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741. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 5. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have been too long in acknowledging the receipt of the very interesting
things you last sent; but I was working against time on another subject, and
had unwillingly to put by your last notes unread until this morning. I thank
you most heartily for them. They are a complete Essay on the state and
prospects of Ireland,? and are so entirely satisfactory that they leave me
nothing to think of except how to make the most use of them. For my new
edition I must confine myself chiefly to the general results; but if I find it
advantageous to transcribe certain paragraphs entire, will you allow me to
name their real author?® The article is a valuable supplement to the notes.
The letter in the Gardener’s Chronicle* I was already acquainted with, having
read it in I forget what newspaper. I beg you to offer my sincere thanks to
Mr Pim® for the books he so kindly sent, which I shall immediately read. His
letter, inclosed in yours, is full of good sense.

Respecting the rate of profits in the United States, we must hope to learn
something through the kind offices of Mr Moran.® But it is, I imagine, very
difficult to ascertain the real average rate of profit, or expectation of profit,
in any country. It would, however, be something to have an answer to the

1. MS at LSE; published in part in Principles, pp. 1088—89. In reply to Cairnes’s
letters of Dec. 23 and 25, MS copies also at LSE, and published in part in Principles,
pp- 107475 and 1086-88.

2. See Letter 709, n. 4, and Letter 728, n. 2.

3. Cairnes gave permission for this use of his notes in his letter to JSM, Jan. 9, 1865.
JSM used Cairnes’s material twice; see Principles, pp. 332-33n., and 334-36. For
JSM’s emendations of these passages, see Principles, p. 1077, n. 41, and p. 1082, n. 43.

4. An Irish Landlord, “Twenty-five Years’ Work in Ireland,” Gardener’s Chronicle
and Agricultural Gazette, Dec. 4, 1864, pp. 1162-64.

5. Jonathan Pim (1806-1885), of Pim Bros. and Co; MP for Dublin, 1865-74;
author of The Condition and Prospects of Ireland . . . (Dublin, 1848) and On the
Connection between the Condition of Tenant Farmers and the Laws respecting the
Ownership and Transfer of Land in Ireland (Dublin, 1853).

6. Benjamin Moran (1820-1886), assistant secretary and secretary of the United
States Legation in London, 1857-74. It was Moran who, in Dec., 1863, had transmitted
silver medals from the Union League of Philadelphia to JSM, Cairnes, and W. E.
Forster.
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more vague question, whether, in the opinion of Mr Ashworth,” or other
persons to whom business in both countries is familiar, the profits of capital
in the United States are or are not, higher than in England.

Of the two or three points which we differ about, I will only touch upon
one—the influence of price on demand. You say, if a tax is taken off beer
and laid on tobacco in such a manner that the consumer can still, at the same
total cost as before, purchase his usual quantity of both, his tastes being sup-
posed unaltered, he will do so. Does not this assume that his taste for each is
a fixed quantity? or at all events that his comparative desire for the two is
not affected by their comparative prices. But I apprehend the case to be
otherwise. Very often the consumer cannot afford to have as much as he
would like of either: and if so, the ratio in which he will share his demand
between the two may depend very much on their price. If beer grows cheaper
and tobacco dearer, he will be able to increase his beer more, by a smaller
sacrifice of his tobacco, than he could have done at the previous prices: and
in such circumstances it is surely probable that some will do so. His appor-
tionment of self-denial between his two tastes is likely to be modified, when
the obstacle that confined them is in the one case brought nearer, in the other
thrown farther off.

Now as to the Reader.® I consented to become a shareholder with the full
intention of sending occasional contributions (to which I should be quite
willing to put my initials) in case I was satisfied with the editorial arrange-
ments, which I should be, in a very high degree, with regard to any part of
them which you might undertake. My satisfaction would be much increased
if you were willing, as Mr Spencer wished and hoped, to undertake not merely
the political economy department, but political philosophy generally. I could
be more useful to the Reader on other branches of that subject than on
political economy, on which you would seldom need any hand but your own,
and could easily obtain other aid if you accidentally required it. I might give
some help too in moral and metaphysical philosophy, but that department
will probably be under Spencer’s superintendance, and he and I should, I
dare say, often differ. I have heard nothing further of their plans since the
first communication made to me. Perhaps they may like to try their wings a
little before attempting the higher flight which we have advised, but for which
they are not strong enough at present, if the number for December 31 (which
as it has been sent to me, I suppose came out under the new management) is
a sample of what they can do. When you are fixed in London and ready to
take an active part, we shall be likely to have more influence on their pro-
ceedings.

7. Henry Ashworth, author of 4 Tour in the United States, Cuba, and Canada
(London and Manchester, 1861).
8. See Letter 733.
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I take Macmillan, and was much interested by your article,® which makes
more distinct the idea I already had of the contract system in the mining
districts. Laing, in his Prize Essay,'® brought it forward many years ago as an
example of the cooperative principle.

I was glad to see Mr Brace’s letter in the Daily News.!! I have had a visit
here from a rather remarkable American, Mr Hazard,!2 of Peacetown, Rhode
Island. Do you know him, or his writings? If not, I shall have a good deal to
tell you about him that will interest you.

Ever, Dear Sir, yours truly

J.S. ML

742. TO WILLIAM TALLACK1

Avignon
Jan. 18. 1865
SR

Your letter and its inclosures have been forwarded to me here. I am glad of
the appointment of a Commission to enquire into the effects of capital pun-
ishment.? T confess, however, that I have a very strong opinion against its
total abolition, being persuaded that the liability to it (whatever may be the
case with the sight of it) has a greater deterring effect, at a less expense of
real suffering, than any other penalty which would be adequate to the worst
kind of offences. If examined, therefore, I should not be a witness on the
“right side.” I am Sir
yours very faithfully

J.S. ML
William Tallack Esq.

9. “Co-operation in the Slate Quarries of North Wales,” Macmillan’s, XI (Jan.,
1865), 181-90, reprinted in Cairnes’s Essays in Political Economy, pp. 166-86.

10. Sammel Laing (1812-1897), author of, among other works, Atlas Prize Essay,
National Distress, its causes and remedies (London, 1844), which JSM quotes in
Principles, pp. 769-70.

11. Presumably the letter headed “America,” Daily News, Dec. 28, 1864, p. 5. JSM
had earlier sent to Cairnes the letter from Brace. See Letter 739.

12. Rowland G. Hazard.

* 8 & =

1. MS in Osborn Collection, Yale.

William Tallack (1831-1908), author, prison reformer, Quaker; secretary of the
Society for the Abolition of Capital Punishment (1863-66), and of the Howard
Association (1866-1901).

2. A Royal Commission, which included among its members Lord Stanley, John
Taylor Coleridge, John Bright, William Ewart, and Gathorne Hardy, had been ap-
pointed on July 8, 1864, Its findings were published in 1866 in Repors of Commission
on the Provisions and Operations of the Laws of Capital Punishment in the United
Kingdom,
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743. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!1
Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 22. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have been so much occupied with pressing work, that I have only quite
recently had time to go through the “Double Algebra.”? I have found it
everything that from what I already knew of your speculations I expected it
to be. Either you are the first (not excepting Peacock)? who has pointed out
the true rationale of algebra as an universal calculus, or I was not capable
formerly of understanding the true theory when I had it before me, and have
become capable now. Which of these suppositions is the true one, you best
know. The fact in regard to myself is, that everything which I had a glim-
mering of, I now seem to myself to see as clear as day, while you have also
led me into regions of which I had not even a glimmering, and have shewn
me how I may have an equally clear comprehension of the whole of these by
taking sufficient pains to follow you through the details.

Why is what you have done, not known and recognized as the great con-
tribution to philosophy which it is? I suppose because so few mathematicians
are psychologists, and so few psychologists are mathematicians. I take blame
to myself for not having known your speculations two years ago, as I might
have been helping to spread the knowledge of them. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours
J. S. MILL
A. De Morgan Esq.
744. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1
Blackheath

Jan. 31. [1865]
DEAR CHADWICK

I have received your note, and the slips of part of your intended address,?
which I have read with great edification, though I do not think the practical

1. MS at UCL. 2. See Letter 724, n. 2.

3. George Peacock (1791-1858), mathematician; Lowndean professor of astronomy
and geometry, Cambridge, 1839-58; Dean of Ely, 1839-58; author of Treatise on
Algebra (2 vols., Cambridge, 1842—45), referred to by JSM in his Logic (8th ed.), II,
156 (II, xxxiv, 6), in conjunction with De Morgan's work.

* & ® B

1. MS at UCL.

2. Address on Railway Reform (London, 1865), read at the first meeting of the
Department of Economy and Trade, of which Chadwick was president, of the NAPSS,



Letter 745 To John Elliot Cairnes 989

question so completely decided by it as you seem to think. I cannot con-
veniently manage to be at the meeting this evening, but I shall be at the Club
on Friday® when I hope to hear the subject fully discussed by yourself and
others.

ever yours truly

J.S.MILL

745. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES1

Blackheath
Feb. 4. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have delayed answering your last letter, until I could at the same time
inform you of my return here.

The Political Economy? has gone to press, considerably improved as I
think, and indebted to you for much of the improvement. I have availed
myself of your permission to acknowledge this in the preface,® and also in
the chapter on the Irish question,* a good deal of which I have given in in-
verted commas as a communication from you. I have endeavoured to correct
the effect of the passage which has been used by Australian protectionists, not
by omitting it, but by giving a fuller expression of my meaning.® The subject
of an Index I had thought of, but most Indexes of philosophical treatises are
so badly and stupidly done, that unless I could have made it myself or got it
made by a political economist, I thought it better let alone. An index is less
wanted for a systematic treatise than for a book of a miscellaneous character,
as the general arrangement of topics, aided by the analytical table of contents,
shews where to find the things most likely to be wanted.

on Jan. 31, 1865. Chadwick was critical of competition in the railway system, and
“argued in favour of consolidation and unity of administration, to be attained through
part purchase or compensation to the shareholders. . . .” (Daily News, Feb. 1, 1865,
. 2).
P 3. The meeting of the Political Economy Club, held Feb. 3, 1865, for which Chad-
wick presented the question: “What are the leading principles of Political Economy
applicable in this Country to the initiation, construction, and working of Railways for
public use?”
* * ®

1. MS at LSE, published in part in Principles, p. 1091. In reply to Cairnes’s letter of
Jan. 9, MS copy at LSE, and published in part in Principles, pp. 1089-90.

2. The 6th ed.

3. Principles, p. xciv.

4. See Letter 741, n. 3.

5. In Book V, chap. X, sec. 1, three long paragraphs were added to the text of the
previous edition. Principles, pp. 919-21.
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I hope that the Reader is not tied to its present editor or sub editor,® and
that all its arrangements are at present only provisional. He goes out of his
way to say the most abominable things about America, and in other respects
he seems to me to do his business carelessly and ill.

I 'look forward to the pleasure of seeing you soon in England, and, as I am
glad to think, permanently established there.

Ever yours truly

J. S. MILL

746. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!1

Blackheath Park
Feb. 4. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have this morning left at Mr Trubner’s, directed to you, the first article
on Comte. I am well advanced with the second, which will, as I expected, be
considerably shorter than the first.2

I should feel obliged if you would kindly have twenty separate copies made
up for me, as there are a considerable number of persons to whom I should
like to send the articles.

I thank you much for your pamphlet on Seasickness.® You seem to have
made a great discovery.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. MILL
Dr Chapman
747. TO THOMAS HARE!
Blackheath
Feb. 4. 1865
DEAR SIR

I am glad that my first note to you after our return here is to say that you
were, yesterday evening, elected 2 member of the Political Economy Club.

6. William Frederick (later Sir Frederick) Pollock (1815-1888), barrister and
author, served for a time as literary editor of the Reader. For his account of his con-
nection with the paper, see his Personal Remembrances (2 vols., London, 1887), I,
128-33.

* B * B

1. MS at Canberra. 2. See Letter 646, n. 2.

3. Functional diseases of the stomach, Part 1. Sea-sickness: its nature and treatment
(London, 1864).

*® & ® &

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.
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You will be glad to read the inclosed, which please return, as I have not
answered it. When is your new edition likely to be ready??

I have been struck, though not disappointed, by the extreme narrowness
of mind shewn by the Radical members of parliament in all their recent
addresses. There would be more chance, I think, of being listened to, on such
subjects as representation of minorities, by the working classes themselves,
than by their well dressed friends, who are afraid to concede anything, or
admit any fault or danger on the democratic side. But it is a real disappoint-
ment to find the Daily News as bad on these subjects as if the editor® were
looking out for a seat in parliament.

Lord Amberley’s speech? is the only one of any promise. He has brains,
and is in earnest, and as he is sure of influence, good is likely to come of him.

With our kind regards to all your family I am

ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL

748. TO ROWLAND G. HAZARD!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 7 [18657]
DEAR SIR

As you are still in London I should be glad if we could see each other once
more before you leave. Would it suit you to come down and take dinner with
us on Friday at six?

I have been so busy with other subjects that I have not yet been able to
read your book on the Will.Z I preferred not to touch it until I could give
consecutive attention to it. I have read the greater part of your Essay on
Language® of which the purely metaphysical part pleased me much. The

2. The Election of Representatives (1865), 3rd ed.

3. Thomas Walker (1822-1898), sub-editor, 1851, editor, 1858-69, of the Daily
News.

4. John Russell, Viscount Amberley (1842-1876), son of Lord John Russell, 1st
Earl Russell; Liberal MP for Nottingham, 1866-68; father of Bertrand Russell.

The speech referred to, in favour of parliamentary reform, was addressed to the
electors of Leeds, Jan. 31, 1865. For an account of its reception, by both politicians
and press, see The Amberiey Papers, eds. Bertrand and Patricia Russell (2 vols., Lon-
don, 1937), I, pp. 358-63. See also The Times, Feb. 2, p. 5. The Times carried full
reports of this speech and later ones: March 17, p. 10; March 18, p. 10; March 20, 1865,

. 6.
P * & ® =

1. MS in Wellesley College Library, as is also Hazard’s of Feb. 6, to which this is a
reply.

2. See Letter 738, n, 2.

3. Language; its connexion with the present condition and future prospects of man.
By a Heteroscian (Providence, R.1., 1836).
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speculations respecting a future state seemed to me to have an imaginative
rather than a philosophic interest.

I hope my publishers have complied with my directions to send to you,
through Mess™® Baring, my two volumes of Dissertations.

I am Dear Sit
very truly yours

J. S. MiLL
Please let me know as soon as convenient if Friday will suit you.

749. TO JOSEPH HENRY ALLEN1

Blackheath Park, Kent
Feb. 9. 1865
DEAR SIR

The delay in acknowledging your kind and interesting letter of Nov. 10
was occasioned by my absence from England, which had prevented me
from receiving the sheets of the Christian Examiner which you so obligingly
sent. One of the first things 1 did after my return here was to read them.
The paper on Inspiration? interested me as an exposition of a particular line
of thought, but, as you would naturally expect from the nature of my
psychological opinions, it did not carry me with it. The political articles I
was, as [ expected to be, much pleased with; and it gave me great pleasure
that you should have thought my miscellancous essays worthy of so highly
complimentary a judgment.? The article ‘Democracy on Trial* I am almost
certain that I received, and quite certain that if I received it I read it, and
thought highly of it, having always done so of everything political which I
have read in the “Examiner”. In the third edition of my “Representative
Government” just published, I have corrected the omission to notice the
democratic municipal system of the New England States.®

It is almost superfluous now, to congratulate you on the progress of
events. A triumphant end of the war seems not only certain but as near at

1. MS in the Norcross Collection of the Massachusetts Historical Society.

Joseph Henry Allen (1820-1898), American Unitarian minister, associate editor
(1863-65) of the Christian Examiner.

2. “Doctrine and Theory of Inspiration,” Christian Examiner, LXXVII (Nov.,
1864), 265-85.

3. “The Later Writings of John Stuart Mill,” Christian Examiner, LXXIV (Jan.,
1863), 143, which includes remarks on Dissertations, and “Review of Current Litera-
ture,” LXXVII (Nov., 1864), which also includes a notice of Dissertations, pp. 370-72.

4. “Democracy on Trial,” Christian Examiner, LXXIV (March, 1863), 262-94.

5. Inchap. xv, “Of Local Representative Bodies.”
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hand as is perhaps consistent with that complete regeneration of the politi-
cal feeling and thought of the country, to which I have always looked for-
ward as its result. The present attitude of the Free States with respect to
slavery was worth buying at even a greater price than has been paid for
it; since it is the removal not only of a stain but of a2 moral incubus, and is
likely to be the starting point of a moral progress not inferior to the prodi-
gious material expansion which will be hereafter dated from the annihila-
tion of negro slavery. I am Dear Sir

very truly yours
J.S. MiLL
J. H. Allen Esq.
750. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES?1
Blackheath
Feb. 9. 1865
DEAR SIr

As you supposed, your letter of Jan. 24 had not reached me when I last
wrote to you, but it has been sent from Avignon since. I am much obliged
to you for the trouble you have taken to get information respecting the rate of
profit in the U. States, but I fear it is next to impossible to obtain any conclu-
sive evidence on the subject. There is no more difficult point to ascertain in
the whole field of statistics. The scientific question remains as great a puzzle
to me as ever. Hitherto I have left the passage of my Pol. Economy exactly
as it was; but I shall have to alter it more or less in the proof sheet.?

I may perhaps get some light on the subject from Mr Hazard, (himself a
New England manufacturer of great experience) whom I shall see tomorrow.
I wish you had been already here, that I might have asked you to meet him.
He leaves for America on the 25t

Respecting the cost of transferring land in France I can speak from my
own experience. The mere law expenses are very trifling. The only important
expense is the tax, i.e. the duty on registration, which is at present somewhere
about 7% per cent, but this includes a décime-de-guerre, and the whole or
half of another—which do not profess to be permanent, though there is con-
siderable danger that one of them at least will become so. The second décime
is that which Louis Napoleon made a demonstration of taking off on the

1. MS at LSE. Published in part in Principles, p. 1092. In reply to Cairnes’s letters
of Jan. 24 and Feb. 5, MS copies of both of which are at LSE, and are also published
in part in Principles, pp. 1090-92.

2. See Letters 728 and 761, and Principles, pp. 414-15.
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termination as he thought, or pretended to think, of the Mexican war.® The
upshot was the taking off of half of it only, but whether immediately or pros-
pectively, and whether the reduction has yet taken effect, I cannot say.

The notary’s charge for the contract is 1 per cent.

1 am delighted that you now agree with me on the question of American
separation. D* Brown Séquard’s opinions* do not surprise me, both because
the scientific class have been very generally on the right side of the American
question, and because the actual sight of America generally corrects preju-
dices which 19 times out of 20 are the effect of pure ignorance. It is such
things as this which gauge the depth of British ignorance on all matters what-
ever outside of this island. What wonder that people are ignorant of America,
when they are equally ignorant, & equally ignorant of their ignorance, as to
Ireland? T agree with you in thinking Goldwin Smith entirely wrong in the
object of his last two letters.®

The last number of the Reader is a little better. Since you have begun to
write in it,® the political writing will improve.

I look forward with great interest to what you are now writing about
Ireland.

In haste
ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

3. The decree removing the second décime (3 of a franc, a war surtax) from the
registration fee was announced in the legislative assembly on April 16, 1864. (The first
décime-de-guerre had been adopted in 1799.) See The Times, April 19, 1864, p. 12.
The French forces were conducting a successful campaign of pacification of Mexico at
this time.

4. Charles Edward Brown-Séquard (1817-1894), eminent physiologist and physi-
cian; head of the national hospital for the paralysed and epileptic, London, 1859—63;
professor of physiology and pathology at Harvard University, 1863-67; of pathology
at Paris, 1869~72; of physiology at Geneva, 1877; and of experimental medicine at the
College of France, 1878-94. Cairnes had reported in his letter of Feb. 5 that he had
met Brown-Séquard, “who had just returned from America full of enthusiasm for the
[Northern] cause, and represents the state of opinion there as highly satisfactory and
still progressive.” In his Logic, 6th ed. (1865), JSM introduced a section (III, xim, 3;
8th ed,, I, 555-56) drawing on Brown-Séquard’s Lectures on the Physiology and
Pathology of the Central Nervous System (Philadelphia, 1860).

5. Cairnes had written (Feb. 5): “Goldwin Smith . . . is advocating peace on the
basis . . . of reconstruction with an admission of the right of secession, which seems
much like as if one were to rebuild a house whose foundation had given way, having
just given the architect directions that om no account were the foundations to be
restored.” These remarks referred to two letters by Goldwin Smith, “The Prospects of
Peace in America,” Daily News, Jan. 28, 1865, p. 4, and Feb. 4, 1865, p. 4.

6. Cairnes reported in his letter that he had sent the Reader a review of R. H.
Patterson’s The Economy of Capital; or, Gold and Trade (Edinburgh and London,
1864); the review appeared in the number for Feb. 18, pp. 189-90.
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751. TO JOHN CHAPMAN1

Blackheath
Feb. 9. 1865
DEAR SIR

I return the Lancet? with many thanks. This additional instance of the
value of your discovery must be highly gratifying to you.

I have put into the first page of the second article on Comte a sentence
respecting Mr Bridges’ translation, but without including it in the list at the
head of the article, which is confined to original works.® I see no reason
against its being noticed in the small print at the end of the Review.* You
will have my second article by that time, and will be able to avoid as far as
necessary any inconsistency between that and the notice. The Discours Pré-
liminaire which Mr Bridges has translated, gives the pith of Comte’s later
speculations free from some of their grosser absurdities, and in a form better
adapted than any other of his later works for the information and edification
of English readers.

Many thanks for your kind offer of a greater number of separate copies, but
twenty will be ample. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S.MiLL
752. TO JOHN PLUMMER!
Blackheath
Feb. 9. 1865

DEAR SIR

I am afraid you have thought me very negligent in not having sooner
acknowledged your last two letters, but having at the time nothing important

1. MS at Canberra.

2. Probably the Lancet, Dec. 3, 1864, in which on p. 651 a surgeon of the Cunard
Line, Sam M. Bradley, testifies to the efficacy of Dr. John Chapman’s spinal bag for
curing seasickness.

3. John Henry Bridges (1832-1906), positivist philosopher. “There has also appeared
very recently, under the title of ‘A General View of Positivism’, a translation by Dr.
Bridges, of the Preliminary Discourse in six chapters, prefixed to the Systdme de
Politique Positive.” “Later Speculations of Auguste Comte,” WR, n.s. XXVII (July,
1865), 2 (reprinted in Coilected Works, X, 328-68). Bridges’ translation was published
in London, 1865.

4. So noticed under “Politics, Sociology, Voyages, and Travels,” WR, n.s. XXVII
(April, 1865), 590.

1. MS at Melbourne.
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to communicate, I put off writing till I could tell you that we have returned,
and shall be happy to see you here at any time when you are in London.

I saw “Charlie in Australia™ and thought it extremely good. I always take
the greatest interest in all you do, and shall hope to hear more from you,
when I see you, about the controversy in the Daily Telegraph?® of which I
heard something but which my absence prevented me from seeing. I am Dear
Sir

very truly yours

J.S.MiLL

753. TO HENRY FAWCETT!

Blackheath
Feb. 10. 1865
DEAR MR FAWCETT

Mr Hazard, of Rhode Island, with whom I believe you have already cor-
responded, is very desirous to make your personal acquaintance and from
what I have seen of him and read of his writings I feel certain that you will
have as much pleasure in conversing with him as I have in giving him this
introduction.

very truly yours

J.S. MiLL
Henry Fawcett Esq.

754. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!1

Bllackheath]
Feb. 14. 1865

DEAR SIR—I am quite satisfied with as much of your proposal as relates to
the 8000 copies;® but when we talked together on the subject I understood

2. Not located.

3. On Jan. 5, 1865, a Mrs. M'Dermott appeared before a Westminster magistrate to
complain that her daughter Eliza, age 16, had been improperly induced to enter a
Catholic nunnery by Father Bowden of the Brompton Oratory. The Daily Telegraph
reported the case on Jan. 6, p. 6; on Jan. 9, pp. 45, in its second leader it attacked the
Brompton Oratory, summarized the case, and called for governmental visitation and
inspection of conventual establishments for both males and females. The resultant
controversy brought forth many letters both pro and con and several more leaders in
the Telegraph in January.

* ® ® *

1. MS at LSE .

1. MS draft at LSE. In reply to Longman’s letter of Feb. 10, also at LSE.
2. Longman had proposed that he should hold the right to publish the cheap editions
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that a period was to be fixed after which the plates would revert to me.
Nothing was said about destroying them; & were I to agree to that part of
your proposal I sh? be no longer a free agent, unless under the condition of
making new plates, the cost & risk of which it would require another 8000
copies to remunerate. I would suggest in preference, that if after the first
8000 are sold the demand should still continue, we should for a further period
(to be now fixed)3 go on at half profit & that on the expiration of this further
term (whether determined by years or by number of copies) the plates sh?
be at my disposal.

I thank you for your note just received. I am anxious to get on with the
new book.

755. TO MAX KYLLMANN1

Bllackheath]
Feb. 15. 1865

DEAR SIr—It is pleasant to hear from you again. Your letters, besides
being interesting on your own account, almost always contain some valuable
piece of intelligence. What you tell me of the progress of Mr Hare’s system
among the working classes of Manchester is preeminently so. I know very
well to whose indefatigable exertions it is owing. But it confirms me in the
opinion that the working classes will see the true character & the importance
of Mr Hare’s principle much sooner than their Parliamentary allies. The
speeches made by these to their constituents lately have very much disgusted
me. The proverb “il vaut mieux avoir affaire a Dieu qu’a ses saints” is true
of the demagogues & the Demos. The demagogues never dare admit anything
which implies a doubt of the infallibility of the majority. The Demos itself
makes no such pretensions & can see the utility of taking precautions against
its own mistakes. I shall make use of your letter to convince some of the
dress-coated democrats that there is no need to be “plus royalistes que le
roi.”

With regard to the other subject of your letter; I quite agree with you that
no Reform Bill which we are likely to see for some time to come, will be
worth moving hand or foot for. But with respect to the manhood suffrage

of three books until 8000 copies of each were sold, and if further agreement could not
be reached at that time the stereotype plates should be destroyed.
3. Longman next proposed a five-year term, which JSM accepted (see Letter 756).
* * B B
1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also a letter by Kyllmann of April 22, 1865.
Published in Elliot, IT, 16-18.
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movement, & the question of my taking part in it, I have long since deter-
mined that I would on no account whatever aid any attempt to make the
suffrage universal to men, unless the inclusion of women were distinctly &
openly proclaimed as a substantive part of the design. There are only two
things worth working for—a practical result or a principle: if a practical
result it sh? be one which is attainable; if a principle, not to go the whole
length of it is to sacrifice it. I look upon agitation for manhood as distin-
guished from universal suffrage as decidedly mischievous. The exceptionally
enlightened leaders, mentioned in your letter may not intend, in claiming
half, to deny the whole; but such is the power of words, that every time the
phrase manhood suffrage is publicly pronounced, save in contempt or execra-
tion, an additional rivet is added to the chain of half the human species. It is
to be remembered, too, that universal suffrage was the expression formerly
used by all radicals, & that it was withdrawn & manhood suffrage substituted
precisely because the wider expression had been criticised as including
women. To adopt a phrase which has no other reason of existence than that
it excludes them, would be, in my opinion, to betray the principle & at the
same time, to make a retrograde step.

When any portion or body of the working classes chooses as its programme
a reading & writing (or rather writing and cyphering) qualification, adult
instead of manhood suffrage & Hare’s system, I will gladly give to such a
noble scheme all the help I possibly can. Do not suppose that my opinion
about plural voting? would be any obstacle. I put that in abeyance, first be-
cause I would accept universal suffrage, & gladly too, without it (though not
without Hare’s system) & next because Buxton has smashed plural voting for
years to come by associating it with property,® a thing I have always protested
against & would on no account consent to. Plural voting by right of educa-
tion I sh? not mind defending to any assemblage of working men in the king-
dom. But though I would always speak my mind on it, it would be no bar to
my cooperating. But on adult suffrage I can make no compromise.

I must therefore defer the pleasure of an introduction to Mrs Kylimann
till she & you happen to be in London when it will increase the pleasure I am
sure of having from seeing yourself.

The Baden minister whom 1 referred to must be well known to you—Prof.
Mohl of Heidelberg,* who advocated Hare’s plan by articles in the Zeit of
Frankfort. Mr Hare has the papers.

2. See Rep. Govt., chap. vin.

3. See Letter 734, n. 10.

4. Robert Mohl (1799-1875), professor of law at Heidelberg, and statesman. One
of his articles may have been that cited by Hare as of Dec. 10, 1861, in his The
Election of Representatives, 3rd ed., p. 328.
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The two French authorities whom I mentioned are Louis Blanc® (of
course) & Laboulaye.®

P.S. I have the greatest regard & respect for Louis Blanc but I think it
would be fatal to the success of any political movement in this country to put
him forward in it, as his name is associated in the vulgar English mind with
everything that can be made a bugbear of.

756. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!

Bflackheath]
Feb. 18 [1865]

DEAR Sir—I accept your proposal of five years? & shall be glad to receive a
draft of the agreement.
I saw Mr. Buckle yesterday & he will send me the MSS. immediately.

757. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath
Feb. 22. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

I am glad that you were enabled to hear through Mr Hare of the cause of
my not having sent you the immediate answer you asked for. It is very hon-
ourable to Mr Beal® and his friends to have proposed so good a mode of
selecting a candidate,® and to be willing to take upon themselves in the man-

5. For an abstract of one article by Louis Blanc, see Hare’s The Election of Repre-
sentatives, App. I, 3rd ed., pp. 34043,

6. Edouard René Lefebvre de Laboulaye (1811-1883), politician, editor, historian,
and legal expert, professor of comparative law at the College of France. See his “De
La Constitution des Etats Unis. Le Droit Electoral,” Revue Nationale, XVIII (Oct. 10,
1864), 500-515; reprinted in Histoire des Etats-unis (3 vols., Paris, 1855-66), III,
315-42.

*® B ® &
1. MS draft at LSE. In reply to Longman’s letter of Feb. 15, also at LSE.
2. See Letter 754. 3. See Letter 715, n. 2.

*® B &

1. MSat UCL.

2. James Beal (1829-1891), auctioneer and land agent, radical politician and re-
former, particularly interested in municipal reform. See his obituary in The Times,
June 12, 1891, p. 9, and also J. M. Davidson, Eminent Radicals in and out of Parlia-
ment (London, 1880), pp. 191-99.

3. A circular letter was to be sent on each candidate to each of the electors of
Westminster and back to an umpire. (Letter from James Beal, March 4, 1865, MS at
Johns Hopkins.)
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ner you describe, all the trouble of his election. As regards myself, my only
course, for the present, is to do exactly what you intend doing, namely to wait
and see if anything further comes of the proposal.

ever yours truly

J.S.MI1LL

758. TO HARRIET GROTE!

Blackheath
Feb. 22. 1865
DEeAR MRS GROTE

Our boxes are not to be heard of, either yesterday or today, at London
Bridge or Charing Cross. I have therefore sent down our servant in hopes that
you will let him know when they were sent, that he may be able to trace their
course.

We arrived at home well, and much the better for our three days with
you?—and Helen sends her love and thanks for the pleasant visit.

With kind regards to Mr Grote

Ever dear Mrs Grote
Yours truly

J.S. MiLL

759. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 28. 1865
DEAR SIR

I inclose a note which I have received from Lord Amberley. His articles in
the North British Review, on Tests,2 and on the Report of the (Public
Schools) Education Commissioners,® have shewn real capacity both of think-
ing and writing, and I am very glad that he wishes to write for the West-
minster. He has talent and earnestness, and there is no young man coming
forward in public life on whom I build so much hope.

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

2. At the Ridgeway, at Shere, Guildford, Surrey, the country home of the Grotes
from 1863.

* * * *

1. MS at LSE.

2. “Clerical Subscription in the Church of England,” North British Rev., XXXIX
(Nov., 1863), 399-428.

3. “Education at Public Schools,” North British Rev., XLI (June, 1864), 105-33.



Letter 760 To Herbert Spencer 1001

I have returned the proof of the article on Comte, and have asked the
printer for a revise. The second article is finished. I am Dear Sir

yours very truly
J.S. ML

760. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Bl[lackheath] P[ark]
March 2. 1865.

DEAR SIR—I will certainly attend the meeting on Tuesday? & will gladly
cooperate with you in attempting to effect a radical reform in the conduct of
the Reader. It has hitherto been an entire disappointment to me, nothing
whatever having been done to fulfil the expectations held out—~& had I not
supposed that the existing arrangements must be only temporary & that the
final ones were not yet installed, I should not have allowed so much time to
elapse without a strenuous remonstrance. The idea is ridiculous that such a
set of men as had been got together shd have given their money to establish
such a wretched thing as, with the exception of the scientific department, this
has hitherto been. The only chance evidently is that Mr Pollock shd be in-
duced to resign all concern in the editorship. I shd think there could be no
difficulty in finding a successor. I dare say Professor Cairnes would under-
take it if asked, though he is very unlikely to put himself forward—if he
would, I know no one who would be better qualified & I know him to be
most desirous that the Reader shd be made what we thought it was meant to
be, a real organ of advanced opinions, political & social as well as philo-
sophical.

761. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 5. 1865
DEAR SIR

Your two letters, with their inclosures, arrived in time; the former of them
only just in time. Mr Pim’s remarks,? as you anticipated, do not change any

1. MS draft at Northwestern. In reply to Spencer’s of Feb. 28 (MS also at North-
western), expatiating on the troubles of The Reader magazine under the editorship of
Frederick Pollock.

2. The adjourned annual general meeting of the Reader Company, in which JSM
held a share (see Letters 733 and 741).

® * * *

1. MS at LSE; published in part in Principles, p. 1093. A MS copy of Cairnes’s
letter of March 1, also at LSE, is published in part in Principles, p. 1092. The other
letter JSM was answering does not appear to have survived.

2. See Letter 741, n. 5.
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of my opinions, but they have enabled me to correct one or two inaccuracies,
not so much of fact as of expression. On reading the proofs of the new matter
I have inserted respecting Ireland® for most of which I am indebted to you,
and in which consequently your name is mentioned, I feel unwilling that it
should see the light without your imprimatur. 1 have therefore taken the
liberty of sending you by this post the two sheets of which it forms a part,
and I shall not have them struck off until I hear from you that you do not
object to anything they contain. Any addition or improvement you may
kindly suggest will be most welcome.

The American information is very valuable, and I can hardly be thankful
enough to Mr Ashworth* and to his Boston correspondent for the trouble
they have taken and the service they have done me. I beg you will convey to
Mr Ashworth my grateful acknowledgements. From their statements it is
clear that the ordinary notion of the extravagantly high rate of profit in the
U. States is an exaggeration, and there seems some doubt whether the rate
is at all higher than in England. But that does not resolve the puzzle, as even
equality of profits, in the face of the higher cost of labour, indicated by
higher money wages, is as paradoxical as superiority. This is the scientific
difficulty I mentioned, and I cannot yet see my way through it. I have framed
a question for the purpose of bringing it before the P. Ec. Club, which will
perhaps be discussed at the April meeting & if not, at the July.® I hope you
may be present in either case. You were greatly missed on Friday last. Had
not I shone in plumes borrowed from you, we should not have made much
of it, and I regretted your absence the more, as the Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer was present, and spoke.®

The American news is better and better. With regard to the chances of a
war between the U. S. and this country, the calamity would be so immense
that the bare possibility of it is enough to cause anxiety, but that there is any
real danger of it I do not believe. This country will give no cause of quarrel
which international law recognises, and the deeprooted respect of the Ameri-
cans for law and judicial tribunals is a very strong ground of reliance in the
last resort. I attach no importance at all to any general impression in this
country that there will be war. It is, to my thinking, a mere expression of the
state of mind of people who, under the teaching of the Times and D* Mackay,”
never allowed themselves to imagine that the North could succeed, and con-

3. See Letters 709 and 734. 4. See Letter 741, n. 7.

5. July 7, 1865: “Does the high rate of Interest in America and in new Colonies
indicate a correspondingly high rate of profits? and if so, What are the causes of that
high rate?”

6. W. E. Gladstone became an honorary member later in 1865.

7. Charles Mackay was special correspondent of The Times in the United States
from Feb., 1862, through Dec., 1865. For a sample of his pro-Southern, war-scare
reporting, see his dispatch in The Times, Feb. 8, 1865, p. 9.
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sequently let loose their tongues in the certainty, as they thought, of com-
plete impunity, and now having come to perceive that their precious protégés
are beaten, and anxious to buy off war with the North by war with Europe,
they are frightened, and cry “What is to become of us.” If all they are in the
habit of saying of democracy were true, they might be right. But those who
hate democracy most do not at all understand its characteristic weaknesses:
one of which is that the outward signs of public opinion are at the absolute
command of professional excitement-makers, to which category most of the
journalists and nearly all the politicians in the U. S. belong. Accordingly all
the politicians, even the President’s own cabinet, are in the daily habit of
bidding high for the good word of these people, who are lords and masters of
their momentary estimation; but when things grow serious, the President
with his responsibility, and the Northern and Western farmers with their
simple honesty, come forth and trample out the nonsense, which therefore
never tells on serious public transactions, though making a very formidable
appearance in spoken and written words,

I much regret to hear that you have been obliged to suspend what you were
writing on the land question.—The affairs of the Reader® seem to have
reached a crisis. I am going to a meeting of the proprietors on Tuesday to
help Spencer in attempting to upset the present arrangements. I will write to
you immediately afterwards.

Ever yours truly

J.S. ML

762. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 6. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have just received notice that the Reader meeting? is put off till Tuesday
the 21%, to accommodate “many of the shareholders who are anxious to
attend.” This is of good augury.

Many thanks for the Belfast paper. The article® is so good that I should
have supposed it to be yours but for the words you wrote across the conclud-
ing paragraph. Was that paragraph an editorial addition? Or was the article
not yours at all?

ever yrs truly

J.S. ML
8. See Letter 760.

® & & »

1. MS atLSE. 2. See preceding Letter. 3. Not identified.
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763. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath
March 6, 1865
DEAR SIR

I returned on Friday the revise of the article on Comte. I suppose it would
be rather more than less convenient to you to let me have the separate copies
before the Review is out, and I should like to send it at once to M. Littré,2
who has promised to get it translated.? If you have no objection, I will ask
you to do me the additional favour of requesting the publisher to send some
of the copies to certain persons whose addresses I will send,* postage and all
expenses being at my charge. All except the copies to M. Littré can, if you
prefer it, be delayed until after publication.

The second article shall be sent to you as soon as you express a wish to
have it.

Shall I say anything from you to Lord Ambetley?®

Yrs. very truly

J.S.M1LL

764. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Bl[lackheath] P[ark]
March 6. 1865

DEAR SIR—Many thanks for your note. The desire of “many of the share-
holders” to attend is of good augury. I need hardly say I shall be present.

The notice of the first adjournment reached me this morning from Avi-
gnon—as will probably the one that followed it. It will be best that all notices
be sent here in future, as they are forwarded to me at short intervals where-
ever I am.

1. MS at Canberra. 2. See Letter 814.

3. The translation into French was by Georges Clémenceau (1841-1929), later the
famous political leader of the Third Republic: Auguste Comte et le positivisme, par J.
Stuart Mill, traduit par M. le D" G. Clémenceau (Paris, 1868). The translation went
through six editions. Emile Littré apparently did not arrange for the translation, which
Clémenceau undertook after meeting JSM in the spring of 1865. See J. Hampden
Jackson, Clémenceau and the Third Republic (London, 1946), pp. 12~13. Littré re-
viewed the work on Comte, “Auguste Comte et Stuart Mill,” Revue des Deux Mondes,
LXIV (Aug. 15, 1866), 829-66. See also D. R. Watson, “Clemenceau and Mill,” Mill
News Letter, VI (Fall, 1970), 13-19.

4. See Letter 767. 5. See Letter 759.

* * B *

1. MS draft at Northwestern, written on Spencer’s letter of Sunday [March 5] re-
porting a second adjournment of a meeting of the shareholders of the Reader Com-
pany (see Letters 761 and 762).
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765. TO JAMES BEAL?®

Bllackheath] P[ark]
March 7, 1865

DEAR SIR—Your note, I am sorry to say, did not reach me till yesterday eve-
ning owing to a mistake at the postoffice.

To be the representative of West' is an honour to which no one can be
insensible, & to have been selected as worthy of that honour by a body like
that in whose name you write not only without solicitation but without my
being personally known to them either in a public or private capacity is a
very signal one indeed.? While it must ever command my sincere gratitude, it
is a proceeding which nothing but the truest public spirit could have dictated.
And the mode in which you propose to ascertain the sense of the electors
cannot be too highly applauded.? It is an example deserving to be imitated
by all popular constituencies & worthy of the rank which belongs historically
to Westminster as the head & front of the Reform party.

In answer, therefore, to your question, I assent to having my name sub-
mitted to the electors in the proposed manner, if, after the explanations which
it is now my duty to give, the Committee should still adhere to their intention.

