power and
development;’ that for this there are
two requisites, ‘freedom, and variety
of sitnations ;" and that from the unien
of these arise ‘individual vigonr and
manifold diversity,” which "comline
themsclves in *originality.’#*

Little, however, as people are acens-
tomed to a doctrine like that of Von
Humbeldt, and smiprising as it may
Le to them fo find so high a value at-
tached to individuality, the gnestion,
one must nevertheless think, can only
be one of degree. No one's 1dea of ex-
cellence in conduct is thai people
should do absclutely nothing but copy
ene another. No one would assert that
people aught not to put into their modo
of life, and into the conduct of their
coneerns, any impress whatever of their
own judgment, or of their own indivi-
dual character. On the other hand, it
would be absurd to pretend that pecple
ought 1o live as if nothing whatever
had been known in the world Lefore
they came inte it; as if cxperience
had as yet done nothing tesvards show-
ing that one mode of existence, or of
conduet, is preferable to another, No-
body denjes that peopie shonld be so
taught and trained in youth, as te
know and benefit by the ascertained

* The Spkere and Dutics of Goverinzent,
from the German of Baron Wilbelm vy
Humboldt, pp. 11-13. ’
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resilts of human experience. Dut it
ig the privilege and proper condition of
a human being, arrived at the maturity
of hig faculties, o use and interpret
experience in his own way. It is for
Lim to find out what part of recorded
experience s properly applicable to his
own circumstances and character. The
traditions and custowns of other people
are, to s cerfain extent, evidence of what
their expericnce has tanght them ; pre-
sumptive evidence, aud as such, have
a claim to lis deference: but, in the
first place, their experience may Le too
narrow ; or they may not have inler-
preted 1t rightly, Secondly, their in-
terpretation of experience may be eor-
rect, but onsuitable to him.  Customs
are made for customary eircum-
stances, and customary characlers;
and his circumstances or his character
may be uncustomary, Thirdly, though
the customs be both good as customs,
and svitable to him, yet to conform to
custom, merely os custom, does not
educate or develop in him any of the
qualities which are the distinctive en-
dewment of a buman being.  The hu-
man faculties of perception, judgment,
discriminative feeling, mental activity,
and even moral preference, arc cxer-
sised only in making a choice. Ie
who does anything because it is the
costem, makes no choice. e gains
no practice either in discerning or in
desiving what s best. The mental
and moral, like the muscular powers,
are improved only by being used. The
faculiies are called Jnto ne exercise by
doing a thing merely because others da
it, no more than by believing a thing
only because others believe it.  If the
grounds of an opinien are not con-
clusive o the person’s own reascn, his
Teason cannot be sirengthened, but is
likely 10 be weakened, by his adopting
it: and if the inducements to an act
are not such as are congentaneous lo
his own feelings and character (where
affection, or the rights of others, are
not concerned) it is s0 much dene to-
wards rendering his feelings and cha-
weter jnert and torpid, instead of active
2nd energetic.

He who lets the world, or Lis own
portion of it, choose Lis plan of life for
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him, has po need of any other faculty
than the ape-like one of imitation, Ho
who chooses his plan for Limself, em-
ploys all his faculties, He mnst use ob-
servation to see, reasoning and judg-
ment to foresee, activity to gather ma-
terials for decision, discrimination to
decide, and when he has decided, firm-
ness and self-control to held to his de-
liberate decision.  And these qnalities
he requires and exercises exactly in
proportion as the part of his conduct
which he determines according te his
own judgment and feelings is a large
one, Itis possible that e might Le
guided in some good patb, and kept
out of harm’s way, without any of these
things, Dot what will be his compa-
rative worth as a human being? It
veally 1s of importance, not only what
men do, but also what manner of men
they are that do it. Among the works
of man, which human bfe is rightly
employed in perfecting and beautity.
ing, the first in importance surcly ig
man bimself. Suppoesing it were pos-
sible to get houses buili, corn growa,
battles fought, causes tried, and even
churches erected and prayers said, by
machinery—by automatons in human
form—it wonld Le a consideralle loss
to exchange for these automatons even
the men and women wheo at present
inhabit the more civilized parts of the
world, and who assuredly are but
starved specimens of what nature can
and will produce. Human nature is
not & machine to be built after a model,
and set to do exactly the work pre-
seribed for it, but « tree, which requires
to grow aml develap itself on all sides,
according to the tendency of the inward
forces which make it a living thing.

It will probably be conceded that it
is desirable people should exercise their
understandings, and that an intelligent
following of custom, or even occasion-
ally an Inielligent deviation from cus-
tam, is better than a blind and simply
mechanical adlesion toit. Toa cer-
tain extent it is admitted, that our
understanding should be our own : but
there is mot the same willingness to
admit that our desires and Impulses
should ve cur own likewise ; or that to
possess impulses of ourown, and of any
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strength, is anything but a peril and a
snare. Yet desires and impulses are as
mauch a part of a perfect human being,
as beliefs and restraints: and strong
impulses are only perilous when not
properly balanced; when one set of
aims and inclinations is developed into
strength, while others, which onght to
co-cxist with them, remain weak and
inactive. It is net Lecause men's de-
sires are strong that they actill; it is
because their consciences are weak.
"There is no natural connexion between
strong impulses and 2 weak consclence.
The natural connexion is the other
way. To say that one person’s desires
and feclings are stronger and more
various than those of another, is merely
to say that he has more of the raw
material of human nature, and is there-
forc capable, perhaps of more evil, but
certainly of more good. Streng im-
pulses are but another name for energy.
Energy may be turned to bad uses; but
more good may always be made of an
energetic nature, than of an indolent
and impassive one. Those who have
most natural fecling, are always those
whose cultivated feelings may be made
the strongest. The same strong sus-
ceptibilitres which make the personal
impulses vivid and powerful, are also
the source from whence are gencrated
the most passionate love of virtue, and
the sternest self-control. Tt is through
the cullivation of these, that society
both does its duty and protects its in-
terests: not by rejecting the stufl of
which heroes are made, becaunse it
knows not how to make them. A per-
son whose desires and impulses are his
own—are the expression of his own
natere, as it has been developed and
modified by his own culture—is said to
have a character. One whose desires
and impulses are not his own, has no
character, no mere than a steam-engioe
bas a character. If) in addition to be-
ing his own, his impulses are strong,
and are under the government of a
strong will, he has an energetic cha-
racter. Whoever thinks that ‘ndividu-
ality of desires and impulses should not
be encouraged to uniold itself, must
maintain that socieiy has no need of
olrong natures—is not the better for
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containing many persons who have
much character—and that a high
general average of encrgy is not
desirable.

In some early states of society, these
forces might be, and were, teo much
ahead of the power which soclety then
possessed of disciplining and controliing
them. There has been a time when
the element of spontapeity and indi-
viduality was in excess, and the social
principle had a hard struggle with it.
The difficulty then was, to induce men
of strong bodies or minds to pay cbe-
dience io any rvles which required
thein to control their impulses. To
overcome this difficulty, law and dis-
cipline, like the Popes struggling
against the Emperors, asserted a power
over the whole man, claiming to con-
trol 2ll his hife in order to control his
character—which society had not found
any other sufficient means of binding,
Lut soviety has now fairly got the better
of individuality ; and the danger which
threatens human nature is not the ex-
cess, but the deficiency, of personal
impulses and preferences. Things are
vastly changed, since the passions ef
those who were strong by station or
by personal endowment were in a state
of habitual rebellion against laws and
crdinances, and required to Le rigors
ously chained up to enable the persons
within their reach to enjoy any par-
ticle of security. In our times, from
the highest class of society down io the
lowest, every one lives as under the
eye of a hostile and dreaded censorship,
Not only in what concerns others, but
in what concerns only themselves, the
individual or the family do net ask
themselves—what do I prefer? or,
what would suit my character and dis-
position? or, what would allow the bes{.
and highest in me to bave fair play,
anl enableit to grow and thrive? They
ask themselves, what is suitable to my
position? what is usually done by per-
sons of my staticn and pecuniary cir-
cumstances? or (worse still) what is
nsually dene by persons of a station
and circumstances superior to mine?
I do not mean that they choose what
is customary, in preference to what
suits their own inclination. 1t doep
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not accur to them to have any inclina-
tion, exccpt for what is customary.
Thus the mind itself is bowed to the
yoke: even in what people do for
pleasure, conformity is the first thing
thought of ; they lke in crowds; they
exercise choice only among things
commonly done : peculiarity of faste,
eccentricity of conduct, are shunned
equally with crimes: until by dint of
not follewing their own natwre, they
have no nature 1o follow : their human
capacities are withered and starved :
they become incapable of any streng
wishes or pative pleasures, and are
aenerally withont either opinions or
feelings of Lome growth, or properly
their own, Now is this, or 15 it
not, the desirable condition of human
nature?

It is so, on the Calvinistic theory.
According to that, the one greaf
offence of man is selfwill. Al the
good of which bumanity is capable, is
enmprised in obedience.  You have no
choice; thus you must do, and no
otherwise : ‘ whatever is not a duty, is
agin' Huoman natuwre being radically
corrupt, there is no redemption for any
one until human natvre is killed within
him. To onc holding this theory of
life, crushing out any of the human
faculties, capacities, and susceptibili-
1ies, is o cvil ! man needs po capacity,
bot that of surrcndering bimself to
the will of God: and if he uses any of
his faculties for any oiber purpose but
to do that supposed will more effectu-
ally, he is better without them. This
is the theory of Calvinism; and itis
beld, in a mitigated form, Ly many
who do not consider themselves Cal-
vinists ; the mitigation consisting in
giving a less ascetic interpretation to
the alleged will of God; asserting it
to be his will that mankind should
gratify some of their inclinations ; of
cour=e not in fhe manner they them-
selves prefer, but in the way of obedi-
ence, that is, in & way prescribed to
them by autherity; and, thercfore, by
the necessary condition of the ease, the
same for all.

In some such insidious form, there is
at present a strong tendemcy to this
narrow theory of Lfe, and to the
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pinched and hidebound type of human
character which it patronizes. Many
ersons, no doubt, sincerely think that
uman  leings thus cramped and
dwarfed, are as their Maker desizned
them to be; just as many have thought
that trees are a rauch finer thing when
clipped into pollards, or cut eut into
fizures of animals, than as naturs
made them. Butif it be any part of
religion to belicve that man was made
by a good Being, it is more consistent
with "that faith to belicve, that this
Being gave all human faculties that
they might be cultivated and unfolded,
not reoted out and consumed, and
that he takes delight in every nearer
approach made Ly his creatures to the
ideal conception embodied in them,
every increase in any of their capabili-
ties of comprehension, of action, or of
enjoyment. There is a different type
of human excellence from the Calvin-
istic: a conception of humanity as
laving its nature bestowed on 1t far
ather purposes than merely to be ab-
negated. ‘ Pagan selfassertion’ isone
of the clements of human worth, as
well as * Christian selldenial’* There
is a Greck ideal of selfdeveloprnent,
which the Platonic and Christian ideal
of selfmovernment blends with, but
dees not supersede. It may be Letfer
to be a Johr Knox than an Aleibiades,
but it is better tc be a Pericles than
either; nor wounld a Pericles, if we had
one iu these days, be without anything
good which belonged to John Knox.

It is not by wearing down into uni-
formity all that is individual in them-
selves, but by cultivating it, and eall-
ing it forth, within the limits imposed
Ly the rights and interests of others,
ihat human beings become a neble and
beantiful object of contemplation ; and
as the works partake the character of
those who do them, liy the same pro-
cess lhuyman life also becomes vich,
diversified, and animating, furoighing
more abundant aliment to high thoughts
and elevating feelings, and strengthens
ing the tie which binds every indivi-
dual to the race, by making the race
infinitely better worth belonging to,
In proportion to the development of

* Sterling's Essays.
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his individuality, cach person becomes
more valuable to himself, and is theve-
fore capalle of being more valuable to
others. ‘There is a greater fulness of
Jife about his own existence, and when
iliere is more life in the units there is
mere in the mass which is composed
of them. As much compression as is
necessary fo prevent the stronger
specimens of human nature from en-
croaching on the rights of others,
cannot be dispensed with; but for
this there is ample compensation even
in the point of view ef human develop-
ment. The means of development
which the individnal loses by Leing
prevented from gratifying his inclina-
tions to the injury of others, are chicly
obtained at the expense of the de-
velopment of other people. And even
to himself there is a full equivalent in
the Dbetter development of the social
part of his nature, rendered pessible
by the restraint put upon the selfish
part.  To be leid to rigid rmles of
Justice for the sake of others, developes
the feelings and capacities which have
the good of others for their oljcct.
But to bLe restrained in things not
aflzcting their goed, by their mere
displeasure, developes nothing valuable,
except such force of character as may
unfold itself in resisting the restraint.
It acquiesced in, it dulls and blunts
the whole nature, To give any fair
play to the nature of each, it is essen-
tial that different persons should be
allowed to lead different lives. Tn
preperiion as this latitude has been
exercised in any age, has that age
been motewerthy to pesterity. Tven
despotism does not produce its worst
eflects, so long as individuality exists
under it; and whatever crushes in-
dividuality is despotism, by whatever
name it wmay be called, and whether
it profasses to be enforcing the will of
God or the injunctions of men.

Having said that Individuality is the
same thing with development, and
that it is cnly the cultivation of in-
dividuality which prodaces, or can pro-
duce, well-developed human beings, 1
might here close the argument: for
what more or better can be said of any
cendition of human afiairs, than that
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it brings human beings thomaclves
nearer to the best thing they can be?
or what worse can be sald of any ob.
struction to good, than that it prevents
this? Doubtless, however, these con-
siderations will not suflice to convince
those who most need cenvincing ; and
it is necessary further to show, thot
these developed humar beings are of
some use to Sze andeveloped—to point
ont to those who do not desire liberty,
and would not avail themselves of it,
that they may Le in some intelligible
manner rewarded for allowing other
people to make we of it without
hindrance.

In the first place, then, T would
suggest that they night possibly learn
something from them. [t will not be
denied by anybody, that eriginality is
a valnable clement in uman aflairs,
There is always need of persons not
only to discover new traths, and point
out when what were once truths are
true no longer, Lut also to commence
new practices, and set the example of
more enlightencd conduct, and better
taste and sense in human life. Thia
cannot well be galnsaid by anybody
who does not believe that the world has
already attained perfection in all il
ways and practices, Tt is troe that
this benefit is not capable of being
rendered by everyhody alike: ther
are but few persens, in comparisor,
with the whele of mankind, whose ex-
periments, il adopted by others, would
e likely to be any improvement on
established practice.  But these few
are the salt of the earth ; without them,
humar life would become a siagnant
pool. Not only is it they who intro-
duce good things which did not before
exist; it is they who keep the life in
those which already exist. [fthere were
nothing new to be done, would hnman
intellect cease to be necessary ? Wonld
it be a reason why those who do the
old things should forget why they are
done, and do them like catile, not like
human Deings? There is only too
great a tendency in the best beliets and
practices to degenerate into the me-
chanical ; and unless there were 2 suc-
cession of persons whose ever-recurring
originality prevents the grounds of
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those beliels and practices from becom-
fng merely traditional, such dead
matter would not resist the smallest
shock from anything really alive, and
there would e no reason why civiliza-
tion should pot die out, as in the
Dyzantine Empire, Persons of genius,
it 1a true, are, and arc always likely to
be, a small minerity; but in erder to
have them, it is neressary to preserve
the soil in which they grow. Genius
can only breathe freely in an atmo-
sphere of freedom. FPersons of genius
are, ex o fermini, more individual
than any other pecple—less capable,
consequently, of fitting themselves,
without hurtfu] compressicn, inte any
Al the small number of moulds which
gociety provides in order to save its
members the irouble of forming their
own character, If from timidity they
consent io he forced into one of ihese
moulds, and te let all that part of them-
selves which cannof expand under the
pressure remain nnexpanded, society
will be little the better for their genins.
If they arc of o strong character, and
break their fetters, they become a mark
for the society which has not succeeded
m reducing them to commonplace, to
point out with selemn warning as
‘wild,! ‘erratic,’ and the like; much
as if one sliould complain of the
Kiagara river for not fowing amoothly
between its banks ke a Dutcl canal.

1 insist thue emphatically on the im-
portance of genins, and the necessity
of allowing 1t to nnfold itself frecly
both in thought and in practice, being
well aware that no one will deny the
position in theory, but knowing also
that almost every one, in reality, is
totally indifferent fo it. Teople think
genius a fice thing if it enables a man
to write an exciting poem, or paint a
picture.  But in its true sense, that of
originality in thoughi and action,
though no one says that it is not a
thing to Le admired, nearly all, at
heart, think that theycan do very well
without it. Unhappily this iz too
natural to be wondered at. Oviginality
is the one thing which unoriginal
minds canuot feel the use of. They
cannet see what it is to do for them:
how should thev? If they could see
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what it wonld do for them, it would not
be originality, The first service which
originality has to render them, ig that
of opening their eyes: which being
once fully done, they would have a
chance of being themselves original.
Meanwhile, recollecting that nething
was ever yot done which some one wag
not the first to do, and that all good
things which exist are the frutis of
originality, let them be modest enough
to believe that there is something still
left for it to accomgplish, and assure
themselves that they are more in need
of originality, the less they are con-
scious of the want.

In sober truth, whatever homage
may be professed, or even paid, io real
or supposed mental superierity, the
general tendency of things throughout
the world is to render mediocrity the
ascendant power among mankind. In
ancient history, in the Middle Ages, and
in a diminishing degree throngh the
long transition from feudality to the
pregent time, the individual was a
power in himself; and if Le bad either
great talents or a high social position,
be was a considerable power. At pre-
sent Individuals are lost in the crowd,
In politics it is almost a triviality to
say that public opinion now rules the
world, The enly power deserving the
name is that of masses, and of gavern-
ments while they make themselves the
organ of the tendencies and instincts
of masses. This is as true in the meral
and social velstions of private life as in
public transagtions. 'Ihose whose opi-
nions go by the name of public opinion,
are not always the same sort of public:
in America they are the whele white
populatien ; in England, chiefly the
middle class. DBut they are always a
mags, that Is to say, cellective medi-
ocrity. And what is a still greater
novelty, the mass do not now take their
epinicns frem dignitaries in Church or
Siate, from ostensible leaders, or from
books. Their thinking is <one for
them by men much like themselves, ad-
dressing them or speaking in their
name, on the spur of the moment,
througl the newspapers. I am not com-
plaining of all this. I do not assert
that anything betier is compatible, as
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a general rule, with the present low
state of the Luman mind. But that
does not hinder the government of
mediocrity {rom being mediocre govern-
ment, No government by a demo-
cracy or @ numerous aristocracy, either
in iis pelitical acts or in the opinions,
qualities, and tone of mind which it
festers, ever did or could rise above
medioerity, except in so far as the so-
vercign Many have let themselves be
guided (which in their best times they
always have done) iy the comnsels and
influcnce of a more hichly gifted and
instincted One or Few. The initia-
tion of all wise or noble things, comes
and mast come from individuals ; gene-
rally at first from somme one individual.
The honour and glory of the average
man is that he is capable of following
that initiative; that he can respond
internally to wise and noble things,
and be led to them with his eyes open.
I am not countenancing the sort of
‘hero-worship' which applauds the
strong nran of genius for forcibly selz-
ing on the government of the world
snd making it do his bidding in spite of
itself, All be can claim is, {reedom to
point outthe way. The power of com-
pelling others into it, is not caly incon-
sistent with the freedom and develop-
nent of all the rest, Lut corrupting to
the strong man himself. t dees
seein, however, that when the opinions
of masses of merely average men are
everywhere become or becoming the
domunant power, the counterpoise and
corrective to that tendency would be,
the more and more promounced indi-
viduality of those who stand on the
higher eminences of {thought. Itisin
these ciccumstances most egpecially,
that exceptional individuals, instead
ol being deterred, skould be encouraged
in acting differently from the mass. In
other times there was no advantage in
their doing so, unless they acted not
only differently, but better. In this
age, the mere example of non.con-
tormity, the mere refusal to bend the
Lknec to custom, is itself a service.
Precisely because the tyranny ofopinion
38 such as to make cccentricity a re-
-proach, it is desirzble, in crder to
treak through that tyramny, that
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people shonld be eccentiic. Eeccen-
tricity bhas always abounded when
and where strength of character has
abeunded ; and the amount of eccen-
tricity in a society has generelly been
proportional t¢ the amount of genius,
mental vigeur, and moral courage
it contained. That so few now dme
fo be eccentric, marks the chief danger
of the time.