I have no personal object to be promoted by a seat in Parl®. All private
considerations are against my accepting it. The only motive that could make
me desire it would be the hope of being useful: and being untried in any
similar position, it is as yet quite uncertain whether I am as capable of ren-
dering public service in the H[ouse] of C[ommons] as I may be in the more
tranquil occupation of a writer. It is, however, certain, that if I can be of any
use in Parlt it could only be by devoting myself there to the same subjects
which have employed my habitual thoughts out of Parl*. I therefore could not
undertake the charge of any of your local business: & as this, in so important
a constituency, must necessarily be heavy, it is not impossible that my in-
ability to undertake it may in itself amount to a disqualification for being your
representative.

Again, my only object in Parliament would be to promote my opinions.
What these are, on nearly all the political questions in which the public feel

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 18-21: in the Morning
Advertiser, March 23, 1865, p. 3; the Daily News, March 23, p. 5; and The Times,
March 24, p. §.

2. On Feb. 13, 1865, a meeting of Liberal electors and Liberal members of vestries
of the City of Westminster took place. Dr. William Brewer (d. 1881), physician, and
church warden of St. George’s, presided. The meeting agreed to solicit eminent men to
run for one of the seats for Westminster, since Sir George de Lacy Evans (1787-1870)
was retiring. JSM and Viscount Amberley were suggested. See The Times, Feb. 14,
1865, p. 6.

3. See Letter 757.
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any interest, is before the world: & until I am convinced that they are wrong,
these & no others are the opinions that I must act on. I am ready to give any
further explanation of them that might be wished for, & sh® I be elected I
would freely state to my constituents whenever desired, the votes I intend to
give, & my reasons for them. But I could give no other pledge. If the electors
are sufficiently satisfied with my opinions as they are, to be willing to give
me a trial, I would do my best to serve those opinions & would in no case
disguise my intentions or my motives from those to whom I should be in-
debted for the opportunity.

Lastly, it is neither suitable to my circumstances nor consistent with my
principles to spend money for my election. Without necessarily condemning
those who do, when it is not expended in corruption, I am deeply convinced
that there can be no Parliamentary Reform worthy of the name, so long as
a seat in Parliament is only attainable by rich men, or by those who have rich
men at their back. It is the interest of the constituencies to be served by men
who are not aiming at personal objects, cither pecuniary, official, or social,
but consenting to undertake gratuitously an onerous duty to the public. That
such persons should be made to pay for permission to do hard & difficult
work for the general advantage, is neither worthy of a free people, nor is it
the way to induce the best men to come forward. In my own case, I must
even decline to offer myself to the electors in any manner; because, proud as
I should be of their suffrages, & though I would endeavour to fulfil to the best
of my ability the duty to which they might think fit to elect me, yet I have no
wish to quit my present occupations for the H. of C. unless called upon to do
so by my fellow-citizens. That the electors of West* have even thought of my
name in this conjuncture is a source of deep gratification to me, & if I were to
be elected I sh? wish to owe every step in my election, as I sh? already owe
my nomination, to their spontaneous & flattering judgment of the labours of
my life.

Whatever be the result as regards myself, allow me to express the hope
that your recommendation to the electors will not be limited to two names.
To obtain the best representative & even, if only to ensure success against the
powerful local influence which is already in the field,* it seems plainly desir-
able to give the electors the widest possible choice among all persons, willing
to serve, who would worthily represent the advanced liberal & reforming
party. Several eminent persons have been mentioned, whom it would be
highly desirable to give the electors an opportunity of selecting if they please.

4. The supporters of Captain Robert Wellesley Grosvenor (1834-1918), who won
the other seat for Westminster in 1865 as a Liberal. For struggles between supporters
of Grosvenor and those of JSM, see The Times, Feb. 18, p. 12; March 9, p. 12; March
28, 1865, p .14.
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Sir J. Romilly® is in the number of these, & would, in every way, do honour
to your choice. Mr Chadwick would be one of the most valuable members
who could be chosen by any constituency; & besides the many important
public questions on which he is one of the first authorities, he is peculiarly
qualified to render those services in connexion with your local business which
it would not, in general, be possible for me to perform. The admirable mode
of selection which you have adopted will not have fair play unless you bring
before the consideration of the electors the whole range of choice, among
really good candidates, which lies within their reach. It will not be inferred
from your placing any particular person on the list, that you consider him the
best. Some will prefer one & some another; & those who are preferred by the
greatest number of electors would alone be nominated.

In requesting you to lay this matter before the Com®*, I beg to assure your-
self & them that whatever may be their decision, I shall never cease to feel the
proposal they have made to me as one of the greatest compliments I have
ever received.

I am Dear Sir very sincerely & respectfully yours

J.S.MiLL
James Beal Esq
766. TO LORD AMBERLEY?
Blackheath Park
March 8, 1865
DEAR LORD AMBERLEY

D+ Chapman writes to me that he should be very glad to have you as a
contributor,? but that he would prefer political to theological articles; not
that he thinks your articles “would be less able if theological,” but because
he is disposed to lessen the quantity of theological and increase that of scien-
tific matter in the Review. I do not think this need affect you practically in
any way. The greatest utility of the Westminster Review is that it is willing
to print bolder opinions on all subjects than the other periodicals: and when
you feel moved to write anything that is too strong for other Reviews, you
will generally be able to get it into the Westminster. The fact is, Chapman is

5. John Romilly, later first Baron Romilly, an acquaintance of JSM for many years
(see Earlier Letters, p. 72).
*® ® & &
1. MSin 1944 in the possession of the Hon. Isaac Foot.
2. Sce Letter 759.
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stronger in theological contributors than in political, and would like to be
strengthened where he is weakest.

I see no reason against your offering him what you have written on Politi-
cal Economy,? unless you prefer to publish it in a more substantive and per-
manent form.

With best wishes for your success at Leeds, I am

Dear Lord Amberley
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

767. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath
March 10, 1865
DEAR SIR

Thanks for your note. I have written to Lord Amberley the part of its sub-
stance which concerns him.2

I inclose the list of persons whom I should like to receive copies of the
article on Comte. I have put down four to be sent to M. Littré, being for him-
self, for the future translator, for M. Taine, and for M. Célestin de Bligniéres.

The second article on Comte shall be left at Mr Triibner’s as soon as I
have had time to read it once more through.

Ever y™ truly

J.S.MILL

Monsieur Littré, membre de I'Institut, 48, Rue de 'Ouest, Paris (four copies)
Monsieur Auguste Picard,? Place Coste Belle, Avignon, France.

Herr Theodor Gomperz, Deutsches Haus, Singerstrasse, Wien (Austria)
George Grote Esq. 12 Savile Row

Professor Bain, Aberdeen

Herbert Spencer Esq. 88 Kensington Gardens Square

Professor De Morgan, 91, Adelaide Road. N.W.

W. T. Thornton Esq. 23 Queen’s Gardens, Hyde Park

Professor Cairnes, 74 Lower Mount Street, Dublin

Max Kyllmann Esq. Greenbank Fallowfield, Manchester

Viscount Amberley, 40 Dover Street

in all 14, leaving 6 copies for the author.

3. Amberley’s “Political Economy” appeared in WR, n.s. XXVIII (July, 1865), 106~
33, as a review article on the People’s ed. of JSM’s Pol. Econ.
® ® * »

1. MS at LSE. MS of the list also at Canberra.
2. The preceding Letter. 3. See Letter 532, n. 2.
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768. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
March 11. 1865

DEAR SIR

I thank you sincerely for your further favours in regard to my Political
Economy. I have sent your new matter to press, and have profited to the full
by your observations on what I had myself written. I am indebted to you for
nearly all which will give to that chapter of the book,? any present value.

Your solution of the difficulty as to American profits® is perfectly scientific,
and was the one which had occurred to myself. As far as it goes, I fully admit
it; but my difficulty was, and still is, in believing that there can be so great a
difference between the cost of obtaining the precious metals in America and
in England, as to make the enormous difference which seems to exist in
money wages, consistent with a difference the contrary way in the cost of
labour. It is impossible to approfondir the subject in time for the present
edition. I have contented myself, therefore, with qualifying the opinion I
had previously expressed,* so as to leave the subject open for further inquiry.

The meetings of the Pol. Ec. Club are on the first Friday in every month
of the season, except when Easter interferes, and as it will not interfere this
year, the next meeting, I have no doubt, will be on the 7. As you thought of
being in London on the 8, I hope your arrival may admit of being acceler-
ated to that extent. I wish it the more, as we are going away in as few days
after the meeting as my printing will allow, which I hope will be very few—
and I may perhaps, therefore, lose the opportunity of seeing you before Mid-
summer, unless I see you then.

I am very glad that there is another writer in Ireland besides yourself, who
writes such excellent articles on America as the one you sent me.®

I have directed to be sent to you (in Dublin) a separate copy of an article
of mine on Comte, which is to be in the forthcoming Westminster. I do not
know on what day it will be ready. I am Dear Sir

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

1. MS at LSE. First two paragraphs published in Principles, pp. 1093-94. Cairnes’s
reply of March 13, MS copy at LSE, is published in part in Principles, p. 1094.

2. On Ireland. See Letters 728 and 761.

3. See Letter 761.

4. Principles, p. 414.

5. Not identified.
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769. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath Park
March 11, 1865
My DEAR GROTE

I have finished the first volume of the Plato,? not so quickly as I expected,
having been very much taken off by an unusual press of occupations, espe-
cially that of correcting several sets of proofs at once. As far as this volume
reaches, the book so completely fulfils my hopes—the things said seem so
exactly those which it was good to say, and which required saying—that I
see little else for me to do in reviewing it,? than to try to condense into a few
pages the general results. I look forward with the greatest pleasure to your
account of the longer and more important dialogues; more important, I mean,
in point of doctrine. The character, scope, and value of the purely dialectic
or peirastic dialogues are already as completely brought out as can be done
even by yourself in the subsequent volumes. Your general conception of
Plato, and your view of the Platonic Canon, seems to me completely inex-
pugnable.

You will receive in a day or two a separate copy of the first of my articles
on Comte, though the Review containing it will not be published till the first
of next month. Littré is going to get the article translated and published in
France.*

With our kind regards to Mrs Grote, believe me

ever yours truly

J.S. ML

770. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Blackheath Park

March 11. 1865.
DEAR SIR

Dr Chapman will send to you in the course of a day or two a copy of an
article of mine on Comte, which is to be published in the forthcoming West-
minster. In forming an estimate of him, I have necessarily come into collision

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

2. Plato and the other Companions of Sokrates (3 vols., London, 1865).

3. “Grote’s Plato,” ER, CXXIII (April, 1866), 297-364; reprinted in Dissertations,
Brit. ed., ITI, 275-379, Am. ed., IV, 280-384,

4. See Letter 763,

® # B B

1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. Published in Duncan, I, 155-56. Spen-

cer’s reply of March 13, MS also at Northwestern, is in Duncan, I, 156.
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with some of your opinions®*—a thing for which I should never think of
apologising to you or any other advanced thinker: but it has so happened
that though our points of agreement very greatly exceed in number and im-
portance those of difference, the latter are those respecting which, accident-
ally, most has been said to the public, on my side at least. What I have now
written, however, will give a very false impression of my feelings, if it raises
any idea but that of minor differences of opinion between allies and fellow-
combatants. In a larger volume? which I shall soon have the pleasure of offer-
ing to you, there will be little or nothing to qualify the expression of the very
high value I attach to your philosophical labours.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
Herbert Spencer Esq.

771. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 15. 1865
DEAR SIR

From your letter, which came this morning, I am afraid you never received
a short note which I wrote to you, to the effect that the “Reader” meeting was
postponed to next Tuesday, the 21%, at the wish of many shareholders who
desired to attend.? I am very sorry that there is no chance of your being
present. The fons malorum appears to be, that after it had been arranged that
there should be five departmental editors, the publishers thought it necessary
that there should be a general one and this title was consequently given to
Mr F. Pollock; who, contrary [to] the intention and understanding of some
at least of the shareholders has assumed a control over all the departments.
The object ought to be to get Mr Pollock out—but to do this, it will be neces-
sary to put somebody else in. Now, would you allow me (in case the discus-
sion renders it necessary or expedient) to say that you would be willing to
accept the position of Editor? I know of no one connected with the Reader

2. Especially in Spencer’s pamphlet, The Classification of the Sciences: to which
are added reasons for dissenting from the philosophy of M. Comte (London, 1864). For
an index of JSM’s references to Spencer in Auguste Comte and Positivism, see Collected
Works, X, 557.

3. Hamilton.

# & & &

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of March 13, MS copy also at LSE, and published
in part in Principles, p. 1094,

2, See Letters 741, 745, 760, and 762.
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who would be equally fit, and I am not aware if any other is inclined, as you
have told me that you are, to give a considerable part of his time to the
Reader. You may rely on me for not letting it appear as if you had sought
the position, knowing as I do that you have not: I will take the whole respon-
sibility of the proposal on myself. But I should like to be able to say that I
have reason to think that you would not refuse.

I am sorry to find that I have no chance of seeing you before I go abroad,
as I shall go before Easter. The question on the rate of interest is luckily
postponed, and will, I suppose, come on in July.3

All other subjects must wait until I next write to you.

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

772. TO THOMAS BAYLEY POTTER!

Blackheath Park, March 16, 1865.

DEAR SIR,—Nothing can, to my estimation, be more desirable than that
you should take an active part in the projected Reform Conference (the
London Conference).? It is of vast importance that any great public cause
should be taken up by men who are not (in the phraseology of the great
English revolution) seif-seekers; and you, having been at the head of a
valuable popular organisation,® would very probably be urged to render a
similar office to the new one which it is proposed to form. Of course the

3. See Letters 761, n. 5.

* * * B

1. MS not located. Published in the Morning Advertiser, April 19, 1865, p. 3, and in
the Daily News of the same date, p. 6.

The newspaper article is entitled “Mr. Cobden’s Last Letter.” Potter had asked
Cobden for his opinion of JSM’s statements on representation in his letter of March 16.
Cobden in his reply, dated March 22, the last letter he wrote before his death on April
2, stated his objections to proportional representation and said, “Instead of the 50,000
returning five in a lump, I would have five constituencies of 10,000, each returning one
member.” Potter received JSM’s permission to print his letter with Cobden’s reply. See
Letter 794.

2. At least three meetings of working-class and middle-class leaders interested in
the reform of Parliament were held in London, on Feb. 23, March 11, and March 16.
These were reported in The Times: Feb. 24, p. 9; March 13, p. 9; March 17, p. 8. At
the meeting of March 16 at St. Martin’s Hall, agreement was reached between the
workers and the middle-class reformers in arranging a joint union for a new Reform
League upon a platform of manhood suffrage and the ballot.

3. Potter had founded the Union and Emancipation Society of Manchester, 1861-66.
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desirableness of your doing so depends on the goodness of the object which
the organisation is meant to promote; and on this no one can judge for you
but yourself. For my own part, I could not presume to advise on what it
would be right for you to do, since I do not sufficiently know your opinions
on the particular points on which Radical reformers differ. I can only respond
to your very flattering confidence by saying what I should think it right to do
myself in this or any similar case.

I have long since determined that, for myself, I will never join in any
movement for what is called manhood suffrage. Adult suffrage is what I
contend for; and when one goes in, not for an object immediately attainable,
but for a principle, we ought to go the whole length of it. No reason, either
of right or of expediency, can be found to justify giving the suffrage to men,
exclusively of women, and the word manhood suffrage, having been substi-
tuted for the good old phrase, universal suffrage, for the express purpose of
showing that women are not included, to adopt it is to give a direct assent to
their exclusion.

On the other hand, I consider an educational qualification, to the extent
of reading and writing (I would even add ciphering) indispensable. It is to
be hoped that before long, this restriction will no longer exclude anybody;
and I could have no adults excluded on any other ground. But adult suffrage
is not complete unless minorities have their fair share of representation. If
50,000 electors have to elect five members, it is not fair and equal represen-
tation that 30,000 of them should be able, by outvoting the others, to elect
all five. The 30,000 are only entitled to three members and the remaining
20,000 to two. This is not, as is sometimes pretended, a proposal made for
the purpose of defeating democracy. On the contrary it is positively required
by democratic principles. Democracy is not the exclusive rule of the greater
number and the virtual disfranchisement of the rest, but the equal representa-
tion of all; majorities returning a majority, and minorities a minority. Mr.
Hare’s admirable plan is the best that has been proposed for securing the
equal representation of minorities, and would incidentally attain many other
important objects. It is, as I hear, making some way among the intelligent
leaders of the working classes at Manchester.* I should not, however, make
that particular plan a sine qua non; but the acknowledgement of the principle,
that minorities ought to be represented in proportion to their numbers, seems
to me indispensable to show that the working classes are willing to allow the
same justice to others which they claim for themselves. In the present state
of the constituencies, the working-classes would themselves benefit by it.
And it is hardly possible to exaggerate the moral effect that would be pro-

4. See Letter 755.
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duced in favour of them and their cause, by such a proof that they do not aim
at merely substituting one class ascendency for another, but demand for
every class a hearing, and such influence as it is entitled to.

Neither would I support equal electoral districts, because I do not think
that any one class, even though the most numerous, should be able to return
a decided majority of the whole Legislature. But I would support any read-
justment of the constituencies that would enable the working classes to com-
mand half the votes in Parliament. The most important questions in practical
politics are coming to be those in which the working classes as a body are
arrayed on one side, and the employers as a body on the other; as in all ques-
tions of wages, hours of labour, and so on. If those whose partialities are on
the side of the operatives had half the representation, and those who lean to
the side of the employers had the other half, the side which was in the right
would be almost sure to prevail, by the aid of an enlightened and disinterested
minority of the other. But there would not be the same assurance of this if
either the working classes, or a combination of all other classes could com-
mand a decided majority in Parliament.

Lastly, I could not support the ballot.

It is extremely probable that these opinions may prevent me from being
able to co-operate with any organised movement for reform that we may
have any chance of seeing at present. If, as is not unlikely, your opinions are
different, you have not the same reason for abstaining. But it would, I think,
be a good thing if the movers could be induced to leave some of these points,
and particularly the ballot, in the position of open questions. By doing so,
they would enable many earnest reformers to join them, who would never
consent to support the ballot, but who would not refuse to connect them-
selves with those who do.

I thank you very sincerely for your kind invitation; but I do not feel called
on to attend the conference.® I think that I can probably do more good as an
isolated thinker, forming and expressing my opinions independently, than by
associating myself with any collective movement, which, in my case, would
almost always imply putting some of my opinions in abeyance. Your position
is different, and you seem to me to be, in 2 manner, called (if you will allow
me the expression) to take part in such movements, and endeavour to direct
them to right objects.

I have stated my opinions very imperfectly, but they are all expressed as
well as I am able to express them in my volume on Representative Govern-
ment.

I am, dear Sir, very sincerely and respectfully yours,

J.S.MILL

5. Presumably the meeting of that night.
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773. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Bllackheath] P[ark]
March 16. 1865.

DEeAR SirR—I never doubted that we agreed—feeling as we do—in theory as
well as in our practice, as to the free expression of differences of opinion,
& my reason for mentioning the subject to you at all* was merely to guard
against your supposing that I like to bring forward my differences with you
rather than my much more numerous & more important agreements.

Mr. Pollock’s refusal of remuneration for editorship deserves respect as
well as thankful recognition, but as it does not render him an exponent of the
opinions or wishes of the subscribers, or at least of such among them as
agree with ourselves, it cannot affect the substance of what they have to do.?
As for the manner, doubtless no one would wish to make it other than the
least unpleasant possible.

774. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath
March 17, [1865]
MY DEAR GROTE

If you are in town on Sunday, will you come down here for a walk and
dine with me. There is a train from Charing Cross at 2.50 P.M. on Sundays
and if you will let me know that you are coming, I will meet you at the
Blackheath station. In any case I shall like much to come up to talk with you
when you are settled in town. Helen and myself beg to be particularly re-
membered to Mrs Grote.

Ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

775. TO LORD AMBERLEY!

Blackheath Park
March 18, 1865
DEAR LORD AMBERLEY

I have taken the liberty of sending you a copy of the new edition of Mr
Hare’s treatise,? as, even if you have read the book, I think you will be

1. MS draft at Northwestern. In reply to Spencer’s of March 13, MS also at North-
western, published in Duncan, I, 156.
2. See Letter 770. 3. See Letter 771.

LI I )
1. MS at Brit. Mus.
LI )

1. MS in 1944 in the possession of the Hon. Isaac Foot. Bears note in another hand:
“23 / 3 / 65 sends Hare” and “23 / 3 Invite to Rodborough.”
2. The 3rd ed. (London, 1865).
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interested by the excellent new preface, and perhaps also by the documents
in the Appendix, shewing the progress of his idea on the Continent, in the
United States, and in our colonies.

I congratulate you warmly on your last speech at Leeds?® (in this morning’s
Daily News). It deserved to make, as it seems to have made, a great impres-
sion and must be wormwood to those who congratulated themselves on the
check which they thought you had received.

With our kind regards to Lady Amberley, I am

Dear Lord Amberley
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
776. TO [HENRY PITMAN]!

Blackheath Park, March 18. [1865]

DEAR Sir,—In consequence of what you wrote to me concerning the Wolver-
hampton Platelock Workers,? and of the additional information I have re-
ceived from that excellent friend of Co-operation, Mr, Kyllmann, respecting
the system they have adopted (which seems to be a very thoughtful one, and
one of the most favourable to the workers which has yet been started), I am
now convinced that they ought to be supported against the attempt to ruin
them by unfair competition. . . .

I will communicate on the subject with such of my friends here as take an
active interest in Co-operation.

With best wishes, I am, dear Sir, yours very truly,

J. 8. MiLL

777. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!

Blackheath Park, Kent
le 20 mars 1865
MoN cHER D’EICHTHAL

Permettez-moi de vous prier de vouloir bien envoyer la lettre ci-jointe,
aprés I'avoir lue, & Duveyrier? dont je ne sais pas I’adresse actuelle.

3. Delivered to the electors of Leeds, March 16, and reported in the Daily News,

March 18, p. 6. The speech was on the extension of the suffrage.
* #* # &

1. MS not located. Published in the Co-operator, May 1, 1865, p. 181.

2. The Wolverhampton Plate-Locksmiths, a co-operative manufactory formed in
Feb., 1864, was subjected to below-cost price-cutting by the capitalist lock makers. The
co-operative survived with great difficulty until 1879. See Benjamin Jones, Co-operative
Production (Oxford, 1894), chap. xx, 437-43.

® #* *

1. MS at Arsenal.

2. Charles Duveyrier (1803-1866), earlier, one of the leading writers among the
Saint-Simonians. See Earlier Letters.
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Aurons-nous bientdt la suite de votre travail sur les Evangiles?® Si la
seconde partie vaut la premiére sa valeur sera grande. J'attends avec un vif
intérét votre opinion sur les écrits attribués a Saint-Jean.

Veuillez me rappeler au bon souvenir de votre frere,

votre tout dévoué

J.S.MILL

778. TO WILLIAM TODD?1
Blackheath Park, Kent, March 20, 1865.

Sir,—I have read your papers on Parliamentary Reform, and I certainly
think that as long as the electoral franchise is determined by rental, rating
to the house tax is a better basis for it than rating to the poor rate; the house
tax being, of course, brought down, as you propose, to the lowest rental
which it is intended to admit to the suffrage, and being extended to lodgers
as well as householders. There is another part of your plan of which I very
highly approve; the provision which visits the receiver of a bribe with loss of
the franchise, and the giver of one with permanent disqualification for sitting
in Parliament.—I am, Sir, your obd. servt.
J.S.MiLL.

William Todd, Esq.

779. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 22. 1865
DEAR SIR

The Reader meeting took place yesterday afternoon,? and after a three
hours debate, it was adjourned to Wednesday April 5, when the question
will be decided, whether to wind up the concern, or to conduct it in a totally

3. Apparently d’Eichthal did not complete this work. See Letter 628, n. 2.
® #* * *
1. MS not located. Published in Newcastle Daily Chronicle, May 23, 1865, p. 3.
William Todd, identified only as a grocer of Gateshead, and author of Parliamentary
Reform. The Franchise. Being a series of articles originally published in the Newcastle
Weekly Chronicle (Newcastle-on-Tyne, 1865). The main principle of Todd's plan was
to base the franchise on payment of a house tax rather than of the poor-rate, and he
offered a scheme for the machinery to carry out his proposal.
* #* # &
1. MS at LSE; published in part in Principles, p. 1095. In reply to Cairnes's of
March 13, MS copy at LSE, published in part in Principles, p. 1094.
2. See Letter 791.
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different manner. Mr Pollock, who has edited it up to the present time, and
some others of the Directors were for selling the paper, since as it had, in
their opinion, deserved success, they thought the experiment had been well
tried and had failed. But the opinion that it had not been well tried, was that
of a large majority, including Spencer, Huxley, Tyndal[l], and the better
part of the subscribers generally; and the manifestation of this opinion on
their part, induced Mr Pollock to resign the editorship. There is a fortnight
in which to determine whether and how the paper can be carried on. Spencer
is full of hope and confidence, saying that the obstacle is removed, that we
shall now be unanimous, and that it will be carried on in our own way. He
and his supporters certainly have the right notion of how to carry it on; that
it should have decided opinions, that they should be those of advanced
liberalism, political, scientific, and theological, and that one of the objects
should be (as Huxley said) to carry the scientific spirit into politics. The
financial affairs seem to have been as much mismanaged as everything else,
but they are not, in the opinion of those present, irretrievable: when all
retrenchments are made, the concern will not be losing more than £ 6 a week,
and the opinion is, that if the eight shares which have not been assigned, are
taken up as it is thought that they may be, on the footing of preference shares,
this and the £ 10 still due on the old shares will enable the experiment to be
tried long enough to give it a chance of success. A good deal has been lost
in money, and I should think, in reputation by what Huxley called our false
start; but he and the rest think it is not too late to retrieve it. If they succeed
between this and April 5 in organizing the management, both in the business
and in the writing department, as well as they think they can, I shall be dis-
posed to give them all the little help which is consistent with my occupations.
I need hardly say of how great importance your cooperation would be, even
if only as a writer, and much more if you would still be willing to take charge
of a department.

I have again gone through your exposition of profits in the papers you so
kindly took the trouble of writing for me; and I think, as before, that your
mode of putting the doctrine is very good as one among others, and that
there is no difference of opinion between us.? I still, however, prefer my own
mode of statement, for reasons which it would be long to state, and which I
have not time at present to reconsider from the foundations. I am inclined to
think that the real solution of the difficulty, and the only one it admits of,

3. In his letter of March 13, Cairnes said: “I see my observations on American
wages and profits in their connexion with the theory of profit did not hit the mark; and
I fear I must now relinquish the hope—I might say the ambition—of doing this, as on
the assumption that the exposition I gave was correct—which you concede to me—I am
unable to perceive where the difficulty lies: in short the scientific problem seems to me
to be solved.”
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has been given by myself in a subsequent place, Book III, ch. xix, 2 (vol. ii.
p- 156 of the fifth edition. )

Your anxieties about the mischief makers on the subject of America must
have been a good deal relieved by the debate in which Disraeli and the other
Tories vied with the Liberals in disclaiming all idea of the probability of war,5
and of any conduct on the part of the United States which could produce or
justify it. Both the Times and the Saturday Review have backed out of what
they said on the probability of war.® I am Dear Sir

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

780. TO HENRY FAWCETT?

Blackheath
March 22. 1865
DEAR MR FAWCETT

I have sent to you through Thornton the Appeal of the Wolverhampton
Plate Lock Cooperators,? and Pitman’s and Kyllmann’s letters on their case.
They appear to me preeminently entitled to support. What is the way in which
we can best help them? For myself I mean to write them a letter and send
them a subscription, but any pecuniary help will be a mere drop in the
bucket unless some portion of the public can be induced to join in it. The best
way I can think of is that some one should write a letter to the Spectator
(which from its connexion with Ludlow and Maurice, is likely to be favour-
able) and invite subscriptions;? in which case we ought to send in a few names
to commence with. If you agree in this, should you be willing to write such
a letter with your name to it? And do you think you could get a few sub-
scribers’ names? Thornton will be one. If you are disposed to do this, and will
let me know, I will at once endeavour to get a few names. I am

Dear Mr Fawcett
ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

4. Principles, p. 619.

5. A debate on “Defences of Canada,” on March 13. See Hansard, CLXXVTI, cols.
1539-1637.

6. See The Times, March 15, p. 8, and “England and the United States,” SR, March
18, 1865, p. 298-99.

* #* % 8

1. MS at LSE. 2. See Letter 776.

3. Such a letter appeared under the heading, “Another Glimpse of Masters and
Men,” Sp., April 8, 385-86. It was written by Thomas Hughes, fellow Christian
Socialist with J. M. Ludiow and F. D. Maurice. Maurice was a good friend of Richard
Holt Hutton, editor of Sp. See Letter 793.



1020 To Thomas Jones Letter 781
781. TO THOMAS JONES!

B[lackheath] Pfark]
March 22. 1865

Sir—I beg to inclose a subscription of £10 to aid, as far as such a sum can
do it, in the struggle which the Cooperative Plate Lock makers of Wolver-
hampton are sustaining against unfair competition on the part of the masters
in the trade.? Against fair competition I have no desire to shield them. Co-
operative production carried on by persons whose hearts are in the cause, &
who are capable of the energy & self denial always necessary in its early stages
ought to be able to hold its ground against private establishments; and per-
sons who have not those qualities had better not attempt it. But to carry on
business at a loss in order to ruin competitors is not fair competition. In such
a contest, if prolonged, the competitors who have the smallest means, though
they may have every other element of success, must necessarily be crushed
through no fault of their own. I am now convinced that they ought to be
supported against the attempt to ruin them. Having the strongest sympathy
with your vigorous attempt to make head against what in such a case may
justly be called the tyranny of capital I beg you to send me a dozen copies of
your printed appeal to assist me in making the case known to such persons
as it may interest in your favour.

782. TO THOMAS HARE!

Blackheath
March 23. 1865
DEAR SIR

I was very glad to see your Appeal in the Daily News.2 It will, no doubt,
have been read by some persons with profit. But the editor has not afforded
the opportunity I hoped for, of a “rejoinder” to comments of his own on your
paper. Without something like controversy to give interest and attract
readers, an attempt to press the subject further by more letters in the paper
at the present time would, I think, be lost labour. You no doubt feel with me,

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 21-22, in the Beehive, April
15, 1865, p. 5; Co-operator, May 1, 1865; in part in the Sp., April 8, 1865, p. 373; and
in Benjamin Jones, Co-operative Production, p. 438. Jones’s reply of March 24 is at
Johns Hopkins.

Thomas Jones was the secretary of the Co-operative Plate Lock Manufactory.

2. See Letter 776, n. 2.

*® % & 8

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.

2. “An Appeal in the Metropolitan Constituencies for a Larger Choice,” Daily
News, March 20, 1865, p. 5.
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that nothing ought to be more avoided than accustoming people to regard
the subject as a bore. Our best chance of being able to do anything at present,
lies in the proposed Social Science meeting®—the way for which ought to be
prepared by a previous circulation of your paper, in a separate form, among
selected persons. But the time of year is an obstacle to the meeting, unless it
could be held at the end of the week after next, immediately after your
return; Passion Week, I suppose, would be objected to; and in the fortnight
following, many whose attendance might otherwise be hoped for, will be out
of town. I myself would willingly put off my departure for days, but to post-
pone it for weeks would deprive my year of its spring. And I doubt if a meet-
ing in May would have any very material advantage over one in July. This,
however, is in the hands of those who are much better judges of the expedi-
ences than I can be.

Many thanks for your kindness about Lord Russell’s book.* We got it from
the Library, on the day on which we received your note. I have read the
Introduction, and been much struck with its pompous emptiness, and the
mental feebleness which it shews.

Ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

783. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
March 24, 1865
DEAR SIR

I am very glad to hear that you have made an arrangement which improves
your position, as well as gives you easier access to sources of information. It
will always give us pleasure to see you, and Mrs Plummer also. I always find
time to read what you send me, though I have often to wait some days first.

In haste
yours very truly

J.S.M1LL

3. The meeting took place on April 10, 1865, at the offices of the Social Science
Association, Adam Street, Adelphi. Lord Stanley presided, and JSM participated in the
discussion of Hare's paper, “Such an organization of the Metropolitan Elections as
would call into exercise the greatest amount of the knowledge and judgement of the
constituencies, and as far as possible discourage all corrupt and pernicious influences.”
See The Times, April 11, p. 10, and National Reformer, April 16, 1865, pp. 250-51.

4. John, Earl Russell, An Essay on the History of the English Government and
Constitution from the Reign of Henry VII to the Present Time (new ed., London,
1865). In the “Introduction,” pp. xxxii—xxxiii, and p. li, Russell attacked JSM and Hare
for advocating plural voting.

* #* B B

1. MS at Melbourne.
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784, TO LOUIS BLANC1

Blackheath Park
le 25 mars 1865
MoN cHER MONSIEUR Louis BLANC

Je viens de recevoir la lettre ci-jointe,2 qui, comme vous verrez, vous
regarde. Je crois devoir vous I'envoyer afin que la demande qu’elle contient,
un peu présomptueuse & mon sens, ait la chance quelconque que votre bonté
pourra lui donner.

Je vois avec plaisir qu’on annonce quelque chose de vous sur I’Angleterre.?
Que ce soit une réimpression de vos articles du Temps, ou quelque chose de
nouveau, sera toujours un plaisir pour vos lecteurs et une chose utile aux
deux pays.

Tout i vous

J.S.MiLL

785. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath
March 25. 1865
DEAR SIR

Many thanks for the copies,? which arrived safely this morning. I regret to
hear of your friend’s illness, and hope I may understand from your letter that
it is proceeding favourably.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL

786. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!

Blackheath Park
March 27. 1865
DEAR SIR

Your note, received today, would have reminded me, if I had forgotten,
that I have another communication of yours still to acknowledge. I have just

1. MS at Bibliothéque Nationale. 2. Not located.
3. Lertres sur PAngleterre, 1st ser. (Paris, 1865-66); 2nd ser. (Paris, 1866—67).
* % * *
1. MS at LSE. 2. Of his first article on Comte.
* % * *
1. MS and MS copy at UCL. In reply to De Morgan’s letters of Feb. 5 and March
26, published in Sophia De Morgan, Memoir of Augustus De Morgan, pp. 328-31.
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read it again for the fourth or fifth time, and find a great deal of meaning in it.
To understand it entirely I must wait for your promised paper.2 But I have
little doubt that you will find out, and make intelligible at all events to psy-
chologists, whatever there is to be found out in that direction.

I hope you have good accounts from your son.? The Mediterranean, with
the exception perhaps of Rome, is certainly ill suited for irritable respiratory
organs. It is bad for the bronchitis which usually accompanies consumption.
When, as sometimes happens, the pulmonary disorder is unaccompanied
with bronchial irritability, then, I believe, the dry sharp air of such places as
Nice, Naples, &c. is beneficial, by its bracing effect on the system generally.
But that is not the common case.

Your conjecture about the original meaning of the word Compliment*
reminds me of the way in which it occurs in the English translations of the
letters of Indian princes and nobles to the Governor General of India. These
translations always begin with the words “After Compliments” which are the
equivalent of a long string of high sounding ceremonial phrases in the origi-
nal, which, as being matters of course in formal Asiatic correspondence, may
well be dismissed under the general denomination of “fillings up.”

Yours very truly
J.S. MiLL

787. TO HARRIET ISABELLA MILL!

Blackheath
March 27, 1865
DEAR HARRIET

I return the legal document, which seems quite unobjectionable so far as
I am concerned, and I am quite ready to sign it. If this could be done not later
than the 10th of April it would be convenient as I shall probably go abroad

2. See Letter 724, n. 3 and n. 4.

3. George Campbell De Morgan (1841-1867), also a gifted mathematician, died of
consumption.

4. “I see you are in England again by your complimentary letter to the Westminster
electors [Letter 765, which had been published in the newspapers on March 23 and 24].
You pay them a higher compliment than they pay you. I am always in doubt about
the origin of the word compliment. It looks like a formation from comply, but I doubt
it. T suspect that complément is the original, though the present spelling and usage is
as old as the Academy’s Dictionary. I suspect that old forms of civility were at last
described as complements, fillings up; and that complim®, at the end of a letter, meant
that all usual forms are to be understood. My theory receives a little support from
comply not being a French verb.”

* % % @

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mr. S. M. Colman. See Letters 542, 645, and 792.
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on the 11th. The interpretation you put upon the reservation of certain lands
is probably the true one.
I enclose stamps for 1s 4d which if I remember right was the amount of
surplus postage one of my letters cost you.
JS.M.

788. TO LORD AMBERLEY!

Blackheath Park
April 2, 1865
DEAR LORD AMBERLEY

I hope that a copy of Mr Hare’s book,? as well as of my paper on Comte,
has been forwarded to you from Dover Street:® They were sent there before
I knew exactly where to address you in Gloucestershire.

Helen and I are much obliged to you and Lady Amberley for your kind
invitation, but as we leave for Avignon on the 11 of this month, and I shall
be very fully occupied during the whole intermediate time, we are unable to
avail ourselves of your kindness. I am

Dear Lord Amberley
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL

789. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!1

Blackheath
April 2. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have made my arrangements to leave for Avignon on the 11**, by which
time I suppose it is not possible that I should have a proof of the second
article on Comte. It should however be sent to Avignon in the course of a
few weeks, for after the end of May I shall probably be moving about and the
proof might not reach me. It will be necessary to send the copy along with
the proof.

I suppose there is some one who makes himself acquainted for you with
what the newspapers and periodicals say about the Review. If there should

1. MS in 1944 in the possession of the Hon. Isaac Foot.

2. See Letter 775.

3. The London home of Lady Amberley’s parents, Lord and Lady Stanley of
Alderley, was at 40 Dover St.

% #* * *

1. MS at LSE.
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be anything said about the Comte article, either in praise or dispraise, that
is worth my seeing, I should feel obliged by your keeping it for me, as it may
be useful hereafter in revising the article for separate publication.

I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. ML

790. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1!

Blackheath
April 4. 1865
DEeAR CHADWICK

Your proposed letter? is very good as to substance, but I think it would
be much improved by some alterations in form, and especially in the order
of the topics. It would be made much more effective by going at once in
medias res, saying first of all who are the persons addressing the electors,
and what they want the electors to do, and then giving the reasons. I have
put upon paper, rather hastily and roughly, how I think the letter might run.
Of course it is a mere suggestion, to be dealt with in any manner that you, or
MTr Beal think fit.

I would not mention subscribers in the letter. A list of them can be ap-
pended if desirable. I also think the electors should not be told that their
returning the paper will amount to a promise, since many might be willing to
express their preference who would be deterred from doing so if they thought
they were absolutely binding themselves.

I am very glad to hear that Mr Westerton? has declared for you. I am much
more desirous that you should be elected than that I should.

My name is quite at your and Mr Beal’s service on Friday.

ever yours truly

J.S.M1LL

1. MS at UCL.

2. Probably a draft manifesto by Chadwick inviting support of Liberal electors for
his and JSM’s candidacies for Westminster. Later Chadwick drew up an address on his
own candidacy (see Letter 832). See also Letter 804. JSM and Robert Wellesley
Grosvenor became the Liberal candidates. See Letter 765, n. 4.

3. Charles Westerton (1813-1872), bookseller and librarian; churchwarden of St.
Paul’s, Knightsbridge. As such he had been party to a famous anti-ritual suit brought
against the Rev. Robert Liddell, of St. Paul’s. James Beal participated in a similar suit
as an inhabitant of the parish served by St. Barnabas, also under the cure of Liddell.
The judgment, in favour of Westerton and Beal, directed the removal of crosses, altars,
and candlesticks inconsistent with the practices of the Church of England. See The
Times, March 23, 1857, p. 10. Subsequently to this letter, Westerton became chairman
of JSM’s election committee, and Beal its hon. secretary.
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791. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
April 6. 1865
DEAR SIR

The Reader meeting yesterday was satisfactory.? Huxley and Tyndall
have made all the arrangements; the editor is to be a Mr Rae,? a barrister,
who wrote the article on Taine in the January number of the Westminster
Review,* and who, Huxley says, is a strong liberal, and bent upon making
the paper a liberal organ. The editorial and all other literary expenses are
placed on a very moderate scale, and Mr Rae’s pay is to be credited as pay-
ment on two shares in the paper, which he is to take. The other deficient
shares (all but three) are either taken, or expected to be taken immediately.
All business expenses will be reduced as much as is consistent with efficiency,
and so that the present receipts (if not diminished by a further falling off
in the advertisements) will cover them. Spencer is elected a Director in the
room of Pollock, and he and others mean for the present to write as much as
they can in the paper. It is perfectly understood that original articles of any
kind will be received as well as reviews, and that signing, either by name or
initials, will be rather encouraged than otherwise. The greatest drag is, that
no fewer than 32 reviews, actually accepted, are on hand: but though all
these must be paid for there are hopes that only the best of them will be used.
I therefore think that the prospects of making the paper a useful organ are
now as good as they seemed to be at first. Mr HughesS was very particular in
his enquiries after you, and desired me to tell you that he hopes to see you as
soon as you arrive in London. He thinks your cooperation of the greatest pos-
sible value, and hopes that you will be able to write a good deal; the more, as
most of the others are so very much occupied. For myself, I think that success
will depend more on your cooperation than on anything else. You will now
(I think) be well supported, but there is need of some one, capable of writing
well on great subjects, who will stick to the thing and write regularly, and I
hope it may suit you to do so.