I have said that it 1s important to
give the freest scope possible to un-
customary things, i order that it may
in time appear which of these are fit
to be converted into customs. DBut
independence of action, and disregard
of custom, are not salely deserving of
encouragement for the chance they
afford that better modes of action, and
customs more worthy of general adop-
tion, may be struck out; nor is it only
persons of decided mental superiority
who have a just claim to carry en
their lives in their own way. There
is 1o reason that all human existence
should be constrocted on some one or
somre small number of patterns. If'a
person possesses any tolerable amount
of common sense and expericnce, his
own mode of laying cut his existence
1s the best, not because it is the best
in itself, but becanse it is his ewn
mode. Human leings are not like
sheep; and even sheep are not undis-
tinguishably alike. A man cannot get
a coat or a pair of boots to fit him,
unless they are cither made to his
measure, or he has a whole ware-
houseful o choose from: and is it
easier to {it Lim with o life than with
a coat, or are human beings more
like one another in their whole phy-
sical and spiritual conformation than
in the shape of their foct ? 1If it were
only that people have diversities of
taste, that is reason enough for not at-
tempting o shape them all after one
model. Bui different persons alsy re-
quire different conditions for their
spiritual devclopment; and can no
more exist healthily in the same moral,
than all the variety of plants can in
the same physical, atmosphere and
climate. The same things which are
helps to one person towards the cnli-
vation of his higher nature, are hine
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drances to another. The same mode
of life is a healthy excitement to one,
keeping all s faculties of action and
enjoyment in their best crder, while to
another it is 2 distracting burthen,
which suspends or crushes all internal
life. Such are the differences among
human Leinzs in their sources of ploa-
snre, their suscepribilities of pain, and
the operation on them of different phy-
gical ‘and moral ageucies, that unless
there is & corresponding diversity in
their modes of life, they neither obtain
their fair share of happiness, nor grow
up to the mental, moral, and msthetic
stature of which their nature is capalle,
Why then should tolerance, as far as
the public sentiment is concerned, ex-
tend only to fastes and modes of life
which extort acquiescence ly the mul-
titnde of their adherents? " Nowhere
{except in some monastic institutions)
is diversity of taste entirely unrecog-
nised; a person may, without blame,
either like or dislike rowing, or smok-
ing, or music, or athletic exercises, or
chess, or cards, or study, because both
those who like each of these things,
and these who dislike them, are too
numerous to Le put down. But the
man, and still more the woman, who
can le accused either of doing ¢ what
nobody does,’ or of not doing *what
everybody does,” is the subject of as
much depreciatory remark as if he or
she had commit{.« some grave moral
delinquency, DPersons require to pos-
sess 2 title, or some other badge of
rank, or of Ll consideration of people
of rank, to be able to indulge somewliat
in the luxury of doing as they like
without detriment to their estimation,
To indulge somewhat, I repeat: for
whoever allow themselves much of
that indulgence, incur the risk of
something worse than disparaging
specches—they arc in peril of & com-
mission de lunatico, and of having
their property iaken from them and
given to their relaiions.

* There fs something both contemptible
and frightful in the sort of evidence on
which, of late years, any person can be
Juniciaily declared undit for the management
of his affairs; and atter Iiis death, his dis-

posal of his praperty can be set aside, if there
is euough of it to pay the expenses of litigs-
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There is one characteristic of tha
present  divection of puablic opinion,
peculiarly caleulated to make it intole-
rant of any marked demonstration of
individuality, The general avernge of
mankind arc not only moderate in in-
tellect, Lut alse moderate in inclina-
tions : they have no tastes or wishes
strong enough to incline them to do
anything unusual, and they conse-
quently do not understand those who
have, and class all such with the wild
and intemperate whom they are accns-
tomed to lock down upon. Now, in
addition to this fact, which is general,
we have only to suppose that a streng
movement has set in towards {he im-
provement of morals, and it is evident
what we have to expect. In these
days suchk a movement bas set inj

much has actually been effected in the

way of increased regularity of conduct,
and discourarement of excesses; and
there is a philanthropie spirit abroad,
for the exercise of which there is no
more inviting field than the moral and
prudential improvement of our fellow-
creatures. These tendencies of the
times cause the public to be more dis-

tion—which are charged on the property
itself. Al the nunute details of his Jaily
life are pried into, and whatever is found
which, seen throuzh the medium of the per.
ceiving and describing facalties of the lowest
of the low, bears an appearance unlilke ghso-
lute commonplace, is laid before the jury as
evidence of insanity, and often with success;
the jurors being little, if at all, less vulgar
and jgnorant than the witnesses; while the
judges, with that extraordinary want of
knowledge of human nature and Iife which
continuully astonishes us in English lawyers,
oftens help {o mictlead them, These trinls
speak volumes as to ihe state of feeling and
apinion among the vulgar with regard 1o
human liberty., Seo far from setting any
value on individuoality—so far from respect-
ing the right of each Individual to act, in
things inditferent, as seems gond to his own
judgment and inclinations, judges and juries
cannot even conceive that a person in a state
of sanity ¢an desire such freedom, In
former days, when it was proposed to bura
atheists, charitable people used to suggest
putting them in a madbouse instesd: it
would be mnothing surprising now-a-days
were we to see his done, and the doers ap-
plauding themselves, because, instead of per-
secuting for religion, they had adopted sa
humane and Christian 2 mode of treating
these unfortunates, pot without a silent sa.
tisfaction at tlieir having thereby obtained
their descrts.
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posed than at most, former periods to
preseribe general rules of cenduct, and
cndeavour to make gvory one conform
{o the approved standard. And that
standard, express or tacit, is to desire
nothing strongly. Iis idsal of cha-
racter 15 to be vwithout any marked
character; to maim Dby compression,
like o Chinese lady's foot, every part
of human nature which stands cut pro-
minently, and tends te make the per
son markedly dissimilar in ontline {o
commonplace humanity.

As is wsnally the ease with ideals
which exclude one-half of what 15 de-
sirable, the present standard of appro-
bation produces enly an inferior imita-
tion of the othier half.  Instead of great
cnergies guided by vigorous reason,
and strong feelings strongly controlled
Ly a conscienilous will, its result is
weak feelings aud weak energics,
which therefore can be kept in cotward
conlormity to role without any strength
cither of will or of reason. Already
energetic characters on any large seale
are beeowing merely traditional. There
is now scarcely any cutlet for cnergy
in this country cxcept business. The
eneroy expended in fhis may still be
vegarded as considerable.  ¥What little
is left from that employment, is ex-
pended on some hobby; which may be
a uscful, even a philanthropic hobby,
but is always some one thing, and
generally a thing of seall dimensions,
The greatness of Ingland is now all
collective : individually small, we only
appear capable of anything great by
our habit of combining ; and with this
our moral and religions philanthropists
are perfectly contented. But it was
men of anether stamp than this that
made England what 1t has been ; and
men of another stamp will be needed
to prevent its decline.

The despotism of cnstom is every-
where the standing hindrance to human
advancernent, being in unceasing an-
tagonism te that dispesition to aim at
sometlingbetterthan customary, which
s called, according to circumstances,
the spirit of liberty, or that of progress
or improvement. The spirit of improve-
ment is not always a spivit of liberty,
for it mae aimat forcing improvements
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on an unwilling people ; and the spivit
of liberty, in so far as it resists such
attempts, may ally itself locally and
temporarily with the opponents of imn-
provement ; but the only unfailing and
permanent source of improvement ig
lilerty, since hy it there are as many
pessible independent centres of im-
provement as there are individnals.
The progressive principle, however, in
either shape, whether as the love of
liberty or of improvement, is antagon-
istic to the gway of Custom, invelving
at least emancipation from that yoke;
and the contest belween the two con-
stitutes the chief interest of the history
of mankind. The greater part of the
world las, properly speaking, no his-
tory, because the despotism of Custom
is complete. This is the case over the
whole Tast. Cusiom is there, in all
things, the final appeal; justice and
right mean conformity to custom ; the
argument of custem no one, unless some
tyrant intoxieated with power, ihinks
of resisting,  And we seo the resalt.
Those nations must once have had ori-
ginality ; they did not start out of the
ground populous, lettered, aud versed
in many of the arts of life; they made
themselves all this, and were then the
greatest and most powerful nations of
the world. \What are they now? The
subjects or dependents of tribes whose
forefathers wandered in the forcsts
when theirs had magnificent palaces
and gorgeons temples, but over whom
custom exercised only a divided rule
with liberty and progress. A peeple,
it appears, may be progressive for a
certain length of time, and then stop:
when doees it stop?  When it ceases to
possess individuality, 1f a similar
change should befall the nations of
Europe, it will not be in exactly the
same shape : tho despotism of custom
with which these nations are threat-
ened 1s net precisely stationariness. [t
proseribes singnlartcy, but it does not
preclude change, provided all change
together. We have discarded the fixed
costnmes of our forefuthers; every one
must still dress like other people, but
the fashien may change once or iwice
a year. We thus take care that when
there is a change, it chall Le for
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change’s sake, and not from any idea
of beauty or cenvenience ; for the same
idea of beauty or convenience would
not strike all the warld at the same
moment, and be simnltancously thrown
aside by all at ancther moment. Tut
we are progressive as well as change-
able: we continnally make new inven-
tions in mechaniczl things, and keep
them until they are again superseded
Ly Letter; we are eager for Improve-
mcut in politics, in education, even in
wmorals, though in this last onr idea of
improvement chiefly consists in persua-
ding or forcing other people to Le as
gocd as ourselves. It is not progress
that we object to; on tie contrary, we
flatter ourselves that we are the most
progressive people who ever lived. It
is individuality that we war against:
we should think we liad dene wonders
if we had made oursclves all alike ; for-
getting that the unlikeness of one per-
won to another is generally the first
thing which draws the altention of
cither to the imperfection of lis own
type, and the superiority of another, or
the possibility, by combining the ad-
vautages of botl, of producing some-
thing etter than either. We have a
warning example in China—a nation
of much telent, and, in some respects,
even wisdom, owing to the rave good
fortunc of having been provided at an
carly period with a particularly good
set of Lustoms, the work, in some mea-
sure, of men to whom cven the most
enlightened Enropean must accord, un-
der certain limitations, the title of sages
and philcsophers. They are remark-
able, oo, in the cxcellenee of their ap-
pavatus for impressing, as far as pos-
sible, the best wisdom they possess
upon every mind in the community,
and securing that those who have ap-
propriated most of it shall occopy the
posts of hononr and power. Surely the
people who did this have discovered
the secret of Luman progressiveness,
and must have kept themselves steadily
at the head of the movement of the
world. On the contrary, they have
hecome stationary—have remained so
for thousands of years; and if they are
ever to Le farther improved, it must be
by foveizners.

OF INDIVIDUALITY, AS ONE OF

beyond all hope in what English phi-
lanthropists are so Industriously work-
ing at—in making a people all alike,
all governing their thoughts and con-
duct by the same maxims and rules;
and these are the fruits. The modern
rémme of public opinicn is, in an mu-
organized form, what the Chirese edu-
cational and pelitical systems ave in an
organized; and wunless individuality
shall be able successfully to assert ir-
self against this yoke, Europe, notwith-
standmg its noble antecedents and its
professed Christianivy, will tond 1o be-
come another China.

What is it that has hitherto pre-
served Europe from this Jot? What
kas made the European family of na-
tions an improving, instead of a sta-
tionary portton of mankind? Not any
superior excollence in them, which,
wlien it exists, exists as the eflect, not
as the cause; but their remarkalle
diversity of character and culture.  In-
dividuals, elasses, nations, have been
extremoly unlike ene another: they
have struck out ~ great variety of
patls, cach leading to something valu-
able; and althongh at every period
those who travelled in different paths
Lave licen intolerant of one another,
and eacht wonld have thought it an cz-
cellent thing if 2ll the rest could have
Leen compelled to travel his road, their
attempts to thwart each other’s deve-
lepment have rarely hadany permanent
success, and cach has in 1ime endured
te receive the good which the others
have offered.  Furope is, in my judg-
ment, wholly indebted to this phurality
of paths for its progressive and many-
sided development. Dut it already
beging {o possess this benefit in & con-
siderably less degree. It is decidedly
advancing towards the Chinese ideal of
making all people alike. DM. de Toc-
queville, in his Jast tmportant work,
remarks how mueh more the French.
men of the present day resemble one
another, than did those even of the last
ceneration. The same remark might be
made of Englishmen in a far greater de-
gree, In a passage alrcady quoted from
Wilhelm von Humboldt, be points out
{wo things as necessary conditions of

They have succeeded ) human development, because necessary



THE ELEMENTS OF WELL-BEIXG.

to render people unlike one another;
namecly, freedom, and variety of sitna-
tions, The second of these two condi-
tions is in this country every day
diminishing. The circumstances which
gurround different classes and Iindivi-
duals, and shape their characters,
are daily becoming more assimilated.
Formerly, different ranks, different
neighhourhoods, different trades and
professions, Hved in what might be
called different worlds; at present to
a great degree in the same. Compa-
ratively speaking, they now read the
samc things, listen to the same things,
see the same things, go to the saume
places, have their hopes and fears
directed to the same objects, have the
same rights and liberties, and the same
means of asserting them. Great as
are the diflerences of position which
remain, they arc nothing to thase which
have ceased.  And the assimilation is
still proceeding.  All the palitical
changes of the age premate it, since
they all tend to raise the low and to
lower ihe high, LEvery extension of
edncation promotes it, because educa-
tion brings people under common influ-
ences, and gives them access fo fhe
general stock of facts and sentiments,
Improvement in the means of commn-
nication promofes it, by lbringing the
inhabitants of distant places into per-
sonal contact, and keeping up a rapid
flow of changes of residence between
one place and another. The inerease
of commerce and manufactures pro-
motes it, by diffusing more widely the
advantages of eagy circumstances, and
opening all objects of ambition, even
the highest, to general competition,
whereby the desire of rising becomes
no longer the character of a particular
class, Ljl.)ut of all classes. A more
powerful agency than even all these,
 bringing about a general similarity
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among mankind, is the complete es-
tablishment, in this and other frec
conntries, of the aseendancy of public
gpinion in the State, As the varlous
social eminences which enabled per
sons entrenched on them to disregard
the opinion of the multitude, gradually
bocome lovelled ; as the very idea of
registing the will of the public, when
it is posttively known that they have a
will, disappears more and mare from
the minds of practical politicians;
there ceases to be any social support
for nonconformity-—any substantive
power in society, which, itself opposed
to the ascendancy of numbers, 1s in-
terested in taking under its protection
opinions anmd tendencies at variance
with those of the public.

The combination of all these causes
forms #o great a mass of influences
hostile to Individuality, that it is not
casy fa see how it can stand its ground.
It will de so with increasing difficulty,
unless the intelligent part of the public
can be made to feel 1ts value—io soc
that it is good therc should be differ-
ences, even though not for the better,
even though, as it may appear to them,
some should be for the worse. If the
claims of Individnality are ever fo be
asserted, the time 1s now, while much
is still wanting to complete the en-
forced assimilation. It 1s only in the
earlier siages that any stand can be
successfully made against the encroach-
ment. The demand that all other
people shall resemble ourselves, grows
by what it feeds on. 1f resistance
waits till Iife 1s reduced nearly to one
uniform type, all deviations from that
type will come to be considered im-
pious, immeral, even nionstrous and
contrary to natore. Mankind speedily
become anable to conceive diversity,
when they have been for some time
unaccustomed to see it



44

LIMITS To TIIE AUTIIORITY OF

CHAPTER IV.

OF THE LIMIIS TO THE AUTHOGRITY

Waar, then, is the rightful limit to
the sovereignty of the Individual over
himseli® Where does the authority of
society begin?  How much of human
life should be assigned toindividuality,
and how much to society ?

Yach will receive its proper share, if
each has that which nore particularly
concerns it. To indiv‘iduaﬁity should
belong the part of life in which it is
chiefly the individual that is interested ;
to society, the part which cliefly in-
terests society.

Theugh society is not founded on
a contract, and though no geod pur-
pose is answered by imventing a con-
tract in order to deduce social obliga-
tions from it, every one who receives
the protection of society owes a return
for the benefit, and the fact of living in
society venders it indispensable that
each should be bound to observe a cer-
tain line of conduct towards the rest.
This eonduct consists, first, in not in-
juring the interests of one another; or
rather certain interests, which, either
by express legal provision or by tacit
understanding, ought 1o he considered
ag rights; and secondly, in each per-
son’s bearing his share (to Le fixed on
some equitable principle} of the labours
and sacrifices meuvrred for defending
the soclety or its membhers {rom injury
end molestation. These conditiens
society is justified in enforcing, at all
costs 1o those whe cndeavour to with-
hold fulfilment. Nor is this all that
society may do. 'The acts of an indi-
vidual may be hurtful ic others, or
wanting in due consideration for their
welfare, without going to the length of
violating any oftheir constitnted rights.
The offender may then be justly pun-
ished by opinion, though net by law.
As soon as any part of a person’s con-
duct affects prejudicially the interests
of others, society bas jurisdiction over
it, and the question whether the gene-
12l welfare will or willnot be promoted
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by interfering with it, becomes open te
discussion. But there is no rovm for
entertaining any such question when
a person’s conduct afiects the interests
of no persons besides himself, ¢r needs
not affect them unless they like (all
the persons concerned being of full age,
and the ordinary amount of understand-
ing). In all such cases, there should
he perfect {reedom, legal and social, to
do the action and stand the conse-
quences.

It would be & great misunderstand-
ing of this doctrine, to suppose that it
is one of selfish indiffevence, which pre-
tends that human beings have no busi-
ness with each other’s condnct in life,
and that they should not concern ihem-
selves about the well-doing er well-
being of one another, unless their own
interest is involved. Instead of any
diminution, there is need of a great in-
crease of disinterested exertion to pre--
mote the good of others. Dut disin-
icrested Lenevolence ¢an find other
instruments to persuade people to their
good, than whips and scourges, either
of the literal or the metaphorical sort,
1 am the last person to undervalue the
selfregarding virtues; they are only
second in imporiance, if even second,
to the social. Tt is equally the Lusi-
ness of education to cultivate botin
Dut even education works by convie
tion and pershasion as welt as by com-
pulsion, and it is by the former only
that, when the period of cducation is
passed, the selfregarding virtnas shoutd
be inculcated. Human beings owe to
each otiter help to distinguish the
better from the worse, and encoarage-
meni to choose the former and avoid
the latter. They should Le for ever
stimulating each other to increased ex-
ercise of their higher faculiies, and in-
creased direction of their feelings and
aims towards wise instead of foolish,
elevating instead of degrading, objects
and con{emplations. Dut meither one
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parson, nor any number of persons, is
warranted in saying te another human
creature of ripe vears, that he shall
not do with h2s life for his own bencfit
what be chooses to do with it. He is
the person most interested in his own
well-being : the intcrest which any
other person, except in cases of strong
personal attachiment, can have in it,
3¢ tnifling, compared with that which
he himsell has; the interest which
society las in him individually (except
as to his conduct to others) is fractional,
and altogether indirect: while with
respect to his own feelings and circom-
stances, the most ordinary mnan or
woman has means of knowledge im-
icasurably surpassing those that can
be possessad by any one else;  The in-
terference of society to overrule his
Judgment and purposes in what only
regards himself, must Le grounded on
general presumptions; which may be
altogether wreng, and even if nght,
are as likely as not to he misapplied
to individual cases, by persons no
better acquainted with the circum-
stances of such cases than thase are
who look at them merely from without.
In this department, therefors, of human
affairs, Individuality has its proper field
of action. Inthe conduct of human
Leinzs towards one another, it is neces-
gary that general rules should {or the
most part be observed, in order that peo-
plemay know what they have tooxpect:
but in each person’'s own concerns,
hig individual spontancity is entitled
to free oxercise. Considerations to
aid his judgment, exhortations to
strengthen his will, may be offered to
him, even obtruded on him, by others s
Lut he himself is the final judge. All
errors which he is likely to commit
against advice and warning, are far
outweighed by the evil of allowing
otbers to consirain him to what they
deem his good.