In case this Westminster movement should come to anything, which I can-
not bring myself to think at all probable, it will be a great encouragement to
me that you express a deliberate and well considered opinion in favour of the
desirableness of my being in Parliament. However this may be, there is some-
thing very encouraging in the enthusiasm which has been excited, both in

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of March 27, MS copy also at LSE.

2. See Letter 779.

3. William Fraser Rae (1835-1905), a barrister and journalist, specialist in Cana-
dian affairs.

4. “Taine’s History of English Literature: Contemporary Writers,” WR, n.s. XXVII
(Jan., 1865), 1-34.

5. Thomas Hughes, one of the original proprietors of the Reader.
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Westminster and elsewhere, not simply for me, but for the opinion respecting
the proper position of a candidate, which I expressed in my letter.® You would
be surprised at some of the people who have come forward unasked to offer
subscriptions merely from reading the letter. What do you think of Howell
and James” offering £50, Fortnum and Mason of Piccadilly,® I believe the
same sum, Debenhams® the auctioneers £ 100, two brothers, wine merchants
in Bond Street another £ 100? The greatest pleasure which public life could
give me would be if it enabled me to shew that more can be accomplished by
supposing that there is reason and good feeling in the mass of mankind than
by proceeding on the ordinary assumption that they are fools and rogues.

My printing is nearly finished, and we start for Avignon on the 11th. To
what address should books, or parcels be sent for you before you arrive in
London.

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

792. TO HARRIET ISABELLA MILIL!

Blackheath
April 6 [1865]
DEAR HARRIET

I have signed the document, and sent it to the Solicitors, and will sign
whatever else is necessary when I receive it. Meanwhile I return the letters.

JSM.

793. TO RICHARD HOLT HUTTON!

Blackheath Park
April 7. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have had great pleasure in hearing from Mr Hughes, this morning, that
you are disposed to help the Wolverhampton Plate Lock workers,? and that

6. Letter 765.

7. Howell, James & Co., silk mercers and jewellers, of Regent St.

8. The well-known grocery firm.

9. The firm founded in 1837 by Robert Debenham (1786-1854).
* % #* »

1. MS at LSE. See Letter 787.
* % % @

1. MS at LSE.

Richard Holt Hutton (1826-1897), miscellaneous writer who had become joint-

proprietor and editor of Sp. in 1861.
2. See Letters 776 and 780.
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you wish to be able to state that I am among their supporters. I sent them a
subscription some days ago, with a letter, a copy of which I inclose, as it will
shew on what principle my desire that pecuniary help should be given them,
is grounded. I should mention that Mr Pitman intends to publish this letter in
the next number of the Cooperator.3

Your paper is, so far as I know, the only one which has treated the ques-
tions involved in the present struggle in the iron manufacture as they ought
to be treated; and it is to you one naturally turns when right principles need
to be asserted, or a good cause to be aided, in connexion with those questions.

The subscriptions I have as yet collected are

W. T. Thornton Esq. £2
Miss Helen Taylor £2

and myself £10
Iam Dear Sir
very truly yours
J. S.MiLL

R. H. Hutton Esq.

794. TO THOMAS BAYLEY POTTER!

Blackheath Park, April 7, 1865.

DEAR SiR,—Though I have good reason for sympathising in your per-
sonal disinclination to go into Parliament, having the same feeling myself, 1
cannot help being very glad, on public grounds, that there is a prospect of
your being elected for Rochdale.> And if this takes place, in spite of your
professing opinions in advance of the general state of opinions among re-
formers, there will be the more reason for satisfaction.

I have no objection whatever to the publication of my letter.? Its associ-
ation with the last thing Mr. Cobden ever wrote will give it a melancholy
interest.

I am, dear Sir, yours truly

J. S. MiLL
3. See Letter 781.

* # * =
1. MS not located. Published in the Morning Advertiser, April 19, 1865, p. 3, and
in the Daily News of the same date, p. 6.
2. Potter succeeded Cobden as MP for Rochdale.
3. Letter 772.
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795. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Blackheath Park
April 9, 1865
DEAR SIR

I have written to Mr Lubbock? to express my great satisfaction at his be-
ing a candidate, and the pleasure it would give me to be of any use to him.
One of whom you express so high an opinion must be a very desirable mem-
ber of the advanced liberal party in Parliament or anywhere.

I leave for Avignon on Tuesday evening, but will endeavour to send some-
thing for the Reader occasionally from thence.

Yours very truly
J.S. MiLL
Herbert Spencer Esq.
796. TO JOHN PLUMMER!
Blackheath
April 10. 1865
DEAR S1r

You are in the way of seeing many newspapers and periodicals, and it is
probable that during my absence in France articles, connected with the
Westminster election or with myself personally, may come under your
notice, which I should be glad to see. If such should be the case, would it be
very troublesome to you to cut out the articles and send them to me by post?
Of course it is a condition that you will allow me to pay all expenses, whether
of buying, posting, or anything else. Reviews of my books are not included,
as I shall receive them through my publisher.

If you would kindly undertake this for me, I should be greatly obliged.

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.M1LL

1. MS at LSE.

2. John Lubbock, 4th baronet and later 1st Baron Avebury (1834-1913), banker,
man of science, and author. Lubbock was defeated in his attempt to gain the seat for
West Kent, but was returned for Maidstone in 1870.

. % # &

1. MS at Melbourne.
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797. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath
April 11. 1865
DEAR SIR

I thank you very much for having enabled me to correct a proof of the
second article on Comte before leaving. I have asked the printers to send a
revise to Avignon. I should be much obliged if you would kindly let me have
the same number of copies (20) as of the former article, and cause them
to be sent to the same persons, with the difference of sending five instead of
four to M. Littré, and one to M. Dupont-White, 11 Rue d’Angouléme Saint-
Honoré, Paris; leaving only four copies for myself, to be sent here, and not
to Avignon. The earlier the separate copies could be got ready, the better
I should like it, as some of those who have had copies of the first would be
glad to have the second as soon after it as possible. But this, of course, must
be entirely subordinate to your arrangements.

M. Littré will take care that the translation is not published till after the
second article has appeared in the Westminster.2

Ileave for Avignon this evening.

yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

798. TO HENRY FAWCETT!

Paris
April 12. 1865
DEAR MR FAWCETT

I have sent the few subscriptions I have received to Mr Hughes, whose
letter in last Saturday’s Spectator you have perhaps seen.? Mr Hughes has
also collected a few, and intended handing them over to Mr Hutton, the
editor of the Spectator, to be published in next Saturday’s paper.2 I think the
best thing you could do with yours would be to send it in a note to the editor,
so that it might appear in the same list,

The Social Science meeting went off well,* and was very full. Lord Stanley
presided, and brought out Hare’s strength by good questions. The reports

1. MS at Canberra. 2. See Letter 763.

* #* # =
1. MS at LSE. 2. See Letters 780, n. 3, and 793.
3. They were not published. 4. See Letter 782, n. 3.



Letter 799 To James Beal 1031

which I have seen give no idea at all of what was said, but I was glad to see
that the Times reporter stated well and clearly the plan itself. Altogether it
will have had a lift upwards by the meeting.
Iam Dear Mr Fawcett
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

799. TO JAMES BEAL?

[Avignon]
[April 17, 1865]

DEAR Sir—I beg leave to acknowledge your communication of the 12 inst.
informing me that at a meeting of Westminster Electors? it has been re-
solved to adopt me as a candidate on the terms of my letter of March 7* &
to invite subscriptions to defray the expenses of my election.

On the subject of this Resolution it would not become me to say anything,
except what might equally be said by one who had no personal interest in the
matter: That if the Electors of Westminster return to Parl® as their representa-
tive any one, either myself or another, who has no claim whatever on them
except their opinion of his fitness for the trust, & if on that sole ground they
elect him without personal solicitation & without expense, they will do what
is as eminently honourable to themselves as to the object of their choice, will
set an example worthy to be, & likely to be, imitated by other great consti-
tuencies—& will signally raise the character of the popular party & advance
the cause of Reform.

On this part of the subject, I have only further to express the earnest hope,
that in accepting me on the terms of my letter, the Meeting intended to include

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 22-26, in Daily News, April
21, 1865, p. 4, Morning Advertiser, April 21, p. 3, and The Times, April 21, p. 7. In
reply to Beal’s of April 12, 1865, MS also at Johns Hopkins. Elliot dates as of April 19,
but see Letter 800. The MS copy in the Chadwick collection at UCL is in Helen
Taylor’s hand; the last page of the MS copy contains JSM’s letter to Chadwick of
April 17.

PA statement purporting to be by JSM, in response to the request that he be a candi-
date, in W, D. Christie’s article “Mr. John Stuart Mill for Westminster” (Macmillan’s,
XII [May, 1865], 92-96), is apparently Christie’s paraphrase based upon JSM'’s letter
of March 7 and this one.

2. The meeting of Liberal electors was held in St. James’s Hall on Thursday, April
6. JSM was not present, and was represented by Chadwick. Others who spoke included
John Roebuck, W. D. Christie, and Henry Fawcett. See the Daily News, April 8,
1865, p. 6. JSM must have known the results of the meeting before he left for France
on Tuesday, April 11.
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in their adhesion the principle of an individual appeal by circular to every
elector, laying other names before him as well as mine & requesting him to
select from among them or from any others the person or persons whom he
would wish to be brought forward as candidates.

I am also invited to state, for the more full information of the electors, my
opinions on various political questions of general interest. Such a call can
only be properly answered by the most complete openness. I hold decided
opinions on all the subjects on which my sentiments are asked, & whether
those opinions may serve or injure me in the estimation of the electors it is
equally incumbent on me to state them plainly.

1. With regard to Reform Bills: I sh® vote at once both for Mr. Baines’
bill® & for Mr. Locke King’s,* & for measures going far beyond either of them.
I would open the suffrage to all grown persons, both men & women, who can
read, write, & perform a sum in the rule of three, & who have not, within some
small number of years, received parish relief. At the same time, utterly
abominating all class ascendancy, I would not vote for giving the suffrage in
such a manner that any class, even though it be the most numerous, could
swamp all other classes taken together. In the first place, I think that all con-
siderable minorities in the country or in a locality should be represented in
proportion to their numbers. What other adjustments of the electoral system
to an universal or nearly universal suffrage might prove practically the best
adapted to secure to every portion of the community its just share of influence,
while preventing any class from acquiring an unjust degree of preponderance
either by means of property or of numbers, is a question which may be an-
swered in many different ways & which will require much sifting & public
discussion before the best can be selected. In the meanwhile I sh® be prepared
to support a measure which would give to the labouring classes a clear half
of the national representation.

2. I prefer a mixed system of direct & indirect taxation to either alone. If
the attempt were made to raise so large a revenue as ours after all due re-
trenchments would still be exclusively by direct taxation, I do not know of any
taxes, in themselves just, which, under such strong pecuniary temptation,
would not be successfully evaded. The evasions of the income tax are already
a disgrace to the national morality. I would in no case tax any of the neces-
saries of life; but if even a working man expends in luxuries for himself, &

3. Sir Edward Baines (1800-1890), journalist and economist, MP for Leeds, 1859—
74; his bill to reduce the property qualification for electors in parliamentary elections
from £10 to £6 in the boroughs of England and Wales was defeated at its second
reading, May 8, 1865.

4. Peter John Locke King (1811-1885), reformer, MP for East Surrey, 1847-74;
his bill to extend the franchise to all £10 occupiers in the counties of England and
Wales was defeated at its second reading, April 13, 1864.
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especially in stimulants, what is required by the necessities of his family, I
think it perfectly just that he sh® be taxed on such expenditure.

3. Every civilised country is entitled to settle its internal affairs in its
own [way], & no other country ought to interfere with its discretion, because
one country, even with the best intentions, has no chance of properly under-
standing the internal affairs of another: but when this indefeasible liberty of
an independent country has already been interfered with; when it is kept in
subjection by a foreign power, either directly, or by assistance given to its
native tyrants, I hold that any nation whatever may rightfully interfere to
protect the country against this wrongful interference. I therefore approve
the interposition of France in 1859 to free Italy from the Austrian yoke,®
but disapprove the intervention of the same country in 1849 to compel the
Pope’s subjects to take back the bad government they had cast off.® It is not
however a necessary consequence that because a thing might rightfully be
done, it is always expedient to do it. I would not have voted for a war in
behalf either of Poland” or of Denmark,® because on any probable view of
consequences I sh? have expected more evil than good from our doing what,
nevertheless, if done would not have been, in my opinion, any violation of
international duty.

4. Respecting the disabilities of Dissenters my answer may be brief. There
ought to be no disabilities whatever on account of religion.

5. Voting for a member of parl is a public & political act, which concerns
not solely the elector’s individual preferences, but the most important inter-
ests of the other electors, of the non-electors, and even of posterity: & my
conviction is that in a free country all such acts sh? be done in the face & sub-
ject to the comments & criticisms of the entire public. I wish that the elector
sh feel an honourable shame in voting contrary to his known opinions, & in
not being able to give for his vote a reason which he can avow. The publicity
which lets in these salutary influences admits also, unfortunately, some
noxious ones; & if I believed that these were now the strongest—if I thought

5. In 1859 Austria ceded Lombardy to the kingdom of Sardinia as a result of
France’s intervention.

6. On July 3, 1849, the French Army occupied the Republic of Rome, which had
been organized as a republic on Feb. 9, 1849. The French remained in occupation until
Sept. 20, 1870, and thereby strengthened the power of Pope Pius IX in Rome and the
other Papal states.

7. On Jan. 23, 1863, an insurrection broke out in Russian Poland; in the fall of
1863, it collapsed because it lacked support from abroad.

8. On Feb. 19, 1864, the forces of Austria and Prussia invaded Denmark proper
over the question of Schieswig and Holstein. On June 25, 1864, the British cabinet
resolved not to interfere in Denmark’s behalf. See JSM’s letter, “England and Europe,”
Daily News, July 1, 1864, p. 5, in which the British government is praised for having
objected to the plundering of Denmark without intending to resort to war.



1034 To James Beal Letter 799

that the electors of this country were in such a state of hopeless & slavish
dependence on particular landlords, employers, or customers, that the bad
influences are more than a match for the good ones, & that there is no other
means of removing them, I should be, as I once was, a supporter of the ballot.
But the voters are not now in this degraded condition: they need nothing to
protect them against electoral intimidation but the spirit & courage to defy it.
In an age when the most dependent class of all, the labouring class, is proving
itself capable of maintaining by combination an equal struggle with the com-
bined power of the masters, I cannot admit that farmers or shopkeepers, if
they stand by one another, need despair of protecting themselves against any
abuse now possible of the power of landed or other wealth.

6. As regards retrenchment, it is certain that chiefly through unskilful
management great sums of public money are now squandered, for which the
country receives no equivalent in the efficiency of its establishments, & that
we might have a more useful army & navy than we possess, at a considerably
less expense. I expect little improvement in this respect until the increased
influence of the smaller taxpayers on the government, through a large exten-
sion of the suffrage, shall have produced a stricter control over the details of
public expenditure. But I cannot think that it would be right for us to disarm
in the presence of the great military despotisms of Europe, which regard our
freedom through its influence on the minds of their own subjects, as the
greatest danger as well as reproach to themselves, & might be tempted to pick
a quarrel with us, even without any prospect of ultimate success, in the mere
bope of reviving the national antipathies which so long kept apart the best
minds of England & of the Continent.

7. Iam decidedly of opinion that landed property sh? be subject to the Pro-
bate Duty, & that property in settlement should pay succession duty on its
full value & not, as at present, only on the value of the life interest.

8. Purchase is the very worst way but one, in which Commissions in the
army could possibly be appropriated. The one, which is still worse, is jobbing
& favoritism. I would support any mode in which the one evil can be got rid
of without replacing it by the other. That there is such a mode I am fully
satisfied, & that it would put an end to what is justly called in your letter, the
monopoly by certain classes of the posts of emolument.

9. I am entirely opposed to flogging, either in the army or out of it, except
for crimes of brutality. In some of those it seems to me a very appropriate
punishment.

10. The differences between employers & workpeople which give rise to
strikes, are, it appears to me, a subject which wholly escapes the control of
legislation. I see nothing which law can do in the matter except to protect
from violation the equal liberty of all to combine or to refrain from combin-
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ing. After a sufficient trial of each other’s strength, both sides will probably
be willing to refer their disputes to arbitration, but even then I do not think
that the arbitrators should have power to enforce their decisions by law; be-
cause, in such cases as they would usually have to decide, it is impossible to
lay down rules of justice & equity which would suit all cases, or would obtain
universal assent: & the adjustments must generally be of the nature of com-
promises, not acting on fixed principles, but each side giving up something
for the sake of peace. I do not presume to say that a better rule may not be
arrived at in time, but it would be quite premature to act as if it had already
been arrived at.

I am, Dear Sir,
very sincerely yours
J.S.MiLL
James Beal Esq.
800. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1
Saint Véran, Avignon
April 17. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

I have received your note dated the 11th. and Mr Beal’s official announce-
ment of the decision of the Meeting.? The same post which takes this carries
my reply to him, of which I inclose a copy.

When I saw them advertising for subscriptions for my election singly, I
was alarmed lest they should have abandoned the intention of proposing any
other names. Should this unfortunately happen, and should you, thereupon,
go forward independently, I beg that you will at once put down my name for
a subscription of £50, for which I will send a cheque as soon as your
Committee is constituted.

I have suggested to Longman (as you recommended) that he should ad-
vertise in the penny papers,® weekly as well as daily, and have now written
again to recommend his not omitting the Morning Advertiser*—

yrs ever truly,
J.S.MiLL

1. MS at UCL. 2. See preceding Letter.

3. The cheap editions of JSM’s works.

4. The Morning Advertiser had already on April 5 carried an announcement by
Longman’s of the publication on April 11 of “People’s Editions” of Rep. Govt. at 2s.,
On Liberty at 15.4d., and Pol. Econ. at 5s. But see Letter 807, n. 2.
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801. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!
Saint Véran, Avignon
April 20. 1865
DEAR SIR

I shall be very glad to see the article in the Saturday Review,? as my own
copy has been stopped at the French post office; for which reason it will be
advisable, if you have not already sent the number, to cut out the article and
send it only.

I have always contemplated reprinting the articles on Comte as soon as is
consistent with the interest of the Review; and if Mr Triibner® wishes to be the
publisher, no one has so good a claim. We will therefore consider that as
settled. Iam Dear Sir

very truly yours
J. S.MiLL

802. TO JOSHUA FAYLE!
Avignon
April 24, 1865
DEaAR SIR

Owing to my absence from England, I have only this morning received your
note, and the same cause makes it impossible for me to comply with the re-
quest which the Society? has done me the honour of making.

I regret the delay which will take place in your receiving my answer, but
I hope that my letter,® published in Friday’s papers, may have made you
aware of my absence soon enough to prevent any inconvenience. Iam

yours very faithfully

J. S. MiLL
Jos. Fayle Esq.

1. MS at LSE.

2. “Mr. Mill on the Philosophy of Comte,” SR, April 15, 1865, pp. 431-33, a review
of JSM’s first article on Comte.

3. Triibner published JSM’s two WR articles with the title Auguste Comte and
Positivism in November.

*® 2 B @

1. MSat LSE.

Joshua Fayle (18347-1888), B.A., Cambridge, 1869; schoolmaster; author of a
biography of the Quaker philanthropist, William Allen, The Spitalsfields Genius
(London, 1884).

2. Possibly the annual meeting of the Peace Society on May 23, 1865, in Finsbury
Chapel, Darlington.

3. Letter 799.
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803. TO WILLIAM E. HICKSON!

Saint Véran
Avignon
April 24, 1865
DEeAR HicksoN

Your letter, as you are probably by this time aware, did not find me in
England.

I did not, I believe, reserve the right of translation as regards the book on
Liberty. But I have had two applications from intending translators of it. The
first was from my friend Professor Villari of Pisa, author of the Life of Savon-
arola, and of an enlightened and thoughtful Report on Education in England.?
The second was from Alberto Mario,® Garibaldi’s Secretary and fellow-com-
batant, the husband of Madame White Mario. Him I referred to Professor
Villari, and as the latter has his time very fully occupied, it is not improbable
that he may have given up his project, in favour of Mario. In what state the
matter is, I do not know, and I can only suggest, that the gentleman who does
me the honour to make a third proposal, should ascertain what are the pres-
ent intentions of his two predecessors. If they have abandoned their purpose,
or desist from it in his favour, I give him the full consent which his politeness
induces him to ask, but which he does not, for any legal purpose, require.

Death has indeed been busy lately, and one is continually reminded, if at
our age we needed reminding, of our mortality. Cobden* was perhaps the most
perfectly honest man among all English politicians of his time and of anything
like his celebrity, for he meant every word that he said. Is the Lucas who has
just died,® the same who wrote so many literary articles in the Times, and who
had just started a new Magazine?

I hope you are well, and Mrs. Hickson at least no worse.

ever yours truly

J.S. ML
W. E. Hickson Esq.

1. MS at Huntington. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also the MS of Hickson’s
reply of April 29. Part published in Elljot, IT, 27.

2. L’istruzione elementare nell'Inghilterra e nella Scozia : relazione (Turin, 1864).

3. Alberto Mario (1825-1883), journalist and revolutionary, husband of Jessie
White Mario (1832-1906), English advocate of Italian republicanism. In the event, the
first translation of On Liberty into Italian was by G. Marsiaj (Turin, 1865).

4. Cobden died April 2, 1865.

5. Samuel Lucas (1811-April 16, 1865), journalist and politician, husband of John
Bright’s sister Margaret and brother of Frederick Lucas, Roman Catholic journalist
and politician. Not the Samuel Lucas (1818-1868), journalist, anthor, barrister, con-
tributor to The Times and founder of the Shilling Magazine, 1865, to whom JSM
refers. Hickson in his reply of April 29 made the identification.
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804. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Saint Véran. Avignon
April 28. 1865

DEAR CHADWICK

Dr Lankester? and the others whom you mention, fancy, I suppose, that
they would diminish their chance of carrying one candidate by attempting
two; in which opinion they might be right if they were proceeding in the old
beaten track, and bringing forward a candidate in the commonplace, stupid
way. But on the plan which was proposed, of going to the electors with a list
of names, it would not be they, but the electors, who would determine to have
two new candidates, and would decide who they should be. The Committee
would be taking nothing upon themselves but to carry out the declared wishes
of a body of electors requiring only organization. I fear from the apparent
hanging back from executing this plan, that they have grown cold on the sub-
ject, and finding that they are getting praised for proposing me, and for the
other honourable features of the case, the exemption from canvassing,
pledges, and expense, they are content with that, and do not seek for more.
If it is so, it is a great mistake, and an opportunity lost, independently of the
great value to public objects, and even specially to Westminster of making you
one of its members. But I still hope for better things. As to your own conduct
in exerting yourself for my election exactly as if you had no claims of your
own, I cannot praise it more highly than by saying that it is like everything
else I have seen of your public conduct.

As to my last letter,® I expected that it would damage my chance. If it does
no worse than you seem to think, I shall reckon it wholly a success. I do not
see how I could have refused to answer questions about my opinions, put in
the very letter which announced the acceptance of me as a candidate. It can
only be a small proportion of the electors who have ever looked into my
books. But I do not think my answers to questions will admit of being con-
founded with pledges, especially as several of them are opposed to the general
opinion of those who support me. I hope there are many more Tories who will
take your Tory friend’s view of women’s votes.

The glorious news from America is dreadfully dashed by the terrible report

1. MS at UCL, as is also a MS copy in an unidentified hand. Aftached to the MS
copy is a draft in JSM's hand of a statement evidently intended to be sent to the
electors of Westminster,

2. Edwin R. Lankester (1814-1874), medical scientist and writer; coroner for
Central Middlesex, 1862-74.

3. See Letter 799.
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about Lincoln.* The idea of its being true is scarcely endurable—but the
cause will not suffer—may even benefit by it, now.
Ever yours truly

J. S. MiLL

805. TO GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE!

Avignon
April 28 1865
DEAR SIR—

I have received your two notes & your pamphlet,2 which I think is one of
the best of your writings, & well calculated to stir up the thinking minds
among the working classes to larger views of political questions. So far as I
am myself concerned, I cannot but be pleased to find you in sympathy with
some of the most generally unpopular of my political notions. For my own
part, I attach for the present more importance to representation of minorities,
and especially to Mr Hare’s plan, combined with opening the suffrage to
women, than to the plural voting which, in the form proposed by Mr Buxton,
of attaching the plurality of votes directly to property,® I have always strongly
repudiated. But I think what you say of it likely to be very useful by impress-
ing on the working people that it is no degradation to them to consider some
people’s votes of more value than others. I would always (as you do) couple
with the plurality the condition of it being accessible to any one, however
poor, who proves that he can come up to a certain standard of knowledge.

Iam
yours very truly

J.S. MiLL
G. J. Holyoake Esq.

4. The Times of April 24, p. 9, carried the letters exchanged between Grant and Lee
arranging for the surrender of Lee’s army of Northern Virginia at Appomattox on
April 9, 1865. Lincoln died on April 15, 1865.

® % * »

1. MS draft at LSE. Published in G. J. Holyoake, Bygones Worth Remembering (2
vols., London, 1905), I, 261. A slightly variant printed copy is in the possession of
Co-operative Union Ltd., Holyoake House, Manchester. In reply to Holyoake’s of
April 21, MS at LSE.

2. The Liberal Situation: necessity for a qualified franchise (London, 1865).

3. See Letter 734, n. 10.
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806. TO THEODOR GOMPERZ1

Saint Véran, Avignon, April 30 1865

I have delayed thanking you for the first number of your Herculanean
series,? in hopes that I should have been able to say something about the work
itself. I have, however, been so busy, that I have not yet had time to do more
than read your Preface and Introduction and merely glance at the Greek text.
What you say of it, however, proves it to be, at the very least, a highly impor-
tant and novel contribution to the history of Greek thought, and I look for-
ward with great pleasure to making a real study of it at some not distant
time.—But, interesting as such labours are, you are capable of things much
more valuable than such mere editorial work. I can not wish that you should
leave unfinished what you have so well begun, but I shall be glad when the
time comes to which you seemed to be looking forward in your last letter,
now some months ago. . . . L hope, before this, you have received the book on
Hamilton, and also the first of two articles which I have written on Comte’s
philosophy. The second article is in print and I expect to be able to send it to
you before it is published in England. I shall be well content if you are half
as well pleased with these as you are sure to be with Mr. Grote’s book on
Plato. This is nearly all printed, and I have read most of it; and both in point
of learning and of thought it comes up to my highest expectations. It can not,
I think, fail to produce a great effect in Germany, where the thoroughness of
his knowledge of the subject will be much better appreciated than by an un-
learned public, which can only take iton trust . ...

807. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!1!

S[aint] V[éran]
April 30, 1865

DEAR Sir—I noticed the discrepancy between the price mentioned in the
agreement & those advertised,” but supposed that it was intentional & that you

1. MS not located. Excerpt published in Gomperz, pp. 405-406.

2. Theodor Gomperz, Herkulanische Studien, Erstes Heft: Philodem iiber Induk-
tionsschliisse, nach der Oxforder und Neapolitaner Abschrift (Leipzig, 1865).

The second section in the series Herkulanische Studien (April, 1866) is dedicated to
JSM: “Herrn John Stuart Mill zum sechzigsten Geburtstag 20. Mai in Ehrfurcht und
Liebe zugeeignet.” Gomperz, p. 418.

* # B =

1. MS draft at LSE. In reply to Longman’s letter of April 28, 1865, MS at LSE, as
is Longman’s reply of May 3.

2. Longman had reported that Rep. Govr. had been advertised in error at two
shillings instead of 25.6d as the agreement specified, and Pol. Econ. at 5s instead of
7s (on the first four thousand copies, after which the price was to be reduced to 5s).
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thought it advantageous to begin at once with the lower price. I would make
any sacrifice rather than consent to fixing the price of the Pol. Ec. higher than
the one announced, as it would look like breaking faith with the public. But
I feel the same objection as before to binding myself by a permanent engage-
ment which would prevent the plates from ever returning to me. I am most
willing that you should retain as many copies beyond the 8000 as will indem-
nify you for what you would otherwise lose by your mistake. The loss being
2/6 on each of 4000 copies, 2000 copies additional at 5/— would compensate
you for this, but would leave you losers by the paper & press work of the
2000 & for that I am ready to add as many more copies as you think sufficient
to indemnify you, leaving the stipulation about the subsequent sale as it al-
ready stands, viz, that you should continue to publish the editions at half
profit for five years after the sale of the whole number of copies agreed on.

I am glad to hear so good an account of the sale.? I suppose the 400 copies
sold of Hamilton are chiefly the trade subscription.* The Logic will require an
unusual amount of revision for the new edition,® & I will take it in hand as
soon as I can, but as this can hardly be before my next return to England, I
will ask you to send the sheets to Blackheath Park rather than here.

I was not aware that you had been asked to allow your name to appear as
one of my supporters for Westminster, and I beg that you will not consent
unless, on public grounds, you prefer me to any other candidate likely to be
proposed. I should be much honoured by your doing so, but if you do not I
hope you do not think that it can have any influence on my personal senti-
ments towards yourself.

808. TO WILLIAM GEORGE WARD!
[May? 1865]

It is very unlikely that anything you write, however much I may disagree
with it, could appear to me either “detestable” or “simply mischievous,” I
have never read anything of yours in which I have not found much more to

3. Longman reported that he had been too cautious in printing the cheap editions.
After printing only 1000 each of Liberty and Rep. Govt., he found it necessary to order
2000 more of each, and before these were received, to order another 2000 of each.

4, Le., those sold to the booksellers in advance. The original printing was 1000
copies.

g. Longman reported that only 137 copies remained on hand. The 6th ed. was
published later this year.

. % # 8

1. MS not located. Excerpt published in Wilfrid Ward, William George Ward and
the Catholic Revival (London, 1893), p. 279. In reply to Ward’s letter of April 28,
1865, ibid., pp. 278-79.

2. Ward had written: “I fear that since we last corresponded our divergence is even
greater than it was before. I am now editor of the Dublin Review, and if you ever
happen to cast your eye on it I cannot doubt that you will think it as simply mis-
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sympathise with than to dislike. . . . [again] the only opposition which I
deem injurious to truth is uncandid opposition, and that I have never found
yours to be, nor do I believe I ever shall.

809. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Avignon
May 1. 1865
DEAR SIR

I am extremely obliged to you for taking the trouble to send me those
cuttings, none of which I had seen (except Mr Berkeley’s letter,? which was
also in the Daily News) and most of which it would have been a loss to miss.
I have been particularly pleased with the tone in which several of them speak
of women’s voting, and of Mr. Hare’s plan.

Lincoln is a glorious martyr if ever there was one. He is not to be pitied—
to be envied rather. One’s feeling is all personal—it is as if a ruffianly assassin
had deprived one of a dear personal friend. I do not believe the cause will
suffer. It may even gain, by the indignation excited. There was real danger
lest the North, and Lincoln himself, should be too soft-hearted to the ex-
slaveholders, and leave them too much power of mischief.

We are glad to hear that you are settled in your new home.

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer I am

Dear Sir
ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

810. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Avignon
May 1. 1865
DEAR SIR

I shall be happy to join in any mark of sympathy to the Free States of
America, both on their success in their arduous struggle, and on the atrocious

chievous . . . as any production can possibly be.” Referring to his own article on the
Encyclical and Syllabus in the April number, Ward had said: “you will admit (I think)
that the statement is clear of principles which you will regard as detestable.”

® % » »

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. This letter, dated April 22, is in the Daily News, April 24, 1865, p. 2. In it
Francis Henry F. Berkeley (1794-1870), MP for Bristol, 1837, 1841-70, and a tireless
advocate of the secret ballot, wrote in support of his contention that a secret ballot was
necessary to protect electors from coercion. Berkeley’s letter is a commentary on Letter
799. Hare replied to Berkeley’s letter in the Daily News, May 2, 1865, p. 6.

LR 2R

1. MS at the Pierpont Morgan Library. Not in JSM’s hand.
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act which has mingled such deep grief with the very hour of triumph. I should
think that the initiative would be taken by friends of the cause who are in a
position to act more effectually than I could. I should like an address to the
American people to be signed by millions.?
Iam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

811. TO HENRY SODEN!1

Avignon
May 2. 1865

DEAR Sir—I have just received your letter, dated 25th Feb?.

It is a great compliment to me that my supposed opinions should have had
the influence you ascribe to them in Australia.Z But there seems to have been
a considerable degree of misunderstanding about what they are. The fault
probably lies with myself, in not having explained them sufficiently. I have
entered rather more fully into the subject in the new editions published this
spring. But, not to give you the trouble of referring to them, I can have no
difficulty in saying that I never for 2 moment thought of recommending or
countenancing, in a new colony more than elsewhere, a general protective
policy, or a system of duties on imported commodities such as that which
has recently passed the representative assembly of your colony. What I had
in view was this. If there is some particular branch of industry, not hitherto
carried on in the country, but which individuals or associations, possessed of
the necessary capital, are ready & desirous to naturalize: & if these persons
can satisfy the legislature that after their workpeople are fully trained, & the
difficulties of the first introduction surmounted they shall probably be able
to produce the article as cheap or cheaper than the price at which it can be

2. Probably the address of condolence to Andrew Johnson adopted May 13, 1865, by
the Central Council of the International Workingmen’s Association, London. The text
of the address is in the Beehive (May 20, 1865), the New York Daily Tribune, June 1,
1865, p. 4, and the Liberator, XXXV (June 16, 1865), 93. The Beehive lists 37 signa-
tories, headed by George Odger, president, and W. R. Cremer, hon. secretary, of the
Central Council.

. B 8 8

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published, except for penultimate paragraph, in Elliot,
II, 27-28, and in part in C. H. Chomley, Protection in Canada and Australasia (Lon-
don, 1904), pp. 81-82. In reply to Soden’s of Feb. 25, MS also at Johns Hopkins.

Soden has been identified only as a resident of Melbourne.

2. Soden in his letter informed Mill that the paragraph on the protection of industry
in a new country (paragraph beginning “the only case in which,” Pol. Econ., Book V,
chap. X, sec. 1) was being used as a theoretical defence for protective tariffs in Australia.
He enclosed clippings from Australian newspapers on this point.
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imported, but that they cannot do so without the temporary aid either of a
subsidy from the Gov* or of a protecting duty: Then it may sometimes be a
good calculation for the future interests of the country to make a temporary
sacrifice, by granting a moderate protecting duty for a certain limited number
of years, say ten, or at the very most twenty, during the latter part of which
the duty should be on a gradually diminishing scale, & at the end of which
it should expire. You see how far this doctrine is from supporting the fabric
of Protectionist doctrine, in behalf of which its aid has been invoked.

Your wish respectg a cheap edition of the little book on Liberty has already
been fulfilled. It is now on sale at 1/4 & my Pol. Econ. & Rep. Govt at prices
proportionally even lower 5/ & 2/.

You are at full liberty to make any use you please of this letter.

812. TO WILLIAM E. HICKSON!1

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 3, 1865
DEeAR HICKSON

The universality of the feeling occasioned by Lincoln’s catastrophe is a
good sign of our common humanity, for it is, in most cases, genuine feeling
of the bitterness of losing such a man. He himself may be considered happy
in his death—quite otherwise than if he had died before the decisive triumph.
There cannot be a more glorious fate than to die so mourned by a whole
people—to have become so dear to them through the best part of their
character exclusively. I agree with you in having no fear of public mischief
from his loss. It will perhaps, on the contrary, prevent a great deal of weak
indulgence towards the slaveholding class, whose power it is necessary should
be completely and permanently broken at all costs. Meanwhile the effect is
admirable in Continental Europe (England does not need that particular
lesson) of the example of power passing by course of law, without a dream of
opposition in the freest country in the world.

From what you say, the Lucas who is dead? must be the younger brother
of Frederic Lucas. I was slightly acquainted with him formerly, but had lost
sight of him. I suppose he died of heart disease like his brother—more for-
tunate than he in dying without a long illness.

Pray thank Mrs Hickson and Miss Grant? for their kind remembrances.

1. MS at Huntington. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Hickson’s letter of
April 29, to which this is a reply. Part published in Elliot, I, 28.

2. See Letter 803, n. 5.

3. Probably the sister of JSM's longtime colleague at the India House, Horace Grant,
who like Hickson lived at Fairseat, Wrotham, in Kent.
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We shall remain here probably until about May 30, when we leave for a
time in Auvergne. We expect to return about June 30, and to leave for
England about July 3. If you should be passing while we are here, we shall
be very glad to see you.

ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL

813. TO GUSTAVE D'EICHTHAL!

Avignon
le 5 mai 1865

Je voudrais bien, mon cher d’Eichthal, pouvoir répondre & votre lettre,
comme M. Blackie,? par une lettre en grec: IToA\oD ve kai 8¢l; émel mavrds
u#@Xhov, & opike, Bovhoiuny dv.® Assurément la nation grecque vous doit
de la reconnaissance, ainsi que, en second lieu, & M. Duruy.* Du reste,
elle me semble déja bien avancée dans le chemin de la restauration gram-
maticale de son ancienne langue. Jugez de ma satisfaction quand j’ai vu, dans
la redaction de sa nouvelle Constitution,® qu’elle avait repris possession com-
pléte du cas datif. Aprés cela il ne lui reste guére & reprendre que I'infinitif,
chose trés importante, mais nullement plus difficile & regagner.

Votre nouvelle brochure® ne m’est pas encore parvenue, mais un paquet va
venir qui la contiendra. Je ticherai de faire en sorte qu’il soit question de
toutes les deux, non seulement dans la Revue de Westminster,” mais peut-€tre
ailleurs.

Nous avons un fort bon livre anglais sur Ja prononciation de la langue
grecque, par un nommé Pennington,® dans lequel il est & peu prés démontré
que les anciens Grecs pronongaient leur langue d’une manicre peu €loignée

1. MS at Arsenal. Published in part in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp. 202-203, and in
Cosmopolis, pp. 781-82.

2. John Stuart Blackie (1809-1895), professor of Greek at Edinburgh, 1852-82;
author of books on and translations from Greek literature and life.

3. “Far from it, indeed, since more than anything I would wish to.”

4. Victor Duruy (1811-1894), French historian, whose books include two on Greek
history.

5. A new constitution was adopted Oct. 29, 1864. Among its provisions was one
abolishing the Senate and establishing an advisory body called the Council of State.
See The Times, Nov. 2, 1864, pp. 7, 10.

6. De I'Usage pratique de la langue grecque (Paris, 1864).

7. One of d’Eichthal’s publications was given a paragraph notice: Etude sur les
Origines Bouddhiques de la Civilisation Américaine, in WR, n.s. XXIX (Jan., 1866),
229.

8. George James Pennington, An essay on the pronunciation of the Greek language
(London, 1844).
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de celle des Grecs d’aujourd’hui. Je n’ai pas un exemplaire de ce livre, et je
crois qu’il se trouve difficilement, si ce n’est dans les bibliothéques publiques;
sans cela je vous P'aurais envoyé. Clest le sécrétaire du gouvernement anglais
des iles Ioniennes qui me le fit lire en 1855.°

J’essaierai de vous voir en traversant Paris en deux mois d’ici, bien que je
n’y compte rester que quelques heures.

Avez-vous vu larticle du dernier numéro de la Revue de Westminster sur
I’Evangile de Saint-Jean? Il ne vous offre probablement rien de nouveau,
puisqu’il se donne comme résumé des travaux de I'école de Tubingue.1®

Bien des salutations a votre frére et 2 Duveyrier,

Tout & vous

J.S.MiLL

814. TO EMILE LITTRE!

S[t] V[éran]
May 11. 1865

CHER MONSIEUR—La seconde partie de mon travail sur M. Comte ne sera
publiée que le 1¢ juillet mais on a promis de me donner bientdt des exem-
plaires séparés. Il vous en sera expédié cinq, destinés comme auparavant pour
vous méme, pour le traducteur,? pour M=¢ Comte, pour M. de Bligniéres et
pour M. Taine. Il est trés naturel que vous n’approuviez pas sans réserve tout
ce que jai dit dans la 1™ partie. Ce que votre livre a montré d’accord entre
nos jugements est encore plus que je n’osais espérer. Une critique de ma
critique, faite de votre point de vue, m’intéresserait grandement, et ce serait
une bonne fortune pour moi si vous pouviez avoir le temps de vous en
occuper.?

Quant au livre sur Hamilton c’est en grande partie une oeuvre de circon-
stance, comme le doit étre tout livie de polémique—mais avec quelques
chapitres de psychologie positive. Ce que ce livre a de mieux c’est qu’il porte

9. Sir George Ferguson Bowen, who, at the time of JSM’s trip to Greece in 1855
was chief secretary to the government of the Ionjan Islands. See Letter 231.