I do ngt mean that the feclings with
which a porson is regarded by others,
ought not to be in any way aitected
by his selfregardiug qualities or deti-
vencies, This is neither possible nor
desirable, If he is eminent in any of
the qualities which conducs to his ewn
good, he is, so far, a proper object of
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admiration. 1ie is so much the nearer
to the ideal perfection of human na-
ture. If he is grossly deficient in those
qualities, a sentiment the opposite of
admiration will {ullow. There is a de-
gree of folly, and adegree of what may
Le called (though the phrase is not un-
objectionable) lowness or depravation
of taste, which, though it cannot justify
doing harm to the person who mani-
feats if, renders him necessarily and
properly a subject of distaste, or, in
cxtreme cases, evon of contempt: o
person could not have the opposite
qualities in due strength without en-
tertaining these {eelings. Tlough
doing no wrong to any one, a person
may so act as to corepel us to judge
him, and feel to him, as a fool, or as a
being of an inferior order: and since
this judgment and feeling are o fact
which he would prefer ta aveid, it is
doing him a service to warn him of it
beforehand, as of any other disagree-
able consequence to whick he exposes
himself. 1t would be well, indeed, if
this good office were much more frecly
rendered than the common notions of
politencss at present permit, and if one
person conld honestly point ont to an-
otlier that he thinks him in fanlt,
withoot being considered onmannerly
or presuming, We have a right, also,
in various ways, to act upon owr unfa-
vourable opinion of any ang, not to the
0]]111ression of his individuality, but in
the exercise of omrs. We are not
bound, for example, to seek his society;
wa have aright to avoid it (though not
to parade the avoidance), lor we have
a right to choose 1he society most ac-
ceptable to us,  We have a right, and
it may be our duty, to caution others
against him, if we think his example
or canversation likely to have a per
nicious cifect on thase with whom he
associntes,  Wa may give others o
preference over him in optional good
offices, except those which tend to hia
improvement. In these various modes
a person may suffor very severe penal
ties at the hands of others, for fanlts
which directly concern only himself;
but he suffers these penalties only in
so far as they are the natural, and, as
it were, the sponfancous conscruences
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of the faults themselves, not becaunse
they are purposely inflicted on him for
the sake of punishment. A person
who shows rtashmess, obstinacy, self-
concelt—who cannot live within mo-
derate means —who cannot restrain
himself from hurtful indulgences—who
pursues animal pleasures at the ex-
pense of those of feeling and intellect
—must expect to be lowered in the
opinion of others, and to have a less
share of their favourable senmtiments;
but of this he has no right to complain,
unless be has merited their favour by
special excellence in bis social rela.
tions, and has thus established a title
to their good offices, which is not
affected by his demerits towards
himself,

What 1 contend for is, that the in-
conveniences which are strictly insepa-
rable from the unfavourable judgment
of others, are the only ones to which
& person should ever be subjected for
that portion of his conduct and cha-
racter which concerns his own good,
but which does not affect the interests
of others in their relations with him,
Acts injurious to others require a to-
taily ditferent treatwent, Encroach-
ment on their rights; infliction on
them of any loss or damage not justi-
fied by his own rights; falschood or
duplicity in dealing with thewn ; unfair
or ungenerous use of advantages over
them ; even selfish abstinence from de-
fending them against injury—these
are fit objects of moral reprobaticn,
and, in grave cascs, of moral retribu-
tion and punishment, And not only
these acts, bat the dlspositions whish
lead to them, are properly immoral,
and fit subjects of disapprobation
which may rise to abhorrence. Cruelty
of disposition; malice and illnature;
that most anti-social and odious of all
passions, envy; dissimulation and in-
gincerity; irascibility on insnfficient
cause, and resentment disproportioned
to the provocation; the love of domi-
peering over others; the desire to en-
gross more than oue's share of advan-
tages (the wheovelia of the Greeks);
ibe pride which derives gratification
from the abasement of others; the
egotism which thioks self and its con-
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cerns more important than everything
else, and decitdes all donbtful questiong
in its own favour;—tlese are moral
vices, and constitute a bad and odious
moral character: unlike the selfire.
garding faults previously wenticned,
which are not properly immoralities,
and to whatever pitch they may be
carried, do not constitute wickedness,
They may be proefs of any amonut. of
folly, or want of personal dignity and
self-respect; bat they are only a sub-
ject of moral reprobation when they
1nvolve g breach of duty to others, for
whose sake the individual is bound to
have care for himself. What are called
duties to onrselves are not soeially oh.
ligatory, unless circumstances render
them at the same time duties to others,
The term duty to oneself, when it
means anything more than prudence,
means seltrespect or self-development ;
and for none of these is any one ac-
countable to his fellow-creatures, be-
cauge for none of them is it for the
good of mankind that ke be held ac.
countable to them.

The digt.nctien between the loss of
consideration which a persen may
rightly incur by defect of prudence or
of personal dignity, and the reproba-
tion which is due to him for an offence
agninst the rights of others, iz not a
merely nominal distinction, It makes
a vast difference both in our feelings
and in our conduct towards him, whe-
ther he displeases us in things in which
we think we have a right to contrel
lim, or in things in which we know
that we have not. If he displeases us,
we may express our distaste, and wea
may stand aloof from a person as welt
as {rom a thing that displeases us; but
we shall not therefore fcel called on to
make bhis life uncomfortable, We
shall refieet that he already bears, o
will bear, the whole penalty of bis
error; if he spoils Iis life by misma.
nagement, we shall not, for that reasen,
desire to spoil it still further: instead
of wishing to punish him, we shall
rather endeavour to alleviate his puo.
rishment, by showing Lhim Low Le may
avoid or cure the evils his conduct
tends to bring upon lum, He may La
to us an object of pity, perhaps of dis-
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Like, but not of anger or resentment;
we shall not treat Lim like an enemy
of society: the woret we shall think
ourselves justified in doing is leaving
him to himself, if we do not interfere
benevolently by showing interest or
concern for him. It is far otherwise
il he has infringed the rules necessary
for the protection of his fellow-crea-
tures, individually or collectively, The
evil consequences of his acts do not
then fall on himself, but on others; and
socicty, as the protector of all its mem-
bers, must retalinte on him; must in-
flict pain on Lim for the express purposc
of punishment, and must take care that
it be sufficiently severs. In the one
case, he is an offender at our bar, and
we are salled on not ouly to sit in
judgment on kim, but, in one shape or
another, to execute our own sentence:
in the other ~ase, it is not our part to
inflict any suffering on him, except
what may incidentally follow from our
using the same liberly in the regula-
tion of our own affairs, which we allow
to him in his,

The distinction here pointed out be-
tween the part of a person's life which
conceros nnly himself, and that which
concerns others, many persons will re-
fuse to admit. How {it may Le asked)
ean any part of the conduct of 2 mem-
berof society be a maiter of indifference
to the other members? Neo person is
an entirely isolated Leing ; it is impos-
sible for & person to do anything seri-
onsly or permanently hurtful to himself,
without mischief reaching at least to
his near connexions, ang often far be-
yond them, If he injures his property,
Le does harm te those whao directly or
indireetly derived support from it, and
usually diminishes, by a greater or less
amount, the general resources of the
community. If he deteriorates his
bodily or mental {faculiies, be not only
brings evil upon all whe de}l)ended on
him for any portion of their happiness,
but disgualities himself for rendering
the services which he owes to his fellow
creatures generally ; perhapa becomes
a burthen on their aflection or benevo-
lence; and if such conduct were very
frequent, hardly any offeuce that is
gomiitted would detract more from the
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general sum of good. TFinally, if Ly hiy
vices or {ollies a person does no direct
harm to others, he is mevertheless (it
may be said) injurious by his example;
and ought to be compelled to control
himself, for the sale of those whom the
sight or knowledge of his conduct might
corrupt or mislead.

And even (it will be added) if thoe
consaquences of misconduct could be
confined to the vicious or thoughtless
individual, ought society to abanden to
their own guidance those who are mani-
festiy vofit for it? If protection against
themselves is confessedly dne to chil-
dren and persens under age, is not so-
ciety equally bound to aftord it to per-
sons of mature vears who are equally
incapable of self-government? If gam-
bling, or drunkenness, or incontinence,
or idleness, or uncleanliness, are as in-
jurioug to happiness, and as great a
hindrauce te improvement, as many or
most of the aets prohibited by law,
why (it may be asked) should net law,
so far as is comsistent with practica-
bility and social convenience, ecndeavour
to repress these also?  And as a sup-
plement to the unavoidable imperfec-
tions of law, cught not opinion at least
to organize o powerful police against
these vices, and visit rigidly with sovial
penalties those who are known to prac-
tise them ? There is no question here
(it may be said) about restricting indi-
viduality, or impeding the trial of new
and original experiments in living. The
only things it 13 sought o prevent ars
things which bave Leen tried and con.
demned from the beginning of the worll
until now; things which experience liag
shown not to Le useful or suitable to
any person’s individuality. There must
be some length of time sod amount of
experience, after which a moral or pra-
dential truth may be regarded as esta-
blished: and it is merely desired to

revent generation after generation
from falling aver the same precipice
which lLas been fatal to their prede-
Ccessors,

I fully admit thot the mischief wlich
a person does i0 Limself may serfonsly
aftect, both through their sympathies
and their interests, those nearly con-
nected with him, and in & winor degree,
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society at large, When, by conduct of
this sort, a person is led to viclate &
distinet and assignable obligation to
any other person or persons, ihe case
js taken ont of the self-regarding class,
and becomes amenable to moral disap-
probation in the proper souse of the
ierm. If, for example, a man, through
intemperance or extravagance, becomes
unable ta pay his debts, or, having un-
dertaken the moral responsibility of a
family, becomes from the same cause
jneapable of supporting or educating
them, e is deservedly reprobated, and
might be justly punished ; but it is for
the breach of duty to Lis family or
credizors, not for the extravagance. If
the resources which onght to have been
devoted to them, had been diverted
from them for the most prudent invest-
ment, the moral culpability wonld have
been the same. Geerge Barnwell mur-
dered his uncle to got money for his
mistress, Lut if he had done it to set
himself up in business, he would equally
have been hanged. Again, in the fre-
quent case of a man who caunses grief
to his family by addiction to bad habits,
he deserves reproach for his unkindness
or ingratitude ; but so he may for culti-
vating habits not in themselves vicious,
if they are painful to those with whom
he passes his life, or who from personal
ties are dependent on him for their
comfort. Whouver fails in the con-
sideration gererally duc to the inte-
rests and feelings of others, not heing
vompelled by some more imperative
duty, or justified Uy allowable self-
prefcrence, is a subject of moral disap-
probation for that failure, but not for
the cause of it, nor for the errers,
merely personal to himself, which may
bave remotely led to it.  In like man-
ner, when a person disables himself, by
conduct purcly sellregarding, from the
perlormance of some definite duty in-
cumbent on him to the publie, he is
guilty of a social offence. No person
onght to be punished simply for being
drunk ; but a saldier or a policeman
should be punished for being drunk on
duty. Whenever, in short, there is o
definite damage, or a definite risk of
damage, cither teo an individnal or to
the public, the case is taken cut of the
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provinee of liberty, and placed in that
of morality or law.

But with regard to the merely con-
tingent, or, as it may be called, con-
structive injury which a person canses
to society, by conduct which neither
violates any specific duty to the public,
nor occasions perceptible hurt to any
assignable individual exeept himselt;
the inconvenience is one which society
can atford to bear, for the sake of the
greater good of human freedom, If
grown persons are to be punished for
not taking proper care of themselves, I
would rather it were for their owa seke,
than under pretence of preventing them
from impairing their capacity of ren-
dering to society benefits which socicty
does not pretend it has a right to exact.
But T cannot consent to argue the point
as if society Liad no means of bringing
its weaker members up to_its ordinary
standard of rational cenduct, except
waiting til! thoy do semething irra-
tional, and then punishing them, legally
or morally, for 1. Society has had
ahsolute power over them during all the
carly portion of their existenee: it has
had tle whole period of childhood and
nonage in which to try whether it could
malke them capable of rational conduct
in life. The cxisting generation ia
master Loth of the training and the
entire circumstances of the generation
fo eome ; it cannot indeed make them
porfeetly wise and good, because it is
itsell 50 lamentably deficient in good-
ness and wisdom ; and its best cfforts
are not always, in individual cases, its
most suceesstin ones ; but it is perfectly
well able to make the rising genera-
tion, as a whole, as good as, and alittle
better than, itself. If society lets any
considerable number of its members
grow up mere children, incapable of
Dbeing acted on by raticnal considera-
tion of distant motives, socioty has It-
self to blame for the comscqnences,
Armed not only with all the powers of
cducation, but with the ascendancy
which the authority of a received opi-
nion always excrcises over the minds
whio are laast fitted to judge for themr
selves ; and aided by the natural penal-
ties which cannot be prevented fromy
falling on those whe incur the distaste
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or the contempt of those who know
them; let not socicty pretend that it
peeds, besides all this, the power to
jssue commands and enforce obedience
in the personal concerns of individuals,
in which, cn all principles of justice
and policy, the decision ought to rest
with these who are to abide the con-
sequences.  Ner s there anything
which tends more te diseredit and
frustrate the better means of influencing
cenduct, than a resort to the worse, 1f
there be ameng those whom it is at-
tempted te cocrce into prudence or
temperance, any of the material of
whicli vigareus and independent cha-
racters are made, they will infallibly
rebel against the yoke. Neo such per-
gon will ever feel that others have a
right to contrel him in his concerns,
such as they have to prevent him from
injuring them in iheirs; and it easily
comes to be considered a mark of spint
and courage to fly iu the face of such
usurped anthority, and do with esten-
tatien the exact opposite of what it
enjoins; as in the fashion of grossness
which succeeded, in the time of Charles
II, to the fanatical moral intolerance
of the Puritans.  With respect to what
is suid of the necessity of pretecting
society from the bad example set o
others by the vicions or the self-indal-
gent ; it Is true that bad example may
have a pernicious eflect, especially the
example of doing wrong to others with
impunity to the wrong-doer, Dai we
arc now speaking of conduct which,
while it does no wrong to others, is
supposed to do great harm to the agent
bimself: and I do not see how those
who believe this, can think otherwise
than that the example, on the whole,
must be more salutary than burtful,
since, if it displays the misconduct, it
displays also the painful or degrading
consequences which, if the conduct s
Jjustly censured, must be supposed to
be in all or most cases attendant
on it

But the strongest of all the argu-
ments against the interference of the
public with purely personal eonduct, is
that when it dees interfere, the odds
arc that it interferes wrongly, and in
the wroug place. On questions of

L.
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social merality, of duty to others, the
opinton  of the public, that is, ol
an overruling majarity, though often
wrong, is likely to Dbe still oftener
right; because on such questions they
are only required to judge of their own
interests; of the manner in which
some mode of conduct, if allowed to
be practised, would affect themselves,
But the opinion of a siilar majority,
imposed as a law on the minority, on
questions of self-regarding conduct, is
quite as likely to be wrong as right;
for in thesc cases public opinion means,
at the best, some people’s opinion of
what 1s good or bad for other people;
while very often it docs not even mean
that ; the publie, with the most perfect
indifference, passing over the pleasure
or convenience of those whose conduct
they censure, and considering only
their own preference. There are many
who consider as an injury to them-
selves any conduct which they have a
distaste for, and regent it asan onirags
to their feelings; as a religions ligot,
when charged with disregarding the
religious feelings of others, has been
knewn to retort that they disregard
his feelings, by persisting in their
abominable worship or creed. But
there is no parity between the feeling
of a persen for his own opinion, and
the feeling of another whe is offended
at his holding it; no more than be-
tween the desire of a thicf to take a
purse, and the desire of the right owuer
to keep it. And a person's taste is as
much his own peculiar concern as lis
opinion or his purse. It is easy for
any one to imagine an ideal publie,
which leaves the freedom and cheice of
individuals in all uncertaim matters
undisturbed, and only requires them
to abstain from modes ofcondret which
universal experience bas condemned.
BBut where bas there been scen a public
whiclh set any such [imit to its censar-
ship? or when does the public trouble
itseif about universal experience? In
its interferences with personal conduct
it is seldom thinking of anything Lut
the enormity of acting or feeling
differently from itself; and this stan-
dard of judgment, thinly disguised, is
held up to mankind as the dictate of
e



50

religion and philosophy, by nine-tenths
of all moralists and speculative writers.
These teach that things are right be-
cause they are right; because we feel
them to be so. They tell us to search
in our own minds and hearts for laws
of conduct binding on oursetves and on
all others. What can the poor pullic
do but apply these instructions, and
make their ewn personal feelings of
good and evil, i’ they are toleralily
vnanimous in them, obligatory on all
the world ?

The evil Lere pointed out is not one
which exists only in theory; and it
may perbaps be expected that T should
specity the instances in which the
public ofthisageand country improperly
invests its own preferences with the
character of moral laws. 1 am not
writing an essay on the aberrations of
existing moral feeling. That is too
wrizghty o subject to be discussed
parcnthetically, and by way of illus-
tration. Yel examples arc necessary,
to show that the principle I maintain
js of serions and practical moment, and
that I am not endenvouring to erect a
harrier against imaginary cvils. And
it is mot difficult to show, by abundant
instances, that to extend the bounds of
what may be called moral police, until
it encroaches on the most nnguestion-
ably legitimate liberty of the indivi-
dual, is one of the most universal of all
human propensities.

As o first instance, consider the
antipathies which men cherish on no
better grounds than that persons whose
religious opinions are different from
theirs, do not practise their religious
observances, especially their rcligious
abstinences. To cite a rather trivial
example, nothing in the crecd or prac-
tice of Clnistians does more toenvenom
the hatred of Mahomedans against
them, than the fact of their eating
pork. There are few acts which
Clristians and Enrepeans regard with
more nnaflected disgust, than Auvssul-
mans regard this particular mode of
satisfying hunger. 1t Is, in the first
Elace, an offence against their religion ;

ut this circumstanee by no means ex-
plains either the degree or the kind of
their repugnance ; for wine also is for-
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Lidden Ly their religion, and to pars
take of it is by all Mussulmans ac-
connted wrong, hut not disgusting.
Their aversion to the flesh of the
‘ unclean beast’ is, on the contrary, of
that peculiar character, resembling an
instinctive antipathy, which the idea
of uncleanness, when once it thoronghly
sinks inta the feelings, seems alway’s to
excite even in those whose personal
habits ave anything but serupulously
eleanly, and ot which the sentiment of
religious impurity, so intense in the
Hindoos, is & remarkable example.
Suppose now thatin a peeple, of whom
the majority were Mussulmans, that
majority should insist vpon not per-
mitting pork to Le caten within the
limits of the country. This would be
nothing newin Malomedan countries.®
Would it be a legitimate exercise of
the moral anthority of publie opinion ?
and if not, why not? . The practice is
really revolting to such a public. They
also sincerely think that it is forbidden
and abhorred Ly the Deity. Neither
could the prolibition be censured as
religious persccution. It might be ve-
ligious in its origin, but it would not
be perseention for religion, since no-
Ledy's religion makes it a duty te cat
pork.  The only temalle ground of
condemnation would Le, that with the
personal tastes and selfregarding con-
cerns of individuals the public bas no
business to interfere.

To come somewhat nearer home:
the majority of Spaniards consider it a
gross impiety, offensive in the Lighest
degree to the Supreme Being, tu wor-

* The case of 1he Bombay Parsees isa
eurious instanee in point, When thisindus-
trious and enterprising tribe, the descen-
dants of' the Persian fire-worshippers, fiving
from their native country hefore the Caliphs,
arrived in “Western India, they were ad-
mitted totoleration by the Hindoo sovereigus,
on condition of not eating beef,  \yhen those
regions afterwards fell nnder the dominicn
of Mahemedan conquerars, the Parsees gh-
tained from them a continuunce of indul-
gence, on condition of refraining {rom pork.
Ihat was at first obedience to authority be-
came a second nature, and the Parsees to
this day abstain both from beef and pork,
Though not required by their religion, the
double abstinence has had time 1o grow into
a custom of 1heir tribe; and cuostom, in the
East, is & religion.
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ship him in any othcr manmner than
the Roman Catholic: and no other
public worship is lawful on Spanish
soil.  The people of all Southern
Europe look upon a meried clergy
as not oaly irrelizious, but nnchaste,
indecent, gross, disgusting.  What do
T’rotestants think of these perfectly
sincere feelings, and of the attempt to
enforce them against non-Catholies ?
Yel, if mankind are justified in Inter-
forfag wilh each other’s liberiy
things which do not concern the infer-
ests of others, on what principle is it
possible consistently to exelude these
cases ? or who can blame people for
desiring to suppress what they regand
as a scandal in the sight of God and
wan ?  No stronger case can be shown
for prohibiting anything which is ve-
garded ag a personal immorality, than
is made out for suppressing these prac-
tices in the eves of those who regard
them ag impieties ; and nnless we arc
willing to adopt the logic of persecu-
tors, and to say that we may persecoie
others because we are right, and that
they must not persecute ps because
they are wrong, we must Leware of
admitting a principle of which we
should resent as a gross injustice the
application to ourselves.
T'he preceding instances may be ob-
jected to, although unrcasonally, as
dravn from contingencies impossible
among us: opinion, in this country,
not being likely to enforce abstinence
from meats, or to Interfere with people
for worshipping, and for either marry-
ing or nof marrving, according to therr
crecd or inclination. The next exam-
ple, however, shall Le taken from an
nterference with liberty whick we have
by no means passed all danger of.
Wherever the Paritans have been suffi-
cicntly powerfel, as in New England,
and 1a Great Dritain at the time of the
Commonyealth, they haveendeavoured,
with considerable success, to put down
all publie, and nearly all private,
amusements: especially music, dancing,
public games, or other assemblages for
nrposes of diversion, and the theatre.
There are still in this country large
bodies of persons by whose notions of
merality and religion these reercations
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are condemned ; and those persons he
longing chiefly 1o the middle class, who
are the ascendant powerin the present
social and political condilion of the
kingdom, it 1s Dy no means impossible
that persons of these sentiments may
at some time or other command » ma-
jority in Darliament. Ilow will the
remaining portion of the community
like to have the amusements that shall
be permitied fo them regulated by the
religlous and moral sentiments of the
stricter Calvinists and Methodists ?
Would they not, with considerable pe-
remptoriness, desire these intrusively
pious members of society to mind {heir
own business? This is precisely what
should be said to every governmert and
cvery public, who have the prefension
that no person shall enjoy any pleasnre
which they think wrong. Dut if the
principle of the pretension be admitted,
0o one can reasonably object to its be
ing acted on in the sense of the majo-
rity, or other preponderating power in
the country ; and all persons must be
ready to conform to the iden of a Chois-
tian commonwealtl;, as understood by
the early settlers in New England, if a
religious profession similar to theirs
should ever succeed in regaining its
lost ground, as religions supposed to ba
declining have so often been known
to da.

To imagine another contingency,
perhaps more likely to Le realized than
the one last mentioned. There is con-
fessedly a strong tondemcy in tho
modern world towards a democratic
constitution of society, accompanied or
not by popular pelitical institutions.
It is atfirmed that in the country
where this tendency is mosi completely
realized—where Loth society and the
government arc most democratic—the
United States—the feeling of the ma-
jority, to whormn any appearance of a
more showy or cestly siyle of living
than they can hiepe to rivalis disagree-
able, operates as a tolerably offectual
sumptuary law, and that in many
parts of the Union it is really difficult
for a person possessing a very large in-
cowe, to find any modo of spending it,
which will not incur popnlar disappro-
bation. Thouglh svch statements as
e 2



52
these are doubiless much exaggerated
a3 a representation of existing facts,
the state of things they describe ia not
only a conceivable and possible, Lut a
probable result of democratic fecling,
combined with the notion that the
public has a right te a veto on the
manner in which individuals shall
spend their incomes. We have enly
forther to suppese a considerable diffu-
gion of Soctalist opinions, and it may
become infamous in the eyes of the
majority te possess more praperty than
some very small amount, or any income
not earned by manual lahonr. Opinions
similar in principle to these, already
prevail widely among the artizan
class, and weigh oppressively on those
wlio ave amenable to the opinien chicfly
of that class, namely, its own mem-
bers, It is known that the bad work-
men who form the majority of the
operatives in many branches of in-
dustry, are decidedly of apinion that
bad workmen ought to receive the
same wages as good, and that no one
onght to be allowed, through piece-
work or otherwise, to earn Ly superior
skill or industry more than others can
without it. And they employ a moral
police, which occasionally becoires a
physical one, to deter skilfnl workmen
{rom receiving, and employers from
giving, a larger remuncration for a
more useful service. If the public
bave any jurisdiction over private con-
cerns, I cannot see that these people
are in fault, or that any individual’s
particular public can be blamed for
asserting the same authority over his
individual conduct, which the general
public asserts over people in general,
But, witheut dwelling upon supposi-
titlous cases, there are, in our own
day, gross usurpations npon the liberty
of privete life actually practised, and
still greater ones threatened with scme
expectation of success, and o%minicns
propounded which agsert an unlimited
right iu the public not only to pro-
Lbit by law everything which it thinks
wrong, but in order to get at what 1t
thinks wrong, to prohibit 2 number of
things which it admits to be innocent.
Uuder the name of preventing in-
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colony, and of nearly half the United
States, have bLeen interdicted by law
from making any use whatever of fer
mented drinks, except for medical pur.
poses: for prohibiticn of their sale iz
in fact, as it is intended to be, prohibi.
tion of their use. And though the im-
practicability of executing the lawhas
cansed its repeal in several of the
States which had adepted it, including
the one from whicl it derives its name,
an attempt has notwithstanding been
commenced, and is prosecuted with con-
giderable zeal by miany of the professe
philanthropists, o agitate for & similar
law in this couniry. The assoctation,
or ‘ Alltanee’ as it terms itself, which
has been formed for this purpese, has
acquired some notoriety through the
publicity given to a correspondence
between its Secretary and one of the
very few English public men who held
that a politician’s opinious ought to be
founded on principles. Lord Stanley's
share in this correspondence is calcu-
lated te strengthen the hLopes already
built on him, by those who know how
rare sach qualities ns are manifested
in some of his public appearances, un-
happily are among these whe figure in
political life.  The organ of the All-
ance, whe would ‘deeply deplore the
recognition of any principﬁ which
could be wrested to justify bigotry and
persecution,’ undertakes to point out
the ‘broad and impassable bLarrier’
which divides swch  principles from
those of the association. ¢ All matters
relating tothought, opinion, conscience,
appear to me,” he says, ‘to be without
the sphere oflegislation ; all pertaining
1o sacial act, habit, relation, sulject
only to a discretionary power vested
in the State itself, and not in the indi-
vidual, to be within it.” No jention is
made of a third class, different from
cither of these, viz. acts and habits
which are not social, but individual;
although it is to thisclass, surely, that
the act of drinking fermented liquers
belongs.  Selling fermented liguers,
however, is frading, and trading isa
social act.  Dut the infringement com-
plained of is not on the liberty of tho
geller, but on that of the buyer aud

lemperance, the people of one English | consumer ; since the State might just
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as well forbii him to drink wine, as
purpesely make it impassible for him
to obtain it. The Secrctary, however,
says, ‘I claim, as a citizen, a_right to
Iegislate whenever my social rights are
invaded Ly the social act of another.’
And now for the definition of ithese
‘social rights.” *If anything invades
my social ,rights, certawnly the traffic
in strong drink does. It destroys my
primary right of security, by con-
stantly creating and stimalating social
disorder. It invades my right of
equality, by deriving a profit from the
creation of a misery I am taxed to sup-
port. It impedes my right to free
moral and inteilecival development, by
surrounding my path with dangers,
anl by weakening and demoralizing
society, from which I have a right to
clnim mutual aid and intercowrse.’ A
theory of ‘social tights,’ the like of which
probably never Lefore found its way
inte distiuct language : being nothing
short of this—that 1 is the absclute
social right of every individual, that
every cther individual shall act in
every respectexactly as he ought ; that
whosoever fails thereof in the smallest
particular, violates my social right,
and entitles me to demand from the
legislature the removal of the griev-
ance, So monstrous a principle is far
more dangerous than any single inter-
ference with liberty; there isno violation
of liberty which it would not justify;
it acknowledges noright toany ficedem
whatever, except perbaps to that of
holding opinions in secret, withous
ever disclesing them: for, the moment
an opinior which I consider noxious
passes any one's lips, it invades all the
*sacial rights’ attribnted to me by the
Alliance.  The dactrine ascribes to all
mankind a vested interest in cach
other's moral, intellectual, and even
phiysical perfection, tobe defined by each
claimant accerding to his own standard.

Ancther important example of ille-
gitimate interference with the right-
il liberty of the individual, not simply
threatened, but leng since carried iuto
triumphant effect, is Sabbatarian legis-
lation.  Without donbt, abstinence on
-one day in the week, so far as the exi-
gencies of life permit, fromr the wsual

B3

daily occupation, thouagh in no respect
religionsly binding an any except Jews,
is a highly beneficial costom. And
inasmuch as this cusiom cannot be ob-
served without o general consent to
that effect among the industrious
classes, therefore, In so far as some
persens by working may impose tle
same necessity on others, it may be
allowable and right that the law should
guarantee to each the gbservance by
others of the custom, by suspending
the greater operations of industry on 2
particular day. Dut this justifieation,
gronnded on the direct interest which
others have in each individual’s ob-
servance of the practice, dues not apply
ta the self-chosen oceupations in which
a person may think fit to cmploy his
letsure; nor dees it hold good, in the
smallest degree, for legal restrictions
on amusements, It is true that the
amusement of some is the day’s work
of others; but the pleasure, not io sa

the ngeful recreation, of many, is \\'Drti’;
the labour of a few, provided the occun-
pation is freely chosen, and can be
frecly resizned. 'The operatives are
perectly right in thinking that if all
worked on Sunday, seven days’ work
would have to be given for six days’
wages: but so long as the great mass
of ¢mployments are suspended, tha
small number who for the enjoyment
of others maust still work, obtam a pro-
portional increase of earnings; and
they are not obliged to follow thoese
accupations, if they prefer leisure to
emolument.  If a furtber remedy is
sought, it might be found in the
establishment by custom of a holiday
on same other day of the week for
these particular classes of persons,
The onIiy ground, therefore, or which
restrictiang on Sunday amunsements can
be defended, must be that they are re-
ligiously wrong; a motive of legisla.
tion which can never be too earnestly
protested against. ‘Deorum injurim
Diig curee” It remains to be proved
that socicty or any of its officers holds
a commisgion from on Ligh to avenze
any sapposed offence to Umnipotence,
which is net alse = wrang to our
fellow creatures. The nofion that it
is ome man’s duty that another ~hounld
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be religions, was the foundation of all
ilie religious persecutions ever perpe-
trated, and if admitted, would fully
justify them. Though the feeling
which breaks out in the repeated at-
tempts to stop railway travelling on
Sunday, in the resistance to the open-
ing of Muscums, and the like, hns
not the cruclty of the ol persecutors,
the state of mind indicated by it is
fundamentally the same. Itis a deter-
mination not to tolerate others in deing
what is permitied by their rcligion,
because it is not permitted by the per-
secntor's religion. It is a Delief that
God not only abominates the aet of the
misbeliever, but will not hold ns guilt-
less if we lcave him unmolested.

I cannot refrain from adding to these
examples of the little acconnt commonly
made of human liberty, the langnage
of downright persecuiion which breaks
ot from the press of this country,
whenever it feels called on to notice
the remarkable phenomenon of Mormon-
ism.  Much might be said on the un-
expected and instructive fact, that an
alleged new revelation, and a rcligion
founded on it, the product of palpable
imposture, not even supported by the
prestige of extracrdinary qualities in
1ts founder, is believed by hundreds
of thousands, and bas been made the
foundation of a society, in the age of
newspapers, railways, and the electric
telegraph. What here concerns ns is,
that this religion, like other and better
religions, has its martyrs; that its
prophet and founder was, for his teach-
ing, put tu death by a mob; that others
of its adlerents lost their lives by the
same lawless violence ; that they were
forcibly expeled, in a body, from the
conntry in which they first grew up;
while, now that they have been chased
into a solitary recess in the midst of a
desert, many in this country openly de-
clare that it would be right (only that
it s not convenient) to send an expedi-
tion against them, and compel them
by force to conform to the opinions of
other people. The article of the
Aormonite doctrine which is the ehiel
Erovocativc to the antipathy which thus

reaks through the ordinary restraints
of religions folerance, is its sanction of
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polygamy ; which, though permitied
to Mohomedans, and Ilindoos, and
Chinese, seems 1o excite unquenchablo
animosity when practised by persons
who speak English, and profess to be a
kind of Chrislians. No one hag a
deeper disapprobation than I have of
this Mormon institution ; both for other
reagons, and becouse, far from being in
any way counienanced by the principle
of liberty, it is a direct infraction of
that principle, being a mere riveting
of the chains of one Lalf of the com-
munity, and an cmancipation of the
other from reciproeity of olligation
towards them, Sull, it must be re-
membered that tlis relatio: is as much
voluntary on the part of the women
congerned 1n it, and who may be deemed
the safferers by it, as is the case with
auy other form of the marringe institu-
tion ; and however smprising this fact
may appear, it has its explanation in
the commen ideas and customs of the
workd, whiclh teaching women te {hink
martiage the ene thing needfnl, make
it inteliigitle that many s woman
should prefer being one of several wives,
to not being a wife at all.  Other
countries are not asked 1o recognise
such unions, or release any portion of
their inhalitants from their own laws
on the score of Mormonite opinions. But
when the dissentients have conceded
to the hostile sentiments of others, far
more than could justly be demanded;
when they have left the countries to
which their doetrines were unaccept-
able, and established themselves inare-
mote corner of the earth, which they
have been the first to renderhabitalle to
buman beings; it 1s diftien't to see on
what principles but those of tyramny
they can be prevented from  living
there nunder what laws ey please,
provided they commit no aggression on
other nations, and allow perfect free-
dom of departure to those who are dis-
satisficd with their ways. A recent
writer, i some respects of considerable
merit, proposes (to use Dhis own words})
nota crusade, but a eiwilizade, against
this polygamous community, to put an
end to what seems to him a retrograde
step In civilization, It alsc appears so
to we, but [ am not aware that any
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communily has a right to force another
to be civilized. Solong as the suflerers
by the bad law de net invoke assistance
from other communities, I eannct ad.
mit that persons entirely nnconnected
with them ought to step in and reqnire
ihat a condition of things with which
all who are directly interested appear
to be satisfied, should be put an end to
because it is & seandal to persons some
thousands of miles distant, who have
oo part or concern in it. Let them
send missionaries, if thoy please, to
preach against it; and let them, by
any fair means {of which sileficing the
teachers is not one,) oppose the pro-
gress of similar doctrines among their
own people. Ifcivilization has got the
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better of barbarism when barbarism
had the world to itsell, it is too much
to profess {o be afraid lest barbarism,
after having been fairly get wnder,
ghouald revive and conquer civilization.
A civilization that can thus succumb
to ity venquished enemy, must first
have become so degenerate, that neither
its appointed priests and teachers, nor
anybody clse, Las the capaeity, or will
take the trouble, to staml up for it. It
this be se, the sooner such a civiliza-
tion receives notice to quit, the better.
It can only go on from bad to worse,
until destroyed and regeneraied (like
the Western, Empire) by energeiie
barbarians.

CHAPTER V,

APTLICATIOXS.

TrE principles asserted in those pages
must be more generally admitted as
the basis for discussion of details, be-
fore o consistent application of them to
all the various departments of govern-
ment and morals can be attempted
with any prospect of advantage. The
few observations I propose to make on
questions of detall, are designed to
illnstrate the principles, rather than fo
follow them out to their consequences.
I offer, not so much applications, as
specimens of application; which may
gerve to lring into greater clearncss
the meaning and Hmits of the two
maxims which together form the en-
tire doctrine of this Essay, and to assist
the judgment in holding the balance
between them, in the cases where it
appears doubtful which of them is ap-
phiable to the case.

The maxims are, first, that the indi-
vidual is not accountalle to society for
his actions, in so far as these concern
the interests of no person but himself,
Advice, instruction, persuasion, and
avoidance by other people if thought
necessary by them for their own good,
are the only measures by which society

can justifiably express ns dislike er
disapprobation of his conduct,  Se-
condly, that for such actions as are
prejudicial to the interests of others,
1he individuzl is accountable, and may
be subjected either to social or to legal
punishment, i soclety i3 of opinon
that the one or the other is requisite
for its protection,

In the first place, it must Ly wo
means be supposed, because damage,
or probability of damage, to the inte.
rests of others, can alone justify the
interforence of society, that thereiore it
always does jusiify such interference.
In many cases, an individnal, in pur
suing a legitimate object, necegsarily
and therefore legitimately causes pain
ar loss to others, or intercepts a good
which they had a reasonable hope of
obtainiug.  Buch oppositions of inte-
rest between individuals often arise
from bad social instiiutions, but are
unavoidable while those instituiions
lagt; aud some would be unavoidable
under any institutions. Whoever suce
ceads in an overcrowded profession, or
in o competitive examination ; whoever
is preferred to another in any contcat
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for an object which both desire, reaps
berefit from the loss of others, from
their wasted exertion and their disap-
puintment. Lut it is, by common ad-
mission, better for the general interest
of mankind, that persons shonld pursue
their objects undeterred by this sort of
consequences. In other words, soclety
admits no right, either legal or moral,
in the disappointed competitors, to im-
munity from this kind of suffering;
and leels called on to interfere, only
when means of snccess have been em
ploved which it is contrary to the ge-
neral interest to permit—namely, fraud
or treachery, and force.