10. “St. John’s Gospel,” WR, n.s. XXVII (April, 1865), 406-45. Among books
under review were some by the following German theologians: Ferdinand Christian
Baur (1792-1860); Adolf Hilgenfeld (1823-1907); and Albert Schwegler (1819-1857).

* % B =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 30-31. In reply to Littré’s of
May 5, MS also at Johns Hopkins.

2. See Letter 763, n. 3.

3. A summary of the relation of Littré’s Auguste Comte et la philosophie positive
(Paris, 1863) to the writing of JSM’s Auguste Comte and Positivism is to be found in
the Textual Introduction to Collected Works, X, cxxxi—cxxxiii.
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la guerre dans le camp ennemi. Aussi je crois que les métaphysiciens de
P’école éclectique et allemande ne me le pardonneront pas.

Si un journal a dit que je sollicite des électeurs, ce journal se trompe: ce
sont des €lecteurs qui m’ont sollicité. On m’a porté candidat presque malgré
moi. Jai refusé de rien faire de ce que font ordinairement chez nous les can-
didats. Je n’ai fait que ce qu’ils ne font guére c. A. d. une profession de foi par-
faitement sincére. Au reste je pense avec M. Comte que, sauf des circon-
stances exceptionelles et transitoires, la place des philosophes n’est pas dans
le gouvernement, et malgré mes 35 ans des fonctions administratives je ne me
regarde pas comme une exception. Vous savez que dans 'idée que je me fais
des assemblées délibérantes, elles doivent étre un lieu de discussion plutdt que
d’action, et si je consentais a y siéger ce serait pour n’y exercer qu'un pouvoir
spirituel. P. L. Courier* disait que, presque seul parmi les Frangais, il ne
voulait pas étre roi: si ’on me nommait 4 la chambre 'y serais probablement
le seul député qui ne voudrait pas étre ministre.

815. TO FREDERICK DENISON MAURICE!

S{t]V[éran]
May 11. 1865

DEAR MR MAURICE—] was already so well aware of your kind feelings
towards me that even such a letter as I have just received from you hardly in~
creases my sense of them. I most sincerely feel towards you & your work in
life, the full equivalent of all which you so kindly express. I never voluntarily
leave unread any of your writings & if I have not more frequently offered you
any of mine it was because I seldom felt confident that what you would
approve in them, would outweigh what you would disapprove. I knew how-
ever that there was much in my new book? with which you would fully sym-
pathize, greatly as I know you differ from the metaphysical doctrines con-
tained in it. You were continually in my thoughts when I wrote the chapter
against Mansel® and your controversy with him contributed much towards
stirring me up to write the book.

4. Paul Louis Courier (1772-1825), soldier, Hellenist, and pamphleteer.
* % B =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Maurice’s letter of May 2 to which this is
a reply. Published in Elliot, II, 29-30.

2. Hamilton.

3. Chap. vm, “The Philosophy of the Conditioned, as Applied by Mr. Mansel to the
Limits of Religious Thought.” A bitter controversy between Maurice and Mansel had
followed the publication in 1858 of the latter’s Bampton Lectures, The Limits of Reli-
gious Thought. Maurice replied in What is Revelation? (Cambridge, London, 1859).
Mansel responded with An Examination of F. D. Maurice’s Strictures on the Bampton
Lectures of 1858 (London, 1859). Maurice then published a reply to this in 4 Sequel
to the Enquiry What is Revelation? (Cambridge, London, 1860).
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I sympathize with the feeling of (if I may so call it) mental loneliness which
shews itself in your letter & sometimes in your published writings. In our age
& country, every person with any mental power at all, who both thinks for
himself & has a conscience, must feel himself, to a very great degree, alone.
I sh? think you have decidedly more people who are in real communion of
thoughts, feelings & purposes with you than I have. I am in this supremely
happy, that I have had, & even now have, that communion in the fullest de-
gree where it is most valuable of all, in my own home. But I have it nowhere
else; & if people did but know how much more precious to me is the faintest
approach to it, than all the noisy eulogiums in the world! The sole value to
me of these is that they dispose a greater number of people to listen to what
I am able to say to them; & they are an admonition to me to make as much of
that kind of hay as I can before the sun gives over shining. What is happening
just now is the coming to the surface of a good deal of influence which I had
been insensibly acquiring without knowing it; & there are to me many signs
that you are exercising a very considerable influence of the same kind, though
you yourself seem to think the contrary.

816. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 11. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have to thank you for a great many more cuttings, which were extremely
interesting to me, and on the whole very satisfactory, for those of my opinions
which are thought to be most out of the common way seemed to obtain fair
consideration, and to be found not so bad as they look. I was amused with
your friend’s letter, especially with his idea that the male voters need the
ballot to protect them against their wives. I think, myself, that the privilege of
the vote gives an advantage not only to a bad husband over the wife, but to the
wife over a kind husband, for he thinks he ought to defer more or less to her,
on account of his voting as the representative of both. If she had a vote of her
own, she would not have so much power of interfering with his.

Your friend should reconsider his opinion on representation of minorities.
Cobden’s answer? is no answer at all; for in his plan, of having as many con-
stituencies as there are members, a minority of each would still be unrepre-
sented. On Mr Hare’s plan, no one need be unrepresented, since the electoral
body would divide of itself into unanimous constituencies.

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer

ever yours truly

J.S.MIiLL
1. MS at Melbourne. 2. See Letter 772, n. 1.
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817. TO HENRY BOWIE!

Avignon
May 13. 1865
SIr

I have had the honour of receiving your letter dated the 10 inst. inclosing
a Requisition from the Lord Provost, Magistrates, and many distinguished
citizens of Edinburgh, who, in the name of the Directors and Members of
the Philosophical Institution,? invite me to deliver the Inaugural Address at
the opening of the Session in November next.

I feel most strongly the high distinction conferred on me by being the ob-
ject of such a request from such a body. There being, however, many persons
who are far better qualified than myself for the honourable function which
the Directors and Members of the Institution propose to entrust to me, I beg
to be excused from undertaking it, as I could not without great personal in-
convenience be at Edinburgh, or anywhere in Great Britain, in November
next, in addition to which I have so much occupation on my hands, that I
could with difficulty find time for the duty and the necessary preparation
forit.

I have the honour to be Sir
very respectfully yours
J.S. MILL
Henry Bowie Esq
&c &c

818. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 15. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

I have been so very busy, and have had, besides, so many letters to write,
that I am very tardy in replying to your interesting letter of April 29. We were
greatly amused by the “election humours” which it communicates, and by
the comments you report on the injudiciousness of my second letter.? I do

1. MS at NLS.

Henry Bowie (d. Jan. 31, 1885), secretary and cashier of the Edinburgh Philo-
sophical Institution from 1847 until his death.

2. The Edinburgh Philosophical Institution was founded in 1846 to provide popular
lectures on science, literature, and art. For an account of its history, including the
session of 1865-66, see W. Addis Miller, The “Philosophical” (Edinburgh, 1949).

. % % %

1. MS at UCL. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 33-34. In reply
to Chadwick’s of April 29, 1865, MS also at Johns Hopkins.

2. Chadwick reported in his letter of April 29 that Charles Westerton and Arthur
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not wonder that people should think it injudicious if they suppose that my
grand object in the whole matter is to get myself elected. But as the only pur-
pose for which I care to be elected is to get my opinions listened to, it would
have been very “injudicious” in me to forego so good an opportunity of that,
for fear that it should damage my election. I have gained this by it, that what
are thought the most out of the way of all my opinions, have been, and are,
discussed and canvassed from one end of the country to the other, and some
of them (especially women’s voting) are obtaining many unexpected ad-
hesions. I reckon this a good stroke of practicality, whether I am elected for
Westminster or not.

As to the election itself, I had much rather you were elected than I, and
if I could transfer my supporters in a body to you, I would do so instantly. I
suspect, however, that the thing will be taken out of our hands. The appear-
ance in the field of the illustrious man® whom the Tories have put forward as
the representative of the intelligent classes against popular ignorance, as em-
bodied in me, will probably produce a general demand that one of the pro-
fessedly liberal candidates should be withdrawn; and perhaps the appeal to
the individual electors by circular, which we have contended for, will be made
for the inferior purpose of ascertaining who ought to retire. I do not think the
Tories expect their man to come in, otherwise some more considerable person
would have started in that interest. But they are glad when anybody with
money to spend, is willing to venture it on the chance.

I feel for Sir Edw. Lytton,* who expected to get some credit from my friends
by the expression of his good wishes (which were very likely sincere) but
found he had come across a man who had the peculiarity of expecting that
people should act up to what they say. I should have thought more highly of
him if he had said plainly, “These are my private sentiments, but I must go
with my party”, a feeling which, as men go, is very excusable. Lord Amber-
ley,® I am glad to see, has a higher standard. It is really a fine thing in him to
have withdrawn from Grosvenor’s Committee and come over to me.8

It is an agreeable surprise to me that Mr Westerton should have been so
favourably impressed by the “Liberty”. I give him very great credit for it. It
shews that his view of religion is a much higher and better one than is at all

Penrhyn Stanley, dean of Westminster, had decided to support JSM. Chadwick also
reported on the contradictory opinions stimulated by Letter 799, and on the need for
a photograph of JSM for campaign purposes

3. William Henry Smith (1825-1891), newsagent and politician, son of the founder
of the firm of W. H. Smith and Son. He led the poll for Westminster in the election of
1868 in which JSM was defeated.

4. Edward George Earle Lytton Bulwer-Lytton Lytton, who led the election for
Hertfordshire as a Conservative.

5. See Amberley’s letter in support of JSM, dated April 30, 1865, in The Times,
May 6, 1865, p. 9.

6. For the members of the committee for JSM, as of May 27, see The Times, May
27,p.5.
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common. Had I listened to commonplace notions of “practicality,” I should
never have published that book; yet its publication does not seem to do me
any practical harm.

As to the application you have received about having my likeness taken for
publication, I have a real difficulty about it, owing to having refused my
photograph to friends who much wished for it. If it should be necessary, how-
ever, there is a cameo likeness of me,” from which a copy could be taken; but
it cannot be till we return.

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

P.S. I have just received your packet of printed documents. The list of the
Committee is very good: there are some names on it which I am glad to see,
but was afraid would be wanting,

819. TO PARKE GODWIN!

Avignon
May 15. 1865

DEAR SiR—I had scarcely received your note of April 82 so full of calm joy
in the splendid prospect now opening to your country & through it to the
world; when the news came that an atrocious crime had struck down the
great citizen who had afforded so noble an example of the qualities befitting
the first magistrate of a free people & who in the most trying circumstances
had gradually won not only the admiration but almost the personal affection
of all who love freedom & appreciate simplicity & uprightness. But the loss is
ours, not his. It was impossible to have wished him a better end than to add
the crown of martyrdom to his other honours & to live in the memory of a
great nation as those only live who have not only laboured for their country
but died for it. And he did live to see the cause triumphant & the contest vir-
tually over. How different would our feelings now be if this fate had overtaken
him as it might so easily have done, a month sooner!

In England, horror of the crime & sympathy with your loss seem to be
almost universal, even among those who have disgraced their country by
wishing success to the slaveholders. I hope the manifestations which were
instantaneously made there in almost every quarter may be received in

7. Probably the one reproduced in Elliot, I, opp. p. 233.
* % % =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in the Liberator, June 30, 1865, p. 101, and
in Elliot, IT, 31-33. In reply to Godwin’s of April 8, MS at Johns Hopkins, as is also
his rejoinder of June 27.

2. The day before Lee’s surrender to Grant.
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America as some kind of atonement or peace-offering. I have never believed
that there was any real danger of a quarrel between the two countries but it is
of immense importance that we should be firm friends; & this is our natural
state; for though there is a portion of the higher & middle classes of Great
Britain who so dread & hate democracy that they cannot wish prosperity or
power to a democratic people, I firmly believe that this feeling is not general
even in our privileged classes. Most of the dislike & suspicion which have
existed towards the U.S. were the effect of pure ignorance; ignorance of your
history, & ignorance of your feelings & disposition as a people. It is difficult
for you to believe that this ignorance could be as dense as it really was. But
the late events have begun to dissipate it, & if your Government & people act
as I fully believe they will, in regard to the important questions which now
await them there will be no fear of their being ever again so grossly misunder-
stood, at least in the lives of the present generation.

As to the mode of dealing with these great questions, it does not become
a foreigner to advise those who know the exigencies of the case so much better
than he does. But as so many of my countrymen are volunteering advice to
you at this crisis perhaps I may be forgiven if I offer mine the contrary way.
Every one is vaguely inculcating gentleness, and only gentleness, as if you had
shown any signs of disposition to take a savage revenge. I have always been
afraid of one thing only, that you would be too gentle. I sh? be very sorry
to see any life taken after the war is over (except those of the assassins) or
any evil inflicted in mere vengeance; but one thing I hope will be considered
absolutely necessary: to break altogether the power of the slaveholding caste.
Unless this is done, the abolition of slavery will be merely nominal. If an
aristocracy of ex-slaveholders remain masters of the State legislatures they
will be able effectually to nullify a great part of the result which has been so
dearly bought by the blood of the Free States. They & their dependents must
be effectually outnumbered at the polling-places: which can only be effected
by the concession of full equality of political rights to negroes & by a large im-
migration of settlers from the North, both of them being made independent
by the ownership of land. With these things in addition to the constitutional
amendment? (which will enable the Supreme Court to set aside any State
legislation tending to bring back slavery in disguise) the cause of freedom
is safe & the opening words of the Declaration of Independence will cease
to be a reproach to the nation founded by its authors.

I doubt not that you have by this time received from Mr Hare the new
edition of his book. I do not know if Mr Fawcett has fulfilled his intention of
sending you his pamphlet,* but as Mr Hare has adopted the simplifications

3. The Thirteenth Amendment abolishing slavery, passed by Congress on Jan. 31,
1865, was ratified by the States before the end of the year.
4. See Letter 440, n. 3.
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which Mr Fawcett proposed, you will be under no necessity of learning them
from any other source. I am,

dear Sir,
yours very truly,
J.S. MiLL
820. TO JOHN PLUMMER!
Avignon
May 22. 1865

DEAR SIR

I have this morning received three more packets of extracts, for which I
cannot sufficiently thank you. They are all of use to me, the unfavourable
ones most of all.

You will do me a favour if you will buy the Fortnightly Review for me, and
(after reading it yourself) keep it for me till my return to England. I should
like to see the article you speak of,2 but do not think it worth while to have it
sent here, and the more, as I have very little time at the present moment to
read it.

I have the Saturday Review.

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer I am

Dear Sir
yours very truly
J.S.MiLL
821. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!
Avignon

le 23 maij 1865
MON CHER D’EICHTHAL

Meici de votre brochure sur “’'usage pratique de la langue grecque comme
langue internationale”? et des deux journaux grecs de Trieste.® La premiére
me fait désirer la complétion de I'ouvrage dont elle forme le commencement.

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. Probably Frederic Harrison, “The Iron-Masters’ Trade-Union,” or the first instal-
ment of Walter Bagehot, “The English Constitution,” FR, I (May 15, 1865), 1-23,
96-116.

% % * »

1. MS at Arsenal. Published in part in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp. 203-205, and in
Cosmopolis, pp. 782-83.

2. See Letter 813, n. 6.

3. One of these was probably the periodical referred to in n. 6.
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Les derniers montrent bien ’enthousiasme que votre proposition excite trés
naturcllement chez les esprits Helléniques. Je lis assez facilement le Grec
moderne, a quoi, en effet, il suffit de posséder une certaine connaissance de la
langue ancienne, et d’avoir lu une grammaire quelconque de la moderne:
car, dans le vocabulaire, toute ce qui n’est pas grec ancien est une imitation
assez drole des mots occidentaux et surtout frangais. Je n’ai jamais ri de meil-
leur coeur que lorsqu’a ma premiére visite 4 la poste aux lettres d’Athenes, je
vis devant moi une affiche commencant par ces mots: ‘H vevwn Sievbovois 7o

‘EXAprikwy drpookadewy 'Eidomorel.*

Je trouve l'article de Littré® fort bon, et votre lettre dans la Clio® excellente.
Ce serait, sans doute, difficile de faire dans la langue ordinaire la restauration
grammaticale que vous proposez. Mais aprés tout ce que les Grecs ont déja
fait dans ce genre, il ne faut désespérer de rien. D’ailleurs I'instruction que
recoivent & peu prés tous les enfants (au moins males) dans’ancienne langue,
rend ces changements beaucoup moins difficiles, puisque les formes restaurées
seraient tout d’abord comprises.

Je vous renverrai les journaux, qui pourront vous servir encore pour la
propagande.

Je ne connais M. Blackie” que par son réputation et par quelques-uns de
ses écrits. J’ai remarqué avec plaisir les succés parlementaires de Lanjuinais.®

Ce serait une bonne fortune pour moi que de vous voir 4 Avignon: mais,
pour le moment, je n’en ai guére I’espoir; car je me propose de partir en cinq
jours pour une tournée dans les Cévennes et en Auvergne, aprés quoi je ne
serai ici que pendant deux ou trois jours au commencement de juillet avant de
partir pour I'Angleterre, ol je passe habituellement la moitié de I'année.
L’élection de Westminster n’est pour rien dans mon retour. Cette élection se
fait absolument sans moi.? Je ne compte pas du tout sur le succes, mais s’il
arrive, il en sera d’autant plus honorable pour moi et pour les €lecteurs.

Je vous serre la main.

J.S.MiLL

4. “The general management of Greek steamships informs, ...”

5. Probably “Hugues Capet,” a review of Hugues Capet, Chanson de Geste, publiée
pour la premitre fois d’aprés le manuscrit unique de Paris, par M. le Marquis de la
Grange (1864), in Journal des Savants (Feb., 1865), pp. 88-105. In this article, Littré
is primarily concerned with linguistic changes in the French language as they can be
deduced from the original of the epic through various changes made by contemporary
and later copyists, and thus the article may have been of special interest to d’Eichthal
at the time he was working on the evolution of the Greek language.

6. Clio was a Greek paper published in Trieste.

7. John Stuart Blackie.

8. Victor Ambroise Lanjuinais (1802-1869), politician and economist, an old friend
of d’Eichthal. See Earlier Letters, p. 38. Lanjuinais then held a seat in the Chamber of
Deputies.

9. See Letters 838 and 839. In the event, JSM went to four electioneering meetings:
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822. TO EDWIN L. GODKIN1

Avignon
May 24, 1865
DEAR SIR

I thank you very sincerely for your article in the North American Review;?
not merely for sending it to me, but for writing it. I consider it a very impor-
tant contribution to the philosophy of the subject; a correction, from one point
of view of what was excessive in Tocqueville’s theory of democracy, as my
review of him was from another. You have fully made out that the peculiar
character of society in the Western States—the mental type formed by the
position and habits of the Pioneers—is at least in part accountable for many
American phenomena which have been ascribed to democracy. This is a most
consoling belief, as it refers the unfavourable side of American social exist-
ence (which you set forth with a fulness of candour that ought to shame the
detractors of American literature and thought) to causes naturally declining,
rather than to one which always tends to increase.

But if any encouragement were required by those who hope the best from
American institutions, the New England States as they now are, would be
encouragement enough. If Tocqueville had lived to know what those states
have become, thirty years after he saw them, he would, I think, have
acknowledged that much of the unfavourable part of his anticipations had
not been realized. Democracy has been no leveller there, as to intellect and
education, or respect for true personal superiority. Nor has it stereotyped a
particular cast of thought; as is proved by so many really original writers,
yourself being one. Finally, New England has now the immortal glory of
having destroyed Slavery; to do which has required an amount of high prin-
ciple, courage, and energy, which few other communities, either monarchial
or republican, have ever displayed. And the great concussion which has taken
place in the American mind, must have loosened the foundations of all pre-

on July 5, 6, 8, and 10. See the advertisements placed by his committee in The Times,
July 5, p. 10; July 8, p. §; July 10, p. 8. JSM also met with his committee on July 3,
1865. The meeting attracted many other than those on the committee and turned into a
public meeting. See The Times, July 4, 1865. See also Letter 842.

* % % B

1. MS at Harvard; MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Godkin’s letter of April 1,
to which this is a reply. Published in Elliot, II, 35-36, and in Rollo Ogden, Life and
Letters of E. L. Godkin (2 vols., London, 1907), I1, 42-44.

Edwin Lawrence Godkin (1831-1902), editor and author, who emigrated to the
United States in 1856. In July, 1865, he became the first editor of the Nation; he was
later editor of the New York Evening Post.

2. “Aristocratic Opinions of Democracy,” No. Am. Rev., C (Jan., 1865), 194-232.
A review of Tocqueville’s Democracy in America (Cambridge, 1863 ), 3rd Am. ed., and
of JSM’s review of Tocqueville in Dissertations, Brit. ed., II, 1-83, Am. ed., II, 79-161.
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judices, and secured a fair hearing for impartial reason on all subjects, such
as it might not otherwise have had for many generations.

It is a happiness to have lived to see such a termination of the greatest and
most corrupting of all social iniquities—which, more than all other causes
together, lowered the tone of the national and especially the political mind
of the United States. It now rests with the intellect and high aspirations of the
Eastern States, and the energy and straightforward honesty of the Western,
to make the best use of the occasion, and I have no misgiving as to the result.

Do not trouble yourself to send me the North American Review, as I al-
ready subscribe to it. But I shall always be glad to be informed of any article
in it which is of your writing, and to know your opinion on any American
question.

I am Dear Sir
yours very sincerely

J.S.MiLL
Edwin L. Godkin Esq.

823. TO WILLIAM WHEWELL!

Avignon
May 24. 1865

DEAR SIR—It gave me great pleasure to receive your note of May 15. It
was, in the first place, very agreeable to hear that you go along with my book,
so far as it is directed against Sir W. Hamilton; which is fully as much appro-
bation as I could hope for; & it was pleasant to be told that there are other
points which could have been made against Sir W. H. but which I had omitted
—fearful as I was of being charged, on the contrary, with having pursued him
a toute outrance.

But a still greater cause of satisfaction to me from receiving your note, is
that it gives me an opportunity on which without impertinent intrusion I may
express to you, how strongly I have felt drawn to you by what I have heard
of your sentiments respecting the American struggle? (now drawing to a
close) between freedom & slavery, & between legal govt & rebellion without
justification or excuse. No question of our time has been such a touchstone of
men & has so tested their sterling qualities of mind & heart—as this one—& I

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Whewell's letter of May 15 acknowledging
JSM'’s gift of a copy of his Examination of Sir William Hamilton’s Philosophy. Pub-
lished in Elliot, IT, 36-37.

2. JSM in 1863 wrote Motley that Whewell was so strongly for the North that he
would not suffer The Times to be in his house. See Letter 581, n. 11,
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shall all my life feel united by a sort of special tic with those, whether per-
sonally known to me or not, who have been faithful when so many were
faithless. I am Dear Sir

very truly & respectfully yours

824. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 28. 1865
DEAR SIR

It seems a very long time since I either heard from you or wrote to you,
and you may have thought it strange that I did not write on a subject of such
deeply tragical interest to us both as the assassination of Lincoln. But I felt
it necessary to express my feelings on that catastrophe to so many persons,?
Americans and others, who could not otherwise have known them, that I
felt less prompted than usual to give vent to them, to those who would know
and judge of them by their own. What I now principally feel is that the death
of Lincoln, like that of Socrates, is a worthy end to a noble life, and puts the
seal of universal remembrance upon his worth. He has now a place among the
great names of history, and one could have wished nothing better for him per-
sonally than to die almost or quite unconsciously, in perhaps the happiest hour
of his life. How one rejoices that he lived to know of Lee’s surrender.

At present I am chiefly anxious that the Americans may not do themselves
any damage in the matter of Jefferson Davis.? I do not like the trial of the
assassins by martial law. If they try Davis in that manner, and convict him,
let him be ever so guilty, the world will never believe that he had a fair trial.
I have good hopes, however, from the favourable opinion of Johnson* ex-
pressed by men who have the means of knowing him.

I was happy to see your name in full, attached to your excellent article
on Lowe’s speech.® There were several very good things in the last number:

1. MS at LSE. Cairnes’s reply of June 2 is in a MS copy at LSE.

2. See Letters 809, 812, and 819.

3. Jefferson Davis (1808-1889), president of the Confederacy, was captured May
10, 1865, and kept in prison until May 13, 1867, when he was released on bail. He was
never tried.

4. Andrew Johnson (1808-1875), the vice president, had become president upon the
death of Abraham Lincoln.

5. “Liberalism and Democracy,” Reader, V (May 20, 1865), 566-67. On a speech
in the House of Commons on May 3 by Robert Lowe, attacking de Tocqueville and the
advance of democracy. Robert Lowe, later 1st Viscount Sherbrooke (1811-1892),
politician, MP for Kidderminster, 1852-59, for Calne, 1859-67, and for London Uni-
versity, 1868—80; chancellor of the exchequer, 1868-73.
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the leader, by Huxley,® particularly so, notwithstanding what I venture to
think heretical physiology, which, however, he clearly sees, and as clearly
shews, not to affect in the smallest degree the moral, political, or educational
questions, either as regards negroes or women. I wish, however, that the
Reader did not cultivate a tone of flippant attack, often on very slender
grounds which is infinitely more offensive than damaging to the persons at-
tacked. The Saturday Review, with much more real matter, manages these
things much better. Do you know the editor?” He seems to me to be amen-
able to good influences, and worth cultivating.

We propose setting out in two or three days for an excursion in the central
mountains of France, but letters will from time to time be forwarded to me
from here. I shall be in England in time for the July meeting of the Club,® at
which I am pledged to open my question if required and where I shall hope
to see you. If you write, pray tell me your London address.

Ever yours truly
J.S. MiLL

825. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 28, 1865
DEeAR CHADWICK

You have indeed a fine list of occupations for any one to carry on pari
passu with his election to Parliament. But your power of work seems
unlimited.

The request of the Committee? places me in a considerable embarrassment.
What they propose is in itself perfectly reasonable; and any one who comes
forward and proposes himself as a candidate, ought to be willing to meet the
Committee and the Electors in the way they propose, as often as they think
desirable. But I have never, from the beginning, been in the position of one
who offers himself as a candidate. In my first letter® I disclaimed doing so; I
said that my personal inclination was against going into Parliament; but that

6. “Emancipation—Black and White” (signed T.H.H.), Reader, V (May 20, 1865),
561-62. An appeal for the emancipation and education of women.

7. JSM probably means the new editor of the Reader. William Fraser Rae, rather
than John Douglas Cook (1808?-1868). editor of SR, 1855-68.

8. The July 7 meeting of the Political Economy Club. See Letter 761, n. 5.

* % % %

1. MS at UCL. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Chadwick's of May 25, to
which this is a reply.

2. Chadwick had reported that it was the unanimous opinion that JSM should return
to London for meetings with the Committee and with electors.

3. Letter 765.
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if the electors of Westminster nevertheless did me the great honour of choos-
ing me, I would do my best to serve them, and would answer unreservedly
any number of questions respecting my political opinions, which might be put
to me by or in behalf of any body of electors. My candidature went forth to
the public on this footing; and this declaration seemed to be one of the causes
of the feeling so widely expressed in favour of the candidature. If I were now
to attend meetings and make speeches to the electors in the usual, and, in
most cases, very proper manner, it would seem as if there had been no truth
in my declaration that I did not personally seck to be in Parliament; as if I had
merely been finessing to get myself elected without trouble and expense, and
having found more difficulty than I expected, had at last shewn myself in my
true colours, rather than run the risk of losing the election.

If you will kindly represent these things to the Committee, they will, I hope,
enter into the difficulty I feel. If they think that any further explanation of
my opinions would be desirable, they have only to ask for it. If Mr Beal, or
Mr Westerton, or any other member of the Committee, will write to me, ask-
ing my opinion on any new points, or the reasons and justification of my
opinion on any of those on which it has been already asked and given, I shall
have the greatest pleasure in satisfying them.

In the same manner, I shall be happy to reprint any of my articles which
the Committee may propose. I cannot, however, remember any that would
be much to the purpose, as the political articles are mostly on gone-by politics.
I should be very happy to reprint the article on “Enfranchisement of
Women,”* but it must be as my wife’s, not as mine.

I am glad to hear what you tell me concerning Mr M’Clean.® In addition to
his very handsome subscription, he has lately sent me two polite invitations
in his capacity of President of the Institution of Civil Engineers, and I was
desirous to know how I had acquired so much of his good will.

Any writing by Tories, nominally in my favour, is of no consequence. The
Tories prefer anybody to a regular government man, as they suppose Gros-
venor to be.® Any one who is not a pledged member of the ministerial party,
they hope may now and then give them a stray vote. But if I were elected I
should hope to be a much greater thorn in their side than a member of the
old Whig connexion can be.

4. Harriet’s article of 1851, See Letter 28, n. 2.

5. John Robinson McLean (1813-1873), engineer, later (1868-73) MP for East
Staffordshire, in 1864-65 president of the Institution of Civil Engineers, a professional
organization chartered in 1828. Chadwick had reported that McLean’s only son had
introduced JSM’s books to the family, and that McLean, though differing with JSM on
the franchise, had subscribed £ 100 to his election.

6. Grosvenor had written to Westerton protesting that “Mr. Mill’s party appeared
to be joining with the Tories against him [Grosvenor] in the Saturday Review, and also
in the Standard.”
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This letter of course is not for publication, but it may be shewn to any
members of the Committee.
Iam Dear Chadwick
ever yours truly

J.S.MILL.

826. TO THOMAS HARE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 29. 1865
DEAR SIR

It is a long time since I wrote to you: indeed, from a variety of causes. I
have had so many more letters to write to total or comparative strangers than
I ever wrote in the same time before, that writing to my real friends has been
put off. I have not, however, been inattentive to what you have been doing
meanwhile. The Social Science meeting? evidently gave a push onward to
Personal Representation, and you have followed it up in the Daily News with
vigour and effect.® The question has for the first time passed into the domain
of popular discussion, and is making unexpected proselytes. You must have
noted Lubbock’s* qualified and Hughes’® distinct adhesion in their electoral
addresses. Perhaps you may not have observed a letter from Francis New-
man,® giving reasons for and against supporting my candidature, in which my
adherence to your plan is placed among the foremost of the reasons for sup-
porting me. There are also articles in some of the country papers, shewing
that the plan is obtaining favour in proportion as it becomes known. In addi-
tion to which, my Westminster supporters are all busy finding what they can
say to defend their candidate on the points of representation of minorities
and women’s suffrage. Certainly this election affair is a better propaganda
for all my political opinions than I might have obtained for many years; and

1. MSin 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.

2. See Letter 782, n. 3.

3. The meeting was reported in the Daily News, April 11, 1865, p. 2. There was also
correspondence on the subject: a letter signed Publicola, one signed W. L. Clay in the
issue of April 12, 1865, and a letter from Hare in the issue of April 18, 1865.

4. See Letter 795, n. 2. For extracts from Lubbock’s speech, see The Times, April
21, 1865, p. 10. On plural voting he is reported to have said: “The plan suggested by
Mr. Hare, and advocated by Mr. Mill, of giving members to minorities, was worthy of
consideration; but he could not say that he was ready to support such a plan at present.”

5. Thomas Hughes's address to the electors of Lambeth on May 6, 1865, in which he
endorsed Hare's plan, was published in the Beehive, May 13, 1865, p. 6.

6. “Mr. F. W. Newman on Mr. J. S. Mill” (a letter to James Beal), Daily News,
May 3, 1865, p. 5. Newman’s chief reason against supporting JSM was the latter’s

opposition to the Permissive Bill, which would permit local governments to control or
prohibit the liquor traffic.
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it is selling my cheap editions, and indeed the dear ones too, in a most splen-
did manner.

My occupation here, except letter-writing, has been of a kind very remote
from these interests, being chiefly that of reading Plato, with a view to re-
viewing Grote’s new book.” I do not find that this by any means quickens my
zeal in my own cause, as a candidate. It is an infinitely pleasanter mode of
spending May to read the Gorgias and Theatetus under the avenue of mul-
berries which you know of, surrounded by roses and nightingales, than it
would be to listen to tiresome speaking for half the night in the House of
Commons. The only disagreeable thing here is having to choose between
pleasures: thus we are about to tear ourselves away from this most enjoyable
place to make a tour in the Cevennes and Auvergne, beginning at Alais, and
going round by Le Vigun, the Lozere, the Cantal, and Mont Dore, to Cler-
mont. We expect much pleasure from this, but we give up so much pleasure
by not remaining here, that did we not think it useful to health, I do not be-
lieve we could either of us make up our minds to it.

I shall be back for the July meeting of the Club, where I shall hope to see
you. I am glad to see that Gladstone is to be chosen a member.?

With our kind regards to all your family

ever yours truly

J.S. ML
Letters will be sent to us from here.

827. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 29. 1865
DEAR SIR

Nothing can be more agreeable to me than to hear that you are going to
answer me in the Fortnightly Review.? I hope you will not spare me. If you
make out so strong a case (and no one is more likely to do so if it can be
done) as to make it absolutely necessary for me to defend myself, I shall
perhaps do so through the same Review; but not without a positive necessity.
I have had enough, for the present, of writing against a friend and ally.

7. See Letter 769. 8. See Letter 761, n. 6.
. #* & 8
1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. In reply to Spencer’s of May 26, MS
also at Northwestern. First paragraph of JSM’s letter is in Spencer, Autobiography,
11, 141, and most of the second paragraph in Duncan, I, 154-55,
2. It appeared with the title “Mill versus Hamilton—The Test of Truth,” in FR, I
(July, 1865), 531-50.
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With regard to the Reader, I like the plan of full signatures. I am glad to
see that my friend Professor Cairnes has adopted it, & I should be glad if it
were the common practice. But, to admit of this, it would be necessary for the
Reader to give up the plan it has recently adopted of making slashing attacks
to the right and left, with very insufficient production of evidence to justify
the vituperation: and in a manner which gives to an indifferent spectator the
impression either of personal ill will in the particular case, or of general
flippancy and dogmatism. Contributors will not like to identify themselves
by name with a publication which would embroil them with an unlimited
number of angry and vindictive writers together with their friends and their
publishers. I myself should not like to be supposed to be in any way con-
nected, for instance, with the attack on the Edinburgh Review? (for which I
am at this very time preparing an article)—an attack of which I wholly dislike
the tone, and agree only partially with the substance; and it happens that the
article singled out from the last number for special contempt,* my name too
being cited against it, is by a personal friend of my own, a man of very con-
siderable merit, whom I was desirous of securing as a recruit for the Reader
—and who is very naturally hurt and indignant at the treatment of him. I am
by no means against severity in criticism, but the more it is severe, the more
it needs to be well weighed and justly distributed. I have represented a good
deal of this to Mr. Rae,® with whom I am in correspondence, and of whom in
other respects I have formed a very favourable impression. He has very much
improved the Reader, and is improving it more and more; and but for that
one fault it bids fair to justify our original hopes.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML

828. TO MAX KYLLMANNT1

S[aint] V[éran]
May 30, 1865

DEAR SIR—I have not written to you since 1 came here, having from
various causes been so overwhelmed with letter writing that I was obliged to

3. See the Reader, April 22, 1865, p. 452, and April 29, 1865, p. 473.

4. The article, so noted in April 22, 1865, p. 452, of the Reader, was “The Law of
Patents,” ER, CXXI (April, 1865), 578-610, identified in the Wellesley Index as by
T. E. Cliffe Leslie.

5. See Letter 791, n. 3.

* #* #* =

1. MS draft at Jobns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 39—40.
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adjourn all of it that admitted of postponement. I now write though I have
not anything very particular to say, except that I am going to leave Avignon
for a tour in the Cevennes & Auvergne & though letters will be sent to me from
here, they will not reach me so soon or so certainly as at present. It seems to
me that discussion on the fundamental points of representative government
& especially on the points raised in my Westminster letters, is going on very
satisfactorily at present. Numbers of country papers are sent to me in which
Hare’s system, repr of minorities, in all its shapes, and women’s suffrage are
mooted—sometimes with approbation, & often (especially as to women’s
suffrage) with much less hostility than was to be expected. You have prob-
ably seen Mr. Hughes’ declaration in favour of Hare’s system® & Francis
Newman’s commendation of me for adhering to it.® The cheaper editions
also are going off at a wonderful rate & even the dear ones are increasing in
sale. These are substantial advantages derived from the West* contest whether
it succeeds or not. I think it hardly possible that it should succeed. Though it
has brought to light a most unexpected amount of good feeling by isolated
individuals towards me personally, there is no set of political men who really
wish to have me in Parlt: neither Whigs, nor Tories, nor the Bright radicals
(though T hear that B. himself speaks in my favour), nor any other set of
radicals except perhaps the Cooperative section of the working classes. Look
at the list of subscribers for the election expenses: next to none of them are
representative men. They are people from here, there, & everywhere who have
happened to like my books. Many even who for personal reasons might have
subscribed, hold back, evidently because their sets are hostile to me. This is
what I always said would be the case. As Comte says, “tout ce qui est au-
jourd’hui classé” is sure to be hostile to really new ideas—a little shuffling of
the cards is all they want.*

But enough of this. I am full of joy & spirits for the glorious future of
America. The catastrophe of Lincoln though it was a great shock, does not
cloud the prospect. How could one have wished him a happier death? He
died almost unconsciously, in the fulness of success, & martyrdom in so great
a cause consecrates his name through all history. Such a death is the crown
of a noble life.

2. See Letter 826, n. 5.

3. See ibid., n. 6.

4. The following passage has been cancelled in the draft at this point: “But this
affair has greatly increased my influence: it has opened a communication between me
& the general mind of the country: thousands will look to me now who knew nothing of
me before: I am getting the ear of England, & I have already that of America. &
between the two I have no anxiety but how to make the best use of my influence during
such years of life & work as remain to me.”
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829. TO WILLIAM FRASER RAE1

Avignon
May 31. 1865

DEAR SIR

The author of the paper “Nurses Wanted”? offers an article on a very dif-
ferent subject, a notice of the new (and much improved) edition of Mr Hare’s
book on Representation. The article® is strongly in favour of Mr Hare’s sys-
tem; which I suppose you do not object to, especially as any other contributor
is free to take the opposite side. I think the writer brings out some important
points very well, and will give an impression of novelty in the mode of treat-
ment,

Tam Dear Sir
very truly yours

J. S. ML
W. F. Rae Esq.

830. TO CHARLES LORING BRACE!

[June, 1865]

Your remark® is most just on the unworthiness of the conversions due only
to success. Such conversions merely show the fundamental unworthiness of
the original error. The disgust they occasion is one of the causes which make
those who have fought an up-hill battle up to the hour of victory eager to go
forward to something else, in which they will still have the low-minded and
selfish part of mankind against them.

1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.

2. An article by Helen Taylor, Reader, V (May 13, 1865), 539—40.

3. Appeared as “The Election of Representatives,” Reader, V (June 10, 1865), 651-52.
® % & »

1. MS not located. Excerpt published in The Life of Charles Loring Brace chiefly
told in his own Letters, edited by his Daughter (New York, 1894), p. 333. Reprinted
from Charles L. Brace, “A reminiscence of John Stuart Mill,” in the N. Y. Christian
Union (June, 1873) and the Victoria Magazine, XXI (1873), 265-70.

2. Brace reports that, on reaching England just after the close of the Civil War, he
had written JSM how disgusted he was “at the sudden conversion of many Englishmen
to the side of the North after the defeat of General Lee.”
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831. TO ROWLAND G. HAZARD!

Bagnols les Bains, Lozére
June 7, 1865
DEAR SIR

I am writing to you from a little place in the mountains of Central France,
where we are making a short excursion. I have not liked to write until I had
read your treatise on Freewill.? I have now done so, with great admiration in
many respects, but I am unable to say that it has made any alteration in my
opinion. It is very clearly thought and expressed, and draws some metaphysi-
cal distinctions which though quite correct are often disregarded, for instance,
that fundamental one between volition and choice. There is great acuteness
too in much of the polemic with Edwards,? though I think that he might have
found much to say in reply to it, and that you have sometimes refuted rather
his expressions than his thoughts. But I do not find that your arguments in
any way touch the doctrine of so-called Necessity as I hold it. You allow that
volition requires the previous existence of two things, which the mind itself
did not make, at least directly, nor, in most cases, at all: a knowledge, and a
want. You consider as the peculiarity of a free cause, that its determinations
do not depend on the past, but on a preconception of the future. But though
the knowledge and the want refer to what is future, the knowledge and the
want themselves are not future facts, but present, or rather past, facts, for they
must exist previous to the volitional act. You seem to admit not only that the
knowledge and want are conditions precedent to the will, but that the charac-
ter of the will invariably corresponds to that of the knowledge and want,
and that any variation in either of these determines, or at least is sure to be
followed by, a corresponding variation in the volition. Now this is all that I,
as a necessitarian, require. I do not believe in anything real corresponding
to the phrases Necessity, Causal Force or the like. I acknowledge no other
link between cause and effect, even when both are purely material, than
invariability of sequence, from which arises possibility of prediction. And
this it seems to me, on your own shewing, exists equally between volitions
and the mental antecedents by which you allow that they are and must be
preceded.

My own view of the subject you will find in a chapter of my book on Sir
William Hamilton,* which I hope reached you, and to which I must refer

1. MS at Rhode Island Historical Society. MS copy at Columbia University.

2. See Letter 738, n. 2.

3. Book II of Hazard’s treatise is entitled “Review of Edwards on the Will” (Jona-
than Edwards’ A Careful and Strict Enquiry into the Modern Prevailing Notions of
that Freedom of Will which is Supposed Essential to Moral Agency, Vertue and Vice,
Reward and Punishment, Praise and Blame, first published in 1754).

4. Chap. xv1, “Sir William Hamilton’s Theory of Causation.”
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you for the arguments I have not room for here. Let me add, however, that
on the subject, practically considered, I am at one with you. Your view
of what the mind has power to do, seems to me quite just: but we differ on
the question, how the mind is determined to do it.®

To turn to another subject, no less interesting to us both; you seem to have
now a finance minister who understands currency,® and the close of the war
will render return to the right path comparatively easy. I look forward to the
brightest future for America now, provided the North is not foolishly generous
to its conquered enemies. It is quite indispensable to break the power of the
Slaveholding oligarchy. Emancipation is not enough, without making the
freed negroes electors and landholders, nor without reinforcing them by a
large migration of northern people into the southern states. Otherwise the
negroes will remain in a state of dependence on their old masters approach-
ing to slavery, and both they and the mean whites will be kept ignorant and
brutish as they have been kept hitherto. I would not shrink from extensive
confiscation if it were necessary for these purposes, but doubtless the im-
poverishment of the great landholders, and their disgust with the new state
of things, will cause a great number of the large estates to be sold and broken
up, a thing eminently desirable. Probably the indignation of your whole
people at the atrocious crime which robbed the world of your noble Presi-
dent, added to the known opinions and determined character of his successor,
may tend to diminish the risk of any undue indulgence being shown to those
who, like dethroned despots, will be always hankering after their lost power.
It is only the next generation of them who can possibly become true citizens
of a free nation.

I am Dear Sir
very sincerely yours

J.S.MiLL
R. G. Hazard Esq.

832. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1!

Mende, Lozére
June 8. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

I am extremely sorry that your two letters were not answered immediately,
owing to their having arrived a day or two after we had set out on an excur-

5. JSM’s criticisms in this letter were replied to at length in Hazard’s Two Letters on
Causation and Freedom in Willing, addressed 10 John Stuart Mill. With an Appendix
on the existence of matter, and our notions of infinite space (Boston, 1869).

6. President Lincoln, at the beginning of his second term, had chosen as Secretary
of the Treasury Hugh McCulloch (1808-1895), formerly comptroller of the currency.

1. MS at UCL. Er
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sion in the mountains. They have been forwarded to me here, along with a
letter from Mr Beal, to whom I have by this post sent a reply, which he will
no doubt communicate to you. I have told him that I am decidedly for pro-
ceeding in the way first proposed,? and submitting your name to the electors
with those of all the candidates, and that it would not be just to you to ask
you to forgo such claims as you possess, without having laid them before the
electors and obtained their decision. The talk about dividing the liberal in-
terest is quite inapplicable to the course proposed, in which it is implied that
neither you nor I will be nominated if the result of the appeal to the electors
shews that we have fewer supporters than Grosvenor and Smith. I need not
repeat what my own wishes are, and that I would much rather you were
elected than myself. But that is not the question: it is for the electors to shew
their preference, and for us, or rather our supporters, to withdraw our names
if any other candidates in the liberal interest are preferred to us.

I have revised your address,?® not as to matter, but as to style, in which it
was very defective, and sometimes even unintelligible, from haste. The con-
tents of it (and it is an understatement of your public services) ought to
suffice for your election by any constituency in the country. If the public
were not so much inured to seeing any petty consideration prevail over per-
sonal fitness they would feel it a national disgrace that you are not in Par-
liament,

Ever, dear Chadwick,
yours truly

J.S.MiLL

833. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Mont Dore les Bains
June 18. 1865
MY DEAR GROTE

Many thanks for the two sheets, which were waiting for me at Mende along
with your letter. The chapter on the Leges? is less interesting than most of the
others, because the subject is less so: its inferiority, in fact, was the main point
to bring out. The two concluding chapters,® on the other hand, are equal in
interest to almost anything in the work; especially the account of the Megarics,

2. See Letters 765 and 799.

3. Chadwick’s proposed address to the electors of Westminster.

® #* * &

1. MS draft at Yale. Partly published in Mrs. Harriet Grote, The Personal Life of
George Grote (London, 1873), p. 276. Mrs. Grote also published portions (pp. 274
75) of Grote’s letter to Mill to which this is an answer.

2. Vol. I, chap. xxxvi, of Grote’s Plato.

3. Chap. xoxvir, “Other Companions of Sokrates,” and chap. xxxrx, “Xenophon.”
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Kyrenaics &c. of whom I previously knew very little. I hope to be able to
make a useful article on the book:* but when I spoke of giving an intellectual
outline of Plato from your materials, I meant from your thoughts: not that I
had attained any higher point of view than yours, but that I hoped to repro-
duce yours in a condensed form.

I hope you have seen Mark Pattison’s review of you in the Reader.’ He
contests the question of the Platonic canon with you, or rather, promises to
contest it. I fancy he reckons the history of philosophy one of his own strong
points; which it certainly is not, since he can speak of Aristotle as a mere pupil
of Plato. I was pleased, however, as well as surprised, to find him so eulogis-
tic of the book in every other respect. He had just before written a review of
my Hamilton in which he equally surprised me by the extent of his adhesion.®

How valuable to me is your approbation of the Hamilton I need not say.
The opinion you express of it comes up to my highest hopes. I have been
amused by some of the discussions respecting it which have been evoked by
the stimulus of the Westminster affair. I learn from the Spectator,” that the
Morning Advertiser® (a propos of the chapter on Mansel’s Bampton Lec-
tures)® declares that I am not only an athetist, but have on this occasion put
forth my atheism in a form the most revolting which the editor of that paper
has ever met with: and the Record!? says I am the chief of the Satanic School
in England at present. The Spectator, on the contrary, says the principal
value of the book is the logical; that the passages in question are the true
language of prophets and apostles: and in the same number in which it attacks
and protests against the philosophy of the book, makes a hearty and vigorous
defence of its religion: saying at the same time that it has never been able to
find out what my private religious opinions are, and that nobody has any
right to pry into them. All this is pretty much as I expected, and wished.

I'am writing to you from a beautiful place, in The heart of a valley which is
an old crater, surmounted by summits between 6 and 7000 feet above the sea,
though only from 3 to 4000 above the plateau of Central France. The interior
of the crater is filled up with the loveliest pastures and forests. We have en-
joyed our tour very much, and have not been indulged with a single rainy day,

4. See Letter 769.

5. “Grote’s Plato,” Reader, V (June 10, 1865), 64445,

6. “The whole fabric of the Hamiltonian philosophy is not only demolished, but its
very stones are ground to powder.” Mlark] Plattison], “J. S. Mill on Hamilton,”
Reader, V (May 20, 1865), 562-63.

7. “The Record on the Westminster Election,” Sp., June 10, 1865, pp. 631-32.

8. “The Religious Views of Mr Mill—Representation of Westminster,” Morning
Advertiser, June 3, 1865, p. 5.

9. “The Philosophy of the Conditioned, as applied by Mr. Mansel to the Limits of
Religious Thought,” Hamilton, chap. vi. See Letter 847, n. 2, for the passage which
aroused most criticism.

10. The Record, June 2, p. 3, and June 14, 1865, p- 2.
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or even hour, in which to get on with Plato. T hope to see you in the early part
of next month.
With our kind regards to M™ Grote
ever yours truly

J.S. ML

834. TO CHARLES WESTERTON!

Clermont-Ferrand, June 21 [1865]

DEAR SiR—I very much regret that your letter and telegraphic message were
not answered as promptly as I should have wished, they having had to be
forwarded to me here. I have no objection whatever to attend meetings of the
Committee, or even of the electors, other than those which I stated in my
answer? to a letter which Mr Chadwick wrote to me on the subject, at the
request as I understood, of the Committee. But I confess the reason you now
give for desiring me to come over and meet the Committee, operates on my
mind the reverse way. I should never, for my own part, think of taking any
notice of a charge of irreligion brought by the Record® or the M. Advertiser.*
They are ready to brmg such a charge against the most pious man in England
if he does not agree in their narrow minded & thoroughly unChristian notions
of religion and my attending a meeting just at present would scarcely promote
the purpose for which you suggest it, since I should positively and deliberately
refuse to allow myself to be interrogated on any subject whatever of purely
rehglous opinion. I do this on pnnmple I conceive that no one has any right
fo question another on his religious opinions; that the tree ought to be judged,

and only can be judged, by its fruits; and I hold myself bound, not for my own
sake, for it is my practice to speak my opinions very plainly, but for the sake
of future candidates, not to do any thing that m?)?‘ra‘éiﬁfate raising a religious
cry against a person who may be unassailable as a politician, on evidence
extorted from his own mouth. The case is different as to my expressed
opinions. Whatever I have written and publishcd I stand by, and am ready
to defend; and I defy any one to point out in my writing a single passage that
conflicts with what the best religious minds of our time accept as Christianity.

The passage which, I am informed, the Record and the Advertiser have

1. Copied in Letter 836 to Chadwick, MS at UCL. Published in The Times, June 24,
1865, p. 5, and in the Reasoner, XXVIII (July 1, 1865), 34.

2. Letter 825.

3. See the leading articles in the Record, June 19, p. 2, and June 26, 1865, p. 2. See
also preceding Letter, n. 10.

4. “Mr. J. S. Mill and his Supporters,” Morning Advertiser, June 28, 1865, p. 2. See
also preceding Letter, n. 8.
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fastened upon, I maintain to be one of the most religious and Christian ex-
pressions of feeling in all recent literature. I am not alone in this opinion.
Among many others, one of the most eminent of the Bench of Bishops
declares in a letter in the Spectator of June 17, that the sentence in question
breathes the purest spirit of Christian morality; and the Spectator itself (a
most religious paper) had said a fortnight before,® of the same sentence, that
it speaks the true language of Prophets and Apostles. Such expressions as
these it would not become me to use; but I am not afraid that your judgment,
or that of any rational person who reads the passage and the context fairly,
that Mr Mansel’s theology? is the same thing with religion, or that tgws.é.l_gﬂhgtn
I will worship na God but a good God is to be.an atheist.—You are at full
liberty to make any use you please public or private, of this letter.

Any letter to me had better be addressed to Avignon, as I am about to
return there, and thence very shortly to England.

Charles Westerton, Esq.

835. TO CHARLES WESTERTON!

(June 21, 1865]

DEAR SiR—When I wrote to you this morning I had not yet received your
letter of the 17th inst. written in the name of the Committee and requesting a
personal interview. In reply I beg to say that I shall be happy to attend the
Committee on any day they may appoint after I arrive in England. In the
meantime I beg to say that with regard to the plan of addressing the electors
by circular, as on every other matter connected with the election, it rests with
the Committee alone to decide; and I regard it simply as an additional mark
of courtesy and consideration towards myself, that they should have sought
any consultation with me on the subject. Not taking any of the usual burthens
of a candidate, I have no claim to the privileges of one. It is but reasonable
that those who take all the trouble should freely determine on their own judg-
ment the course to be pursued. I did not volunteer the proposal of submit-
ting various names to the conmstituency, as a suggestion of my own; I
understood it to be included in the original scheme of which my nomination
was a part; and thinking the plan an excellent one, both in itself and as an

5. Connop Thirlwall, Bishop of St. David’s, in the Sp. (June 17, 1865) pp. 667—68.
For the sentence in question, see Letter 847, n. 2.

6. “Mr. J. S. Mill on Sir William Hamilton” (the first of a three-part review), Sp.,

May 27, 1865, pp. 584-85.
7. For JSM's opinion of Mansel's theology, see Hamilton, chap. v.

® # # =

1. Copied in letter to Chadwick of June 22, 1865 (Letter 836), MS at UCL.
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example, I expressed strongly the approbation which I felt. My opinion on
the subject is not changed; I still think that it would have been highly desir-
able to adopt this course in the first instance. The Committee, however, are
of opinion that the time has gone by for it, and that it would not be suitable
to the present state of affairs. They have a perfect right to act on their own
judgment; and were they even to carry courtesy so far as to postpone their
judgment to mine, to accept such an act of abnegation would be to take the
conduct of the election out of their hands, which I am as little inclined as en~
titled to do. Any discussion between us, therefore, on this matter, I regard as
merely an affair of friendly explanation, and not of a practical character. 1
shall be at Blackheath Park on the 6 of July,? and I shall hold myself at the
disposal of the Committee any day and hour afterwards, except the evening
of the 7't for which I have a positive engagement.?

836. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Brioude
June 22. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

Your letters of the 15th and 16th followed me to Clermont, and along with
them I received an urgent letter from Mr Westerton (with a telegraphic
message which had preceded it) urging emphatically the necessity of my
coming over at once on account of the accusations of atheism made against
me by the Record and the Morning Advertiser.? I thought so much sensitive-
ness to such attacks from such quarters of very bad augury; and not choosing
to submit to being catechized on my religious belief, I wrote to Mr Wester-
ton as follows: [Here JSM copies Letter 834].

By the next day’s post I received a further letter from Mr Westerton as
Chairman of the Committee requesting on their part a personal interview
with me for the purpose of explaining to me how they had endeavoured to
adopt my plan (as he called it) of addressing the electors by circular, and why
they were now of opinion that altered circumstances render it desirable to
abandon the plan. I do not see what answer I could give to this except that
it was their affair, not mine; that having been asked my opinion I had given
it, and that it is unchanged; but that I am not a candidate, and have no right
or wish to take the management of the election into my own hands. I there-
fore wrote the following letter: [Here JSM copies Letter 835].

2. But see Letters 837 and 838.
3. At the meeting of the Political Economy Club, for which JSM had proposed the
question. See Letter 761, n. 3.

. % % =

1. MS at UCL. 2. See 834, n. 3, and n. 4.
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My private opinion is, that they made a mess of the matter, and spoiled
their chances of great public good and great honour to themselves, by not
acting on the plan at first; but that they have let the time go by; that they
would stultify themselves by adopting it now, and (especially after Shelley’s
retirement)® would bring on themselves bitter reproaches for dividing the
liberal interest, which they are not the men to be capable of facing. My
opinion of them is greatly lowered, and I doubt much if they have it in them
to bring in even one candidate. Mr Beal is evidently not a typical, but a much
too favourable specimen of them.

If you decide to start independently, I will subscribe, as I said. I do not
think either of us will be elected. I would at present lay considerable odds on
Grosvenor and Smith.

The details in your letters interest me very much and some of them are
really important, for purposes much beyond this election.

Yam Dear Chadwick

ever yours truly
J.S. ML
Of course this letter is private, and only for yourself.
837. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!
Avignon
June 26. 1865

DeAR CHADWICK

A very urgent letter which I have received this morning from Mr Westerton
seems to make it necessary that I should return immediately, as it is due to
those who have taken so much trouble about me that I should not give them
the impression that for my own convenience I expose them to the probable
frustration of all their endeavours. I shall therefore be at Blackheath next
Friday morning, and shall probably see Mr Westerton and perhaps the
Committee on the same day.? I shall apparently be obliged to attend also a
meeting of the electors, though by doing so I shall in some degree alter the
original character of my candidature, which I had wished to preserve.

As T expect to see you so soon, I need not touch on any other topic.

Ever, dear Chadwick
yours truly

J.S. ML
3. Sir John Villiers Shelley (1808-1867), MP for Westminster, 1852—65.

* 4 #* @
1. MS at UCL.
2. For JSM’s meetings with his committee and the electors, see Letters 821, n. 9,
838, and 839.
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838. TO CHARLES WESTERTON!

Avignon
June 26, 1865.
DEAR SIR

Your letter, which I have just received, leaves me no alternative but to
comply with the wish which you so strongly express. I will therefore return
to England immediately, and shall arrange so as to arrive early on Friday the
30th.

I shall be happy to attend the Committee or to call on you personally on
that or any following day, if you will kindly write to Blackheath Park fixing
the place and time.

Tam Dear Sir
Very truly yours
J. S. MiLL.

Charles Westerton Esq.

839. TO CHARLES WESTERTON!

Blackheath Park
June 30. 1865
DEAR SIR

Having been informed by you that a proposal has been received from Capt.
Grosvenor’s Committee, for a personal conference between Capt. Grosvenor
and five members of his Committe on the one part, and myself and five mem-
bers of your Committee on the other, to discuss the possibility of cooperation
between the two bodies; I beg to say, that I can have no objection whatever
to a conference between the two Committees for the proposed purpose, but
that I cannot personally take any part in it. I have from the first declared
that T am not a candidate, in the ordinary sense of the term; that I do not
offer myself to the electors, but that, if thought worthy of the honour of being
elected, I will do my best to serve them. To engage personally in a negociation
with another candidate, would be not only to assume the character which I
have disclaimed but to take into my own hands, in a certain degree, the
management of the election. That management must rest, as it has hitherto
done, wholly with your Committee; with whose judgment respecting the

1. MS at NYP. Envelope addressed: Angleterre / Charles Westerton Esq., / 27, St.
George's Place / Hyde Park Corner / London. Postmark: AVIGNON / 26 JUIN 1865.
* # & &

1. MS in the possession of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania.
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mode of conduct which most conduces to the furtherance of the liberal in-
terest, I have neither the wish nor the right to interfere.

ITam Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
Charles Westerton Esq.

840. TO HARRIET ISABELLA MILL!

Blackheath Park
July 2, 1865
DEAR HARRIET

I duly received your packet, but thought it best to put off signing the docu-
ment till T got my signature witnessed in London. Having now done so, I
dispatch it to Mr. Paterson? by the first post.

There is no occasion to send stamps.

I am glad that you have got to the end of your troubles in this matter.

J.SM.

841. TO EDWIN ARNOLD!

Blackheath Park
July 6, 1865
DEAR SIR

I am very much indebted to you for your note, as well as for your most
energetic and most valuable support. I did not get the note until I had finished
my speaking for the evening?® except in answer to questions. If any one had
come, as I fully expected, primed with questions out of the Morning Adver-

1. MS in 1944 in the possession of Mrs. Hugh Gemmel of East London. Envelope
addressed: Miss Harriet Mill / 2 Langton Grove / Upper Sydenham / S.E. Endorsed
in another hand: “On signing of last Legal Document for Sale of Lund in July 1865.”

Harriet 1. Mill was the executor and beneficiary of the estate of James Bentham Mill,
included in which was the farm named Lund, in the island of Unst, where he had
settled after his retirement from the East India Co. See Letter 542.

2. John Paterson, of the firm of Dymock and Paterson, solicitors-at-law, 56 George
St., Edinburgh.

* % % #

1. MS in the Hollander Collection, University of Illinois.

Edwin (later Sir Edwin) Amold (1832-1904), poet and journalist; from 1861 a
leader writer on the Daily Telegraph.

2. See next Letter, n. 2.
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tiser,3 I was prepared to enter upon the subject you mention.* But as no one
said anything about it, I thought it best to say nothing either. If I should be
troubled on the subject at any of the other meetings I have to attend (which
does not now seem likely) I shall be ready to face the assailants. But (thanks
partly to you) I have now such a multitude of defenders® that they would
carry me through almost any attacks—saying and doing much more for
me than I should choose to say or do for myself.

Iam Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
Edwin Arnold Esq.

842. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1

Blackheath
July 6. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

Though I hope you have gone to Evesham, I write to say that when I
went to the meeting yesterday evening,? the Committee had already come to
an arrangement with Grosvenor’s Committee,? in the bona fides of which
they seemed to have complete confidence so that there was nothing for me
to do but to acquiesce in it. I had copies made of the draft of my speech,
but as the reports of the previous meeting* were so satisfactory, I made no
use of them, and those of this morning give me no reason to regret that I
did not. You will have seen in the Daily News, and doubtless in the Tele-

3. See Letters 833, n. 8, and 834, n. 4.

4, Possibly JSM’s Malthusian instead of religious views. On July 8, at a meeting in
the Pimlico Rooms, questions on population were put to JSM. The Standard, on July
10, published a strong attack on him for his “dangerous and disgusting” theories on
population and marriage. The attack was reprinted as “Mr. J. S. Mill on Marriage,” in
Public Opinion, July 15, 1865, pp. 55-56.

5. See Letter 834, n. 5and n. 6.

4 & & =

1. MS at UCL.

2. For JSM to meet the electors of Westminster, at St. James’s Hall, Wednesday,
July 5, at 8 p.m. See The Times, July 6, p. 9.

3. The committee for R. W. Grosvenor, the other Liberal candidate, and JSM’s
committee agreed to work together against W.H. Smith, the Tory candidate. The
coalition was announced in The Times, July 10, p. 5.

4. On Monday, July 3, 1865, at St. James’s Hall, for JSM to meet with his committee.
The gathering was far larger and more public than he had anticipated. In his speech,
he paid tribute to the radicalism learned from his father. See The Times, July 4, 1865,
p. 14.
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graph,5 the onslaught I made on the money power. The Times report,® though
otherwise good, has cut down, or rather cut out, all that related to that sub-
ject. I have to speak at meetings tonight, Saturday, and Monday. Happily
Monday’s must be the last.” The meeting was very enthusiastic, and every
one seemed very confident. Qui vivra verra. I shall only believe in success
when I see it; and, success or not, shall always regret that the original plan
was not tried. The probable loss of some liberal seats even metropolitan ones,
through too many or bad candidates, will make the liberal managers see
what they ought to have done when it is too late to retrieve the error. I am

Dear Chadwick
ever yours truly

J.S. MILL

843. TO W. L. HARVEY1

Blackheath-park, July 13 [1865]

DEAR SIR,—The suggestion®> you make of an optional secrecy of voting
has been made before, but it has always appeared to me to be liable to all
the objections against the ballot without having its advantages; since an
elector who asked for the ballot would, by doing so, be considered to declare
that he intended to vote in opposition to the influence exerted over him; and

5. Daily News, July 6, 1865, p. 2; Daily Telegraph, July 6, 1865, p. 3.

6. The Times, July 6, 1865, p. 9. But The Times, July 10, 1865, p. 5, summarized
JSM’s remarks, made at the meeting of July 8, on the costs of election and the conse-
quent restriction of candidates to the wealthy.

7. Tuesday, July 11, was nomination day; Wednesday, July 12, election day.
Grosvenor and JSM were elected with votes of 4,534 and 4,525 respectively; W. H.
Smith with 3,824 votes was defeated. For a young American’s contemporary account
of JSM's July 10 meeting at St. Martin's Hall, see Moses Coit Tyler, “John Stuart Mill
as a Stump Speaker,” in Glimpses of England (New York and London, 1898), pp. 13—
23, reprinted from the Independent, vol. XVII (Aug. 17, 1865), 1.

* # * &

1. MS not located. Published in The Times, July 17, 1865, p. 7. W. L. Harvey Esq.
of 47, Bessborough Gardens, is named as a member of JSM’s committee, the Iist of
which takes up two columns of The Times, May 27, 1865, p. 5.

2. In his letter of transmittal to The Times, Harvey explained that JSM had been
asked the following: “Would the demand for the ballot by a very large number of
tradesmen and employés, who are, or are duly qualified to be, on the electoral register,
on the ground they object to being canvassed by any person or party whatever, and
many of the latter of whom, as is well known, keep their assessed taxes unpaid until
after the 20th of July to avoid being on the register and so escape being canvassed,
justify exceptional legislation in the form of the ballot being permitted in boroughs in
conjunction with open voting, each elector having the option of using which of the
two modes he preferred?”
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the influence which is strong enough to induce him to vote against his con-
victions would be strong enough to compel him to give his vote openly as
long as he had the option of doing so. Electors who are tradesmen may be
some times exposed to coercive influence from both sides; but in that case I
should expect that both sides, or at all events the one which thought itself
strongest, would insist on the elector’s voting openly, in order that they might
know whether they could depend on him.

You are at liberty to publish my letter.

I am, dear Sir, very faithfully yours,
J. 8. MiLL

844. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Blackheath Park, July 13, 1865

DEAR SIR—. . . In spite of Mr. Hill’s drawing back about the Wolverhampton
Plate-Lock Makers,? the papers which have been sent to me from both sides,
and especially the report of the correspondent of “Aris’s Birmingham
Gazette,”® confirm me in my opinion that the Co-operators are wholly in the
right.

I am, dear Sir, very truly yours,
J.S. MiLL

845. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
July 14 /65
DEAR SIR

Would this day week Friday the 21, suit you and M= Cairnes for coming
here about 12 o’clock and going with us to Chiselhurst returning here to

1. MS not located. Excerpt published in the Co-operator, VI (Aug. 1, 1865), 92.

2. Matthew Davenport Hill (1792-1872), reformer of the criminal law; MP for
Hull, 1832-34; recorder of Birmingham, 1839-65; commissioner in bankruptcy for
Bristol, 1851-69; active in the NAPSS and the co-operative movement. In a letter of
May 21, 1865 (published in the Co-operator, June 15, 1865, p. 37), to Henry Pitman,
Hill expressed his disagreement with the position of the Wolverhampton Plate Lock
Makers’ Co-operative. See also the Co-operator, Aug. 15, 1865, p. 99 and Letters 776
and 781.

3. The report in the Birmingham Gazette has not been located, but it was probably
the letter headed “The Co-operative Plate-Lock Makers,” reprinted in the Beehive,
April 22, 1865, p. 5, and in abridged form in the Co-operator, June 15, 1865, pp. 36-37.

* # & @

1. MS at LSE.
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dinner? If Mr Conway? would do us the favour of accompanying you, he
would see some very pretty country of the English type, and would give me
the pleasure I much desire of seeing and conversing with him.

ever yours truly
J.S.MiLL

846. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
July 14, 1865
DEAR SIR

To begin with the most pressing—there does not exist any photograph of
me; but I have been so urged to have one taken, that I have been obliged to
make up my mind to it, and I promise that you shall have one of the very first
copies.?

I cannot thank you enough for the trouble you have taken in sending me
such a number of cuttings from newspapers &c which I should not otherwise
have seen, and for which even in a pecuniary sense I must be considerably
your debtor. We are hoping to see you and Mrs Plummer very soon but are
still so overloaded with occupations we cannot put off, that we have not
been able yet to fix a day when we can ask you to give us that pleasure.

In haste
ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

847. TO WILLIAM GEORGE WARD!

[After July 17, 1865]

It gives me much pleasure that you sympathise so completely with me on
the subject of the Westminster election. That you were sure to feel with me

2. Moncure Daniel Conway (1832-1907), American Unitarian minister and man of
letters, from Feb., 1864, pastor of South Place Chapel, London. His lodgings were in
the same house as those of Cairnes, Notting Hill Square, and through Cairnes Conway
met JSM. See Mary Elizabeth Burtis, Moncure Conway (New Brunswick, N.J., 1952).

* #* # @

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. Helen Taylor in a letter to Chadwick of July 19, 1865, MS at UCL, reported that
JSM had agreed to sit for a photograph but had not yet made an appointment.

® #* & =

1. MS not located. Excerpt published in Wilfrid Ward, William George Ward and
the Catholic Revival, p. 281, as part of JSM’s reply to Ward’s letter of July 17, 1865,
pp- 279-81. Passage in brackets is Wilfrid Ward’s summary.
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as to the passage of my book for which I have been attacked,? I could not
doubt after reading your book on Nature and Grace.® Let me add that (what-
ever may be my opinion of Ultramontanism) I know far too much both of
your writings and of yourself to be in any danger of mistaking you for a
‘bigot.” Few people have proved more fully than you not only their endea-
vour but their ability to do ample justice to an opponent.

[Mill wrote also at considerable length on the Galileo case,® and the essay
was partially recast in deference to his criticisms.]

848. TO JANE MILL FERRABOSCHI!

Blackheath Park
July 18, 1865
DEAR JANE

Though extremely busy, I write these few words to thank you for your
congratulations,? and to wish you, though it is past the day, many happy
returns of your birthday. I am quite well, and am glad to hear a good account
of your health and that of all your family. The cause of my not having called
on you is that it is many years since I have passed more than a few hours at
Paris. I regretted that some time ago when you were in England, my absence
prevented me from seeing you. Helen desires her kind regards.

J.S.M.

2. Wilfrid Ward (pp. 280-81) cites the passage from JSM’s Hamilton chap. vit (in
which he attacks the views of Hamilton’s disciple, Henry Mansel, on the limits of
religious thought): “If, instead of the “glad tidings’ that there exists a Being in whom all
the excellences which the highest human mind can conceive, exist in a degree incon-
ceivable to us, I am informed that the world is ruled by a being whose attributes are
infinite, but what they are we cannot learn, nor what are the principles of his govern-
ment, except that ‘the highest human morality which we are capable of conceiving’
does not sanction them; convince me of it, and I will bear my fate as I may. But when
I am told that T must believe this, and at the same time call this being by the names
which express and affirm the highest human morality, I say in plain terms that T will
not. Whatever power such a being may have over me, there is one thing which he
shall not do: he shall not compel me to worship him. I will call no being good, who is
not what I mean when I apply that epithet to my fellow creatures; and if such a being
can sentence me to hell for not so calling him, to hell T will go” (pp. 102-103).

3. W. G. Ward, On Nature and Grace. A Theological Treatise (London, 1860),
which JSM cited with praise in his Hamilton, pp. 174-75n. See also Letter 423,

4. Ward had written in his letter of July 17, 1865: “That I am not simply a ‘bigot’,
in the ordinary sense, I persuade myself, were it only from my great interest in every-
thing you [JSM] write. I may take the opportunity of saying how heartily I agree with
the drift of that passage about God which has so excited the bitterness of many Chris-
tians.” (See n. 2 above,)

5. Ward had asked for help from JSM in preparing an essay on Galileo, which
appeared with the title “Doctrinal Decrees of a Pontifical Congregation.—The Case of
Galileo,” in Dublin Review, n.s. V (Oct., 1865), 376-425. Ward quotes from JSM’s
Hamilton in a footnote on p. 397.

TR IR I

1. MS at LSE. 2. On his election to Parliament.
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849. TO HENRY FRANKS!

Bflackheath] P[ark]
July 21, 1865.

DEAR Sir—1 have been prevented by much occupation from sooner acknowl-
edging your letter dated the 14th.

The difficulty which you feel I understand to be this: how is the opinion
that Christianity might have been extinguished by persecution, compatible
with the belief that God intended & preordained that Christianity should sub-
sist?? I conceive there is no inconsistency between the two opinions. If
Xtianity would have perished had it been persecuted in a certain manner, if
God had preordained that it sh® not perish, the reasonable inference is that
God preordained that it should not be persecuted in that manner. The preser-
vation of Xtianity thus brought about would be no “accident” but part of the
divine plan.

The relation between means & ends is quite compatible with a providential
government of human affairs. It is only necessary to suppose that God, when
he willed the end, willed the means necessary to its accomplishment. If the
Maker of all things intended that a certain thing should come to pass, it is
reasonable to suppose that provision was made in the general arrangements of
the universe for its coming to pass consistently with these arrangements.

850. TO THE REV. WILLIAM HENRY LYTTELTON!

Bllackheath] Pfark]
July 21. 1865

DEAR SIR—I thank you most sincerely for your Tract® which I have read
with very great pleasure & sympathy. Though I had read several papers be-
longing to the same series & was well acquainted with your name & character
T 'had not happened to see this tract. You had a strong case & you have stated

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 41. In reply to Franks's letter
of July 14, also at Johns Hopkins. He has not been identified.

2. Franks had raised the question apropos of JSM’s statement in On Liberty (chap.
1r): “No reasonable person can doubt that Christianity might have been extirpated in
the Roman Empire.”

* & * @

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Lyttelton’s letter of July 8 to which this is a
reply. Published in Elliot, II, 40—41.

William Henry Lyttelton (1820-1884), rector of Hagley, Worcester, later canon of
Gloucester.

2. The Testimony of Scripture to the Authority of Conscience and of Reason, No. 12
in the series Tracts for Priests and People, 14 Nos. plus Supplement (Cambridge and
London, 1861-62).
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it well & effectively, & above all, like one who feels its importance. I cannot
conceive how any other view than that which you take, of the question raised
by Mr Mansel,? can be deemed religious, or Christian; & I felt sure that in
maintaining, from my own point of view, the same conception of religious
duty, I sh? be in complete sympathy with the best part of the religious world
~—using that phrase in its literal & not in its slang acceptation. Accordingly
the manner in which so many of the greatest ornaments of the Cfhurch] of
E[ngland] lately came forward* to share the responsibility of a doctrine
which coming from me was called atheistic & satanic, did not cause me half
so much pleasure from its connexion with myself as because it so fully justi-
fied the perfect confidence I had in their high feelings & principles. It causes
me no surprise but additional pleasure that you so fully participate in the
same convictions & sentiments.

I return as desired your letter in the Guardian® with thanks for the pleasure
it has given me.

851. TO WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE!

Blackheath Park
July 23. 1865
MY DEAR SIR

Allow me, in thanking you for your kind congratulations on the result of
the Westminster election, to congratulate in my turn, not you, but the electors
of South Lancashire,? on having placed themselves in the honourable position

3. In his Bampton Lectures of 1858. See Letter 815. Lyttelton charged Mansel with
advocating “complete philosophical scepticism. . . . If human morality and Divine are
different in kind, we had better leave off speaking of the Divine attributes at all. If
‘just,’ ‘merciful,’ ‘true,’ as predicated of God, do not mean what they do when predi-
cated of men, they are evidently utterly unmeaning to us.”

4. Including F. D. Maurice and Charles Kingsley.

5. See Letter 833.

6. Probably one of several letters in an exchange between Lyttelton and the Rev.
S. C. Malan, published in the Guardian from April to June, 1865. Lyttelton’s letters
appeared on April 19, pp. 387-88; May 10, p. 459; June 7, p. 579; and June 28, p. 659.

The controversy had arisen over a sermon preached by Frederick Temple (1821
1902), then headmaster of Rugby, later Archbishop of Canterbury, as the fifth of the
Lenten Sermons in the Chapel Royal, Whitehall. As reported in the Guardian, April 5,
1865, Temple had said that attempts to reconcile the account of the Creation in Genesis
with the discoveries of modern science were doomed to failure. “It was clear . . . that
the first chapter of Genesis was not the same thing they learned from geology. . .. They
had, in all probability, in that account of creation a poem, just as the whole of the
Apocalypse was a poem.” Lyttelton defended Temple’s position.

* & & =

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

2. Gladstone was elected for South Lancashire on July 20, after having lost for the
University of Oxford on July 18, for which he had been MP since 1847, He was de-
feated by non-resident electors, many of them disturbed by his attitude towards the
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which another constituency has so unwisely relinquished. Though your re-
election for the University under the new circumstances would have been,
both personally and publicly, a great triumph, the opposite result is not any
real loss, it being obvious to everybody that, but for the new mode of voting,
you would have been returned by a large majority. If the temporary check to
the Liberal party had indicated a retrograde movement at Oxford, it would
have been a serious matter. But the country knows that the real University,
the resident members of the body, are clear of the discredit of this party move,
and that, with them, you are stronger than ever. It is even possible that this
disappointment, by stimulating the Liberal party in the University to in-
creased exertions, may ultimately be as great a help to the cause of improve-
ment as even your reelection would have been.
Iam My dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.M1LL

852. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
July 25, 1865
DEAR SIR

I hope to be able to give you a photograph soon, but I have not yet re-
ceived a proof from the artist. As soon as I have a likeness in a state to be
sent to you I will send it.

Hoping to see you and Mrs Plummer on Sunday I am

yours very truly
J.S. ML
853. TO JOHN CHAPMAN1
Blackheath Park
July 28, 1865
DEAR SIr
Many thanks for your note.

My usual conditions with my publishers are the ordinary half profit plan
for a single edition—the number of copies to be at the discretion of the pub-

disestablishment of the Church of Ireland, which he had proposed. See Philip Magnus,
Gladstone (London, 1954), pp. 165-77.
* % # @
1. MS at Melbourne.
* % & &

1. MS at Canberra.
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lisher and the copyright to remain with me. This is what I should propose
for the Comte papers, if agreeable to Mr Triibner.2 I should wish to revise the
articles before they are sent to the printer.

I shall be very glad to hear of any further applications of your discovery.?
If it proves applicable to cholera, it will be still more important than it is
already shewn to be. Iam

Dear Sir
yours very truly
J.S.MILL
854. TO JOHN PLUMMER!
Blackheath

July 28 [1865]
DEAR SIR

I wrote last Sunday to ask if you and Mrs Plummer would do us the
pleasure of dining with us next Sunday July 30 at six o’clock. I have since
received a note from you and not being sure when yours was written, do not
know whether you have received mine. I should be glad to know whether we
may count on the pleasure of seeing you.

I hope the photograph will soon be ready.

Iam Dear Sir
Yours very truly

J.S.M1LL

855. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath Park

July 30. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have been long under an engagement to review Mr Grote’s book for the
Edinburgh?—and shall scarcely have time to do that, much less to write an-
other review also,® before the meeting of Parliament. I sympathize much in
your difficulty, as it is not easy to find writers who are sufficiently familiar

2. See Letter 801. 3. See Letters 746 and 751.

* #* #* &
1. MS at Melbourne.
* # #* #
1. MS at Canberra. 2. See Letter 769, n. 3.
3. Chapman did secure a reviewer; “Mr. Grote’s Plato,” WR, n.s. XXVHI (Oct.,
1865), 459-82.
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both with Plato and with philosophy, without being full of wrong ideas on
the latter, if not on both. I can think of no one who is not likely to have
been already thought of by yourself. Have you asked Professor Bain?*

I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J. S.MiLL

856. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!

Blackheath
July 31, 1865

DEeaR SiIR—In revising my Logic for a new edition I have arrived at the
places where your son pointed out an error—viz, in my numerical estimation
of the probability arising from the addition of two independent improbabil-
ities (Vol. 2. Ch. 23 § 6 of the third book). I find to my very great regret that
I have mislaid the paper which contained the discussion of the point, and
though I was convinced at the time, I have not been able to reason out for
myself the estimation of the compound probability in the case supposed.
Though I greatly regret giving you the trouble, I should feel it a great favour
if you would kindly put on paper the few sentences which would be sufficient
to make me once more understand the matter as it really is.

I ought not to need this additional assistance but though it is my own fault,
I think it better to ask for instruction on the subject than to go without it.

857. TO HELEN TAYLOR!

Penzance
{Queen’s Hotel)
Wednesday [Aug. 2, 1865]

Thanks dear for taking the trouble to write an abstract of so many letters.
None of them need be sent, or need be answered till I come back, except

4. Bain reviewed it in Macmillan’s: “Grote’s Plato: The Negative or Search Dia-
logues,” XTI (July, 1865), 193-208, and “Grote’s Plato: the Affirmative, or Exposition,
Dialogues,” XII (Oct., 1865), 457-72.

* # * @

1. MS copy (possibly incomplete) at UCL.

2. The 6th, 1865. For the correction JSM made, see Letter 861, n. 3.
* % & =

1. MS at Johns Hopkins. Envelope addressed: Miss Helen Taylor / Blackheath
Park / Kent / S. E. Postmark: PENZANCE / E AU 2/ 65.
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Thornton’s.? To him I will write tonight or tomorrow & I quite agree with
you about not taking any notice of Smith’s letter.? It is very possible that the
creature thinks he has not committed any corruption, for that sort of person
squares his conscience by the law, entirely.

I rather think I shall not return till Monday, but I will write again to say.
Irvine* seems rather inclined to stay on, and there is plenty to do botanically
for a much longer time. We have been successful thus far—fine though
showery weather (I have brought & worn a waterproof) & plenty of plants
but I have not been so well as I expected to be having had diarrhoea which
is going off but has not quite left me. I cannot write more as I am keeping
Irvine from his dinner to save the post.

Yours ever affectionately

J.SM.

858. TO RICHARD CONGREVE!

B[lackheath] P[ark].
Aug. 8. 1865

DEeAR SIR—It is precisely because I consider M. Comte to have been a great
thinker, that I regard it as a duty to balance the strong & deeply felt admira-
tion which I express for what I deem the fundamental parts of his philosophy
by an equally emphatic expression of the opposite feeling I entertain towards
other parts.2 It is M. Comte himself who, in my judgment, has thrown ridicule
on his own philosophy by the extravagances of his later writings; & since he
has done so, I conceive that the mischief can only be corrected if those who
desire to separate the first from the last, shew that they are as much alive to
the ridiculous side of his character & speculations as those are who are unable
to appreciate his greatness. Unless this separation can be effected, either the

2. No letter to W. T. Thornton at this time appears to have survived.

3. No doubt from W. H. Smith, the defeated Tory candidate for Westminster.

4. Sec Letter 469, n. 2.

* & & #*

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, IT, 42. In reply to Congreve’s of
Aug,. 3, 1865, MS also at Johns Hopkins.

Congreve had been converted to positivism in 1848, had resigned his fellowship at
Oriel in 1855, and had established a positivist community that year.