Again, trade is a social act, Who-
ever undertukes to sell any description
of goods fo the public, does what af-
fects the interest of other persons, and
of society in general; and thus his
conduct, 1n principle, comes within the
jurisdiction of society: accordingly, it
was once held to be the duty of go-
veruments, in all cases which were
ecnsidered of imporiavce, to fix prices,
and regulate the processes of manufac-
ture. DBut it is now recognised, though
net till after a long strugale, that both
ihe cheapness and the good quality of
commeoditics are most effectually pro-
vided for by leaving the producers and
sellers perfectly free, under the sole
check of equal freedom to the Loyers
for supplying themselves elsewhere,
This is {he so-called doctrine of Free
"F'rade, which rests on grounds different
from, though equally solid with, the
principle of individual liberty asserted
m this Essay. Tlestrictions on trade,
or on production for purposes of
trade, are indeed restraints; and ali
restraint, gud restraint, is an evil: but
the restraints in qnestion affect only
that part of conduct which society 15
competent to restrain, and are wrong
solely Lecauee they do noi really pro-
duce the results which it is desired to
produce by them, —As the principle of
individual liberty is not involved in the
doctrine of Free Trade, so neither is it
in most of the questioes which arise
respecting the limits of that doctrine;
s for example, what amount of public
control is admissible for the prevention
of frand Ly adulteration; how far sapi-
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tary precautions, or arrangemcnis to
protect workpeople employed in dan-
gerous oceupations, should be enforced
on employers.  Such questions involve
considerations of liberty, only in so far
as leaving people to thewselves 1s al-
ways better, ceterts paribus, than con-
trolling them : but that they may he
legitiniately controlled for these enda,
is in principle undeniable. On the
other hand, there are questions relating
fo inferfereuce with trade, which are
essentially questions of Liberty; snch
as the Mseine Taw, already touched
upon ; the probibition of the importa-
tion of opium nto China; the restric-
twn of the sale of poisons; all cases,
in short, where the object of the inter-
ference i3 i¢ make it impossible or
difficnit to ebtain a particular com-
modity, These interferences are ob-
jectionable, not as infringements on
the liberty of the producer or seller,
but en that of the buger.

Oue of these examples, that of the
sale of poisons, opens & new quesiion ;
the proper {imits of what may be called
the fonctions of police ; how far liberty
may legitimately be invaded for the
prevention of crime, or of accident. 1t
18 one of the undisputed functions of
government to take precautions against
crime before it has been committed, as
well as to detect and punish it after.
wards. The preventive functivn of
government, howevet, is {ar more liable
to be abused, to the prejudice of liberty,
than the punitory function; for there
is hardly any part of the legitimate
freedom of action of a human being
which would 1ot admit of being repre-
sented, and fairly too, as increasing the
facilities for some form or other of de-
linquency. Nevertheless, if a public
authority, o1 even a private person,
sees any onc evideatly preparing to
commiit 2 crime, they are not bound to
look on inactive until the ecrime is
committed, but may interfere to pre-
vent it. If poisons were never bought
or used for apy purpese excepi fhe
commission of murder, it would he
right to prebilit their manufacture and
sale. They may, however, be wanted
not only for innocent but for useful
purposes, and restrictions camnot be
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jmposed in the onc case without ope-
rating in the other. Awgain, it is a
proper office of public anthority to
guard against accidents. If either a
pullic officer or any onc else saw o
person attempling to cross a bridge
which had been aseertained to be un-
wafe, and there were no time to warn
Eim of his danger, they might seize
him and turn im back, without any
real infringement of his liberty; for
Jiberty consists in doing what one de-
sires, and he docs not desive to fall into
the river. Nevertheless, when thore
s not a certainty, but only a danger
of mischief, no one Lut the person him-
self can judge of the sufficiency of the
motive which may prompt him te in.
car the 1isk: in this case, therefore,
{unless he is o child, or delirious, or in
some state of excitement or absorption
incompatible with the full use of the
reflecting faculty) e ought, I conceive,
to be opnly warned of the danger; not
forcibly prevented from exposing him-
gelf Lo it. Similar considerations, ap-
plied to such a question as the sale of
poisons, may enable ns to decide which
amang the possible modes of regulation
are or are not contrary tc principle.
Such » precaution, for example, as that
of labelling the drug with some word
expressive of its dangerous character,
may be cnforced withont violation of
Lberty : the buyer cannot wigh not to
know that the thing he possesses hag
poisonous qualities.  Dut to require in
all cases the certificate of a medical
practitioner, would make it sometimes
Impossible, always expensive, to obtain
the article for legitimate uses. The
only mode apparent to me, in which
difficulties may be thrown in the way
of erime committed throughthis means,
without any infringement, worth taking
into account, npon the liborty of those
who desire the poisonous substance for
other purposes, consists in providing
what, in the apt language of Dentham,
is called ‘preappeinted evidence” This
provision 1s familiar to every one in the
case of contracts, It is usual and right
that the law, when a contract is en-
teved inte, should require as the con-
dition of its enforcing performance, that
certain formalities should be obgerved,
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such as signatores, attestation of wit-
nesses, and the like, in order that in
case of subsequent dispute, there may
be evideneco to prove that the contract
was really entered Into, and that there
was nothing in the circnmstances to
render it legally iovalid: the effect
being to throw great obstacles in the
way of fictitious contracts, or contracts
made in circumstances which, if known,
would destray their validity. Precan-
tions of a similar nature might be ca-
forced in the sale of articles adapted to
be instrunents of crime. The seller,
for example, inight be required to enter
in a register the exact time of the trans-
action, the name and address of the
buyer, the precise quality and quantity
sold ; to ask the purpose for which it
was wanted, and record the answer he
received. When there was no medieal
prescription, the presence of some third
person might be vequired, to lring
home the fact to the purchaser, in case
there should afterwards e reason to
believe that the article had been applied
to criminal porposes. Such regulaticns
would in gereral be no material im-
pediment to oltaining the article, but
a very considerable one to making an
impreper use of it without detection.
The right inhcrent in sneiety, to
ward off crines against itself by ante-
cedent precautions, suggests the ohvi-
ous limitations to the maxim, that
purely selfregarding misconduct can-
not properly be meddled with in the
way of prevention or puuishment.
Drunkenness, for example, in onlinay
cases, is pot a fit subject for legislar
tive interference; bot I should deem
it perfectly legifimate that a person,
who had onee been eonvicted of any
act of violence to others under the in-
fluence of drink, should be placed
under a special legal restriciion, per-
sonal to himself; that if he were afier-
wards found drunk, he shoulil be liable
to a penalty, and that if when in that
state he committed another offence,
ihe punishment to whicl he woull be
liable for that other offence should be
increased in severity, The making
himself drunk, in a person whom
drunkenness excites to do harm te
others, is a crime against others, So,
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again, idleness, except in & poerson re-
ceiving support from the public, or
excopt when it constitutes a breach of
confract, cannot without tyranny lbe
made a subject of legal punishment;
Lut if; either from idleness or from any
other avoidable canse, a man fails to
perform Lis legal duties to others, as
tfor instance to support his children, it
15 no tyranny to force him to fuldll that
obligation, by compulsory labour, il no
other means arc available,

Again, there are muny acts which,
being directly injurious only to the
agents themselves, ought not to be
legally interdicted, but which, if done
publicly, are a violation of good man-
ners, and coming thus within the cate-
gory of offences against others, may
rightly be prohibited. Of this kind
are offcoces  against  decency; on
which it is unnecessary to diwell, the
vather as they are only connected in-
directly with our subject, the objection
o publicity being equally streng in the
case of many actions not in themsclves
condemnable, nor supposed to be so.

There is another guestion to which
an answer must be fonnd, consistent
with the principles which have been
laid down. Jn cases of personal con-
duet supposed to be blameable, but
which respect for liberty prechudes
sovicty from preventing or punishing,
beeause the evil direetly resulting falls
wholly on the agent; what the agent
is free to do, ought other persons to be
equally free to counsel or instignte ?
This question is not free fram difficulty.
The case of a person who solicits an-
other to do an act, is not stricily a
case of selfregarding conduct. To
give adsice or offer inducements io
any one, 13 a social act, and may,
therefore, like actinns in general which
afiect others, be supposed amennble to
social contrgl. But a little retlection
corrects the first impression, by show-
ing that if the case is not strictly
within the definition of individual
liberty, yet the reasons on which the
principle  of individual liberty is
gronnded, are applicable to it If
pecple must be allowed, in whatever
concerns only themselves, to act as
scerns best to themselves, at their own
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peril, they must equally be free to con.
sult with one another about what is
fit to beso done ; to exchange opinions,
anrl give and receive suggestions.
Whatever it 13 permitted to do, il must
be permitted to ndvise to do. The
question is doubtful, only when the
instigator derives a personal lLenefis
from his advice ; when he makes it his
eccupation, for subsistence or pecnniary
gain, to promote what society and the
State cousider te be an evil. Then,
indeed, a new element of complication
is introduced ; namely, the existence
of classcs of persons with an interest
opposed to what is considered as the
public weal, and whose meode of living
is grounded on the counteraction of it,
Ought this to be interfered with, or
not? Fornication, for example, must
be toleraicd, and so must gambling;
bub sheuld a person be free to be a
pimp, or to keep a gambling-lhouse ?
T'he case is one of those which lie on
the exact boundary line between two
principles, and it is not at once appa-
rent to which of the two it properly
belongs. There are arguments on both
sides, On the side of toleration it
may be said, that the fact of following
anything as an occupation, and living
or profiting by the practice of it, can-
not make that eriminal which wonld
otherwise be admissible: that the act
shonld cithor be consistently permitted
or consistently prohibited; that if' the
principles which we have hitherto de-
teuded are true, soclety has no busi-
ness, g society, to decide angthing to
be wrong wlich concerns only the in-
dividual; that it cannet go beyond
dissuasicn, and that one person shenld
be ag free to persuade as anetlier to
dissnade. In opposition to this itmay
be contended, that although the public,
or the State, are not warranted in
authoritatively deciding, for purposes
of repression or punishment, that snch
or such conduet afiecting only the in-
terests of the individualis good or bad,
they are fully justified in assuming, if
thay regard it as bad, that its being sc
or not is at least a disputable quesiion .
That, this being supposcd, they cannot
be acting wrongly in endeavouring te
exclude the influence of solicitaiiong
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which are not disintercsted, of Instiga-
tors who ecannot possibly be impartial
—who have a divect personal interest
on one side, and that side the one
which the State believes to be wrong,
and who confessedly promote it for
personal objeets only.  There can
sarely, it way be urged, be nothing
lost, no sacrifice of good, by s ordering
matters that persens shall make their
cleetion, either wisely or foolishly, on
thelr own prompting, as free as possi-
ble from the arts of persens who stimu-
late their inclinations fer Intcrested
Eurposes of their own. Thus (it may
e sald) though the stafutes respecting
unlawful games arc utterly indefensible
—though all persons should be free to
zamble in their own or cach other’s
houses, or in any place of meeting
established by their own subscriptions,
and open only te the members and
thoir visitors—yet public gambling-
houses should not be permitted. It is
troe that the prohibition is never
effectual, and that, whatever amount
of tyrannical power may be given to
the police, gabling-houses can always
be maintained under other pretences;
Lut they may be compelled to conduct
their operations with a certain degree
of secrecy and mystery, so that nobody
knows anything about them but these
who scek them; and more than this,
seciety ought ot toaimat. Thereiscon-
siderable force in these arguments. Iwill
not venture to decide whether they are
sufficient to justify the moral anomaly
of punishing the accessary, when the
principal is (and must be) aliowed to
go free; of fining or imprisoning the
procurer, but not the fornicator—the
gambling-house keeper, but not the
gambler.  Still less ought the common
aperations of buying and selling to be
interfered with on analogous grounds,
Almost every article which is bought
and sold may be uvsed in excess, and
the sellers have a peeuniary interest
in encouraging that cxcess; but no
argument can be founded on this, in
favour, for instance, of the Blaine
Law; because the class of dealers in
strong drinks, though interested in
their abuse, are indispensably required
for the sake of their legitimate use.
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The interest, however, of these dealers
in promoting intemperance is a real
evil, and justifics the State in Imposing
restrictions and requiring guarantces
which, but for that justification, would
be infringements of legitimate i1berty.

A further question iz, whether the
State, while 1t permits, shonld never-
theloss indirectly discourage conduct
which it deems contrary to the bast in-
terests of the agent; whether, for
example, it should take measures to
render the means of drunkenness more
costly, or add to the difficulty of pro-
curing them by limiting the numbker of
the places of sale, Oun tlis as on most
other practical questions, many dis-
tinctions requive to be made, To tax
stimutants for the scle purpose of
malking them more difficult to be ob-
tained, is a measure differing only in
degres from their entire probibition ;
and would be justifiable only if that
were justifiable,  Tvery incrcase of
cost 15 a prohibition, to those whose
meansdoe not come up to the augmented
price; and to those whe do, it is a
penalty laid on them for gratifying
a particular taste, Their choler of
Measures, and their mode of expeniding
their income, after satisfying thow
legal and moral obligations to the
State and to individuals, are their own
concern, and must rest with their own
Judgment. These considerations may
secem at first sight to condemmn the
selection of stimulents as  special
subjects of taxation for purposes of
revenue, Dut it must be remembered
that taxation for fiscal purposes is al-
solutely inevitable ; that in most coun-
tries it is necessary that a considerabla
part of that taxation should Le¢ in-
direct ; that the State, therefore, can-
not help imposing peralties, which to
some persous may be prolibitory, on
the use of some articles of consumption,
It is hence the Auty of the State to
consider, in the impositiou of taxes,
what commodities the consumers can
best spare; and & foriieri, 16 select
in preference those of which it decms
the use, beyond a very moderate quan-
tity, to be positively injurious, Taxa-
tion, therefore, of stimulants, up to the
point which produces the " largest
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amount of revenue {supposing that the
State needs all the revenue which it
yiclds) is not only admissible, but to Le
approved of.

The question of making the sale of
these commodities a more or less ex-
clusive privilege, must be answered
differently, according to the purposes
to which the restriction is intended to
ba subservient. All places of public
resort require the restraint of a police,
ond places of this kind peculiarly, Le-
cause offences against society are espe-
cially apt to originate there. It is,
Herefore, {fit to confine the power of
selling these commodities (at least for
consumption en the spof) to persons of
known or vouched-for respectability of
conduct ; to make such regulations re-
specting hours of opening and closing
as may he requisite for public surveil
lance, and to withdraw the licence if
breaches of the poace repeatedly take
place through ke connivance or inca-
pacity of the keeper of the house, or if
it becomes a rendezvous for concocting
and preparing offences against the law.
Any further restriction I do not con-
ceive to be, in principle, justifialle,
The limitatior: in number, for instance,
of beer and gpirit houses, for the ex-
press purpose of rendering them more
difficult of access, and diminishing the
oceasions of femptiation, not only ex-
poses all to an inconvenience Lecanse
there ave some by whom the facility
would be abused, but is suited only to
a state of society in which the labour-
ing classes are avowedly treated as
children or savages, and placed under
an education of restraing, to fit them
for future admission to the privileges
of freedom. This is not the principle
on which the lzbouring classes are pro-
fessedly governed in any free country;
and no person whe sets due value om
{reedom will give hiz adhesion to their
being 80 governcd, unless after all
efforts have been exhaosted to educate
themn for freedom and govern them as
freemen, and it has been definitively
proved that they can only be governed
as children. The bare statement of the
alternative shows the absurdity of sup-
posing that such efforts have been
made in any case which necds be con-
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sidered here. It i3 only because the
institutions of this gountry are a mass
of inconsistencies, that things find ad-
mittance into our practice which belong
to the system of despolic. or what is
called paternal, government, while the
general freedom of onr institutions pre.
cludes the exercise of the amount of con-
trol necessary to render the restraint of
any real efficacy as a moral education.
It was peinted out in an early part
of this Essay, that the lberty of the
individual, in things wherein the indi-
vidual is alone concerned, implics a
corresponding liberty in any nmuaber of
individuals to regulate by mutual agree-
meat such thingsas regard themjointly,
and regard no persons but themselves.
TLis question presents no difficulty, so
long as the will of all the persons im-
plicated remains unaltered ; but since
that will may change, it is often neces-
sary, even in things in which they alone
ara concerned, that they should enter
into engagements with one ancther;
and when they do, it is fit, as a genera
rule, that those engagements should pe
kept. Yet, in the laws, probably, of
every country, thisgeneral rule has some
exceptions.  Not only persons are not
held to engagements which violate the
rights of tlird parties, but it is some-
times considered a sufficient reason forr
releasing them from an engagement,
that it is injurious to themselves, In
this and most other civilized countries,
for example, an engagement by which
a person should scll himself, or allow
hirnzelf to be sold, as a slave, would be
nulf and void; neither enforced by law
nar by opivion. The ground for thus
limiting his power of voluntarily dis-
posing of his own lot in life, is appa-
rent, and is very clearly seon in this
extreme case. The reason for not io-
terfering, unless for the sake of others,
with a person’s voluntary acts, is con-
sideration for his liberty. His volun-
tary choice is evidence that what he so
chooses is desirahle, or at the least en-
durable, to him, and his gooad is o the
whole best provided for by allewing him
to take his own means of parsuing it
But by selling himself for a slave, he
abdicates Lis liberty; ho foregoes any
foture use of it bayond that single act.
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He therefore defeats, in his own case,
the very purpose which is the justifi-
cation of allowing him to dispose of
himself. He is no longer free; but is
thenceforth in a position which lLas oo
longer the presumption in ifs favour,
that would be afforded by his volun.
tarily remaiving in jt. The principle
of frecdom cannot requirethat he should
be free not to be free. It is not frce-
dom, to be allowed to alienate his free-
dom. These reasons, the force of which
is s0 conspicnous in this peculiar case,
are evidently of far wider application ;
ret o limit 15 everywhere set to them
{)y the necessities of life, which con-
tinually require, not indeed that we
ghonld resign our freedom, but that we
should consert te this and the other
limitation of it. The principle, how-
ever, which demands uncontrolled free-
dom of action in all that concerns enly
the agents themselves, requires that
those who have become bound to cne
another, in things which concern no
third party, should he able to release
one another {from the engagement:
and even without such veluntary re-
lease, there are perhaps no contracts or
engagements, except those that relate
to money or money'’s worth, of which
sne can veature io say that there ought
to be no liberty whatever of ratracta-
tion. Baron Wilhclm von Huomboldt,
in the excelleni essay from which 1
have alrcady quoted, states it as his
conviction, that engagements which
involve personal relations or scrvices,
shonld never be legally binding beyond
a limited duration of time; and that
the most important of these engage-
ments, marriage, having the peculiarity
that its objects are frustrated unless the
feelings of both the parties arc in har-
mony with i, shoulg require nothing
more than the declared will of either
party to dissolveit. This subject 1s too
important, and too complicated, fo be
discussed In a parenthests, and 1 teuch
oo it only so far as is necessary for
purposes of illustration. If the concise-
nessand generality of Baron Humbaldt’s
dissertation had not obliged him in this
jnstance to content himself swith enun-
ciating hie conclusion without discuss-
ing the premises, he would doubtless
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have recoznised that the guestion can-
not be decided on grounds so simple
as those to which he confines himself,
When a person, either by express pro-
mise or by conduct, has encouraged
another to rely upon his continuing te
act in a cerfain way—te build expecta-
tions and calculations, and stake any
part of his plan of life upon that sup-
position—a new serics of moral obliga-
tions arises on his part towards that
person, which may possibly be over
ruled, but cannof be ignored. And
again, if the relation between two con-
tracting partics has been followed by
consequences to others ; 1f it has placed
third parties in any peculiar position,
or, as in the case of marriage, has even

.called third parties into existence, obli-

gations arisc on the part of both the
contracting parties towards those third
persons, the fulfilment of whick, or at
all events the mode of fulfilment, must
be greatly affected by the continuance
ot disruption of the relation hetween
the original parties to the contract. It
does mot follow, nor can I admit, that
these obligations extend to requiring
the fulfilment of the contract at all costs
to the happiness of the reluctant party;
but they are & necessary element in the
question ; and even if, as Von Humbeldt
maintains, they ought to make no Jdif
ference in the legel freedom of the
parties te release themselves from the
engagement (and I also hold that they
ought not to make muck difference),
they necessarily make a great difference
in the morel freedom. A person is
bound to take all these circumstances
into account, hefore resolving on a step
which may affect such important inte-
rests of others ; and if he does not allow
proper weight to those interests, he is
maorally responsible for the wrong. I
have made these obvious remarks for
the better illustration of the general
principle of liberiy, and not becaunse
they are at all needed on ihe particular
question, which, on the contrary, ia
usually discussed as if the interest of
children was everything, and that of
grown persons nothing.