2. Congreve’s letter of Aug. 3, 1865, was one of courteously worded complaint
about JSM’s treatment of Comte and his ideas in the two essays on Comte, published
earlier this year. Congreve quoted as an example the following sentence: “We cannot
g0 on any longer with this trash.” The sentence is in “Later Speculations of Auguste
Comte,” WR, n.s. XXVIII (July, 1865) p. 39. When reprinted in Auguste Comte and
Positivism, the sentence was changed to, “We cannot go on any longer with this.” (Col-
lected Works, X, 365.)
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absurdities will weigh down the merits or the merits will float the absurdities,
& since many of those last are, in my estimation, of such a kind that if it were
impossible to laugh at them it would be necessary to denounce them serious-
ly & severely, I am glad that the former side of the alternative is possible.
Forgive the freedom with which I express what I know must appear to you
not only error & prejudice, but want of due modesty & reverence. But any
weaker terms would not put you in full possession of what I feel in the matter,
on which feeling must rest the justification of the tone of the article. In saying
that the offence I feared I might give would be unintentional I did not mean
that it would be unforeseen, but only that such a consequence of my free
speaking on the subject would be one which I shd sincerely regret. I earnestly
disclaimed, near the beginning of the second article, any feeling but that of
respect towards M. Comte’s persistent disciples, and I am bound to acknowl-
edge the extreme courtesy of your letter, in circumstances which would have
excused in my eyes some vehemence of language.

859. TO GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 8. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have to thank you for three or four notes which want of time prevented
me from answering when I received them. I congratulate you on the tri-
umphant return of Mr Cowen for Newcastle,? and I regret that the attacks on
you should have prevented the realization of your hopes in regard to the
Secretaryship.?

The Affirmation Bill* must not be suffered to drop in consequence of Sir
John Trelawny’s absence from the House.® His non-election is one of the

1. MS in the possession of Co-operative Union Ltd., Holyoake House, Manchester.

2. Joseph, later Sir Joseph, Cowen (1800-1873), a mine owner and firebrick and
clay retort manufacturer; MP for Newcastle, 1865-73.

3. Cowen, alarmed at newspaper attacks on Holyoake’s radicalism and atheism, did
not appoint him his private secretary as he had originally planned. See Joseph McCabe,
Life and Letters of George Jacob Holyoake (2 vols., London, 1908), II, 19-20.

4. A bill to permit all persons to make affirmations “where there is inability to take
an oath from defect or want of religious knowledge or belief.” If JSM was referring to
Trelawny’s Affirmations (Scotland) Bill, it had finally been adopted the previous
March and had received Royal Assent (see The Times, April 8, 1865, p. 5). What JSM
may well have had in mind, however, was the continuing struggle to modify the Parlia-
mentary Oath, which was accomplished in the 1866 session. Not until 1888, in the
famous Bradlaugh case, was the Oath modified so as to permit an atheist to take it.
See W. L. Arnstein, The Bradlaugh Case (Oxford, 1965), pp. 66—67, 317-18.

5. Sir John Salusbury Trelawny, 9th baronet (1816-1885), MP for Tavistock,
1843-52, 1857-65, and for East Cornwall, 1868-74. Sir John had been the original
sponsor of the Affirmations Bill. He did not run for Parliament in 1865,
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greatest of the few losses which advanced opinions have sustained in this
Parliament.
I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

860. TO THOMAS HENRY HUXLEY!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 8. 1865
DEAR SIR

I suppose that the projected International Education Society? is intended
to carry out the plan concerning which a good deal has been written by Pro-
fessor Lorimer of Edinburgh.? The idea seems to me a good one, but I should
hardly place it in the foremost rank of the improvements which require to be
made in education, and in any case I could not afford to give any time to it, or
incur any responsibility. I do not know whether being one of the Vice Presi-
dents would imply more than a general good opinion of the undertaking,
grounded on confidence in some of the names of the list of Directors.

I should like also to know more precisely what attitude the mode of edu-
cation will hold towards Theology.*

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.M1LL
Professor Huxley

1. MS at the Imperial College of Science, London. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is
also Huxley’s letter of Aug. 1, to which this is a reply.

2. A society founded in response to a prize offered at the Paris Universal Exposition
for the best essay on the advantages of educating children of different nationalities
together. Richard Cobden was the first chairman. The Society’s most important work
was the establishment of schools in Paris, Godesberg, and London. The one in London,
International College, opened in 1866 and lasted until 1889. Its curriculum stressed the
study of science and modern languages, and its student body included French, Germans,
Spaniards, Indians, and North and South Americans. The schools on the Continent,
however, failed because of the Franco-Prussian war. The plan was outlined in “Inter-
national Education,” the Reader, V (June 17, 1865), 678-79. For further details, see
Cyril Bibby, T. H. Huxley (New York, 1959), pp. 168-72.

3. For James Lorimer’s views on education, see G. E. Davie, The Democratic Intel-
lect (Edinburgh, 1961), pp. 47-56.

4. In his letter of Aug. 1, Huxley had said, “The object of its founders may be con-
cisely stated to be to create a system of education in which modern literature and
science on the one hand, and theology, on the other, shall occupy their proper places.”
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861. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 9. 1865
DEAR SIR

Your letter is clear and conclusive, and, together with my own letter
grounded on your previous one,? makes the truth perfectly obvious in the
case to which they apply, viz. the comparative probabilities of the different
causes which may have produced a known effect. But it is not quite so easy
to apply the same principle to cases in which there is no known effect to be
accounted for, but the antecedent probability of an unknown fact is to be
estimated from mere statistics. Take the case in its most general form, as it
stands in my book: Two of every three As are Bs, three of every four Cs are
Bs, what is the probability that something which is bothan A andaCisaB?®

The beginning of the argument runs smoothly enough. If the thing is a B,
something must be true which is only true twice in every thrice, and something
else which is only true thrice in every four times, and this coincidence will
only happen six times in twelve. If the thing is not a B, something must be
true which is only true once in every thrice, and something else which is only
true once in every four times, and this coincidence will only happen once in
twelve times; making the comparative probabilities six to one. But what be-
comes of the other five cases in this statement? In the case of the two wit-
nesses these five cases are put out of count, being cases in which the two wit-
nesses give opposite testimonies, which in the case in question it is known
they have not done. But what is the equivalent of this exclusion in the more
general theorem? It seems to me that in this, the a posteriori falsity is replaced
by an a priori impossibility, since the remaining five cases, implying that the
thing is both B and not B, involve a contradiction.

There is something, to my mind, a little louche about this reasoning, which
makes me wish for your sanction to it before I make use of it. Is there not
something absurd in a theory of 12 possible cases of which 5 turn out impos-
sible? In the case of the witnesses, the five cases are not impossible, but it is
merely known that the particular instance is not one of them. But in the
general form of the theorem it would seem as if there were twelve cases, in
six of which one thing is true; in one, another thing; and in the remaining
five, nothing.

I thank you for your kind wishes about my health. No doubt I shall be fully
occupied with Parliament during the session, but I hope by keeping out of

1. MS and MS copy at UCL.

2. Of these letters only De Morgan’s of Aug. 3, 1865 (MS copy at UCL) appears to
have survived.

3. Logic (8theed., 1872), 11, 135-36 (T, xxm1, 6, para. 4).
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engagements, to be able to work at other subjects in the vacation. My safe-
guard is that I have no taste for what is called society; which is the grand
consumer of time, enmergy, and in my case, of animal spirits. As I do not
mean to let myself be drawn into that, I hope to have a fair average amount
of leisure like other people.
I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.M1LL

862. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath Park

Aug. 11. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have now the pleasure of enclosing two carte photographs either of which
I give my full consent to your employing, for the purpose of Cassell’s Family
Paper.?

I also enclose the very droll letter which you received from North Wales.
If you are often expected to communicate universal knowledge by return of
post, your duty will be an onerous one. The impatience of your correspon-
dent must have been great, since he could not even wait for an answer in the
paper. Iam Dear Sir

yours very truly

J.S. MiLL

863. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 12. 1865
DEAR SIR

When I received your article in the Fortnightly Review,? the reprint of my
book on Hamilton was too far advanced to admit of any correcting at the
proper place the misconception which you pointed out in p. 536 of the Re-

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. Plummer’s article, “Remarkable Men: Members of the New Parliament No. I.
John Stuart Mill,” Cassell’s Illustrated Family Paper, Sept. 16, 1865, pp. 87-88. A pen
and ink sketch accompanied the article.

* & & &
1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. Published in Duncan, I, 156-58.
2. See Letter 827, n. 2.
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view. I consequently added a note at the end of the volume, of which, in case
you have not seen it, I enclose a transcript.

I do not find that the distinction between the two senses of the word incon-
ceivable,® removes or diminishes the difference between us. I was already
aware that the inconceivability which you regard as an ultimate test, is the
impossibility of uniting two ideas in the same mental representation. But,
unless I have still further misunderstood you, you regard this incapacity of
the conceptive faculty merely as the strongest proof that can be given of a
necessity of belief. Your test of an ultimate truth I still apprehend to be the
invariability of the belief of it, tested by an attempt to believe its negative.

I have, in my turn, to correct a partial misunderstanding of my own mean-
ing. I did not assert that a belief is proved not to be necessary by the fact that
some persons deny its necessity, but by the fact that some persons do not hold
the belief itself; which opinion seems as evident as the other would be
absurd.*

On the main question between us your chief point seems to be, that the
Idealist argument is reduced to nonsense if we accept the idealist conclusions,
since it cannot be expressed without assuming an objective reality producing,
& a subjective reality receiving, the impression.® The experience to which our
states of mind are referred, is, ex vi termini, (you think) experience of some-
thing other than states of mind. This would be true if all states of mind were
referred to something anterior; but the ultimate elements in the analysis I hold
to be themselves states of mind, viz—sensations, memories of sensations, and
expectations of sensation. I do not pretend to account for these, or to recog-
nize anything in them beyond themselves and the order of their occurrence;
but I do profess to analyze our other states of consciousness into them. Now
I maintain that these are the only substratum I need postulate; and that when
anything else seems to be postulated, it is only because of the erroneous
theory on which all our language is constructed, and that if the concrete
words used are interpreted as meaning our expectations of sensations the
nonsense and unmeaningness which you speak of do not arise.

I quite agree with you, however, that our difference is “superficial rather
than substantial”, or at all events, need not and does not affect our general
mode of explaining mental phenomena. From the first I have wished to keep
the peace with those whose belief in a substratum is simply the belief in an
Unknowable. You have said what you deemed necessary to set yourself right
on the points which had been in controversy between us. I am glad you have
done so, and am now disposed to let the matter rest. There will probably be
other and more hostile criticisms, by Mansel and others, and if I should think
it desirable to reply to them, I could on the same occasion make some re-

3. See Spencer’s article, pp. 534-35. 4. See ibid., p. 535, and Hamilron, p. 150.
5. See Spencer, pp. 539-40. 6. Spencer, p. 550.
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marks on yours, without the appearance of antagonism which I am anxious
to avoid.
I am, Dear Sir,
very truly yours,
J.S.MiLL
Since writing this I have seen a clever article in today’s Saturday Review”

which takes my side of the question against yours. It is pleasant to see these
abstract questions really and intelligently discussed in a popular periodical.

864. TO EDWARD WILSON!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 13. 1865
SIr

I beg to acknowledge your letter of Aug. 2 respecting Parliamentary Re-
form and representation of minorities, and to say that I shall be happy to
read the pamphlet? you mention when it reaches me, which it has not yet done.

I am Sir
yours very faithfully

J.S.M1LL

Edward Wilson Esq
865. TO JAMES BEAL!
Blackheath Park

Aug. 14. 1865

DEAR SIR

In consequence of the wish expressed by many of my friends in Westmin-
ster to have my likeness, I have sat to a photographer, and the result is the

7. “Mr. Spencer on Mr. Mill,” SR, XX (Aug. 12, 1865), 199-201, attributed to
James Fitzjames Stephen by Merle M. Bevington in his The Saturday Review, 1855~
1868 (New York, 1941), p. 379.

* ¥ * @

1. MS in the possession of Mr. Peter M. Jackson.

Edward Wilson (1813-1878), journalist and philanthropist, publisher of the Mel-
bourne Argus, 1847-64.

2. Possibly Enquiry into the Principles of Representation: a reprint of several letters
and leading articles from the Argus newspaper. With an introduction by E. Wilson
(Melbourne, 1857). Wilson later published “Principles of Representation,” FR, IV
(April 1, 1866), 421-36; reprinted as a pamphlet, London, 1866.

* & # @

1. MS in 1965 in the possession of Joseph H. Schaffner of New York.
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inclosed cartes of which allow me to request your acceptance. It will there-~
fore be unnecessary that I should comply with the proposals made by Mr
Mayall® and by the Stereoscopic Society.3

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S.M1LL
James Beal Esq.
866. TO THOMAS HENRY HUXLEY!
Blackheath Park
August 18, 1865
DEAR SIR

From what you say of the projected School? I feel no doubt that it will be
a good thing, and deserving of support; but I do not see how, with my
opinions, I could publicly associate myself as a special supporter and recom-
mender, with any school in which theology is part of the course; for assuredly
I do not think that theology ought to be taught in any school; and there are,
even at present, schools (the Birkbeck schools)? in which none is taught;
though I am not aware of any schools of that sort for the higher and middle
classes, unless it be the London University College School,* which, I believe
is only a day school. It might be useless, in the present state of the public
mind to propose such schools, and it may be quite right to support others;
but I do not feel that that justifies me in holding myself forth as approving,
and partly founding, schools in which a principle I wholly condemn is even
partly recognised and acted on. I must wait, therefore, to know more of the
actual plan of the institution in this respect, before I can judge how far and
in what way I can join in promoting its establishment.

2. John Jacob Edwin Mayall (1810-1901), an American photographer in London,
highly successful in making and selling daguerreotypes.

3. Probably the London Stereoscopic Company, founded in 1858, and specializing
in stereoscopic slides.

* # * =

1. MS at Imperial College of Science, London. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as are
also Huxley’s letter of Aug. 14, to which this is a reply, and Huxley’s rejoinder of Aug.
20. Published in Elliot, IT, 43—44.

2. See Letter 860.

3. George Birkbeck (1776-1841), physician and philanthropist, contributed to the
founding and endowing of Mechanics’ Institutions in London and Glasgow to provide
instruction in science for working men. The name of the London establishment was
later changed to the Birkbeck Institution (or College).

4. A school opened in 1830, attendant upon the founding of the London University
in 1828. It did not teach theology.
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When I said that our educational system needs other modifications still
more than it needs the due introduction of modern languages and physical
science,® what I had chiefly in view was improvements in the mode of teach-
ing. It is disgraceful to human nature and society that the whole of boyhood
should be spent in pretending to learn certain things without learning them.
With proper methods and good teachers boys might really learn Greek and
Latin, instead of making believe to learn them, and might have ample time
besides for science and for as much of modern languages as there is any use
in teaching to them while at school. And if science were taught as badly as
Greek and Latin are taught, it would not do their minds more good.

I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

867. TO JOHN BOYD KINNEAR!

B[lackheath] P[ark]
Aug. 19, 1865

DEAR Sir—Having a strong impression that I sh? like the book which you did
me the favour to send,? I delayed writing to thank you for it until I sh® have
had time to read it through.

I have now done so & I not only agree with far the greater part of the
opinions expressed but consider the book as of permanent value & shall keep
it by me for reference, especially on points connected with our military &
naval system, & with law reform.

The chief points on which I differ from you are
1¢, T think you ascribe too great influence to differences of race & too little
to historical differences & to accidents as causes of the diversities of character
& usage existing among mankind.?

295, T cannot join with you (glad as I sh? be to do so) in thinking that the
wages-receiving class, if universally enfranchised would have no class feel-
ings or class opinions as such.* The fact that the operative classes are divided

5. See Letter 860.

* #* & @

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Kinnear’s letter of July 7, to which this is a
reply. Published, except for first two paragraphs, in Elliot, II, 44—45.

John Boyd Kinnear (1828-1920), Scottish advocate and English barrister, MP for
East Fife, 1885-86. During the 1860’s he worked as a leader writer on various London
papers, including the Daily News, the Morning Star, and the Pall Mall Gazette.

2. Principles of Reform: Political and Legal (London, 1865).

3. Ibid., chap. n, “Foreign Policy and Non-Intervention.”

4. Ibid., chap. 1, “The Franchise on the Basis of Education.”
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on many questions of politics & legislation is equally true of the higher, or
the middle class, of landholders, or of capitalists, & is as consistent in the
one case as in the other with their holding together as a compact body in
cases in which their joint interest is or seems to be involved, or in which any
bias arising from their common social position is liable to operate.

I am heartily glad to welcome you as an adherent of a reading & writing
qualification. We agree in thinking that this, combined with independence
of public charity, should entitle to a vote. I do not find any notice in your
book of the principle of representation of minorities or rather, representa-
tion of all instead of a number of local majorities. I cannot help wishing that
your attention were drawn to a principle which besides its inherent justice
and manifold expediency, would be the most important corrective, as I think,
of the inconveniences liable to arise from universal suffrage even subject to
the condition of reading and writing,

868. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Aug. 22. 1865
DEAR Sir

I have read your letter in the Economist.? It is extremely well done, and I
sympathize fully in your feelings, but it does not touch any of my difficulties.

I still think that the proper ground to take is to insist on keeping out of
the Senate of the Queen’s University® any person who is disaffected to the
purpose for which that University was instituted, viz. mixed education.* The
Catholic party have a just claim to be represented in the choice of examiners,
but none whatever to have a voice in the curriculum of study for any but
their own institutions, or the conditions of a degree even for those. These are
things to be decided only by the State. If necessary, the subjects of examina-
tion ought to be fixed, not by the body which confers degrees, but by the
government, or even by act of parliament.

You are quite right to point out the bad consequences which are likely to

1. MS at LSE. The address has been cut off. In reply to Cairnes’s of Aug. 20, MS
copy also at LSE.

2. “Irish Education,” Economist, Aug. 19, 1865, pp. 1000-1002. The occasion for
the letter was an attack upon the university system of Ireland by Daniel O'Donoghue,
MP for Tipperary, 1857-65, for Tralee, 1865-85. “The O’Donoghue,” as he was known,
in effect charged the system with being discriminatory against Roman Catholics. For
the attack and the ensuing debate in Parliament, see Hansard, CLXXX, cols. 541-55.

3. Queen’s University was established in 1850 as the degree-granting institution for
the Queen’s Colleges, Belfast, Cork, and Galway, established in 1845 by the adminis-
tration of Sir Robert Peel. For details, see T. W. Moody and J. C. Becket, Queen’s
Belfast (2 vols., London, 1959).

4. That is, mixed religiously, with both Roman Catholic and Protestant students.
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follow the present concession,® even if it cannot be with propriety refused.
But the great point is, to insist that the particular scheme of education which
the British nation has instituted because it thinks that (for Ireland) it is the
best, shall continue to have fair play; and that the enemies of the scheme
shall have no voice in deciding how it shall be carried out. This is also the
utmost which there is any chance of obtaining; for the ministry cannot re-
tract after the general election what they promised before it. They must
either keep their promise, or resign.
Iam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

869. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 22. 1865
MY DEAR GROTE

I am sorry to say that this present day is the first time since I left Avignon
on which I have been able to resume Plato. The whole time here, since I got
clear of the election, has been occupied in preparing a new edition of the
Logic;? which I had hoped to be spared until December and January, when
the article for the Edinburgh® would be finished. But Longman came down
on me unexpectedly with a peremptory demand; which I should not be much
surprised, after all, to find had been premature. From this pressure, I have
been obliged to get through the revision of the Logic in a more summary
manner than I had hoped to do, and to content myself with alterations and
additions to several chapters which I had once thought of rewriting altogether.
I have limited myself to what was indispensable, but have given references
to the book on Hamilton on points into which I could not enter at length. I
read Professor Grote’s* book carefully, but found speculations and criticisms
much more vague and less tangible than I expected. Bain seemed to think that

5. To permit students to take degrees from Queen’s University through examination
only rather than through residence at one of the Queen’s colleges and through examin-
ation. The concession was granted by the home secretary, Sir George Grey, in response
to The O'Donoghue’s attack. See n. 2 above.

* * * &

1. MS at Brit. Mus. 2. The 6thed., 1865. 3. See Letter 769, n. 3.

4. John Grote (1813-1866), younger brother of George Grote, in 1855 succeeded
William Whewell as Knightbridge Professor of moral philosophy at Cambridge. The
book referred to was his Exploratio Philosophica: Rough Notes on Modern Intellectual
Science (Cambridge, 1865).
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the objection to Noumena was important, and merited notice, but, as I under-
stand it, it amounts to little. It is very well to say, why suppose an unknow-
able entity as the substratum of everything knowable, but the truth seems to
be that the Professor merely, with Reid and Hamilton, believes this unknow-
able entity to be the knowable. Altogether I could make no use of the Explo-
ratio for the improvement of my Logic, and have merely touched upon it
briefly in a note.®

I have also (but this was a very slight business) revised the two articles
on Comte for republication by Triibner as a small volume. I need hardly say
how glad I am that you like them. The parallel which struck you between
Comte in his old age and Plato in his, had impressed itself forcibly on my own
mind.

I was very happy to infer from Mrs Grote’s letter to Helen, that the visit
to Baden was benefitting her health. It is hardly to be expected that her re-
covery should be rapid from the state of prostration she seems to have been
in. All will depend upon her being surrounded for a considerable time with
the most favourable circumstances attainable. We are not likely either to see
you and her before our departure or to encounter you on the Continent, as we
go first to North Germany, and shall make a long though very rapid circuit
before settling down to Avignon and Plato. There is now no other heavy
work hanging over me before the meeting of Parliament, and the worst that
can happen is that I may have to ask Reeve® for an additional three months,
so as to have the whole time up to February available.

Your doubts whether the new employment of so much of my time will on
the whole be a good thing, answer to corresponding misgivings of my own. It
will depend on what I find myself able to do in Parliament in the way of
promulgating useful opinions and adding to improving influences. How much
this will be, neither I nor anyone else can know beforehand, but it will be a
positive duty for me to try my utmost. On the other point you speak of, the
new influences brought to bear on the tone of my writings, I feel quite easy.
Those new influences will have no effect at all. I consented to be elected on
the footing of not modifying or keeping back a high opinion on account of
its being unacceptable to the public or the electors. As much to my own
astonishment as to that of others, I actually was elected on that footing, and
nothing else that I said or did, had so much success at all the public meetings
as that had. As for the social influences which so often corrupt or tame men
when they go into Parliament, I shall protect myself against those by keep-
ing out of their way.

An intelligent correspondent of mine in Greece, Mr Leonidas Sgouta,” has

5. See Logic, 6th ed. (1865), Book I, chap. m, sec. 8, p. 67, n.

6. Henry Reeve, editor of ER.
7. Leonidas Sgouta or Sgoutas (1820-1878), Greek jurist, founder in 1846 of the
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sent me the inclosed appeal from the Archaeological Society of Athens to
those in the Western countries who are interested in Grecian antiquities. You
are at the central point of all such, and I cannot better promote the object
than by sending the papers to you. I should be very glad to join with others
in any subscription for the object.
Ever my dear Grote
Yours most truly

J.S. ML

870. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath

Sept. 1. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

I am obliged to you for drawing my attention to the official correspondence
about the Low? affair. I should otherwise have overlooked it.

Today, the very day before we leave, I have for the first time been able to
look through the pamphlets and documents which you sent to me, and which
I now return. Your address to the Social Science Assn is very good,® and Lord
Ebrington’s pamphlet* is full of good things.

I send a few more of the photographs. If you write before the end of Sep-
tember, it will be best to direct here, as letters, (though not parcels) will be
forwarded. After that time direct to Saint Véran, Avignon.

ever yrs truly
J.S. MILL

law journal Themis, to which he contributed on many subjects. None of his correspon-
dence with JSM has been located.
* * #* =

1. MS at UCL.

2. Sic. Robert Lowe in 1859 became vice-president of the Council of Education and
was placed in charge of the distribution of public grants to the schools of the kingdom.
He was responsible for the “Revised Code” of 1862 and a system of “payment by
results” by the administration of examinations in the three R's. In 1864 Lowe was
accused of altering the reports of school inspectors (of whom Matthew Arnold was the
best known) to support his own views on education. Lowe was censured in the House
of Commons and resigned his office on April 18, 1864 (see Hansard, CLXXIV, cols.
897 ff. and 1203 ff.). In the spring of 1865 a select committee was appointed to investi-
gate the matter and a report was issued on June 19, 1865 (see Parl. Papers, 1865,
Reports of Committees, vol. VI). This is probably the “official correspondence™ to
which JSM is referring.

3. Probably a draft of an address on the dangers and difficulties for lives and property
in the merchant marine. See “Address on Economy and Trade,” NAPSS, Transactions,
1865, pp. 77-101.

4. Hugh Fortescue, 3rd Earl, Viscount Ebrington, Public Schools for the Middle
Classes (London, 1864).
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871. TO WILLIAM MARTIN DICKSON1

Blackheath Park, Kent,
Sept. 1, 1865.

DEAR SIR

I am sincerely obliged to you for giving me an opportunity of reading the
letter of General Cox,? and your excellent paper in reply.?

You ask me for an opinion. I should hesitate very long before obtruding
upon any American, and still more upon the American public, any mere
opinion of mine respecting their internal concerns. But it is the concern of all
mankind, almost as much as of the United States, that the conquests
achieved by your great and arduous struggle should not be, in the very hour
of victory, carelessly flung away: and the opinion which you do me the honor
to ask is one which I share with so many of the noblest and wisest Americans,
that I need have the less scruple in expressing it.

It is certainly some gain to the negroes, and to the principle of freedom,
that they have been made even nominally free. I do not pretend that it is
nothing, that they can no longer legally be bought and sold. But this is about
the amount of all they will have gained, if the power of legislation over them
is handed over once more to their old masters, and to the mean whites by
whom they are despised as much, and probably hated more, than even by
their masters, and who have been fighting these four years to retain them en-
slaved. If it were not for your State institutions, the case would not be so
pressing, for those who have made them free could keep them so. But, once
the war power laid down, and the regular course of State government restored,
what is to prevent a State legislature chosen by their enemies from making
laws under which, unless they resist by force, they will have as little the con-
trol of their own actions, as little protection for life, honor, and property, will

1. MS at Yale. Published in William M. Dickson, Absolute Equality before the Law,
the Only Basis of Reconstruction. An Address, delivered at Oberlin, Ohio, October 3,
1865, with an Appendix, containing John Stuart Mill's Letter on Reconstruction, and
the Correspondence Therewith Connected (Cincinnati, 1865), pp. 21-24. Also published
in the Liberator (Oct. 6, 1865), p. 157, in various other newspapers, and in Lirttell’s
Living Age, LXXXVII (Oct. 7, 1865), 4648, and Yale University Library Gazette,
XXX (April, 1956), 163-66.

William Martin Dickson (1827-1889), a judge of Cincinnati, Ohio, and a Unionist
politician.

2. Jacob Dolson Cox (1828-1900), major-general in the Union army, governor of
Ohio, 1866—68. In response to a question on Negro suffrage, Cox, then starting his
campaign for governor, had written on July 20, 1865, that he favoured separating
Negroes from whites by establishing a federal dependency in the south where the
Negroes would live and govern themselves. See George H. Porter, Ohio Politics during
the Civil War Period (New York, 1911), pp. 210-12.

3. Dickson’s letter, published in the Cincinnati Commercial, Aug. 11, 1865. See
Porter, Ohio Politics, p. 212.
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in short be, except in a few of the outward incidents of slavery, almost as
much slaves as before? To bring this about, it would not even be necessary to
enact new laws. It would suffice to leave the old ones unrepealed, by which
the testimony of a negro cannot be received against a white. Nay, even were
these laws abrogated, nothing more would be needed than partiality and
prejudice in the white courts of justice. And would it be consistent with
ordinary human nature that such partiality and prejudice should not exist?
All this is so evident that even the candidate to whose letter you so ably re-
plied, is quite aware of it; and can suggest no means of averting the evil, ex-
cept what I agree with you in regarding as the chimerical project, of effecting
a local separation between the two races, excluding the negroes from the
jurisdiction of the States, and giving them a territorial government apart. It
is not to be believed that the President or Congress will entertain such a
scheme as this seriously. If, then, they allow the Southern States to reorgan-
ize themselves and resume all their constitutional rights without negro
suffrage, what is to be done? To abandon the negroes to the tender mercies
of those from whom, at so terrible a cost, you have so lately rescued them?
No party or set of men in the Free States are so shameless as to propose this
combined turpitude and imbecility. But the freedom of the negroes and the
self-government of the Southern States as at present constituted, cannot co-
exist: and if it is determined that, come what will, the former shall be a
reality, it must be intended that the latter should be a mere pretence. A
censorship will have to be exercised over all the acts, both legislative and
administrative, of the State governments; the Federal authorities will by mili-
tary coercion prevent or set aside all proceedings calculated to interfere with
that equality of civil rights which they are bound by every consideration both
of duty and of interest to secure to the freed race. And this military dictator-
ship will have to be continued for a very great length of time; for it is speak-
ing within bounds to say that two generations must elapse before the habits
and feelings engendered by slavery give place to new ones; before the stain
which the position of slave master burns into the very souls of the privileged
population can be expected to fade out.

This is the state of things which the policy now apparently acted on by
the Federal Government leads to; but I have too high an opinion of the inten-
tions and feelings of the President, and the practical good sense and deter-
mination of the American people, to believe that such a policy will be
persevered in. It would be nothing less than electing to rule tyrannically over
the whole Southern population, in order to avoid depriving the white half of
that population of the power of tyrannizing over the black half.

Instead of restoring to the States lately in rebellion a nominal self-govern-
ment which, unless you are willing to sacrifice all that has been gained by
four years of civil war, can not be suffered to be real, would it not be better



1100 To William Martin Dickson Letter 871

to make the self-government real, but to grant it only to a mixed community,
in which the population who have been corrupted by vicious institutions will
be neutralized by black citizens and white immigrants from the North?

And what is the hindrance to this in the minds of the President and his
cabinet? Is it scruples about legality? To be scrupulous about exceeding his
lawful powers, well becomes the first magistrate of a free people. But in this
case the scruple seems wholly out of place. We are told that the rebel States
must be assumed never to have been out of the Union, and therefore to be
unconditionally entitled to all their original liberties and powers the moment
they condescend to accept them. Reason would say, on the contrary, that by
declaring themselves independent of the Union, they could not indeed, divest
themselves of its obligations, but certainly forfeited its privileges. A state of
civil war suspends all legal rights, and all social compacts, between the com-
batants. Except under the terms of a capitulation, defeated rebels have no
rights but the universal ones of humanity. The Southern people, their lives,
bodies, and estates, were by the issue of the war, placed at the discretion of
their conquerors; but of conquerors whom both the general law of right, and
the special principles of their own social and political institutions, forbid to
exercise permanent dominion over any human beings as subjects, or on any
other footing than that of equal citizenship. It would, however, be on the
part of the Free States a generosity partaking of silliness, were they to give
back to their bitter enemies not only power to govern themselves, and the
negroes within their limits, but (through representatives in Congress,) to
govern the Free States too, without first exacting such changes in the structure
of Southern society as will render such a relation between them and the Free
States rational and safe. If you have not a right to do this, you had not a right
to impose the abolition of Slavery. Consider what an element you are going
once more to admit into the supreme government of the Union. Think of
this one thing—it is but one of many. Every Southern member of Congress,
elected without negro suffrage, is a sure vote for that blackest and most dis-
graceful breach of faith, which would brand American democracy and
popular government itself with a mark that would endure for generations—
the repudiation of the war debt. The Southern representatives, in fact, would
be the only members of Congress who could honestly vote for this; since to
their minds, unless the Confederate debt is recognised too, it would seem
only equal justice. This is of itself a sufficient reason why no community, com-
posed exclusively or principally of those who have been engaged in the rebel-
lion, is fit to have a voice in Congress. Of course the States have to be
readmitted: to keep them out, and govern them as subjects, would be in
contradiction to all the principles of the American or any other free constitu-
tion. But the future history of America perhaps for ages to come, depends
(I cannot but think) upon your requiring them, before admission, to give
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guarantees to freedom, by admixture with fellow citizens whose interests
and feelings are in unison with justice and with the principles of the Free
States. Migration from the North will do this in time and in part, but only
negro suffrage can do it sufficiently.

I have no objection to requiring, as a condition of the suffrage, education up
to the point of reading and writing; but on condition that this shall be re-
quired equally from the whites. The poor whites of the South are understood
to need education quite as much as the negroes, and are certainly quite as
unfit for the exercise of the suffrage without it.

I am Dear Sir,
yours, very sincerely,

J.S. MiLL
Hon. Judge Dickson

872. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
Sept. 2. 1865
DEAR SIR

The “middle course” which you seem to think not feasible? would, I think,
consist in making the Board which confers degrees totally distinct from any
of the Colleges, and depriving it of all authority over them. Perhaps the
best mode would be to place the whole affair under the University of London,?
appointing, as you suggest a few persons in the confidence of the Ultramon-
tanes* to seats in the Senate. If this is objected to, it seems to me that a
similar body, named by the Government, and in which the Ultramontanes
should be represented but not to the extent of half, should be created for
Ireland. They are not entitled to half. The Catholic religion is entitled to half,
but not any particular section of the Catholic body. The Government would
merely in appointing Catholics take care to appoint some of the Ultramontane
party, instead of taking care to exclude that party.

But I am afraid there is little chance of getting this, or anything like it,

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of Aug. 28, MS copy also at LSE.

2. In his letter of Aug. 28, 1865, Caimes doubted whether JSM’s suggestion (in
Letter 868) not to permit anyone to serve on the Senate of Queen’s University who did
not believe in the mixed educational system was a feasible solution to the Irish univer-
sity problem. Cairnes further pointed out that if entirely Roman Catholic institutions
were placed under Queen’s University, that too would change the mixed system.

3. A degree-granting institution, which would have the advantage of not confusing
the issue between mixed and denominational colleges.

4. The Irish Roman Catholic prelates wished to have the Catholic University placed
on a footing of equality with the Queen’s colleges and endowed by the government.
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assented to by the Government or Parliament. Jacta est alea® 1 fear. But
there must be a stir made in the House, in which I hope to help.

We leave this evening (Saturday). It will be best to write to Blackheath
Park up to the end of September; after that to Saint Véran, Avignon. In haste

yours very truly
J.S. MIiLL

872A. TO GEORGE HOWELL!

Berlin
Sept. 13. 1865
DEAR SIR

I thank you sincerely for your letter and its enclosures.? Your details are
of importance by shewing that a strike, when extending to an entire trade, or
even to a great part of it throughout the country, is sometimes remarkably
successful. But you seem to argue that the benefit to the operators is not at
the expense of the employers, being, I suppose, reimbursed to them by the
increased price of the article in which they deal, being, in the present case,
houses. Now this might, and often would, happen in a single trade, but you
have not, perhaps, considered that it could not happen if the rise of wages
extended to all, or the generality, of trades. I could shew that there could not
possibly be, in that case, an equivalent rise of general prices. But I content
myself with saying that even if there was, it would not compensate the em-
ployers, since a rise of price extending to all things is merely nominal. Be-
sides, a rise of wages accompanied by an equivalent rise of all prices would
be no benefit to the labouring classes.

I think you will find, on consideration, that though a partial rise of wages
may be at the expense of the consumer, a general one is always at that of the
employer; which however is far from being, with me, a reason for not desiring
it. Tam Dear Sir

Yours very sincerely

J.S. MiLL
Mr George Howell

5. “The die is cast.”

* & & @

1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale. Mounted on the fly-leaf of Howell’s copy of
JSM’s Pol. Econ. (6th ed., 1865).

George Howell (1833-1910), originally a bricklayer, became an influential labour
leader and writer on workers’ causes. Secretary of the Reform League, 1864—67; mem-
ber of the council of the International Workingmen’s Assoc., 1865; for years a success-
ful parliamentary lobbyist; MP for Bethnal Green, 1885-95.

2. These probably included an early article by Howell on strikes, but it has not been
identified.
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873. TO JOHN BOYD KINNEAR!

Munich
Sept. 25. 1865

DEAR SIR—Many thanks for your long & interesting letter. It is well that those
who agree as much as we do sh? occasionally discuss their points of difference,
if only for the sake of suggesting to each other matter for further thought. I
will therefore add a few words by way of rejoinder confining myself at present
to your third point, the extension of the suffrage.?

My experience agrees with yours as to the greater mental honesty, &
amenability to reason, of the better part of the working classes, compared
with the average of either the higher or middle. But may not this reasonably
be ascribed to the fact that they have not yet, like the others, been corrupted
by power? The English working classes have had no encouragement to think
themselves better than, or as good as, those who are more educated than
themselves. But once let them become the ascendant power & a class of base
adventurers in the character of professional politicians will be constantly
addressing them with all possible instigations to think their own crude notions
better than the theories & refinements of thinking people, & I do not deem
so highly of any numerous portion of the human race as to believe that it is
not corruptible by the flattery which is always addressed to power.

The vertical divisions of opinion which you speak of seem to me to be-
long to the past, & to be almost wholly the effect of bad laws, now mostly
removed. Who ever thinks of opposition of interest or feeling between the
agricultural & the trading classes now that the corn laws have been repealed?®
But the division between labourers & employers of labour seems to me to
be increasing in importance, & gradually swallowing up all others, & I be-
lieve it will be always widening & deepening unless, or until, the growth of
Cooperation practically merges both classes into one. And if either of the
two powers is strong enough to prevail without the help of an enlightened
minority of the opposite class, it seems to me contrary to all experience of
human nature to suppose that it will not abuse its power. There is no con-
siderable opposition of apparent interest among the different kinds of manual
labourers. Even if there be any kind of them whose wages do not admit of
being raised, which I for one do not believe (much less would they), they
would still, T apprehend, vote for a law which they thought would raise the
wages of others, since the rise would not be at their expense. Neither is it
only on the question of wages, or hours of labour, that the poorest & most

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Kinnear’s letter of Sept. 11 to which this
is a reply. Published, except for last paragraph, in Elliot, II, 45—46.

2. In'his letter of Sept. 11, Kinnear argued for his beliefs on race, the representation
of minorities, and classes in England. See also Letter 867.

3. Since 1846.
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numerous class would feel a common interest as against the propertied
classes; might they not be tempted to throw all taxes on property—or even
on realised property—& to make the taxes heavy in order, by their outlay,
to benefit as they might think, trade & labour? Does anyone think them suffi-
ciently enlightened to have outgrown these fallacies? I am expressing all this
very crudely for want of time & space, but “I speak as to wise men—judge ye
what I speak.”™

I heartily wish you were in the H. of C. to speak there the whole of your
book® & many things besides. But perhaps the wish will appear to you like
that of the fox who had lost his tail.

874. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 14, 1865.
DEAR SIR

There has lately been forwarded to me from Blackheath a note from Mr
Walford,? one of the editors of “Once a Week”, saying that he had been asked
to suggest a proper person to go out to India to edit a daily paper, with a
good salary guaranteed for three years certain, a knowledge of commercial
politics being one of the requisites. He wished to know whether I thought you
qualified for such a post, as if so he should like to recommend you for it. I
was in some difficulty in giving a distinct answer to Mr Walford’s question,
from not knowing exactly what he meant by commercial politics, nor knowing
completely what commercial questions you had attended to. I stated to him
this difficulty, but said that I thought you quite competent to the editing and
much of the writing of such a paper as he mentioned. I did not, however,
say anything leading him to suppose either that you would, or that you would
not, be likely to accept such a position, not knowing whether it would be
more agreeable to you than your present one. I have heard nothing further
from Mr Walford, but I think it as well to mention to you what has passed
on the subject. It is at any rate an additional instance of a favourable im-
pression made by you.

We are now here till the meeting of Parliament. With our kind remem-
brances to Mrs Plummer, T am Dear Sir

yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

4. 1 Corinthians, 10:15.
5. See Letter 867, n. 2.
* # #* #*
1. MS at Melboumne.
2. Edward Walford (1823-1897), bibliographer, antiquarian, subeditor and editor
of Once a Week from 1859 to 1865, and of the Gentleman's Magazine, 1866—68.
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875. TO WILLIAM FRASER RAE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 18. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have a strong impression that you are well qualified for the Professorship
for which you propose offering yourself,? but have some difficulty in speci-
fying the grounds of that impression with the precision and detail desirable
in a testimonial. I inclose a few lines, but I should not be surprised if they
were quite insufficient to be of use to you.

I am sorry that you have had so serious an illness, but very glad that you
have got so much better. Your letter is the first information I have had that
you are no longer editor of the Reader. I have heard nothing of its affairs since
I saw you beyond being invited to a meeting to ratify the sale to some one
whose name I do not remember to have heard you mention.? I was in hopes
that in changing proprietors the paper would not have lost its Editor. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S. ML
W. F. Rae Esq.
876. TO MONCURE DANIEL CONWAY!?
Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 23. 1865
DEAR SIrR

I cannot thank you enough for M* Wendell Phillips’ admirable speeches.?
I was not aware that he was so thorough an adherent of not only representa-
tion of minorities, but what is much more, personal representation—the

1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.