I have already observed that, owing
to the absence of any recognised gene-
ral pringiples, liberty iz often granted
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where it shonld be withheld, as well as
withheld where it should be granted;
and one of the cases in which, in the
modern Enropean world, the seniiment
of liberty is the strongest, is a case
where, in my view, it is altogether mis-
placed. A person shonld be free to do
as he likes in his own concerns; but he
ought not to be free to do as e likes in
acting for another, under the pretext
that the affairs of the other are his own
affairs.  The State, while it respeets
the liberty of each in what speciall~ re-
gards himself, is bound te maintain &
vigilant control over his exercise of any
power which it allows kim fo possess
over others.  This obligation is almost
entirely disregarded in the case of the
family relations, a case, in its direct
influence on human bappiness, more im-
portant than all others taken together,
The almost despotic power of lLus-
bands over wives needs not be enlarged
upon lere, because nothing more is
needed for the complete removal of the
evil, than that wives should have the
same rights, and should receive the
protection of Taw in the same manner,
as all other persens; and because, on
this subject, the defenders of estallished
injustice Jdo not avail themselves of
the ]plea. of liberty, but stand forth
openly as the champions of power. It
is in the case of children, that misap-
plied notions of Hberty are o real ob-
stacle to the fulfilment by the State of
its duties, One would almost think
that a man’s children were supposed to
ne literally, and not metaphorically, a
part of himself, so jealans is opinion of
the smallest interference of Jaw with
hig absolute and exclsive control over
thern ; more jealens than of almost any
interference with his own freedom of
action: so much less do the generality
of mankind value liberty than power.
Consider, for example, the case of edu-
cation, I3 it not almost a seifevident
axiom, that the State should require
and compel the education, ap to a cer-
tain standard, of every Luman being
who is born its citizen? Yet who i
there that is not afraid to recognise
and assert this truth ?  Ifardly any one
indead will deny that it is one of the
most sacred duties of the parents for
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as law and usage now stand, the
father), after summoning a linman be-
ing into the world, to give to that be-
ing an education fitting him to perform
bis part well in Life towards others and
towards himsclf. Dut while this is
unanimously deelared to be the father's
duty, scarcely anybady, in this coun-
try, will bear to hear of oblizging Lim
to perforin it.  Instead of his being
requircd to make any exertion or sacri-
fice for securing education te his child,
it is left to his choice to accept it or
not when it is provided gratis! It
still  remaing unrecognised, that to
bring a child into existence without a
fair prospect of being able, not only te
provide food for its body, but instroc-
tion and training for its mind, iz o
moral crime, both against the unfortu-
nate offspring and against sociely; and
that if the parent does not fulhl this
obligation, the State ought to see it
fulfilled, at the charge, as tar as possi-
Lle, of the parent.

Were the duty of enfurcing universal
education once admitted, there would
be an end to the difficulties about
what the State should teach, and how
it should teach, which now convert the
subject into a mere Lattle field for
sects and parties, eausing the time and
labour which should have been spent
in educaling, to be wasted in quarrel-
ling about education. If the govern-
ment would make up its miad to re-
quire for every child a good education,
it might save itsell the trouble of pro-
viding one. It might leave to parents
to obtain the education where and
how they pleased, and content itself
with helping to pay the school fees of
the poorcr classes of children, and de-
fraying tle entire schocl expenses of
thase who have no one else te pay for
them. The cljections which are
urged with reason againsi State educa-
tion, do not apply to the enforcement
of education by the State, but to the
State's taking upon itself to divect
that education ; which is a totally dif-
ferent thing. That the whele or any
large part of the education of the peo-
pla should be in State hands, I go as
far as any onc in deprecating. AL
that has been said of the impertance ok
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individuality of character, and diversity
in opinions and modes of conduct, in-
velves, as of the same unspeakable im-
portance, diversity of education. A
general State education is & mere con-
tiivance for moulding people to be ex-
actly like ene another: and as the
mould in which it casts them is that
which pleases the predominant power
in the government, whether this be a
monarch, a priesthood, an aristeeraey,
or the majority of the existing genera-
tion; in proportion as it is efficent and
sucressful, 1t establishes a despotism
rver the mind, feading by natural ten-
Jlency to one over the body. An edn-
zatian established and controlled by
thre State should only exist, if it exist
at all, as one among many competing
experiments, earried on for the purpose
of example and stimulus, to keep the
otliers up to a certain standard of ex-
cellence, Ulnless, indecd, when soclety
in gencral is in so backward a state
that it conid not or would not provile
for itself any proper institutions of edu-
cation, unless the government under-
tock the task : then, indeed, the govern-
ment 1may, as the less of fwo great
evils, take upon itself the business
of schocls and universities, as it snay
that of joint stock companies, when
private enterprise, in a shape fitted for
undertaking great works of industry,
does not exist in the country. Dutin
general, if the country contalns a sufii-
cient number of persons qualified to
provide education under government
auspices, the same persens would be
able and willing to give an equally
good education on the voluntary prin-
ciple, nnder the assurance of remune-
raiion aflorded by 2 law rendering edu-
cation compulsory, combined with State
aid to those unable to defray the es-
pense.

The instrument for enforcing the
Iaw could be no other than public ex-
aminations, extending to all children,
and beginning at an early age. An
age might be fixed at which every
child must be examined, to ascertain
if he (or she) is able to read. If a
child proves unable, the father, unless
he has some sufficient ground of ex-
cuse, might be sabjected to a mederate
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fing, to be worked out, if necessary, by
hig fabour, and the child might be put
to schocl at s expense. = Onee in
every year the examination sheuld be
renewed, with a gradually extending
range of subjects, so ad to make the
universal acquisition, and what is more,
retention, of a certain minimum of
general knowledge, virtually eompul-
sory. Deyond that minimum, there
should be veluntary examinations of
alt subjects, at which all who come up
to a certain standard of proficiency
might claim a certificate. To preveut
the State from exercising, through these
arraugements, an improper influence
over opinicn, the knowledge required
for passing an examination {beyond
the merely Jjostrumental parts of
krowledge, snch as langnages and
their use) should, even in ihe higher
clusses of examinalions, be confined (o
facts and positive science exclusively.
“The examinations on religicn, politics,
or other disputed topics, should not
turn on the irath or falsehood of
opinions, but on the matter of fact that
such and sueh an opinion is held, on
sueh grounds, by such authors, or
schoals, ov churehies,  Under this sys-
tem, the rising generation weuld be wo
worse off in regard to all disputed
truths, than they are at present; they
would be brought up either churchmen
or dissenters as they mew ave, the
State merely taking care that they
should be instructed churchmen, or in-
structed dissenters. There would be
nothing fc binder them from being
taught religion, il their parents chese,

.at the same schools where they were

tanght other things. All attempts by
the State fo Lias the conclusions of its
citizens on disputed subjects, are evil;
but it may very properly offer te ascer-
tain and certify that & person possesses
the knowledge, requisite ¢ make his
conclusions, on any given subject,
worth attending to. A student of
philosophy would be the better for
being able tostand anexamination both
iz Locke and in Kazt, whichever of the
two he takes up with, or even if with
neither: and there is no reasonable
olijection to examining an atheist in
the evidences of Christianity, provided



64
bie is nat required to profess a belief in
thera. The examinations, however,
in the bigher branches of knowledge
should, I conceive, be entirely volun-
tary, It would be giving too dangerous
& power to govermments, were they
allowed to exclude any one from pro-
fessions, even frem the profession of
teacher, foralleged deficiency of quali-
fications: and I think, with Wilkeln
von Humboldt, {hat degrees, or other
public certificates of sclentific or pro-
fessional acquirements, should be given
to all who present themsehes for
exawination, and stand the test; Lut
that sach certificates should conter no
advantage over competitors, other than
the weight which may be attached to
their testimony by public opinion.

It is not in the matter of education
only, that misplaced notions of liberty
prevent meral obligations on the part
of parents from being recognised, and
legal obligations from heing mmposed,
wheie there are the strengest grounds
for the former always, and in many
cases for the latter also. The fact
stself, of ecausing the existence of a
lmmar being, 1s one of the mest re-
sponsible actions in the range of human
life. To undertake this responsibility—
to bestow a lile which may be either
acurse or & Llessing—unless the being
on whom it is to be bestowed will have
at least the ordinary chances of a de-
sirable existence, is a crime against
that being, Andin a country either
over-pecpled, or threatened with being
so, to produce children, beyond a very
small number, with the effect of reduc-
ing the reward of labour by their com-
petition, is a serious offence against all
who live by the remuneration of their
labour. The laws which, in many
countries cm the Continent, forbid
marriage unless the parties can show
that they have the meaus of support-
ing a family, do not exceed the legiti-
mate powers of the State: and whether
euck Jaws be expedient or not {a ques-
tion mainly dependent on local circum-
stances and feelings), they are not ob-
iectionable as violations of liberty. Such
Jaws are interferences of the State to
prohibii a mischievous act—an act in-
jurious to others, which cught to be
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a subject of reprobation, and social
stigma, even when it is not deemed
expedient to superadd legal punish.
ment, Yet the current ideas of liberty,
which bend so easily to real inftinge-
ments of the freedom of the indi-
vidual in things which concern culy
himself, would repel the attempt to
put any restraint upon his inclinations
when the consequence of their indnl-
genee is a life or lives of wretched-
ness and depravity to the offspring,
with manifold evils to those sufficiently-
within reach to Le in any way aftected
by thelr actions. When we compare
the strange respect of mankind for
Hberty, with their strange want of ro-
speet for it, we might imagine that a
man had an indispensable right to do
harm to cthers, and wo right at all to
please himself without giving pain to
any ome.

1 have reserved for the last place
a large class of questions respecting
the limits of government interierence,
which, thougl closely connected with
the subject of this Essay, do not, in
strictness, belong to it. These are
cases in which the reasons against
interference de mot turn upon the
pringiple of liberty: the question is
not about resiraining the actions of
individuals, but about helping them :
it is asked whether the government
should do, or caunse 10 be done, some-
thing for their benefir, instead of
leaving it to be done by themsclves,
individually or in voluntary combina~
tien.

The objections to government inter-
ference, when it is not such as to in-
volve infringement of liberty, may be
of three kinds.

The first is, when the thing to be
done is likely io be better dome by
individuals than by the government.
Speaking generally, there 1s uo cne so
fit to conduwet any husiness, or to de-
termine how or by whom it shall ba
conducted, as those who are person-
ally interested in it. This principle
condemns the interferences, cnce so
comwon, of the legislature, or the
officers of governwent, with the ordi-
nary processes of industry. DBut this
part of the subject has been sufficiently
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enlarged upon by pulitical economists,
and is not particular]; related io the
principles of this Essay.

The second ohjection is more nearly
allied to onr sulject. In many cases,
theugh individuals may not do the
particular thing so well, on the average,
as the officers of government, it is
nevertheless desirable that it should be
done by them, rather than by the
government, as & means to their own
mental education—a mode of strength-
cning their active faculties, exercising
their julgment, and giving them a
familiar knowledge of the subjects with
which they are thus lett to deal. This
is a principal, though not the sole, re-
commendation of jury trial (in cases not
political) ; of free and popular local and
muunicipalinstitutions; ot'the conduct of
industrial and philanthropic enterprises
by voluutary associations. Thesearenot
questions of liberty, and are connected
with that subject only by remote ten-
dencics; but they are questions of
development. Tt belengs to a different
cceasion from the present to dwell on
these things as parts of national educa-
tien; as being, in trutl, the peculiar
training of a citizen, the practical part
ef the pelitical education of & free
people, taking them out of the narrow
cirele of persunal and family selfishness,
and accustoming them to the compre-
kension of joint mterests, the manage-
ment of jeint concerns—babitnating
them to act frem public or semi-public
motives, and guide their conduct by
aims which unite instead of isolating
them from one another. Without these
habits and powers, a free constitution
can neitber e worked nor preserved;
as 15 exemplified by the too-often tran-
sitory nature of political freedom in
conntries where it dees not vest upen a
sullicient basis of local liberties, The
management of purely local besiness by
the localities, and of the great enter-
prises of industry by the union of those
who voluntarily supply the pecuniary
means, is {urther recommenged by all
the aldvantages which bave been sot
forth in this Essay as belonging to
individuality of development, and di-
versity of modes of action. Govern-
meut operations tend to be everywhere
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alike,  With individnals and volun-
tary associations, on the contrary,
there are wvariod oxperiments, and
endless diversity of experience. What
the State can nsefully do is to make
itself’ a central depository, and active
circulator and diftuser, of the experi-
ence resulting from many trials. Its
Lusiness is te enable each cxperi-
mentalist to benefit by the experiments
of others ; instead of tolerating no ex-
periments but its own,

The third, and most cogent reason
for restricting the interference of
government, is the great evil of add-
ing unnecessarily to ity power. Every
function superadded to those already
exercised by the government, causes
its influence over hopes and fears to be
more widely diffused, and converts,
more and mere, the active and am-
biticus part of the public into hangers-
on of the gevernment, or of some party
whick aims at becoming the govern-
ment, 1f the reads, the railways, the
banks, the insurance offices, the great
Jjelutstock cempanivs, the universities,
and the public charities, were all of
them branches of the government; if,
in addition, the municipal corporations
and local boards, with all that now de-
volves on them, becane deparfments
of the central administeation; if the
employés ol all these difforent enter-
prises were appointed and paid by the
government, mud locked to the govern.
ment for every rise in life; not all the
freedom of the press and popular con-
stitution of the legislature would make
this or any other country free other-
wise than In name. And 1he evil
would be greater, the more efficicntly
and scicutifically the administrative
machinery was constructed —the more
skilful the arrangenients for obtaining
the best qualified hands ,and heads
with which to work it. In Lngland
it has of late been proposed that all
the members of the civil servico of
government shouldl be selected by com-
petitive examination, to obtoin for those
employments tlic most intelligent and
instructed persons  procurable; and
much has been said and written for
and against this proposal. One of ths
arguments most insisted on by iis op
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ponents, is that the occupation of a
permanent official servant of the State
does not hold ont sufficient prospects
of emclument and importance to at-
yract the highest talents, which will
always be able to find a more inviting
carcerin the professions, orin the service
of companies and other public bodies.
One would not have heen surprised if
this argument had been used by tbe
friends of the proposition, as an answer
to its principel diffieclty. Coming
from the opponents it is sirange
enough. What is urged as an objec-
tion 1s the safety-valve of the proposed
system, If indeed all the high talent
of the country eould be drawn into
the service of ihe government, a pro-
posal tending to bring about that resalt
might well ingpire unessiness. 1f
every part of the business of soclety
which required organized concert, or
large and comprehensive views, were
in the hands of the government, and
if government offices were universally
filled by the ablest men, all the en-
larged culture and practised intelli-
gence in the country, except the purely
speculative, would be concenirated in
8 numerous bureaucracy, to whom
nlone the rest of the community would
look for all things: the multitude for
direction and dictation in all they had
to do; the able and aspiring for per-
gonal advancement. To be admitted
into the ranks of this bureancracy, and
when admitted, to rise therein, would
be the sole objects of ambition, Under
this régime, not only is the ontside
public ill.qnalified, for want of practical
experience, to criticise or check the
mode of operation of the bureaucracy,
but even if the accidents of despotic
or the natural working of popular in-
stitutions occasienally raise lo 1he
summit a ruler or rulers of reforming
inclinations, no reform can be effected
whicl is contrary to the interest of the
bureaucracy. Sachb is the melancholy
condition of the Russian empire, as
shown in the accounts of those who
bave had sufficient opportunity of ob-
gervation. The Czarilmself is power-
less against the bureaucratic body; he
can send any one of them to Siberia,
bat he cannot govern without themw, or

APPLICATIONS.

against their will. Onp every deeree o
his they have a tacit velo, by merety
rofraining from carrying it into effoct,
In countries of more advanced civili-
zation and of a more insurrectionary
gpirit, the public, accustomed to expect
cverything to be done for them by tha
State, or at least to do nothing for
themselves without asking from the
State not only leave to do if, but even
how it is to be done, naturally hold the
State responsible for all evil which
befals them, and when the evil exceeds
their amount of patience, they 1ise
against the government, and make
\vﬁmt is called a revolution ; wherenpon
somebody else, with or withont legiti-
mate anthority from the nation, vaults
into the seat, issues his owders to the
bureaucracy, and everything goes on
much as it did before; the burean-
cracy being unchanged, and nobody
else being capable of taking their
place.

A wvery different spectacle is ex-
bibited among a peopf; accustomed to
transact their own business. In France,
& large part of the people having been
engaged in military service, many of
whom bave held at least the rank of
non-commissivned officers, there are
in every popular insurrection several
persous competent to take the lead,
and improvise some tolerable plan of
action, What the French ave in
military affairs, the Americans are in
every kind of civil business; let them
be left withont a government, every
bady of Americans is able to impre-
vise one, and te carry on that or any
cther public business with a sufficieut
amonnt of intelligence, crder, and de-
cislon. ‘Thkis is what every free peop.s
ought to be: and a people capalle
of this is certain to be free; it will
never let itselt be enslaved by any
man or body of men hecause these are
able to seize and poll the reins of the
central administration. No burean-
cracy can bope to make such a people
as this de or undergo auvthing thai
they de mot like. Dut where ¢rery-
thing is done through the burean-
cracy, nothing to which the bureau-
cracy is really adverse can be done at
all.  The eunstilution of snch ceun
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tries fs an organization of the experi.
ence and practical atility of the nation,
into a disciplined body for the purpese
of governing the rest; and the more
perfect that organization is in itself]
the more successful in drawing to itself
and educating for itsclf the persons of
greatest capacity from all ranks of
the community, the more complete is
*he bondage of all, the members of
the burcancracy included. For the
governors are as much the slaves of
their organizagion and discipline, as
tLe governed are of the governors. A
Chinese mandarin is as much the tool
and creature of a despotism as the
humblest cultivaior.  An individual
Jesult is to the utmost degree of abasc-
ment the slave of his order, though the
order itself exists for the collective
power and importance of its members,
It is not, alse, to be forgotten, that
the absorption of all the principal
ability of ihe conntry into the govern-
ing body is fatal, sooner or later, to the
mental activity and progressiveness of
the body itself. Banded together as
they are- -working a system which,
like all systems, neccssarily proceeds
in a groat measure by fixed rules—the
official body are under the constant
temptation of smking into indolent
routine, or, if they now and then desert
that mill-horse rrund, of rushing into
some half-examined crudity which has
struck the fancy of seme leading mem-
ber of the corps: and the sole check to
these closely allied, though seemingly
oppesite, tendencies, the only stimulus
which can keep the ability of the body
itself up 1o a high standard, is liability
to the watchful eriticlsm of equal
ability outside the body. It is indis-
pensable, therefore, that ihe means
should exist, independently of the
government, of forming such ability,
and furnishing it with the opportuni-
fies and experience necessary for a
correct judgment of great practical
aflaivs. If we would possess perma-
nently a skilful and eflicient hody of
functionarics—above all, a body able
to originate and willing to adopt im-
Erovements; if we would not have our
vreaucracy degenerate into a pedanto-
crary, this body must not engross all
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the occupations which form and cnlte
vate the faculties required for the
government of mankind.