2. Of English Language and Literature, University College, London, in succession
to David Masson, who held the chair from 1852 to 1865. See Letter 897, n. 2.

3. The Reader had been purchased in Aug., 1865, by Thomas Bendyshe (1827-1886),
Fellow of King’s College, Cambridge, and barrister, who ran it until Jan., 1867, when
it was suspended. Bendyshe had been expelled from the Conservative Club for voting
for JSM in July, 1865.

* # # &

1. MS not located. From facsimile of MS reproduced in Moncure Daniel Conway,

Autobiography, Memories and Experiences (2 vols., Boston and New York, 1904),
, 16.

2. Probably copies of speeches printed in numbers of the Liberator or the National
Anti-Slavery Standard rather than the 1863 collected edition of Phillips’s speeches,
which does not contain speeches referred to in this letter. Four of these have been
located: one of Oct. 20, 1864, on “The Presidential Election,” at the Tremont Temple,
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representation of every elector: that great idea of which the credit, though
Mr Phillips seems to give it to me, is exclusively due to Mr Hare. It is
hardly possible to state the merits of the principle more forcibly, or with a
more thorough understanding of all its importance, than Mr Phillips has
done. It is indeed at once a direct corollary from the first principles of demo-
cracy, and a most powerful corrective of all evils liable to arise from the
forms of democratic government hitherto in use. That Mr Phillips should have
taken it up, and in the manner he has, is most cheering and auspicious. I
was not aware of the publication he mentions, and should like very much
to see it.

I beg that you will express my warmest thanks to Mr Phillips for his cor-
rection of my unintentional misrepresentation of the Abolitionists—to whom,
I hope I need not say that I meant no disparagement, having always regarded
them as the élite of their country, not to say of their age. I have been much
gratified by receiving so strong a confirmation, from such authority, of my
opinion concerning Tocqueville, which I shall now hold with increased
confidence.

I have not, however, been convinced by M~ Phillips’ argument against an
educational qualification.? It is very true that intelligence, and even a high
order of it, may be formed by other means than reading, and even (though,
I think, rarely) without the aid of reading: but not, I think, intelligence of
public affairs, or the power of judging of public men, save perhaps in ex-
ceptional cases, too few to affect the practical conclusion. At the present
crisis, however, the securing of equal political rights to the negro is para-
mount to all other considerations respecting the suffrage. I should be glad
to think that you are strong enough to reject a compromise admitting negroes
on an educational qualification common to them with the whites. As things
look now, it seems as if even that would be a thing to be thankful for.

The author of the article “Enfranchisement of Women” would have been

Boston, published in the National Anti-Slavery Standard, Nov. 5, 1864; two on Jan.
26, 1865, at the annual meeting of the Massachusetts Anti-Slavery Society, published in
the Liberator, Feb. 10 and 17, 1865; one on May 9, 1865, at the 32nd anniversary meet-
ing of the American Anti-Slavery Society at the Church of the Puritans in New York
City, published in the National Anti-Slavery Standard of May 13 and in the Liberator
of May 19. Major emphasis in all four speeches was upon advocating the immediate
extension of the suffrage to the emancipated slaves as well as to poor whites.

3. In his speech of May 9 Phillips had said: “In Revolutionary times, every man in
this country, black and white, who was born free, except in South Carolina, voted—
with the limitation, in some of the States, of a property qualification. Our fathers were
too wise to require book learning as a preliminary condition of the ballot. I am sur-
prised, and marvel greatly, that so masterly a mind as Stuart Mill should proclaim that
in his theory a man must read before he votes. Does he not remember that for four men
out of five, education does not come from books? Does he suppose there was no edu-
cation in the world before printing was invented? . . . The mass of men have their
faculties educated by work, not by reading. . . .”
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well rewarded by the progress which that question is making, had she lived
to see it.# Nothing would have gratified her more than to hear on such high
authority that a cause to which she was so earnestly devoted had been in any
degree forwarded in America by what she wrote.
I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. ML
Do you wish the two numbers of Mr Garrison’s paper® to be returned?

877. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 25, 1865
DEAR SIR

I have to thank you for three letters? which have been reproaching me ever
since they were forwarded from Blackheath. The one on probability I was
obliged to lay by for reperusal. This I have now been able to give to it and
I seem to myself to follow the reasoning and agree with it. You have probably
observed the correction I made on the point in question in the new edition
of my Logic.® It will probably now require a supplementary one. If the
edition were still unpublished I would have asked you for a short note with
leave to insert it as yours.

I agree with you about the misuse of prepositions, but is “averse to” a
case of it? Undoubtedly we ought to have said averse from; but did writers
in any [era?] of English literature, say so?

When I refer to a former “book,” I always mean liber not opus. The con-
fusion is only pardonable in conversation where the context usually clears
itup.

4. As early as Oct., 1851, at a convention at Worcester, Mass., Phillips had presented
resolutions on women’s rights in part framed from Mrs. Mill's WR article, “Enfran-
chisement of Women.” See “Woman’s Rights,” in Phillips’s Speeches, Lectures, and
Letters (Boston, 1863), pp. 11-34.

In his speech of May 9, 1865, Phillips had advocated a constitutional amendment
that “ ‘No state shall ever make any distinctions in civil privileges among those born
on her soil . . . on account of race, color, or condition.’ I hope in time to be as bold as

Stuart Mill, and add to that last clause ‘sex’. But this hour belongs to the Negro.”

5. The Liberator.

® & % #

1. MS at Bodleian; the bracketed portions indicate defects in the MS.

2. One of these is presumably De Morgan’s letter of Sept. 28, 1865, which survives
in a MS copy at UCL.

3. See Letter 861. JSM inserted a passage in the 6th ed. (1865) of the Logic as a
result of this correspondence, but later transferred the passage, in altered and recon-
sidered form, to a footnote. See 8th ed. (1872), II, 135-37.
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I have sometimes thought I ought to have some mark for alterations and
additions. But one could scarcely give distinctive marks to all the successive
strata of new matter, and a mere note of distinction from the edition imme-
diately previous would not answer the [purposes of] those readers who only
possess a still earlier one.

I well remember our meeting long ago, on the occasion you refer to, and
I have retained ever since a vivid impression of your personal appearance.
By the way, the phrenological indications in your letter do not by any means
tally with what knowledge I possess of my own character; but I refrain from
saying in what they differ from it, as I am not [—?] to shew up my weak
points.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML

878. TO MAURICE WAKEMAN!

Avignon
Oct. 25. 1865

DEAR SIR—Your letter dated Sept. 29 has been forwarded to me here.
For the good opinion & good will which it expresses as regards myself I am
duly thankful.? You will scarcely be surprised that the bitter hostility it de-
clares against my country & (with a few individual exceptions) against the
whole of my countrymen, produces in me a very different sentiment.

No one disapproves more, or is in the habit of expressing his disapproba-
tion more strongly than I do of the narrow, exclusive patriotism of former
ages which made the good of the whole human race a subordinate considera-
tion to the good, or worse still, to the mere power & external importance, of
the country of one’s birth. I believe that the good of no country can be ob-
tained by any means but such as tend to that of all countries, nor ought to be

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as are also Wakeman’s letter of Sept. 29 and rejoin-
ders of Nov. 17 and 23. Published in Elliot, IT, 46—48.

Maurice Wakeman (1801-1870), earlier in the flour business in Boston, at this time
resident in Southport, Conn.

2. Wakeman did not remain good-tempered towards JSM. The following quotation
from Wakeman’s letter of Nov. 23, 1865, is typical of his attitude towards all English-
men and of the tone of all his letters: “I have just got through reading your essay on
liberty, or the right of thought and free discussion. You certainly have indulged this
right with a vengeance. You appear to be a man of education, and some reading, yet
lack the great essentials of manhood, namely sound morals, common sense, and
honesty.”
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sought otherwise, even if obtainable. If my country were peopled, as you
seem to think, by the scum of the earth, & if its existence were a standing
nuisance to all other nations, I for one would shake the dust from my feet &
seek a better country elsewhere. But, speaking as one who has never kept any
terms with national vanity nor ever hesitated to tell his countrymen of their
faults & who has especially censured the feelings & conduct of an influential
portion of them on the occasion of your late glorious contest, I do not admit
the charges brought against them in your letter. England is to the populations
of Europe the representative, by no means perfect but still the representa-
tive, of the same principles of social & political freedom which Americans
so justly cherish. Any weakening of her influence would be simply so much
additional discouragement to popular institutions & to liberty of thought,
speech, & action throughout the old continents, & strengthening of the hands
of despotism, temporal & spiritual, all over the world.

A war between Great Britain & the United States, were such a calamity
possible, would give a new lease to tyranny & bigotry wherever they exist,
& would throw back the progress of mankind for generations. Let me remind
you that what you say about the grasping disposition & aggressive spirit of
the English Government & people, is exactly & literally what the ignorant and
prejudiced part of the higher & middle classes of Great Britain sincerely
think & say concerning America. In neither of the two cases is the accusation
true: but the profound ignorance of each other which it exhibits in both
countries, is a most serious danger & evil to the world, which all who wish
well to mankind must earnestly desire to cure, & which can only be exag-
gerated by the indulgence of such feelings as you express.

879. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!

Saint Véran, Avignon
le 26 octobre 1865
MON cHER D’EICHTHAL

Je vous remercie trés sincérement de I'envoi de votre travail sur la question
des origines américaines,? bien que je ne P'aie point encore vu. Votre lettre
m’a été envoyée ici, mais 'Etude se trouve confondue dans la foule d'im-
primés de tout genre dont on m’accable, et pour la faire venir ici il faudrait
quon fit un paquet de plusieurs kilogrammes de fadaises. Ce sera pour moi
une lecture bien intéressante lorsque je pourrai la faire. Je ne puis vous re-

1. MS at Arsenal. Published in part in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp. 205-206, and in
Cosmopolis, p. 783.
2. Erude sur les origines bouddhiques de la civilisation américaine (Paris, 1865).
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commander d’autre nom pour recevoir un exemplaire, si ce n’est peut-étre
celui de la Société Ethnologique, presidée par M. Crawfurd.?

Vous m’avez écrit de Vienne une bien aimable lettre, 4 laquelle je n’ai
pas répondu alors, & cause de lincertitude de votre adresse, et encore
plus par la multitude de mes occupations. Cette derniére raison m’a
également empéché de remercier votre frére du bon et amical billet qu’il
m’écrivit lors de mon élection. Je vous prie tous deux d’agréer mes excuses,
et de croire que je n’en suis pas moins sensible & ces marques d’amitié. Plus
on s’avance dans la vie et plus on tient aux vieilles amitiés, méme lorsque
Iéloignement physique en fait une jouissance surtout de pensée et de
conscience.

Je me réjouis que vous vous occupez fortement de votre St Jean.4 Si cette
partie est relativement 2 la hauteur de la premiére, vous aurez fait un des
plus importants ouvrages sur un des plus grands sujets.

Tout i vous
J.S. ML

880. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 29, 1865
DEAR SIR:—

I have kept your letter by me unanswered, partly for want of time, and
partly in hopes that the delay might enable something to occur to me which
would throw light on the rather subtle matter of difference between us which
you bring to my notice.? It is evident that I have again a misapprehension of
your opinion to confess and correct, since you do not acknowledge it as yours
in the mode in which it is stated by me. We seem to differ on two questions,
one a question of fact, viz. whether it is possible, while looking at the sun, to
imagine darkness. You, and your three friends, think it is not, while my
consciousness seems to tell me that it is quite as possible to imagine darkness
in its absence, as anything else in its absence. Of course the stronger present

3. The Ethnological Society, founded in 1843, met several times a year to listen to
papers. Its president at this time was John Crawfurd (1783-1868), orientalist, best
known for his History of the Indian Archipelago (3 vols., London, 1820).

4. See Letter 777.

* & * @

1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. Published in Duncan, I, 160-61. In reply
to Spencer’s of Oct. 11 (MS at Northwestern), also published in Duncan, I, 158-60.

2. For JSM’s disagreements with Spencer, see JSM’s Logic, Book 11, chap. vi. For
Spencer’s side, see “Mill versus Hamilton — the Test of Truth,” FR, 1 (July 15, 1865),
531-50. See also Letter 863.
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impression of an actual sensation makes the simultaneous consciousness of
a mere recollection seem feeble by comparison. But it appears to me perfectly
real, and as like the impression of sense which it corresponds to, as most
reminiscences are to their originals.

But, you say, even if I could, under such conditions, imagine darkness, it
would not follow that I could imagine that I am actually at the moment look-
ing into darkness. To me it seems, that to imagine an object of sight, is always
to imagine myself actually at the moment seeing it. I think one never ima-
gines anything otherwise than as an immediate and present impression of
one’s own. Indeed, when the object to be conceived is darkness, there is ab-
solutely nothing else to imagine, than oneself trying to see and not seeing; for
darkness is not a positive thing. It seems to me, then, that I can, in broad
daylight, conceive myself then & there looking into darkness. Is this the same
thing, or not the same thing, as what you mean by the words “conceive that
I am then and there looking into darkness”?® It strikes me that this change
of the expression to the form I am, just marks the transition from conception
to belief—from an imagination of something thought as absent from the
senses, to an apprehension of something which is thought to be present to
the senses; of which two states of mind I hold the former to be, in the
assumed circumstances, possible, the latter impossible. It was in this way I
was led to think that you were here using the word conception in the sense of
belief. Even now, I cannot see how the phrase, to conceive that I am, or
that anything is, can be consistent with using the word conceive in its rigorous
sense.

I am, Dear Sir,
Yours very sincerely,

J.S.MiLL

881. TO CHARLES GAVAN DUFFY!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 30. 1865
DEAR SIR

The place from which this note is dated will sufficiently account to you for
my not having written to you sooner. Had I been in England, I should have
endeavoured to find you out before this. As it is, I can only say that I shall
be at Avignon for the next three months and that if your Continental excur-

3. Logic, Book II, chap. vi, sec. 3. JSM introduced a footnote and a few minor
changes in this passage in the 7th ed. See 8th ed., I, 312.

® & # =

1. MS and MS copy at NLI.
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sion should lead you this way, I shall be most happy to see you. My address
here can be learnt at the Hotel d’Europe.
Iam Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
C. Gavan Duffy Esq.

882. TO MACRAE MOIR!

October 30, 1865

My absence from England prevented me from receiving your circular . . .
but I beg to express my satisfaction at Mr. Masson’s appointment to the
Edinburgh Professorship.?

883. TO LOUIS BLANC!

Saint Véran, Avignon
le 4 Novembre 1865
MoN cHER MoONSIEUR Louls BLaNc

Javais déja vu dans un journal Ia nouvelle de votre mariage,? et jai requ
depuis de Blackheath la carte qui m’en faisait part. Je vous félicite de tout
mon coeur, et vous souhaite tout le bonheur que puisse offrir un pareil
événement.

Jespere que I'adresse n’indique pas que vous avez définitivement quitté
Londres pour demeurer 4 Brighton. Quoiqu’ il en soit, je n’ai pas besoin de
vous dire que lorsque vous et Madame Louis Blanc serez 2 Londres et que
nous serons & Blackheath nous aurons le plus grand plaisir 2 vous y voir.

Votre affectionné
J.S. ML

1. MS not located. Excerpt quoted in 1962 catalogue of Collectors’ Corner, The
Folio Society, 6, Stratford Place, London, W.1.
John Macrae Moir (1827-1881), journalist; editor, Illustrated Times, London; sec-
retary of the Scottish Corporation, 1862-81.
2. David Masson had been appointed successor to William Edmonstoune Aytoun
(1813-1865) as professor of rhetoric and English literature.
* & & =

1. MS at Bibliothéque Nationale. 2. To Christine Graff, a German.
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884. TO JOHN MORLEY!?
Nov. 4, 1865

Wherever I might have seen that article,? I should have felt a strong wish
to know who was its author, as it shows an unusual amount of qualities which
go towards making the most valuable kind of writer for the general public.

885. TO ADAM GUROWSKI!

[Before Nov. 5, 1865]

I have read your three volumes . . . and the result is that on their own
account as well as on yours, I am desirous that they should be published.
You have fully established the claim of your view of the last years of Ameri-

1. MS not located. Excerpt published in John, Viscount Morley, Recollections (2
vols., New York, 1917), 1, 52.

John Morley, later Viscount Morley of Blackburn (1838-1923), author and states-
man. See also Letter 1155.

2. Morley’s article, “New Ideas,” SR, XX (Oct. 21, 1865), 508-509. From this
point a close friendship developed between JSM and Morley.

* & & 8

1. MS not located. Excerpt quoted in Leroy H. Fischer, Lincoln’s Gadfly, Adam
Gurowski (Norman, Okla., 1964), pp. 188-89, from a letter by Gurowski to Horatio
Woodman of April 9, 1866, published in Mass. Hist. Soc. Proceedings, LVI (Jan.,
1923), pp. 238-39. According to Fischer, the passage was also quoted in a letter to
Gerrit Smith, Nov. 16, 1865 (MS in Archives and Museum, Polish Roman Catholic
Union of America). Gurowski wrote Woodman: “Before I published this third volume
[of his Diary] I asked advise [sic] of John Stuart Mill. He is impartial and disinterested.
Herewith an extract from his letter, for such use as you will find proper. I asked the
opinion of Mill, because I was puzzled by the abuse showered upon me [because of the
first two volumes of his published Diary] . . . (Mill is my friend of more than thirty-
five years standing and I asked his advice as that of a physician for a disease.)” The
Diary contains a number of highly laudatory comments on JSM, including this one,
under the date of Feb. 8, 1864: “I wish every American would read and learn J. S.
Mill’s book on Liberty, in the same way as most of them learn the Scriptures. Many,
very many verses of Mill’s gospel are more full of life than some of the worshipped
Hebrew hallucinations” (Diary, III, p. 96).

Count Adam Gurowski (1805-1866), Polish author and agitator, in exile from his
native country. JSM had become acquainted with him in Paris in the 1830's, possibly
through Mazzini, Godefroi Cavaignac, or mutual Saint-Simonian friends. In 1849 Gur-
owski emigrated to the United States, where he engaged chiefly in journalism.

2. In England. The first two volumes of Gurowski's Diary had been published in
America (vol. I, Boston, 1862; vol. II, New York, 1864). Gurowski had sent JSM a
proof copy of vol. III before publication in Washington, 1866. The Diary concerns
chiefly the Washington political scene during the Civil War, and contains many severely
critical comments on Lincoln and his secretary of state, William Seward. JSM declined
either to edit an English edition or to write an introduction to it (see next Letter), and
no English edition appears to have been published.
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can history, to be heard and considered. Your Diary will be an important
part of the evidence which future historians of these great events will have
to study. It will be very instructive even in this country.

886. TO JOHN NICOLAUS TRUBNER1

Avignon
Nov. 5. 1865
DEAR SIrR

Though I should like very much to be of service to Count Gurowski, and
really think his book? well worthy of republication, I should not be willing
to write an introduction to it, or attach my name to it as Editor. I have ab-
stained hitherto, and prefer still to abstain, from making myself responsible
for other people’s writings; and in this book there are so many severe things
said of individual politicians, that it would be wrong in me, with no more
information than I possess, to make myself a party to them, and hardly
possible to put my name to the book without seeming to do so.

Your report respecting the work on Comte is very satisfactory.? A trans-
lation of it into French is in course of being made, with my concurrence, to
be published by Germer Bailliere.# With regard to a German translation, I
have no wish except that it should not be done by an incompetent person. I
do not look for any gain from it, and I doubt if it would be worth the while of
a publisher to give anything worth taking for the privilege: but if it should so
happen, I propose that we should divide equally whatever is obtained.

I do not wish any copies to be sent here; but I should like a copy sent to
Professor Fawcett, M.P. Trinity Hall, Cambridge, if he was not on the list
I sent you; also to J. S. Storr Esq.® 26 King Street Covent Garden, and Dr
Brewer,” 21 George Street Hanover Square.

I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. ML

1. MS at Pierpont Morgan Library.

2. See preceding Letter.

3. Triibner was publishing JSM’s articles on Comte in book form.

4. Gustave Germer Bailliére (1837-1884), French publisher.

5. JSM’s book on Comte was eventually translated as Comte und der Positivismus
by Elise Gomperz, and published in Theodor Gomperz’s edition of ISM’s Gesammelte
Werke (12 vols., Leipzig, 1869-80), vol. IX.

6. John Stephens Storr (1829-1895), son of a proprietor of the Great Metropolitan
Auction Mart, at 26 King St., Covent Garden, known as the firm of Debenham, Storr
and Sons. Storr had been active in the campaign to elect JSM as MP, and had served
as treasurer of his election fund.

7. William Brewer (d. 1881), prominent physician and medical writer; MP for
Colchester, 1868-74.
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887. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
" Nov. 10. 1865
My DEAR GROTE

I find myself, from my want of knowledge of the Platonic critics, ignorant
of the merits of a question of some importance and difficulty, viz. whether
the Platonic Apologia is in substance the real defence of Sokrates. I learn
from your book that Schleiermacher and Ueberweg think so,? and that you are
of the same opinion. But on the other hand, the Platonic Apologia is almost
wholly different from the Xenophontic,? which latter professes to be the de-
fence actually made by Sokrates and told to Xenophon by Hermogenes, who
is also mentioned in the Phaedon as one of the friends who were with Sokrates
at his death.* Xenophon says,® indeed, that many more things were said
by Sokrates than are included in his report; and the things which Xenophon
was likely to omit, would be just those which Plato would relate. But Plato’s
report does not profess to omit anything. If both are genuine, we must suppose
that each reporter left out exactly what the other took, for there is hardly
anything in common to them both, except the allusion to Palamedes.® Now,
in every other case, you seem to regard the Xenophontic, and not the Platonic,
as the historical Sokrates. Could you, without much trouble, give me some
notion of the reasons for holding the opposite opinion in this particular case?

If the Apologia is not the real speech of Sokrates I do not know why we
should consider it as authoritative evidence of the point of view of Sokrates
as distinct from Plato. For it seems almost equally unlikely that Plato would
have put anything unSokratic into the mouth of Sokrates in the affecting
narrative of the last day of his life: yet he does, without scruple, put into his
mouth on that day the whole of his own two doctrines of Ideas and Reminis-
cence, which, as far as I know, neither you nor any one supposes to have been
held by Sokrates. These things are a real puzzle to me: an é&mopia for
which I greatly need rov karalvoovra.?

Reeve has very courteously consented to wait for the article till the April
number,® which gives me the whole time up to the meeting of Parliament for

1. MS at Yale, as is Grote’s answer of Nov. 20, 1865.

2. In Plato, and the other Companions of Sokrates, vol. 1, chap. vm, p. 281, n.a.,
Grote refers to the opinions of Friedrich Ernst Daniel Schleiermacher (1768-1834)
and Friedrich Ueberweg (1826-1871).

3. Xenophon, Socrates’ Defence, 2-19.

4. Plato, Phaedo, 59 B.

S. Socrates’ Defence, 20-23.

6. Xenophon, Socrates’ Defence, 26; Plato, Apology, 41. Palamedes, one of the
heroes who besieged Troy.

7. A “‘difficulty” for which I greatly need “someone to provide a solution.”

8. See Letter 769, n. 3.
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completing it. I have not yet written anything, but have read Plato all through,
and am now going through your book carefully again, not only referring to
Plato frequently, but reading once more quite through some of the most im-
portant of the dialogues which I read last spring: Phaedon, Parmenides,
Theoctetus, Sophistes, Politikos, &c.

The article in the Westminster on your book® seems to me very good. I
am curious to know who wrote it.

If you have time to answer this, please tell us also how Mrs Grote is, for
itis long since we heard.

Ever yours affectionately
J.S. MiLL

888. TO W. O. ADAMS!

Avignon
Nov. 13. 1865

Sir—To give a proper answer to your question® would be to write the essay
which you are intending to write. But if you wish for a mere opinion, ex-
pressed in few words, I would say,

1. Severe punishments of some kind are often necessary for boys, but
only when they have been negligently or ill brought up & allowed to acquire
bad habits.

2. Assuming severe punishments to be necessary, any other mode of
punishment that would be effectual is preferable to flogging. In the case
however of certain grave moral delinquencies chiefly those which are either
of a cowardly or of a brutal character, corporal punishment in that or some
equivalent form may be admissible.

9. See Letter 855.
® * #* #

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. In envelope labelled in JSM’s hand: W. O. Adams /
(schoolboy). Published in Elliot, II, 48. In reply to Adams’s undated letter, MS also at
Johns Hopkins.

Adams has not been identified.

2. Adams had written in his letter: “ ‘Is flogging good or bad for boys?’

“A few lines, written in your usual clear, lucid manner, would form the staple of an
essay, on the above subject, which I am about to compose, in competition for a Prize
offered by the Publisher of the ‘Boys’ Own Magazine.””
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889. TO ROWLAND G. HAZARD!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 15. 1865

DEAR SIR

I have been a long time without acknowledging your very interesting letter
of July 1. My excuse must be the great quantity of temporary business (in-
cluding a vast amount of letter-writing) which has come upon me lately, and
the necessity of finishing off old engagements before the new and engrossing
ones commence.

I hope you at length received the book on Hamilton. I gave a fresh order
for sending it to you, having reason to think that the first had not been
executed. You will have found less than you probably expected on the Free-
will controversy, the object having been, not to give a complete view of the
metaphysics of the question, but merely to reply to some objections and
resolve certain difficulties. I am glad you were interested by the review of
Comte. The remarks on his philosophy in your letter are just and reasonable
from your own point of view. Above all, they are clear; a merit which your
writings possess in a degree not common with the a priori or spiritualist
metaphysicians.

I was happy to find, though it was no more than I expected, that we
think exactly alike on the necessity of giving equality of political rights to
the negroes. What has just taken place in Jamaica®? might be used as a very
strong argument against leaving the freedmen to be legislated for by their
former masters. The legislation appears to have been just such as might have
been expected, and the consequence is what we see. It seems not at all un-
likely that England will have to make a clean sweep of the institutions of
Jamaica, and suspend the power of local legislation altogether, until the
necessary internal reforms have been effected by the authority of the mother
country. How much more needful, then, is it that America should refrain
from giving back to the rebel states the rights already forfeited by them,
except on such conditions as will secure equal laws and an impartial adminis-

1. MS at Rhode Island Historical Society, as is also MS copy of Hazard’s of July 1.
MS copy at Columbia.

2. The so-called Morant Bay Rebellion in Jamaica had broken out on Oct. 11;
Governor Edward John Eyre (1815-1901) had proclaimed martial law on Oct. 13.
The first announcement of the revolt did not appear in The Times until Nov. 3, and
the news of the trial and the execution on Oct. 23 of the Negro leader, George William
Gordon, had not yet reached London on the day of this letter. For an account of JSM’s
activities in this controversy over Eyre’s conduct of his office, see Bernard Semmel,
The Governor Eyre Controversy (London, 1962); Am. ed., Jamaican Blood and Vic-
torian Conscience: The Governor Eyre Controversy (Boston, 1963).
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tration of justice between colour and colour; which will not and cannot be
the case unless the Negroes can serve on juries, and, through the electoral
suffrage, have an equal voice in choosing or controlling the judges, or those
who appoint them. I felt greatly discouraged a short time ago by the turn
which events seemed to be taking; but the published conversation between
the President and Mr Stearns® has revived my hopes; for it seems to shew
that Mr Johnson does not differ fundamentally from us; that he only hesi-
tates on the question of time, and is ready even at once to enfranchise the
negroes subject to certain conditions, which he would make applicable also
to the uneducated whites. If he adheres to this, and also to his declared
opinion that non-electors ought not to be counted, even in a fractional pro-
portion, as part of the population that determines the number of Federal
representatives; the Republican majority in Congress will be able to act with
him, and to prevent any serious mischief.

You must be greatly edified, if you read the English newspapers and
periodicals, by their change of tone on American affairs. Those who, at the
time of the colonization of New England, used to be called “waiters on Provi-
dence,” have changed sides, and are now profuse of panegyrics on the people
of the United States. Their praise is of no more intrinsic value than their
attacks were before; but it is an additional proof what a great benefit your
people have conferred on mankind by shewing what democracy and univer-
sal education together can do—how they make a whole people heroes when
heroism is required, and peaceful citizens again as soon as the necessity is
ended. Most English observers are also much struck by the total absence of
vindictive spirit, even under the provocation of Mr Lincoln’s murder. I do
not share their surprise, my only fear having been that your people would
forgive too easily. But if they only take care not to be forgiving at the
Negroes’ expense, I am ready to join in the universal chorus.

We often think and talk of you, both at Blackheath and here, where we
first saw you. I hope to hear from you now and then, It is of no consequence
whether you direct here or to Blackheath, as letters are promptly forwarded.

Ever, dear Sir, yours truly,
J.S.MiLL

3. George Luther Stearns (1809-1867), radical abolitionist, a supporter of John
Brown, and a recruiter of Negro regiments during the Civil War. On Oct. 24 he pub-
lished an account of a September interview with President Andrew Johnson, which indi-
cated a favourable attitude toward Negro suffrage.
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890. TO CHARLES ELIOT NORTON!1

Avignon
Nov. 24, 1865
DEAR SIR

I have had the pleasure of receiving your letter of the 30th ulte. It is
needless to send me the North American Review, as I am already a sub-
scriber to it; but I am always glad to hear from any of the writers and to be
enabled to identify an article with its author. The essay on American Political
Ideas? I had read the day before I received your letter. There is a good cause
why the Americans are more attached than the people of other countries to
the principles of their Constitution; it is because their Constitution has prin-
ciples. The British Constitution has no principles: it is the unpremeditated
and unplanned result of a secular conflict of opposing forces. There are how-
ever, principles, not laid down in words, but involved both in the English
and in the American institutions, viz. personal freedom; liberty of thought
and publication; and, in America, perfect civil equality between one person
and another. To these principles the people of each country are strongly at-
tached, but in neither are they thoroughly carried out, though by you far more
nearly so than by us. I hope you are going to carry the last of them into
effect as between white people and black; after which it will still remain to
bring it into operation between men and women.

I have great pleasure in subscribing to every word of the practical exhor-
tations in your concluding paragraphs. Society in the Southern States has to
be democratized in law and in fact, on the principles of the Declaration of
Independence, otherwise the sufferings and sacrifices of these glorious years
will be more than half lost. And this will be easily done if the people of the
Northern States do but will it. The opinions, feelings, and entire civilization
of the North have made a wonderful stride since the war began. If they are
not yet quite up to the final mark, who can blame them? May they reach it
before anything irrevocable has been done in restoring the rebel States to their
constitutional rights. Tam Dear Sir

Yours very sincerely

J.S.MiLL

My address is Blackheath Park, Kent, from whence, in my absence, letters
are forwarded.

1. MS at Harvard. Published in the Mass. Hist. Soc. Proceedings, L (1916-17),
11-12.

Charles Eliot Norton (1827-1908), American scholar and man of letters; ed. with
James Russell Lowell of the No. Am. Rev., 1864—68; professor of history of the arts,
Harvard, 1874-98; ed. of Carlyle letters.

2. “American Political Ideas,” No. Am. Rev., CI (Oct., 1865), 550-66.



1120 To George Grote Letter 891
891. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 26. 1865

MY DEAR GROTE

I am very much indebted to you for taking the trouble to give me such full
explanations in answer to my question respecting the Apologia.? The points
you mention in Xenophon and Plato are all familiar to me, but I wanted
your appreciation of them, and that you have given me. I had been much
struck with the fact that the two authorities are not agreed even as to what
the oracle was, though unquestionably they must both have known it. There
is also a prima facie objection to the statement of Sokrates in the Apology,
that he first commenced his cross-examining Elenchus after he had already
been declared by the oracle to be the wisest of men. If the oracle declared
this of Sokrates before he set out on the career which has given him all his
fame with posterity, the oracle must have had remarkable sagacity and won-
derfully good information. However this may be, I understand you to think
that Sokrates spoke the substance of what Xenophon ascribes to him, and
also matters which, idealized by Plato, became the Platonic Apology;® and
this seems much the most probable supposition which can be made.

I now feel assured how far I can safely build upon the character of Sokrates
which the Apology indicates; and that is what T wanted. I do not think it
possible, without abridging more important matter, to discuss in the article
Plato’s precise relation to Sokrates. His relation to the Sokratic dialectic is
the important thing: and, by the aid of your book and of the familiarity I
have now acquired with Plato himself, this is not difficult to bring out.

I have written a great part of the article, and see my way clearly to the
end of it. There will never, I think, have been as much said about Plato in
the same space; but there will not be anything both important and new in it,
for you have left nothing to do: except that every fresh turning over of the
ground makes some of the things that are turned up look new by some new
light which falls on them.

We are very happy to hear your favourable account of Mrs. Grote. Pray
give her our kindest regards. I am equally pleased and honoured by your re-
viewing me for Chapman,* and I am glad that you take the opportunity of

1. MS at Yale. In reply to Grote’s letter of Nov. 20, also at Yale.

2. See Letter 887.

3. This sentence summarizes Grote’s letter of Nov. 20, 1865. For JSM’s treatment
of Socrates as described by Xenophon, see “Grote’s Plato,” ER, CXXIII (April, 1866),
319-20.

4. “John Stuart Mill on the Philosophy of Sir Wm. Hamilton,” WR, n.s. XXIX
(Jan., 1866), 1-39.
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doing justice to my father.> My own contribution to his memory is already
written in a MS designed for posthumous publication;® though if I live more
than a few years longer, I shall very likely publish it while I am alive.

I am fully and greatly enjoying my last weeks of freedom. The chief
occupation of this year has been with Plato, Sokrates, and you: and there
could not have been, to me, a pleasanter one.

Ever, my dear Grote
yours most truly

J.S.MiLL

892. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 27. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have received your note, but not the prospectus of the new paper,? which
if sent to Blackheath, would in ordinary course wait there for my return, as
though letters are forwarded to me here, printed matter is not. I however ex-
pect a parcel from Blackheath in a week or thereabouts, which will probably
contain it. I dare say I shall be able to write some sort of letter to you when I
have seen the Prospectus, or at any rate after the first number. An article, 1
am sorry to say, would be quite out of the question with my present occupa-
tions.

I have never yet had time to acknowledge your letter of Nov. 11. I am
very much obliged to you for all you write, and no less so for not writing
solely to forward applications which you are quite right in thinking I should
be unable to comply with. I am not surprised at your not accepting the offer
of the Indian Editorship,® and were I in your place I would not accept it
either. Your present position, like all others, may have its disagreeables,
but they are probably much less than those of the Indian situation, and the
connexion is a better one for opening other opportunities both of improving
your own condition and of serving your opinions.

5. On pp. 4-5 of the review Grote pays tribute to James Mill. The paragraph begins
as follows: “Mr. John Stuart Mill has not been the first to bestow honour on the sur-
name which he bears. His father, Mr. James Mill, had already ennobled the name. An
ampler title to distinction in history and philosophy can seldom be produced than that
which Mr. James Mill left behind him.”

6. Autobiography, published posthumously in 1873, edited by Helen Taylor.

" x % @8
1. MS at Melbourne.

2. The Working Man, A weekly record of social and industrial progress, published
from Jan. 6, 1866, through Dec. 22, 1866.
3. See Letter 874.
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1 am always glad to be told what people say about public affairs; but the
remarks mentioned in your letter as made by the Moderate Liberals must
come from very moderate Liberals indeed. If (which I am not aware of) the
Liberal party is “rapidly approaching a state of complete disorganisation”,
the conclusion I should draw would be that it is time for it to dissolve, and
organise itself anew on some better basis. I am sure no party can deserve to
be kept together which is in danger of being broken up by the accession of
two or three persons who are thought likely to speak opinions freely which
are in advance of the rest. But the Moderate Liberals are always anxious to
stop the mouths of the immoderate ones, and these things are said and printed
for the effect it is hoped they may produce on the supposed marplots them-
selves. I am Dear Sir

with our kind regards to Mrs Plummer
yours very truly

J.S.MI1LL

893. TO CHARLES KINNEAR WATT!

Avignon
Nov. 27. 1865
DEAR SIR

I have this morning had the honour of receiving your letter of the 23
instant.

At almost any other time than the present I should have felt it a duty to
shew my sense of the distinguished honour conferred on me, by accepting
the office of Rector and endeavouring to the best of my power to discharge
its duties. But it is hardly possible that such a function could have devolved
on me more inopportunely than in the circumsgances in which I am placed
at the present moment, when my whole time is devoted to clearing off long-
standing literary engagements which I cannot hope to have completed sooner
than the commencement of the Session of Parliament.2 Even, therefore, if it
were possible for you to wait a considerable time for the visit which it would
be my duty to pay you, I do not know at what time it would be in my power

1. MS in St. Andrews University Library. Envelope addressed: Charles K. Watt
Esq. / St Mary’s College / St Andrews / N.B. Published by Dr. Anna J. Mill in “The
First Ornamental Rector at St Andrews University,” Scottish Historical Review, XLIIT
(Oct., 1964), 135-36.

Charles Kinnear Watt, a theological student at St. Andrews, and chairman of the
committee for the election of JSM as rector of St. Andrews. JSM had been elected on
Nov. 23 by 95 votes against 48 for George William Fox Kinnaird, 9th Baron Kinnaird
(1807-1878).

2. On Feb. 1, 1866.
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to pay it. An address fit to be delivered on such an occasion and to such an
audience, is a thing which I certainly could not produce off-hand, or with a
mind occupied with other engrossing thoughts. Under these difficulties
I see no course which I can take but that of respectfully declining the office
which has been so flatteringly bestowed on me by the students of the Univer-
sity.? With sincere thanks for their good will and favourable opinion, I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
Charles K. Watt Esq.

894. TO LOUIS BLANC!

Saint Véran, Avignon
le 2 Décembre 1865
MoN cHER MONSIEUR Louis BLANC

Je ne puis m’abstenir de vous féliciter des admirables lettres que vous écri-
vez au Temps sur les déplorables événements qui se sont passés en Jamaique,
et surtout de celle qui a paru le 30 Novembre.? Rien ne saurait étre mieux
pensé ni mieux senti que cette lettre. Souhaitons qu’il se trouvera dans le
parti libéral de la chambre assez d’hommes de coeur, non seulement pour
fiétrir dignement les iniquités de la répression, mais pour exiger la punition
exemplaire de leurs auteurs. Le ministére et la chambre, voire méme la
nation, veut donner leur mesure. S’ils laissent faire de pareilles énormités au
nom de I’Angleterre, ils n’auront rien & reprocher ni aux Russes en Pologne
—qui n’ont jamais fait autant—ni aux Carrier® et Collot* de la Révolution
frangaise.

Vos observations au le Times sont excellentes; mais on pourrait dire de
plus, que dans ce qui regarde les West Indies, ce journal ne représente pas
I'opinion publique de I’Angleterre, bien qu’il entraine trop souvent cette
opinion. Vous avez pu remarquer qu’en tout ce qui regarde les négres, le
Times est depuis vingt ans I'organe de I’oligarchie blanche des West Indies.
Je ne sais pas quel est I'intérét, pécuniaire ou social, qui le décide 4 se ranger

3. He subsequently accepted. Sce Letter 899.

*® & & »

1. MS at Bibliotheque Nationale.

2. “Lettre de Londres,” Le Temps, Nov. 30, 1865, p. 1. An earlier “Lettre” had
appeared on Nov. 24, p. 2.

3. Jean Baptiste Carrier (1756-1794), French Revolutionist and Terrorist, notorious
for the Noyades of Nantes, the drowning of large numbers of prisoners.

4. Jean Marie Collot (1745~1796), French Revolutionist, known especially for his
savage administration of the Terror in Lyons in 1793,
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sous cette bannire, mais le fait n’est pas douteux. Le Times n’a-t-il pas fait,
pendant de longues années, tout son possible pour forcer ou persuader le
gouvernement 2 retirer I'escadre anglaise des cotes de I’Afrique?® tentative
qu’il n’a abandonnée que lorsque I'impossibilité de réussir a été pleinement
constatée. On sait toujours d’avance ce que dira le Times dans tout cet ordre
de questions: on est siir qu’il sera du parti le plus brutalement contraire aux
noirs, Il ne serait pas sans utilité que cette liaison du Times avec les intéréts
esclavagistes fiit connue en France, ou généralement on voit dans ce journal
un organe de I'opinion anglaise, sans tenir compte des impulsions spéciales
et privées qui agissent souvent sur les écrivains du Times comme sur ceux de
tout autre journal, et modifient sa mauvaise direction générale par de mauvais
caprices particuliers.
tout a vous

J.S. MiLL

895. TO DR. HENRY MAcCORMAC!

Avignon
Dec. 4. 1865

DEAR Sir—In answer to your letter of Nov. 29, I would say, that restric-
tions on marriage, or on any other human action when so conducted as to be
directly injurious to others than the agents themselves, do not appear to me
objectionable on the principle of Liberty.2 For all our actions which affect
the interests of other people I hold that we are morally, & may without viola-
tion of principle be made legally, responsible. I have however expressly
guarded myself against being understood to mean that legal restrictions on
marriage are expedient. That is an altogether different question, to which I
conceive no universal & peremptory answer can be given, & in deciding which
for any particular case due weight ought to be given to the probability of
consequences of the kind you mention as well as of any other kinds.