To determine the point at which
avils, so formildable to human frecdem
and advancement, begin, or rather at
which they begin to predominate over
the benefits attending the collective
appHeation of the force of society, mn-
der its recognised chiefs, for the re.
moval of the obstacles which stand in
the way of its well-being; to secure as
much of the advantages of contralized
power and intelligence, as can be had
without turning into govermmental
channels too great a proportion of the
general activity—is one of the most
difficnlt and complicated questions in
the ait of government. It Is, in a great
measure, & question of detail, in which
many and varions considerntipns must
be kept in view, and no absolute rnle
can be laid down. DBut I believe that
the practical principle in which safety
resides, the ideal to be kept in view,
the standard by which to test all ar-
rangements intended for overcoming
the difficulty, may be conveyed in these
words: the greatest dissemination of
power consistent with efficiency; Lut
the greatest pussible centralization of
information, and diffesion of it from the
centre, Thus, in municipal adminis-
tration, there would be, as in the New
Englaud States, a very minute division
among sepurate officers, chosen by the
localities, of all business which is not
better left to the persons directly inte-
rosted; but besides this, there would
be, in cach department of local affuirs,
a central superintendence, forming a
branch of the general covernment. Tha
organ of this superintendence would
concentrate, ag in a focns, the variety
of infermation and experience derived
from the conduct of that branch of
public business in all the lecaiities,
from everything analogous which is
done in foreign countries, and from the
general principles of political science.
This central organ should have & right
to know all that is done, and its special
duty should be that of making the
knowledge acquired in one place avail-
able for others. Emancipated from the
potty prefndices and narrow views of #
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Incality by its elevated position and
compreheusive sphere of observation, its
advice would najurally carry mmeh au-
thority; but its actnal power, as a per-
manent institution, should, I concaive,
be Himited to compelling the local of-
ficers to obey the laws luid dowwn for
their guidance. In all things not pro-
vided for by general rales, those officers
shoull be left to their own judgment,
under responsibility to their constitu-
ents. 1or the violation of rules, they
should be responsilile to law, and the
rules themselves should be laid down
by the legislature; the central admi-
nistrative authority only wateling over
their execcution, and it they were not
properly carded into effect, appealing,
necording to the nawe of the case, to
the wibunals to enforce the law, or to
the constituencies to dismiss the fune-
tionaries who had not exccuted it ac-
cording to its spirit. Such, in its ge-
neral conception, is ilie central super-
intendence which the Poor Law Doard
is iniended o excreise over the admi-
nistrators of the Poor Rate throughout
the country. Whatever powcers the
Board excrcises beyond this limit, were
right and necessary in that peculiar
case, fur the cure of rooted habits of
maladministration in matters deeply
affecting not the localitics merely, but
the whole community; since no locality
has a nworal right to make itsell by
mismanagement a nest of pauperism,
necessarily overflowing into other loca-
lities, and impairing the moral and
physical condition of the whole labour-
ing community.  The powers of admi-
nistrative coercion and snbordinate le-
yislition possessed by the Ieor Law
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Board (but whieh, owing to the state
of opinion on the sulject, are very
scantily exercised by them), though
perieetly justifinble in a case of first.
rate national interest, would be wholly
out of place in the superintendence of
interests purely local. Dt a central
organ of information and instruction
for ull the localities, would be equally
valuzble in all departmeuts of adminis-
tration. A government cannot have
too much of the kind of activity which
does not impede, nt widsand stimulates,
individua! exerfion and development,
The mischief begins when, instead of
calling forth the activity and powers of
individuals and bodies, 1t substitutes its
own activity for theivs; when, instead
of informing, advising, and, upon occa-
gion, denonncing, it makes them work
in fatters, or Dids them stand aside and
does their work instead of them, The
worth of a State, in the long run, is
the worth of 1he individaals compusing
ity and a State which postponcs the
interests of tkeir mental expansion and
clevation, to a little moere of adminis-
trative skill, or of thai semblance of it
which practice gives, in the details of
business; a Statc which dwarls its
men, in order that they may be mora
docile instruments in its hands even
for beneficial purposcs—will find that
with small men no great thing can
renlly be accompli-hed; and that the
perfection of machinery to which it has
sacrificed everything, will in the end
avail it nothing, for want of the vital
power whicl, in order that the machine
might work more smoethly, it bas pre-
ferred to banish.

END,
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Trevelyan's Barly History of Charles James Fox. 8ve. 18s
Walpole's History of England, 1815-1841. Vols. L & 11. §vo, 36s VoL IIL 18s.
Wehb's Clivil War in Herefordshire. 2 vols. 8vo. Mlustrations, 42s.
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BICGRAPHICAL WORKS.

Dagchot's Biographical Stadies. 1 vol. Svo. 124,

Burke's Vicissitudes of Families. 2 vols. crown 8vo, 21s.

Cates's Dictionary of General Biography. Medinm Svo. 285

Gleig's Life of the Duke of Wellingten. Crown Svo, 63,

Jerrold’s Life of Wapoleon 11I.  Vols. I. te I1I. 8$vo. price 184, cach,

Lecky's Leaders of Public Opinion iu Ireland, Crown Svo. 74. 6d.

Life {'The) and Letters of Lord Macaulay, By his Nephew, . Otto Trevelyan,
ALP. Cabinet Edition, 2 vols. post 8ve. 125, Library Edition, 2 vols. 8vo. 36s.

Marshmen’s dMemoirs of Havelock. Crown Svo. 3s. 64,

Memoirs of Anna Jamesoun, by Gerardine Macpherson. 8vo. 125, 6d,

Mendelssohn's Letters. Translated hy Lady Wallace. 2 vols.cr. 8vo. 55, each.

Mill's (John Stnart) Autoblography., 8vo. 7a. 6.

Missionary Secretariat of Henry Venn, B.D, 8ve. Portrait., 18s.

Newman's Apelogia pro Vitd Suf, Crown Svo, 6s.

Kohl's Life of Mozart. Translated by Lady Wallace. 2 vels. crown §vo. 214,

Overton's Life &ec. of William Law. Svo. 13s.

Spedding’s Letters and Life of Francis Bacon., 7 vols. 3vo, £4. 45,

Stephen's Essays in Ecclestasticel Biography, Crown 8vo. 7u. 6d.

MENTAL AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY.

Amos's View of the Science of Jurisprudence. 8vo, 18s.
—  Fifty Years of the English Constitution, 1330-1880. Crown Svo. 105, #d.
—  Primer of the English Constitution. Crown 8vo. 6.
Bacon's Essays, with Anuotations by Whately, 8vo. 10+, 6d.
—  Works, edited by Spedding. 7 vols, 8vo. 73s. 6d.
Bagehot's Ecouomic Studies, edited by Hutton. 8vo, 10s. 6d.
Bain's Logic, Deductive aud Inductive. Crown 8vo. 10s. 6d.
Part 1. Deduction, 4s 1 Part II. Induction, éa. 6d.
Bolland & Lang's Aristotle’s Politics. Crown §vo. 74. 6d.
Brassey's Foreign Work and English Wages, 8vo. 101, 6,
Comte's System of Positive Polity, or Treatise upon Sociology. 4 vols. $vo. L1,
Congreve's Politics of Aristotle ; Greek Text, English Notes. 8vo, 18s,
Grant's Ethics of Aristotle ; Greek Text, English Notes. 2 vols. 8vo. 324,
Griffith’s A B C of Philosophy. Crown 8vo. 33,
Hillebrand's Lectures ou German Thonght. Crown Svo. 7¢. B4,
Hodgson's Philesophy of Reflection. 2 vols, 8va, 21,
Kalisch’s Path and Goal. 8vo. 12s. Gd.
Lewis on Autherity in Matters of Opinion, 8vo. 14s.
Leslie's Essays in Political and Moral Philosophy. 8vo. 105 8d.
Macaulay’s Speeches corrected by Himself. Crown Svo. 3s. €4.
Macleod's Bconomical Philosophy, Vol I, §vo, 155, Vel, IT, Part I, 122
Mill on Representative Government. Crowa Sve. 2a.
— — Liberty. Post 8vo, 75. 64. Crown 8va, 1s, 4d.
Mill's Analysisof the Phenomena of the Human Mind., 2 vols. 8vo. 28s.
— Dissertations and Discussions, 4 vols. 8vo. 47s.
— Eaaays on Unsettled Questions of Political Economy. 5vo. 83, 84,
— Examination of Hamilton's Philosephy. 8vo. 16s.
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Mill's Logic, Ratiocinative and Inductive. ? vols, 8vo. 25s,
— Principles of Political Ecoaomy. 2 vols, 8vo. 30s. 1 vol. crowu 8vo. 54
— Subjection of Wormen. Crown 8vo. §s.
= TUtlliterianism. 8ve, 51
Milller's (Max) Chips from a German Workshop, 4 vols. Bvo. 364
- — Hibbert Lectures cn Origin and Growth of Religion. 8vo. 105 Bd.

- —  Belected Essnys on Langusge, Mythology, and Religion, 2 vols,
crown 8vo, 165,

Sandars's Institutes of Justinian, with English Notes. 8vo. 184.
Swinbourne’s Picture Logic. Post Svo. 3s.
Thoemson’s Outline of Necessary Laws of Thought, Crown 8vo, 6s,
Tocqueville’s Demoeracy in America, translated by Reeve. 2 vols. crown 8vo, 164,
Twiss’s Law of Nations, 8vo. in Time of Peace, 125. in Timne of War, 21s.
Whately’s Elements of Logic. 8vo. 105, 64, Crown 8vo, 44, 6d.
—_ — — Rhetoric. 8vo. 10s. 4. Crown 8vo, 43, Gd.
-— English Synonymes.  Fep, 8v0. 34
Willinms’s Nicomachean Ethics of Aristotle translated. Crown &vo. 74. 6d.
Zeller’s Socrates and the Socratic Schoels, Croven 8vo, 10s. 6d.
—  Btofcs, Epicureans, and Seceptics. Crown Bvo. 154
— Plato and the Older Academy. Crown 8vo, 181,
—  Pre-Socratic Schools. 2 vols. erown 8vo. 30s,

MISCELLANEQUS AND CRITICAL WORKS.

Agrnold’s {Dr. Thomas) Miscellaneons Works. §vo. Ts. 6d.
—  (T.) Mapual of English Literature. Crown 8vo, 74, 6d,
- English Authors, Poetry and Prose Specimens.
Bain’s Emotions and the Will, 8vo. 151,
— Alental and Moral Sclence. Crown 8vo. 105, 64,
— Senses and the Intellect. 8vo. 15s.
Becker’s Churicles and Gallus, by Metcalfe.  Post 8vo. 74, 84, cuch.
Blackley’s German and English Dictionary, Post 8vo. 74. 6d.
Conington’s Miscellaneous Writings., 2 vols, 8vo. 285,
Centansean's Practical French & English Dictionary. Post 8vo. 7. 6d.

—_ Pocket French and English Dictionary. Square 18mao. 33, 6d.
Davison's Thonsand Thoughts from Various Authers. Crewn Svo. 7s. 6d.
Farrar's Language and Langunages. Crown 8vo, 62,

Froude's Short Studies on Great Subjects. 3 vols. crown 8vo. 184
German Home Life, reprinted from Fraser's Magiezine, Crown 8vo, §s,
Gibson’s Cavalier’s Note-Bock. Small 4ta. Iis
Greville's (Lady Violet) Faiths and Fashions, Crown Sve. 7s. Gd.
Hume's Essays, edited by Green & Grese. 2 vals. Bvo. 285,

— Treatise on Human Nature, edited by Green & Grose. 2 vols. 8vo. 28s.
Latham’s Handbook of the English Language. Crown 8vo. 6r.

—_ English Dictionary, 1 vol. medium 8vo. 14s. 4 vols, 4to. £7.

Liddell & Scobt’s Greek.English Lexicon, Crown 4to. 363,

— — — Abridged Greek-English Lexicon. Square 12mo. 7¢. 6d,
Longman's Pocket German and English Dictionary, 18mo. 5e.
Macaulay's Miscellineous Writings. 2 vals. 8vo. 21s. 1 wul, crown 8vo, 45,

London, LONGMANS & CO.
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Macaulay’s Miscellaneous Writings and Speeches, Crown §vo, Gs.
Macaulay’s Miscellancous Writings, Speeches, Lays of Ancient Rome, &ec.
Cabinet Edition. 4 vols. crown Svo. 244,
Mahaffy's Classical Greek Literatnre. C(rown Svo. Vol. I. tke Poets, 7s 8d.
Tol, IT, the Prose Writers, 7s. 6d.
Afifller's (ilax) Lectures on the Science of Language. 2 vols. crown 8vo. 16a
Rich’s Dictionary of Roman and Greck Antiquities. Crown 8vo. 7s, 6d,
Rogers’s Eclipse of Faith. Fep, 8§ve. 5.
—  Defeace of tbe Eolipse of Faith Fep. 8vo. 3s. 6d.
Roget's Thesaurns of English Words and Phrases. Crown §vo. 10s. 6d.
Savile’s Apparitions, 2 Narrative of Facts, Crown 8vo. 53,
Selections from the Writings of Lord Macaulay. Crown Bvo. 6s.
Thbe Essays and Contributions of A, . JI. B. Crowu Svo.
Autume Holidays of a Country Parson, 31 6d.
Changed Aspects of Unchanged Truths, 34, 6d.
Common-place Philosephier in Towa and Country. 3. 6d.
Counsel and Comfort spoken from a City Pulpit, 34, 64,
Critical Essays of a Country Paisou. 5s. Gd.
Graver Thoughts of a Country Parson, Three Series, 3s. 6d. each.
Landscapes, Churches, and doralities, 3s. 6d.
Leisure Hours in Town. 3s. 6d. Lessons of Middle Age. 3s. 6d.
Present-day Thoughts. 3s. 64d.
Recreations of a Conntry Parson. Three Series, 3a. 6d. eachi.
Seaside Musings on Sundays and Week-Days. 3. 6d.
Sunday Afternuons in the Parish Church of a University City. 34 6d.
White & Riddle’s Large Latin-English Dictionary. 4to. 2ls.
White's College Latip-Euglish Dictiobary, Royal 8vo. 12s,
— Junior Student’s Lat.-Eng. and Eng.-Lat. Dictionary. Bquare 12mo. 123,
The English-Latin Dictionary, 53. 64,
Separately {The Latin-English Dictionary, 7s. 6d.
Wit and Wisdom of the Llev. Sydney Swmith, 16mo. 35. 6d.
Yonge's English-Greek Lexicon. Square 12mo. 8y, 6d.  4to. 218

ASTRONOMY, METECROLOGY, GEOGRAPHY &c.

Freeman'’s Historical Geography of Europe, Svo. 3ls. 64,
Herschel's Ontlines of Astrenomy. Square crown 8va, 124,
Keith Johnston's Dictionary of Geography, or General Gazetteer. 8va. 42s.
Neison’s Work on the Moon. Medium 8vo. 31s. 6d.
Proctor's Essays on Astronomy. 8vo. 12s. Prostor’s Moeon. Crown 3vo, 104, 6d.
=—  Larger Ster Atlas. Folio, 154 or Maps only, 125, 64,
—  New Star Atlas. Crown §vo. 5s. Orbs Around Us. Crown 8vo. 74. 64d.
—  QOther Worlds than Qws,  Crown §vo. 104 6d,
—  Baturn and its System. 8vo. 14s.  Proctor’s Sun. Crown 8vo. 14s.
—  Universe of Stars. 8vo. 105 6d.
Smith’s Alr and Rain, 8vo, 244
The Public Schoeols Atles of Ancient Geograpbhy, Ilmperial 8vo. 74, 64,
-— —_ — Atlas of Modern Geography. Imperial Bvo. 5.

NATURAL HISTCORY & POPULAR SCIENCE.

Armott’s Elements of Physics or Nataral Philosophy. Crown 8vo. 124. 6d.
Brande's Dicticnary of Science, Literature, and Art, 3 vols, medium Evo. 63s.
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Buckton’s Town and Window Gardening. Crown Svo, 2s.
Deczisne and Le Maout's General System of Botany. Imperial 8vo, 214, 6d.
Dixon's Rural Bird Life, Crown 8vo. 1llustrations, 7s, 6d,
Ganot's Elementary Treatise on Physics, Ly Atkinson, TLarge crown 8vo. 155
—  Natural Philosophy, by Atldnson, Crown 8va. Ts. 6d.
Goadeve’s Elements of Mechanismn. Crown 8vo, fis,
Grove’s Correlation of Physical Forces. Svo. 15s.
Hartwig's Aerial World. 8vo. 10s. 6d. Palar World, $vc. 104 6d.
— Sea and its Living Wonders., Svo. 10s. 6d.
—_ Subterranean World. Svo. 10s. §4. Tropical World, $vo. 10s, 64.
Hanghton's Six Loctures on Phiysical Geography. Svo. 154
Heer’s Primaeval World of Switzerland. 2 vols, 8vo. 16,
Helmboltz's Lectures on Sclentific Snbjects. 2 vols. or. 8va. 74, 64, each,
Helmboltz on the Bensaticns of Tone, by Ellis.  8vo, 36,
Hullah's Lectures on the History of Modern Mugic. Bvo, 5+ 8d.
+— Transition Period of Musical History. 8vo. 10s. Gd,
Kaller’s Lake Dwellings of Switzerland, by Lee. 2 vols. royal 8vo, 425,
Lloyd's Treatise on Magnetism. Evo. 10s. 64,
—_ —  ontbe Wave-Theory of Light, 8va, 10, 64.
London’s Encyclopedia of Plants. 8vo, 425,
Lnbbock on the Origin of Civilisation & Primitive Condition of Man, 8vo. 184,
Macalister's Zoology and Morphology of Vertebrate Animals, Svo, 10s, €d.
Nicols* Puzzle of Life. Crown 8vo. 3s. 6d.
QOwen’s Comparative Anatomy and Physiology of the Vertebrate Animals. 8 vola,
8vo, 735, 6d,
Proctor's Light Science for Leisure Honrs, 2 vols, crown 8vo. T4. 6d. each,
Rivers's Orchard House. Sixteenth Edition. Crown 8vo, 5s
— Rose Amateur's Guide. Fep. 8vo. 4s. 64d.
Stanley’s Familiar History of British Birds, Crown Bvo. €s.
Text-Books of Science, Mechanical and Physical,
Abney’s Phatography, 8s. 6d.
Anderson’s {Sir Jolm) Strength of Materials, 3s. 6d.
Armstrong’s Organic Chemistry, 3+ 6d.
Ball's Astronomy, 6s.
Barry’s Railway Appliances, 8s. 64. Bloxam's Metals, 3s. 64.
Goodeve’s Principles of Mechanics, 3. §d.
Gore's Electro-Metallurgy, 6a.
Griffin’s Algebra and Trigonometry, 24, Gd,
Jenkin’s Electricity and Magnetisie, 3s. 6d.
Maxwell's Theory of Heat, 81, 6d.
Merrifield’s Technical Arithmetic and Mensuration, 3s. 64,
Miller's Inorganic Chemistry, 3s. d.
Precce & Sivewright’s Telegraphy, 3s. 6d.
Rutley’s Study of Rocks, 4s, 6d.
Shelley's Workshop Appliances, 3s. 64.
Thomé's Structural and Physiclogical Botany, 6s.
Thorpe's Quantitative Chemical Analysis, 45. 64,
Thorpe & Auir's Qualitative Analysis, 8s. G4,
Tilden's Chemical Philosophy, 3s. 6d.
Unwin's Machine Design, 85, 6d,
Watson's Plane and Solid Geometry, 54, 6d.
Tyndall on Sound, New Edition in the press.

London, LONGMANS & CO.
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Tyndall's Contributions to Molecular Plysics. 8vo.16s,
— Fragments of Science, 2 vols. post 8vo. 16s.
- Heat a Mode of Motion. Crown 8vo, 12s,
— Nates on Electrical Phenomena. Crown 8vo. 14 sewed, 14, 64, cloth,
— Notes of Lectores on Light. Crown 8vo. s sewed, 1s. 6d. cloth.
— Lectures on Tight delivered in America, Crown 8ve. 73, 64,
_ Lessons in Electricity. Crown 8vo, 24, 6d.
Von Cotta on Rocks, by Lawrence. Post 8vo, 14s.
Wocdward's Geelogy of England and Wales. Crown 8vo. 145
‘Wood’s Bible Animals, With 112 Vignettes, Svo. 14s.
— Homes Withont Hands. &vo. Ms.  Tusects Abroad. 8vo. 14s.
— Insects at Home, 'With 700 Ilustrations. 8vo. 14s.
— Out of Doors. Crown 8vo. 75, 6d. Strange Dwellings. Crown 8va. 7e. 6d.

CHEMISTRY & PHYSIOLOGY.

Buckton’s Health in the Honse, Leciures on Elementary Physiology. Cr. 8vo. 26,

Crookes's Select Methods in Chemical Analysis, Crown 8vo, 125, 6d.

Kingzett's Animal Chemistry, 8vo, 185,

—_— History, Products and Processes of the Alkali Trade. 8vo, 125,

Miller's Elements of Chemistry, Theoretical and Practical. 3 vols. Bvo. PartI.
Chemical Physics, 165. Part I1. Inorganic Chemistry, 245 Part 111, Organic
Chemistry, Section T. price 3ls. 6.

Roynolds’s Experimental Chemistry, Part 1. Fep. §vo. 15 ¢d.

Thudichum’s Annals of Chemical Medicine. Vol, I. 8vo. 14s.

Tilden’s Practical Chiemistry, Fep. 8vo. 1s, 6d,

Watts’s Dictionary of Chemistry, 7 vols, medium 8vo, £10, 16s. 64,

— Third Supplementary Volume, in Two Parts. ParT L. 36s.

THE FINE ARTS & ILLUSTRATED EDITIONS.

Doyle’s Fairyland ; Pictures from the Eli-World, Foo, 163,
Dresser’s Arts and Art Industries of Japan. [ In preparation.
Jameson's Sacred and Legendary Art, 6 vols. square crown 8vo.

Legends of the Madonna, 1 vol. 215
— — — Monastic Orders. 1 vol. 21a.
— — — GSaints and Martyrs, 2 vols. 31s. 6d,
— — — Saviour, Cowpleted by Lady Fastlake, 2 vols. 42s.

Longman's Three Cathedrals Dedicated to St. Paul. Squarccrown 8va. 215
Macanlay's Lays of Ancient Rome, Ilustrated by Seharf. Fep. 4to. 21s. imp.
18mo, 10s. 6d.
— — — Dnsteated by Wegnelin, Crawn 8vo. 6s.
Aacfarren’s Lectures on Harmony. B8vo. 12s,
Moore’s Irish Melodies. With 161 Plates by D. Maclise, R.A. Super-royal 8vo.21s,
—  Lalla Rookh, illustrated by Tenniel. Square crown 8vo. 10s. 6d.
Perry on Greek and Roman Sculpture, 8vo. i{n preparation.

THE USEFUL ARTS, MANUFACTURES &c.

Bourne's Catechism cf the Steam Engine, Fep. 8vo. 61,
—  Exzamples of Steam, Air, and Gas Engines. 4to0. 70s.
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Bourne's Handbock of the Stezi: Engine. Fep. 8vo. s.

—  Recent Improvements in the Steam Eugine. Fep. §vo. 83,

—  Treatiszon the Steam Engine. 4to. 42s.
Brassey's Shipbnilding for War. 2 vols. 8vo.
Cresy’s Encyclopaedia of Civil Enginecring, 8vo, 251,
Culley's Handboeok of Practical Telegraphy., Svo. 16s.
Eastlake's Household Taste in Furniture, &c¢, Square crown Svo. 11s.
Fairhairn’s Useful Information for Engineers. 3 vols. crown §vo. 31s. 6d.

- Applications of Cast and Wronght Iron. Sve. 16s.
—_ Aills and Millwork. 1 vol. 8vo. 295,

Gwilt's Encyclopmdia of Architecture. B8vo. 52s. 6d.
Hobeon’s Amateur Mechanic’s Practical Handbook, Crown 8va, 25. 6a,
Haskcld's Engineer's Valuing Assistant. 8vo. 31s. 64,
Kerl's Metallurgy, adapted by Crookes and Rilrig., 8 vols. 8vo. £4. 19s.
Loudon’s Encyclopedia of Agriculture. 8vo. 21n

—_ -—_ — Gardening. $&vo. 2ls.
Mitchell's Manwal of Practical Assaying. 8vo. 31s. 8d.
Northeott's Lathes and Turning. 8vo, 13s.
Payen's Industrial Chemistry Edited by B. H. Paul, Ph.D. 8vo. 42s.
Piesse's Art of Perfumery. Fourth Edition. Square crown 8vo. 21s,
Stoney's Theory of Strains in Girders. Royal 8va. 36s.
Ure's Dictionary of Arts, Maoufactures, & Mines, 4 vola. medium Svo, £7, 74
Ville on Artificial Manures, By Crockes, 8vo. 21s,

RELIGIOUS & MORAL WORKS.

Abbey & Overton's English Church in the Eighteenth Century. 2 vals. Svo. 36s.

Arnold's (Rev. Dr. Thomas} Sermons, § vols, crewn 8vo. 3s. each.

Bishop Jeremy Taylor's Entire Works. With Life by Bishop Heber. Edited by
the Rev. C. P. Eden, 10 vols, 8vo. £5. &s.

Boultbee's Commentary on the 39 Articles. Crown 8vo. 65
—_ History of the Church of England, Pre-Reformation Period. Svo. 15s.

Browne's (Bishop) Exposition of the 39 Articles. 8vo. 16s.

Bunsen's Angel-AMessiah of Bnddhists, &c. 8vo. 105 64.

Colenso's Lectures on the Pentateuch and the 3ozbite Stone, 8vo, 12s.

Colenso on the Pentatench and Boek of Jeshua, Crown 8vo. 6a.

— — Part VII. completion of the larger Work. Svo. 24s.

Conder's Handbeok of the Bible, Post 8vo. T4, 6d,

Conybeare & Howson's Life aud Letters of St. Paul :—

Library Edition, with all the Original Iustrations, AMaps, Landscapes on
Steel, Woodeuts, &c. 2 vols. 4to, 42¢.

Intermediate Edition, with a Selection of Maps, Plates, and Woodcuts.
2 vols, square crown 8vo. 218,

Student's Edition, revised and condensed, with 46 INustrations and Maps.
1 vol. crown Bvo. 7s. 6d.

Ellicott's {Bishop) Commentary on St. Paul's Epistles. 8§vo. Galatians, 8s. 6d.
Ephesians, 8. 6d. Pastoral Epistles, 10s. 64, Philippians, Colossians, and
Philemon, 10¢. 6&. Thessalonians, 7s. 6d.

Ellicoti’s Lectures cn the Life of our Lord. 8vo, 12,

Ewald's History of Israel, translated by Carpenter. & vols. 8vo. 63s.
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Ewalls Antiquities of Israel, translated hy Solly. Svo, 12s,6d,
Gospel (The) for the Nineteenth Century, 4th Edition. $vo. 10s. 6d.
Hopkins's Christ the Cozsoler. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. 6d,
Jukes's 'Types of Genesis, Crown &vo, 74, B4,
—  Second Death and the Restitution of all Thingz. Crown 8vo.3s. 64,
Ealisch’s Bible &tudies. PaART I. the Prophecies of Balaam, 8vo. 10s. 64,
- - —_ PanT II. the Bookof Jonah. 8ve. 10s. 6d.
- Historical and Critical Commentary on the Qld Testament; with a
¥ew Translation. Vol I, Genesis, 8vo, 185 or adapted for the General
Reader, 125, Vol. II. Exodus, 153, or adapted for the General Reader, 12s.
Vol. III. Zeviticus, Part L 15s. or adapted for the General Reader, Bs.
Vol. IV. Leviticus, Part IT. 155, or adapted for the General Reader, 84,
Lyra Germanica : Hymus translated by Miss Winkworth, Fep. 8vo, 5a.
Martinean’s Endeavours after the Chistian Life, Crown 8ve.7s. 6d,

- Hymns of Praise and Prayer. Crown 8vo. 4+ 6d. 32mo. 15,84,

— Bermouns, Hours of Thought on Sacred Thiegs, 2 vols, 74, 6d. cach.
Mill's Three Essays on Religion. 8vo. 10s. 64,
Missionary Secretariat of Herwy Venn, B.D. 8vo. Portrait. 18s,
Monsell's Spiritual Soogs for Sundays and Holidays. Fep.8vo. 55, 18mo, 2a,
Miller's (Max) Lectures on the Science of Religion. Crown Svo. 104, 8d.
Newman’s Apolegia pro Vitd Sud. Crown Sva. Gs.
Passing Thoughts on Heligion. By Miss Sewell. Fep. 8vo. 3s. 6d.
Sewell's (Miss) Preparation for the Holy Communion. 32mo. 3s

— —  Private Devotions for Young Persons.

Smith’s Vogage and Shipwreck of 5t. Paul. Crown 8vo, 7s 6d,
Supernatural Religion, Complete Edition. 3 vols. Svo. 36+,
Thougbts for the Age. By Miss Sewell, Fep. 8vo. 3s. 64,
Whately's Lessons cn the Christian Evidences, 15mmo, 6d,
White's Four Gespels In Greek, with Greek-English Lexicon. 32mo. as.

TRAVELS, VOYAGES, &c.

Baker's Rifle and Hound in Ceylon. Crown Bvo. 7s. 64,
—  Eight Years in Ceylon. Crown 8vo. 74,64,
Ball’s Alpine Guide. 3 vols.post 8vo. with Maps and Iiustrations :(—I, Western
Alps, 6s. 6d, 11, Central Alps, 75.6d. [II. Eastern Alps, 104, 6d.
Ball on Alpine Travelling, and on the Geology of the Alps, 1s.
Brassey’s Sumshine and Storm in the East. 8vo, 21s
—  Voyagein the Yacht * Sunbeam.’ Cr.3vo. 75 64.  School Edition, 2s.
Edwardss (A, B.) Thousand Miles up the Nile. Imperial §vo. 424,
Hagsall’s San Remo end the Western Riviera. Crown 8ve. 10s. 64,
Aacnamara’s dedical Geography of India, S8vo. 21s.
Miller's Wintering in the Riviera. Post §vo, [lustrations, T 6,
Packe’s Guide to the Pyrenees, for Mountaineers. Crown 8vo. 71 6d.
Rigby's Letters from Fraoce, &c. in 1789, Crown Svo. 10s. 6d.
Shore's Flight of the ‘Lapwing ’, Skefches in China ard Japan. gvo. lis.
The Alpine Cluh Map of Switzerlan@, In Four Sheets, 42,
Tazer's Turkish Armenia and Eastern Asia Minor. 8vo. 16s.
Weld's Sacred Palmland:. Crowa 8vo. 10s. 64,
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WORKS OF FICTION.

Blueg and Buffs. By ArthurMills, Crown Svo. Gs.
Buried Alive, Teu Years of Penal Servitude in Siberia. Crawn 8vo. 10s. 6d.
Crookit Meg (The). By Shirley, Crown 5va. 6s.

Eudymion. Dy the Right Hon. the Earl of Beaconsfield, K.G. 3 vols, post 8vo.
sls, 6d.

Hawthorne's (1.} Yellow-Cap and other Fairy Stories, Crowa 8vo, 65,
Cabinet Edition of Stories and Tales by Miss Sewell :—

Amy Herbert, 25, 6d. Ivors, 25 6d,

Cleve Hall, 2s. 64. Katharine Ashton, 24. 64,
‘The Earl’s Daughter, 2x. 6d. . Laneton Parsonage, £4. 6.
Experience of Life, 25. 6d. : Margaret Percival, 3¢, G4,

Gertrude, 24, 64. Ursula, 3s. 6d.

Novels and Tales by the Right Hon. the Earl of Beaconsficld, K.G. Cabinet
Edition, Ten Volumes, crown 3vo. price £3.

Lothair, 6s, , Henrietta Temple, 6s.
Coningsty, 64, ' Contarini Fleming, 6s,
Sybil, 6. ' Alroy, Ixion, &c. 645,
Tanered, 65, The Young Duke, &c.és.
Venetia, 61, 1 Vivian Grey, 6s.

The Aodern Novelist’s Library. Each Work in erown 8vo. A Single Volume,
complete in iteelf, price 25, boards, or 2+ 6d. cloth i—

By the Earl of Beaconsfield, K.G. l By Major Whyte-Melville,

Lothair. Dighy Grand.
Coningsby. ! General Bounce,
Sybil. \ EKate Coventry.
Tauered, The Gladiators.
Venetia, Good for Nothing,
Henrietta Temple. Holmby House.
Contarini Fleming, The Interprebei
Alroy, Ixion, &c. The Queen's Maries.
The ¥oung Duke, &c. By the Author of ©the Atelier du Lys.'
Vivian Grey. Mademaiselle Mori.

By Anthony Trollope. The Atelier du Lys.
Barchester Towers, By Various Writers.
The Warden, Atherstone Priory.

By the Author of ¢ the Rose Garden.’ The Burgomaster's Family,
Unawares, Elsa and her Vulture,

The Six Bisters of the Valleys.
Lard Beaconsfield's Novels and Tales. 10 vols. cloth extra, gilt edges, 30s.

Whispers from Fairy Land. By the Rtight Hon. Lord Brabourre, With Nine
Hlostrations, Crown 8vo. 35, Gd.

Higpledy-Piggledy ; or, Stories for Everybody and Everybody's Childreu, By
the Right Hon. Lord Brabowrne, With Nine Illustrations from Designs by
B. Doyle. Crowu Bvo, 34 64,

POETRY & THE DRAMA.

Bailey’s Festug, a Poein. Crown 8vo. 12¢, 64,

Bowdler’s Family Shakspeare. Medium 8ve. 144, 6 vols. fep. 8vo, 21s.
Cayley's Iliad of Homer, Homometrically translated. 8vo. 125, 64,
Conington's Aneid of Virgil, translated into English Verse. Crown 8vo. I+,

Londonr, LONGMANS & CO.



General Lists of New Works. 11

Goethe's Faust, trenslated by Birds, Large crown §vo. 12s. 6.
— - t{ranslated by Webb, Bvo. 12s. Gd.
— — edited by Selss. Crown 8vo. 55,
Ingelow's Poems. New Edition, 2 vols. fep, 8vo. 124,
Macaulay’s Lays of Ancient Rome, with Ivry and the Armada, 16mo, 3s, 6.
Ormsby's Poem of the Cid. 'Translated. Post 8vo. 5s.
Southey’s Poetical Works. Medium 8vo. 144,

RURAL SPORTS, HORSE & CATTLE MANAGEMENT &c.

Blaine's Encyclopaedia of Rural Sportx  8vo. 21s.
Franciz's Treatise on Fishing in all its Branches. Paost 8vo. 15s.
Horses and Roads, By Free-Lance, Crown 8ve. 6+,
Miles’s Horse's Foot, and How to Keep it Sound, Imperial 8vo. 125, 8d.

—  Dlain Treatise on Horse-Shoeing, Post 8vo, 21 64,

—  Stables and Stable-Fittings. Imperial 8vo, 15s.

—  Remarks on Horses' Tecth, Post 8vo, 1, 64,
Nevile's Horses and Riding. Crown 8vo. 64,
Ronalds’s Fly-Fisher’s Entomology. 8vo, 145,
Steel's Diseases of the Ox, being a Manual of Bovine Pathology, 8vo. 15«
Stonchenge's Dog in Health and Discase, Square crown 8vo, 74, 64,

— Greyhound. Square crown 8vo. 154,
Youatt's Work on the Dog. 8vo. 6s.
— — — — Horse. 8vo. 7s. 6d.

Wilcocks's Sea-Fisherman, Post 8vo. 125, Gd,

WORKS OF UTILITY & GENERAL INFORMATION.

Acton's dModern Cookery for Private Families. Fep. 8vo. 3.
Black's Practical Trestise on Brewing. 8vo. 104 6d.
Buckton's Food and Home Cookery. Crown 8vo. 2s,
Bull on the Maternal Manapgement of Children. Fep. 8vo. 2. 6d.
Bull's Hints to Methers on the Management of their Heslth during the IPeriod of
Pregnancy ard in the Lying-in Room. Fep. 8vo. 2+, 84,
Camphell-Walker's Correct Card, or How to Play at Whist. Tep. §vo. 2. 64,
Edwards on the Ventilation of Dwelling-Houses, Hoyal 8vo, 10s. 6d.
Johnson's (W. & J, H.) Patentec’s Manuzl, Fourth Edition. 8va. 104 6d,
| Longman's Chess Openings.  Fep. 8vo, 25, 8d.
Macleod's Economics for Beginvers, Small crown Bvo, 25, 6d,
| — Elements of Econemies.  Swmall erown 8vo, [7u the press,
- Theory and Practice of Banking. 2 vols. Bvo. 26s.
— Hlements of Banking. Fourth Edition. Crown 8vo, 5s.
3I'Culloch’s Dictionary of Commerce aud Commercial Navigation. 8ve. 63s.

l London, LONGMARKS & CO.
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12 General Lists of New Works,

Mazander’s Biographical Tressury, Tep. 8vo. s,
—_ Historical Treasury. Fcp. Bvo. 6s.
— Ecientific and Literary Treasury. Fep. 8vo. Bs.
—_— Treasury of Bible Knowledge, edited by Ayre.  Fep. 8vo. 64,
— Treasury of Botany, cdited by Lindiey & Moore. Twao Parts, 12s.
— Treasury of Geograpby. Fep. 8vo. 6s.
—_ Treasury of Enowledge and Library of Reference, Fep. 8vo. 6a
— Treasury of Natural History. Fep. 8vo. 63,
Pereira’s Materia Medica, hy Bentley and Redwoed. 8vo. 251,
Pewtner’s Comprehensive Specifier ; Building-Artificers’ Work, Crown 8ve, 51,
Pole's Theory of the Modern Scientifc Game of Whist. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. 6d.
Seott’s Parm Vealuer, Crown 8vo, 55,
— Eents and Purchases. Crown 8vea. 64,
Smith's Handbook for Midwives. Crown 5vo. 5s.
The Cabinet Lawyer, a Popular Digest of the Laws of England. Fep, 8v0. 94,
West on the Disezses of Infancy and Childhood. 8vo. 18s.
Tilson on Banking Reform. 8ve. 74 64,
—  on the Resources of Modern Countriez 2 vols. 8vo, 245,

MUSICAL WORKS BY JOHN HULLAH, LL.D.

Hullah's Method of Teaching Singing. Crown Svo. 25, Gd.

Exercises and Figures in the same. Crown 8vo. 14, or 2 Parls, 64, each,

Large Sheets, containing the ‘Exercises and Figures in Hullak's Aetbod,’ in
Parcets of Eight, price Cs. each.

Chromatic Scale, with the Inflected Syliables, on Large Sheet. 1s. éd.

Card of Chromatic 8cale. 1d.

Exercises for the Cultivation of the Voice. For Soprano ot Tenor, 24. 6d.

Grammar of Musical Harmony, Royal 8vo. 2 Parts, each 1s. 64,

Exercises to Grammar of Musical Harmoay, 14.

Grammar of Counterpoint, Part I. snper-royal 8vo, 25. Gd.

Wilkem's Manual of Singing. Parts I. & I 24, 6d. ; or together, 51,

Exercizes and Figures contained in Parts I, and IT. of Wilhem's Manusl, Books
I, & 1I. each 8d.

Large Sheets, Nos. 1 to & containing the Figures in Part I. of Witkem’s Manual,
in a Parcel, 65

Large Sheets, Nos. 9 _to 40, containing the Exercises in Part I. of Wilhem's
AMannal, in Four Parcels of Eight Nos. each, per T'azcel, b3,

Large Sheets, Nos. 41 to 52, containing the Figures in Part II. in a Parcel, 94.
Hymas for the Young, set to Music. Royal 8vo, 8.

Infant Schocl Songs, 64,

Natation, the Musical Alphahet. Crown §vo. 6d.

0ld English Songs for Schools, Harmonised. 64,

Rudiments of Musical Grammar. Royal 8vo. 2s.

School Songs for ¢ and 3 Voices. 2 Books, Byo. each 64.

London, LONGAMANS & CO.
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