5. The squadron maintained there to block the slave trade.
* % * *

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also MacCormac’s letter of Nov. 29 to which
this is a reply. Published in Elliot, 1T, 48-49.

Henry MacCormac (1800-1886), visiting physician to the Belfast District Lunatic
Asylum, from 1832 head of the Cholera Hospital at Belfast, and author of works on
medical and other topics.

2. In his letter of Nov. 29, MacCormac had objected to the following statement as
being inconsistent with JSM’s theories: “The laws which, in many countries on the
Continent, forbid marriage unless the parties can show that they have the means of
supporting a family, do not exceed the legitimate powers of the state: and whether
such laws be expedient or not (a question mainly dependent on local circumstances and
feelings), they are not objectionable as violations of liberty.” On Liberty (London,
1859), p. 194 (chap. v).
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I am glad that you agree with me on the subject (much more urgent in
this country) of compulsory education.

896. TO JAMES BEAL!

[Avignon]
Dec. 13, 1865

DEAR Sir—I have seen with great pleasure, in the newspapers, the move-
ment which the St. James’s Vestry has originated at your suggestion for the
union of all London into one body for municipal purposes, with smaller
bodies of the same sort for purposes special to each of the parliamentary
divisions.? T have long wished that an effort in this direction should be made.
All the more important town-interests are common to the whole town, and
can only be properly attended to by a body representative of the whole; and
I quite agree with you that there should be but one such body, and that the
functions (for instance) of the Board of Trade should merge into those of the
united municipality. I also go entirely along with the proposal to abolish the
jurisdiction of the Middlesex magistrates in the metropolis, and to have none
but stipendiary magistrates. The only point on which I do not agree with the
scheme as reported is the choice of magistrates by the citizens or the muni-
cipal body. The proposed corporation ought, of course, to have powers
equal to those of other municipal corporations; but it seems to me that the
choice of judicial officers is best placed, not with any corporation, but with
a minister or great public functionary, who can be held responsible for making
a proper choice. As a general rule, skilled professional officers are hardly
ever well chosen by numbers; some one person must make it his business to
find them and judge of their qualifications. I do not know if this view of the
question has been under your consideration, or that of the vestry; but as I
hope to aid in bringing your plan before Parliament, I am glad to begin
already an interchange of sentiment with you on the subject.

T am, dear Sir,
very truly yours,

J.S.MiLL
James Beal, Esq.

1. MS not located. Published in The Times, Dec. 20, 1865, p. 6, and in the Journal
of Social Science, 1 (1866), 207.

2. For the motion presented by Beal, see “Metropolitan Government,” The Times,
Dec. 5, 1865, p. 7.

3. Aided by Beal, JSM on May 21, 1867, presented to the Commons a measure to
establish municipal corporations in the several districts of London. See Letters 1342,
n.4 and 1388, n. 2.
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897. TO WILLIAM FRASER RAE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec. 14. 1865
DEAR SIR

I imagine that none of the candidates for the Professorship had any chance
against Mr Henry Morley.? I am sorry to hear such an indifferent account of
your health, and I regret much that you have been prevented from finishing
the article you mention. If you pass through Avignon before we leave for
England, we shall be very glad to see you.

I fully intend to read Livingstone’s new book® when 1 have time, but I do
not know when that will be. There seems likely to be enough doing in Par-
liament, this session, to occupy all one’s thoughts. There is no part of it all,
not even the Reform Bill, more important than the duty of dealing justly
with the abominations committed in Jamaica.* If England lets off the per-
petrators with an inadequate punishment, no Englishman hereafter will be
entitled to reproach Russia or the French Revolutionists with any massacres,
without at the same time confessing that his own country has done worse.

Tam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. ML

898. TO HORACE WHITE!

Avignon
Dec. 15. 1865

DEeAR Sir—Your letter dated Nov 3 has been forwarded to me here. It would
be a great satisfaction to me to be able to give any assistance in the struggle
which the enlightened friends of Free Trade have to maintain against, I am
sorry to say, many Americans whose opinions & feelings on other matters

1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.

2. Henry Morley (1822-1894), author, professor of English literature at University
College, London, 1865-89. See also Letter 875.

3. David and Charles Livingstone, Narrative of an Expedition to the Zambesi and
its tributaries, and of the discovery of Lakes Shirwa and Nyassa, 1858-1864 (London,
1865).

4. See Letter 889, n. 2.

* & % =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also White’s letter of Nov. 3 to which this is a
reply. Published in part in Elliot, II, 49-50.

Horace White (1834-1916), journalist; editor of the Chicago Tribune, 1864-74;
later, editor of the New York Evening Post.
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command my warmest sympathies. I do not despair of being able, some time
hence, to write something for the Chicago Tribune of the kind you wish,? & if
so I shall esteem it a privilege to have it accepted without any payment. At
present however my time & thoughts are so fully occupied by engagements
which must be completed before the commencement of the session of Parlt
now near at hand, that I really am not able to undertake any fresh work. What
you ask me to do is not easy; I hardly know any point in Pol. Economy which
it is more difficult to treat popularly, & so as to carry persuasion to those
who have not studied the subject, than that one, of the influence of high &
low wages on foreign trade. To understand the matter it is necessary to
realize the fact that all trade is in reality barter—that the question is not
whether the home capitalist shall produce or not, but whether he shall pro-
duce one thing or another—cotton fabrics, for instance, or wheat; & that
high wages which must equally be paid in either case, cannot place one of
these two modes of employing his capital at any disadvantage by the side of
the other. If it was only in cottonspinning that American wages were higher
than English, while in agriculture they were equal, then indeed the high
wages being peculiar to one employment would really make it more difficult,
& perhaps impossible to carry it on without a protecting duty. But in that
case it would clearly be an employment unsuited to the country, since labour
employed in it would require to be remunerated more highly than the general
rate of wages in the country.

It is very difficult to make this argument popular. What one ought to do is,
to ask, If high wages are sufficient to make the American cotton manufac-
turer unable to compete with the English, how is it that the same high wages
do not prevent the American farmer from underselling the English, unless
because farming is an industry suited to the circumstances of the country &
cottonspinning not?

899. TO JOHN TULLOCH!

Avignon Dec. 20. 1865
DEAR SIR,

You are probably aware of the causes which have so long delayed my
answer to your communication dated the 24 in ulte. Being so situated as to

2. In his letter of Nov. 3, 1865, White had said, “I therefore beg leave to propose
that you write a letter or essay suitable for the columns of a daily newspaper, to ex-
plain in the simplest manner how it is that low wages in England, for instance, do not
give the English manufacturer an advantage over the American manufacturer who

pays high wages.”
*® & % »

1. MS in St. Andrews University Muniments. Published by Dr. Anna J. Mill in the
Scottish Historical Review, XLIII (Oct., 1964), 136-37.
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have no chance of being able to visit Saint Andrews’ for the purpose of de-
livering an address, at any time when the University will be sitting, earlier
than the end of January 1867, I thought it best to make this circumstance
known to the students who had done me the honour of electing me, and to
be guided by their wishes in accepting or declining the Rectorship. Being
informed that, notwithstanding this inevitable delay, it is still the wish of the
Students that I should fill the office of Rector, I beg, accordingly, to com-
municate to you my acceptance of that office. I understand that this intima-
tion should properly be made to the Vice Chancellor.? I am not able, where
I am, to ascertain who is the present holder of that dignity, nor the proper
form in which to make the announcement; but I take the liberty of inclosing
a communication addressed to him, and of begging that if it be informal, or
in any other way insufficient, you will kindly furnish me with the means of
rectifying it.
I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MILL
Rev. Principal Tulloch

900. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec. 29. 1865
Dear CHADWICK

I received your letter only this morning, so that if you are at Paris tomor-
row as you expected, you will not receive this answer. But as in that case I
shall probably see you at Avignon, it will not matter.

I am doubtful of any good from an inquiry moved for by Lord Elcho.?
The sole object of its promoters will probably be to obtain such statistics as
may frighten Parliament and the electoral body into restricting the extension
of the suffrage to the narrowest limits possible. They do not want to have

2. Tulloch himself was then the vice-chancellor.
* & ® =

1. MS at UCL.

2. Francis Richard Charteris, Lord Elcho, and later 10th Earl of Wemyss (1818—
1914), MP for Haddingtonshire, 1847-83.

After the House of Commons had voted down, on May 8, 1865, an attempt to reduce
the borough franchise from £10 to £6, Lord Elcho asked that a royal commission be
appointed to inquire how many of the “wage-paid” class have the franchise, how many
are excluded, and the reasons for exclusion, and how far the franchise can be extended
in relation to the various classes in boroughs and the relative value of money and
property. The royal commission was not appointed during the session of 1865. See
the Annual Register, 1865, Part 1, p. 115.
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your, or my, or Mr Hare’s plans of reform taken into consideration, and they
will prevent all such consideration if they can. Any locus standi for “cro-
chets” and “fancy franchises” before the Commission will have to be fought
for, and fought for against Tories, Whigs, and such Radicals as Bright. It
would therefore be in my opinion a false policy for any reformer to say to
Government or the public, Do not propose a Reform Bill, but wait for the
result of an enquiry by such men as Lord Elcho. But even if it were compe-
tent to any other reformer to take this position, it is not so for me. 1t is for
those to call for an enquiry who need an enquiry, before being willing to take
action. I know what reform I want, and am ready now to do my utmost to
get it. An enquiry should be supplementary to, and not instead of, any mea-
sure of reform that the present ministry are likely to propose.

I am very sorry that you have had so much unpleasantness about the News-
man, and sorry that Beal had any share in it. I was hoping that you and he
would be able to work together at the local government of London. It is
one of the many questions which incessantly make me regret that you are not
member for Westminster. I shall want to consult with you about it, and shall
miss you if you are in Algeria.® But if you can really help the sanitary im-
provement of the army, it is a thing worth going there for.

The idea of making the rate book the register, is a good one if the only
qualification is to be one of rating, because it makes the registration seek
the elector instead of the elector the registration. But it will not be carried,
because it would take away the qualifications by property—freehold, copy-
hold, and leasehold. If those qualifications are allowed to remain, there will
still be need of lawyers, and registration associations. The whole of our laws
of election from top to bottom require to be reconstructed on new principles:
but to get those principles into people’s heads is work for many years, and
they will not wait that time for the next step in reform. If they would, all
they would get is to be told that the public is content with the thing as it is.
And perhaps some measure of reform is as likely to promote as to delay other
improvements in the representative system. I am Dear Chadwick

yours very truly
J.S.MiLL

3. Whether Chadwick visited Algeria has not been ascertained. He had been inter-
ested for some time in the marked improvement in sanitary conditions there, and in
1864 had persuaded the minister of war to direct a special committee bound for Gibral-
tar to include Algeria in its itinerary.
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901. TO HENRY FAWCETT!

Saint Véran
Jan. 1. 1866.
DEAR MR FAWCETT

I have delayed long to thank you for your book,? having been very busy
writing, and unable to read it with proper attention until within these few
days.

I think the essays must have been very interesting as lectures,® and will
be very useful as a book. The subject of the land laws, and laws of inheri-
tance, is very well treated, and is one of which few feel the importance. You
have broken ground very usefully on it. The considerations you have brought
forward will be much needed in the discussions we shall soon have on Irish
affairs, and the whole subject will become much more practical after any
considerable parliamentary reform. One of the most important consequences
of giving a share in the government to the working classes, is that there will
then be some members of the House with whom it will no longer be an
axiom that human society exists for the sake of property in land—a grovel-
ling superstition which is still in full force among the higher classes.

I need hardly say how highly I approve your chapter on cooperation, and
the restatement of the ideas of your Westminster Review article respecting
Strikes.* On all these subjects you have strengthened yourself by new thoughts
and illustrations; and the speculations in the concluding chapter, on the
possibilities of the future, open a class of considerations both new and very
necessary to be thought of.

The chapter which on the whole I least like is the one on wages,® though
it will probably be more praised than any of the rest: but I think I could
shew that an increase of wages at the expense of profits would not be an
impracticability on the true principles of political economy. It might doubt-
less send capital to other countries; but we must recollect that the movement

1. MS at LSE. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published, with one omission, in Elliot,
I, 51-53.

2. The Economic Position of the British Labourer (Cambridge and London, 1865).

3. Fawcett delivered the lectures which made up the book at Cambridge in the
autumn of 1864, See Letter 710.

4. “Strikes: their Tendencies and Remedies,” WR, n.s. XVII (July, 1860), 1-23.
Cf. chap. v, “Trade Unions and Strikes,” The Economic Position of the British
Labourer.

5. Chap. 1v, “The Causes which regulate Wages.”
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for higher wages and shorter working hours is now common to all the
industrious nations.

There is one mistake in a matter of fact which I saw with regret in the
book, and which I hope a new edition may soon give you an opportunity of
correcting. You have entirely misunderstood the ateliers nationaux.® They
were not advances to cooperative societies, but direct payment of wages, for
work mostly nominal, from the public purse; and so far were they from having
any connexion with Louis Blanc or his opinions, that he has always bitterly
complained of them, as having been set up, not for, but against him and his
plans. The member of the Provincial Government principally responsible for
them was, he says, M. Marie.” The advances to associations of workmen were
quite another matter, and did none of the harm which the ateliers nationaux
did—probably even some good: at all events the Government could not have
refused such experimental aid when the associations thought that they could
not get on without it. I am not certain that such advances (resembling those
the Crédit Mobilier® makes to a richer class) would not sometimes be useful
even now: though it is one of the lessons of the experience of that time that
in most cases the associations which did without subsidies prospered the most.

There are some misprints in the volume, especially ‘married men’ for
‘monied men’ at p.209, and Arseéne Haussage for Houssaye® (p.103).

We shall now soon meet on our common field of battle. The two great
topics of the year will be Jamaica® and Reform,!! and there will be an im-
mensity to be said and done on both subjects. I have just seen with great
pleasure that Lord Hobart has come out decidedly in M°Millan’s for Hare’s
system.!? It is gradually taking hold of one after another of the thinking men;
of whom Lord Hobart is decidedly one. I shall perhaps invoke your aid on the
Metropolitan government question,'3 of the burthen of which I shall probably
have to take a considerable share.

Iam Dear Mr Fawcett
yours very truly

J. S. MILL

6. Organized for the workers by the Provisional Government of 1848. The dispersal
of the workers in June, 1848, led to the abortive insurrection of that month.

7. Pierre Thomas Marie de Saint-Georges Marie (1795-1870), member of the
Provisional Government of 1848.

8. A large lending organization, founded in 1852 by Isaac and Emile Pereire.

9. Arséne Houssaye (1815-1896), French playwright, poet, novelist.

10. See Letter 889, n. 2.

11. Parliamentary reform, both of the franchise and of the distribution of seats, was
not achieved until the act of 1867, though the session of Parliament which opened on
Feb. 1, 1866, concerned itself greatly with the problem.

12, V. H. Hobart [Baron Hobart], “Parliamentary Reform,” Macmillan’s, XIII
(Jan., 1866), 259-72.

13. Reform of municipal government was to become one of JSM’s leading concerns
during his term in Patliament. He introduced bilis on the subject on May 21, 1867, and
May 5, 1868. See Letters 896, 1342, and 1388.
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902. TO THOMAS HARE1

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 4. 1866
DEAR SIR

It is a favourable sign of the impression which the idea of Personal Repre-
sentation is making not only on the best thinkers but on thinking persons
of all degrees that I should have received such a letter as the one I inclose.?
The objections to the plan proposed by the writer, you will not need me to
point out; but he shews that his mind has worked on the subject, and many
minds like his are probably by this time doing the same.

I was delighted to read Lord Hobart’s complete and most intelligent ad-
hesion in the new number of M°Millan.? His is about the best theoretical
head in the whole nobility. What a pity that he holds an office which excludes
him from the House of Commons.

In a letter I have just received from M. Morin,* he tells me that through
the impression made by Naville,® and in consequence of the victory of the
Independent Party in the late elections, there is some chance of an actual
trial of Personal Representation in the choice of the four deputies whom
Geneva elects to the National Council of Switzerland.® This, it seems, can be
done by the authority of the ordinary legislature: while the mode of election
of the cantonal authorities can only be changed by a Constituent Assembly,
or by a general assembly of the citizens. But if the trial is made in the one case,
and succeeds, its application to the other will probably soon follow. And if
made at all, the trial is pretty sure to be a true and fair one, with Naville to
direct it.

I begin to think that you or I may live to see the plan in actual operation
in England, or at all events in America.

There are at least Hughes and Fawcett who I hope will help me to bring
it before the House of Commons in the approaching discussions on reform.

1 am Dear Sir
ever yours truly

J.S. ML

. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.
. Not found.
. See preceding Letter, n. 12.
. See Letter 557, n. 6.
. Jules Ernest Naville (1816-1909), philosopher, author of books on philosophical
and political subjects.

6. For an account of attempts to change the electoral laws of Gemeva, which
adopted proportional representation in 1892, see Frangois Ruchon, Histoire Politique
de la République de Genéve (2 vols., Geneva, 1953), II, 207-208.

NHWN -
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903. TO JOHN NICOLAUS TRUBNER!

Avignon
Jan. 4. 1866

DEAR SIR—With regard to the question of stereotyping the book on Comte,
if I revise the book well before it is reprinted, it is hardly likely that any fur-
ther alterations will be urgently required. It may, however, be desirable after
a time to publish a cheap edition; but stereotyping need not I suppose pre-
vent this as it could be done by merely lowering the price. If therefore you
decidedly prefer stereotyping I have no objection. In that case I sh? be
obliged by your telling me what you would be disposed to give, either in the
form of so much a year, or so much for every 1000 copies sold, or a sum
down for a fixed number of years or of copies. It would be well also to fix
some number of years, or of copies sold, after which the copyright & the
stereotype plates should revert to me or my representatives.

I thank you for your offer of a payment on account, but I should prefer
to wait for any payment till the accounts of the first edition are made out &
the pecuniary result ascertained.

904. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 6. 1866
DEAR SIR

It seems a long time since I either heard from you or wrote to you. As the
time approaches when I shall be taking part in the discussion of pending
questions, I feel an increasing desire to take counsel with you concerning
some of them.

One is the question of the Irish Colleges. I have been drawing nearer and
nearer to your view of that subject? practically considered, though I am
not sure that we quite agree yet about the amount of concession required by
equal justice. I shall take my stand against the denominational system in any
form for Ireland—regarding it as a mere concession to practical difficulties
even in England, and in Ireland inadmissible altogether. I am prepared to
maintain that no public assistance ought to be given in Ireland to any educa-

1. MS draft at LSE.

* & #* =
1. MS at LSE.
2. See Letters 868 and 872. See also Cairnes, “University Education in Ireland,”
Theological Review, III (Jan., 1866), 116-49. The rest of this paragraph is a good
summary of Cairnes’s position.
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tion involving more or other religious teaching than exists in the mixed, or
national system. I also think that in Ireland it is so great a point to bring
youths of different religions to live together in colleges, as will justify almost
any encouragement to the system of the Queen’s University, except that of
actually refusing degrees to those who have studied elsewhere. From what I
see in newspapers and hear, I am in hopes that the Catholic prelacy is shew-
ing itself so impracticable as to give the Government a fair ground for with-
drawing any offers they may have made, if only they can be induced to think
such a retraction desirable: and it must be the business of members of Par-
liament to try to make them think so. Do you know of any member likely to
lead the opposition on your side? What do you think of M’Cullagh Torrens?®
He, most likely, agrees with you, and he is one of the few Irishmen in Par-
liament who are not incumbered with an Irish constituency. Do you know
what views Neate! takes of the question? Any tolerable stand made in the
House will have powerful support outside, from the mass of feeling in the
country always ready to be called forth against any new concession to
Catholics.

Then comes the Land Question. I have read several of your letters in the
Economist,® and admired them greatly. The generalities of the question have
perhaps never before been so well stated as in your first letter. But your con-
clusion seems to me to fall far short of your premises. It may be that this is
unavoidable. But the remedy of permitting the tenant to carry away or destroy
his improvements, will surely do very little for him. It is monstrous that the
law, at present, should not permit him to do this. But supposing that
abominable state of the law to be altered, how inconsiderable would be the
advantage to the tenant. 1. If, as is generally the case, the landlord’s object
is to clear the estate and consolidate the holdings, the tenant by pulling down
his buildings is merely doing the landlord’s work gratis. 2¢%. The cases most
of all deserving compensation, are those in which the tenant has actually re-
claimed the land: and how can he put it back into the state of heath or bog
in which it was before? 3. Even when the improvement consisted in put-
ting something on the farm which can be carried away such as buildings or
fences—to remove them would make no return to the farmer for the labour
or cost of putting them up, but would merely give him the value of the
materials; and what are they? earth or rough stones: seldom worth even the

3. William Torrens M’Cullagh Torrens (1813-1894), politician and social reformer,
MP for Dundalk, 1848-52, and for Finsbury, 1865-85.

4. Charles Neate (1806-1879), professor of political economy, 1857—-62, at Oxford,
and MP for Oxford City, 1863-68.

5. Cairnes wrote a series of letters entitled “Ireland in Transition” to the Economist
which were published in the issues of Sept. 9 to Nov. 4, 1865, inclusive. The following
are on problems of land cultivation and land-holding in Ireland: Sept. 23, pp. 114647,
Sept. 30, pp. 1173-75; Oct. 7, pp. 1204-1205; Oct. 14, pp. 1238-39; Oct. 21, pp. 1268
69; Oct. 28, pp. 1301-1303; Nov. 4, pp. 1333-34.
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trouble of carrying away. It would be his interest to accept the most trifling
offer from the landlord, rather than exercise his right: unless indeed his
motive was a vindictive one; and he would have but little even of that kind
of satisfaction, for he could in general do the landlord as little harm as he
could do himself good.

I am disposed to make a much greater claim for the tenant—to demand
for him, not compensation for his outlay, but a full equivalent for the addi-
tional value which either by his labour or his expenditure he has given to the
land: to be assessed either by a special tribunal or by arbitration. Justice re-
quires no less than this, and its impracticability is not, to my mind, made out.
But, as I am afraid you are of a different opinion, I should like very much to
compare notes with you on the subject.

Iam Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MILL

905. TO HENRY SAMUEL CHAPMAN!

Avignon, Jan. 7, 1866
DEAR CHAPMAN

Your letter of June 18 reached me just before leaving England for Avi-
gnon, where I have been during the whole time, which, as you mentioned,
Mr* Chapman and your younger children were to pass in London.? I con-
sequently have not seen them; but I shall hope to see your son who is to re-
main in England,? as well as his brother who was already there.* I have had
less intercourse with your eldest son than I had hoped and intended to have,
owing to the great engrossment of my time when in England by occupations
which you can well appreciate: and now there is more on my hands than
ever, and I have so many calls upon every moment of time that I am obliged
to seem negligent of old friends, and almost to avoid making new ones. But
I am not the less desirous to be of use to any one connected with you, and if
1 seem inattentive, it is not owing to indifference.

It must be very interesting to you to renew your knowledge of British New
Zealand after an interval which bears so considerable a proportion to its short
history.® England has heard much of New Zealand these few years, and in a

1. MS in the possession of W. Rosenberg, University of Canterbury, New Zealand.
MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, IT, 53-56.

2. On Jan. 11, four days after this letter, Mrs. Chapman and two of her sons and a
daughter were drowned in the wreck of the $.S. London in the Bay of Biscay.

3. Probably Frederick (later Sir Frederick) Revans Chapman (1849-1936).

4. Henry Brewer Chapman, drowned with his mother.
5. Henry S. Chapman left New Zealand in 1851, but returned in 1864.
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manner far from agreeable. Thoughtful people have found it hard to make up
their minds on the New Zealand aspect of the universal colonial question—
what to do with the aborigines. It was hoped that this would be a less desper-
ate difficulty in New Zealand than elsewhere, on account of the higher quali-
ties and more civilisable character of the Maoris. But the eternal source of
quarrel, the demand of the colonists for land, has defeated these hopes; and it
seems as if, unless or until the progressive decline of the Maori population
ends in their extinction, the country would be divided between two races al-
ways hostile in mind, if not always in actual warfare. Here, then, is the burthen
on the conscience of legislators at home. Can they give up the Maoris to the
mercy of the more powerful, & constantly increasing, section of the popula-
tion? Knowing what the English are, when they are left alone with what they
think an inferior race, I cannot reconcile myself to this. But again—is it pos-
sible for England to maintain an authority there for the purpose of preventing
unjust treatment of the Maoris, and at the same time allow self government to
the British colonists in every other respect? How is that one subject to be kept
separate, and how is the Governor to be in other things a mere ornamental
frontispiece to a government of the colony by a colonial Cabinet and Legisla-
ture, and to assume a will and responsibility of his own, overruling his cabi-
net and legislature wherever the Maoris are concerned? If the condition of
colonial government is, to keep well with the colonial population and its repre-
sentatives, there is no hindering the colonists from making their cooperation
depend on compliance with their wishes as to the Maoris. I do not see my
way through these difficulties. Nor do I feel able to judge what would be the
consequence of leaving the colonists, without the aid of Queen’s troops, to
settle the Maori difficulty in their own way. Perhaps the proofs which the
Maoris have given that they can be formidable enemies may have produced
towards them in the colonists a different state of mind from the overbearing
and insolent disregard of the rights and feelings of inferiors which is the com-
mon characteristic of John Bull when he thinks he cannot be resisted. On all
these questions I am now under a special public obligation to make up my
mind, and I hope to be helped to do so by your knowledge and experience.
The information your letters are always full of, will be often valuable to me
now.

Your account of the Middle Island and its impassable range of high Alps,
is very attractive to me, and if New Zealand were an island in the Northern
Atlantic, would speedily send me on a visit there. The very idea of anything
impassable and impenetrable is almost too charming, now when every nook
and corner of our planet has got or is getting opened to the full light of day.
One of the many causes which make the age we are living in so very impor-
tant in the life of the human race—almost, indeed, the turning point of it—
is that so many things combine to make it the era of a great change in the
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conceptions and feelings of mankind as to the world of which they form a
part. There is now almost no place left on our own planet that is mysterious
to us, and we are brought within sight of the practical questions which will
have to be faced when the multiplied human race shall have taken full posses-
sion of the earth (and exhausted its principal fuel). Meanwhile we are also
acquiring scientific convictions as to the future destination of suns and stars,
and the whole visible universe. These things must have ultimately a very great
effect on human character. You have read Buckle’s remarks on the effect
of the aspects of nature in different parts of the earth, upon the mental charac-
teristics, and thence on the social development of the different nations.® One
begins to see a long vista of effects, of analogous origin but very different, on
the future generations of mankind. Even without looking to anything so
distant, or going beyond the proximate effects of social and economical
causes already in operation, some thinkers are beginning to speculate on
what will happen when the agricultural labourers of England shall have fol-
lowed those of Ireland to America; and are asking themselves whether we
shall have to import Chinese to supply the vacancy. The most certain result
that I foresee from all this, is that English statesmanship will have to assume
a new character, and to look in a more direct way than before to the interests
of posterity. We are now, I think, standing on the very boundary line be-
tween this new statesmanship and the old; and the next generation will be
accustomed to a very different set of political arguments and topics from those
of the present and past.
Iam Dear Chapman
yours very sincerely

J.S. MILL

906. TO JOHN NICOLAUS TRUBNER?

Avignon
Jan. 9. 1866

DEAR Sir—When I have disposed of the second edition of any of my books
for a fixed sum, I have always hitherto had more for it than the amount of
the half profit I had derived from the first. I think I might reasonably look for
£70 for the second ed. of the Comte—the half profit on the first ed. to be

6. H. T. Buckle, History of Civilization in England, vol. 1, chap. 11, “The influence
exercised by physical laws over the organization of society and over the character of
individuals.”

* % #* =

1. MS draft at LSE.
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paid when it is all sold & the £70 on the publication of the second. If you
agree to this I accept your proposal regarding the remainder of the 5000
copies, on the understanding that the reduced price commences after the
sale of the second thousand.

I have to thank you for sending me a number of the Contemporary
Review.?

Will you be so kind as to send Count Gurowski’s book® to my house,
Blackheath Park, at any convenient time in the course of the month.

907. TO THOMAS HARE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 11. 1866
DEAR SIR

It is not so clear to me as it is to you, that we ought to desire that the
Government measure of reform should include nothing but an extension of
the suffrage. No doubt there might be advantage in obtaining that first, if
there were a reasonable prospect of getting anything else afterwards; but is
there such a prospect? I can see none. If Bright’s doctrine? is accepted by
public opinion and acted on by the Government, it may be assumed as cer-
tain that no other point of parliamentary reform will be allowed to be dis-
cussed this year. No party in the House would tolerate it: whoever attempted
it would speak to empty benches—would probably be counted out. And it is
to my mind equally indubitable that when any reform has been passed the
whole subject of changes in the representation will be tabooed for years to
come. Most of the liberal members are not real reformers, and only vote for
any reform because they are obliged, and in the hope of getting rid of the
question. You seem to think that while the House is passing a bill confined
to the one point, it might be induced to appoint a Committee to enquire into
the best means of “liberating and stimulating individual thought and action.”
But what is to be the inducement? Are there six persons in the House of

2. The first number of this periodical, which for years thereafter reflected a liberal
position within the Church of England, appeared in Jan., 1866. The Jan. and Feb.
numbers each carried a review-article on JSM’s Hamilton which JSM correctly assumed
to be written by Henry Mansel (see Letter 915): “The Philosophy of the Conditioned:
Sir William Hamilton and John Stuart Mill,” Contemporary Review, I (Jan. and Feb.,
1866), 31-49, 185-219.

3. See Letter 886.

LR I

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.

2. John Bright, in 1866, advocated the lowering of property qualifications for electors
to the exclusion of other kinds of parliamentary reform, including the redistribution of
seats.
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Commons who think it any business of theirs to liberate and stimulate indi-
vidual thought and action, or who would desire to do so even if they knew
what it meant? How many are there even outside the House, who would
support a motion for such a Committee? The small number who are already
converts to your plan; not a man beside. To nobody else would such a pro-
posal carry any distinct meaning; still less represent anything that to their
minds would appear sensible or practical. I admit that our prospects are
nearly as bad if Lord Russell does include something else in his bill, as if he
does not. Little as the chance is of an early reopening of parliamentary re-
form after the bill has passed, it will probably be sooner reopened for a
readjustment of seats than merely for personal representation. This I cannot
deny; but in the meanwhile we lose the opportunity of discussing personal
representation in the present session—an opportunity which could not be
refused to us if the whole subject of representation were on the tapis, but
which we certainly shall not have if the question at issue is, by a previous
understanding between the two great parties, confined to the extension of the
franchise. I have given you my impression on the subject; but I cannot feel
complete confidence in its correctness when I see yours to be different.

I shall be delighted to read your paper in the Fortnightly Review? when I
return to Blackheath. Were it sent here I probably should not receive it. The
Pall Mall Gazette you kindly sent, never arrived. The Daily News was stopped
four times in the six days of last week; and for about two months past, we
have never received both the Spectator and the Saturday Review—very often
neither. What has happened to increase the rigour of the French Government
to the foreign press, I do not know; but there is certainly something. You
doubtless noticed the interdiction of the Indépendance Belge,* and of the
principal liberal German papers, and the principle on which it was rested.
If that principle means anything, it means the exclusion of all my English
papers, except the Times which, for reasons best known to itself, is never
seized.

I agree with you about Lorimer’s book.® It is merely a weaker repetition
of his former one.

1 shall be very desirous to discuss with you all the points of London muni-

3. “Individual Responsibility in Representative Government,” FR, IV (March 15,
1866), 350-58.

4. The Times, Dec. 28, 1865, p. 7, carried a notice that the Indépendance Belge
was forbidden entry into France by order of the minister of the interior. The Times,
Dec. 30, 1865, p. 10, reported that one of the motives, which their correspondent
doubted, was complaints from the French press that foreign newspapers were given far
more freedom than domestic ones to criticize the government of Louis Napoleon. The
ban was lifted on Feb. 1, 1866. See The Times, Jan. 16, 1866, p. 4.

5. James Lorimer, Constitutionalism of the Future, or Parliament the Mirror of the
Nation (Edinburgh, 1865). For JSM’s comments on Lorimer’s former book, Equal
Representation, see Letter 366.
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cipal reform, in which I shall have to take an active part. Beal® told me that
you had sent him “a little work™ of your own” “full of good matter on the
question.”

Helen sends her kind regards to the Miss Hares. I am Dear Sir

ever yours truly
J. S. MiLL

908. TO JOHN NICOLAUS TRUBNER!

Avignon
Jan. 15. 1866

DEAR Sir—I have received your letter of Jan. 12 for which I thank you &
I accept all the conditions as mentioned in it.

It would have been more convenient to me to have made my corrections
in the sheets of the first edition than in the proofs of the new, as I have more
leisure now than I shall have a fortnight or three weeks hence; but I am will-
ing to do whichever you prefer. If it is done from the proofs they had better
be sent to Blackheath Park.

909. TO ARTHUR LANKESTER!

Avignon
Jan. 22,1866

DEAR Sir—T regret that the extreme proximity of the date at which the
meeting of the Commons Preservation Society? is to be held makes it im-
possible for me to be present. I have all my life been strongly impressed with
the importance of preserving as much as possible of such free space for
healthful exercise, & for the enjoyment of natural beauty as the growth of

6. James Beal.
7. Possibly Local Government in the Metropolis (London, 1862).

1. MS draft at LSE.

* & & @

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 56-57. In reply to a letter of
Jan. 19, 1866, from Lankester as Secretary of the Commons Preservation Society, MS
also at Johns Hopkins.

Lankester has not been otherwise identified.

2. The Commons Preservation Society met Jan. 24, 1866, at the Mansion House.
John Locke (1805-1880), legal writer, and MP for Southwark, 1857-80, was the
principal speaker. The organization was formed to secek means of preventing the
enclosure of commons and open spaces within fifteen miles of the metropolis. See The
Times, Jan. 25, 1866, p. 12. The Society was influential in securing the adoption of the
Metropolitan Commons Act of 1866. It continued in existence for many years, the
reports of its Proceedings being published from 1869 to 1912.
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population and cultivation has still left to us. The desire to engross the whole
surface of the earth in the mere production of the greatest possible quantity
of food & the materials of manufacture, I consider to be founded on a mis-
chievously narrow conception of the requirements of human nature. I there-
fore highly applaud the formation of the Commons Preservation Society &
am prepared to cooperate in the promotion of its objects in any manner which
lies in my power.

910. TO THE ADMINISTRATORS OF THE HOSPICES D'AVIGNON!

St Véran
le 23 janvier 1866

MessSIEURs—D)’ai eu ’honneur de recevoir votre lettre du 20 janvier.

Comme il est reconnu que la coupe fréquente des arbres affaiblit et épuise
leur force de végétation ce dont j’ai moi-méme, dans ce pays-ci, pu faire
I’épreuve, j’avais sollicité la location des arbres attenant & ma propriété dans
Iespoir de les préserver d’une coupe qui est sans doute, d’usage dans le pays,
mais par des motifs purement économiques par rapport au bois. J’ose encore,
messieurs, vous demander la permission de conserver ces arbres, sans en faire
la coupe; mais dans le cas ot pour des raisons quelconques la Commission
ne voudrait pas les en dispenser je Iui serais trés obligé si elle voulait bien per-
mettre que je fasse tailler la moitié seulement cette année et I'autre moitié
I'année prochaine.

911. TO THOMAS BEGGS!

Blackheath Park

Jan. 30. 1866
DEAR SIR

I am much obliged to you for sending me your Social Science paper,? and
the article on Cobden®—the former I had read, Mr. Storr* having kindly

1. MS draft at Yale. See Letter 661.

+ & & ®

1. MS in the possession of Professor Joseph Dorfman of Columbia University. The
MS is bound into a copy of the first edition of JSM’s Logic, which bears Beggs’s note
that it had been presented to him by his friend William Lovett in 1856.

Thomas Beggs (1808-1896), engineer and brass founder, temperance reformer, and
writer on social and political questions. He had been one of the early supporters of
JSM’s candidacy for Westminster.

2. “The House Accommodation of the People, in relation to their Domestic and
Social Condition . . .” delivered at the Oct., 1865, meeting of the NAPSS and printed in
the Journal of Social Science, 1 (1866), No. 4.

3. Not identified. 4. John Stephens Storr.
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given me a copy, but I am glad to have one from yourself. The subject of it
is one of the most interesting and important of the practical matters now
before the public. Many things are pointing to a strong, and I hope a com-
bined movement for the improvement of the dwellings of the working classes
which will need all our exertions to forward it. I agree with you as to the
necessity of some legislative measure to facilitate the procurement of sites;
and I attach the same importance as you do to enabling working classes to be
proprietors of their own dwellings. I hope you are on the Committee ap-
pointed by the Social Science Association, and are in communication with
Mr Hare who has, as you know, given great attention to the subject, and
who [has] a particularly strong opinion on this point.

My constituents have hitherto been very forbearing with me, but those
who have exerted themselves in the manner you and others have done for
my election because they thought me capable of promoting practical im-
provements, have the best possible claim on my time and attention when they
have any improvements to propose. I beg that you will never scruple to com-
municate with me on any matter of public interest in which you think I can
be of use; and I will always either do my best to help your object, or explain
and discuss with you why I am unable to do so.

Iam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J. S. MILL

Thomas Beggs Esq
912. TO HENRY REEVE!
Blackheath Park

Jan. 30. 1866

DEAR SIR

I regret that Mrs Austin should have had any annoyance or anxiety on
the subject of the missing Notes of Lectures.? They never were in her pos-
session, having unfortunately been lent by me and lost by the borrower within
a year or two after the Lectures were delivered.

The Notes were written next day from memoranda made by myself in the
Lecture Room; and Mr Austin’s slow delivery and splendid articulation made
it easy to report all the important passages nearly in his exact words. By these
means I had the good fortune to preserve many valuable oral elucidations.

1. MS in collection of autographs formed by Mrs. Richard Ford, sister of Sir
William Molesworth. Collection in 1945 in the possession of Sir John Molesworth-

St Aubin, Pencarrow, Washaway, Bodmin, Cornwall. Addressed: H. Reeve.
2. See Letters 576 and 577.
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There was only one lecture (I forget which one) at which I was unable to
be present, and in that case Mr Austin kindly lent me his manuscript to
enable me to fill up the vacancy. I never saw the MS of any of the others, nor
did he see any of the Notes.

I am happy that the unusual length of my article? is not an insuperable
obstacle to its insertion.

The proofs should be sent to Blackheath.

I am Dear Sir
Yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

913. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
Jan. 31. [1866]
DEAR SIR

Your letter reached me late, owing to my having left Avignon before it
arrived. I am most desirous to confer with you on the critical state of things
respecting the education question,? but I suppose I shall scarcely now be able
to see you until we meet at the Political Economy Club on Friday.? We can
then fix a time and place for further talk.

If the ministers do not take care, they will commence the breaking up of
their party by this measure.*

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

914. TO [MONCURE DANIEL CONWAY?!

Jan. 31. 1866
DEAR SIR

The inclosed passage? is the one which M* Wendell Phillips seems to have
had particularly in view. The remainder not only of the Preface, but of the
book, may be regarded as a commentary on it.

3. See Letter 769, n. 3.
* ¥ & ®

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of Jan. 25, MS copy also at LSE.

2. See Letters 868, 872, and 904. 3. The Club met on Friday, Feb. 2.

4. Presumably on the question of a revised charter for Queen’s University, Ireland.
* % # =

1. MS in the Osbom Collection, Yale. 2. Not found.
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I had already read the article in Harper’s Magazine*—I need hardly say
with how much pleasure and had guessed, though not with full assurance,
its authorship.

Iam Dear Sir
y** very truly

J. S. MiLL

915. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 4. 1866
MY DEAR GROTE

Unless I write now to thank you for your admirable article in the West-
minster Review,? I do not know when I shall be able to do so, as my time is
already taken up, to a degree which you can very well understand both from
theory and experience, though my constituents have hitherto given me very
little trouble of any kind, and that little only for important objects. I write,
then, while I can, to express some part of the pleasure it gives me that one
whose good opinion and good feeling I value more than that of any other
living man, should be able to write about me in the way you have done.® I
thank you, too, most heartily, for the justice you have done to my father.*
When your Kleine Schriften come to be collected, that passage will remain
as one of the weightiest testimonies to his worth, and to the place he filled
in his generation.

As to the points of difference between us on some minor matters of opinion,
which occur in the course of the article, it will be a pleasure to talk them
over with you some day. There is only one of them on which I yet see myself
to have been wrong, viz. when I spoke of a beginning without a cause as
being inconceivable by us. Of course, however, I did not mean inconceivable
by a law of the mind, but only by an acquired association.

3. Probably “The Great Westminster Canvass,” Harper's New Monthly Magazine,
XXXI (Nov., 1865), 73245, identified in the table of contents as by Moncure Conway.
* * & &

1. MS at Yale. Envelope addressed: George Grote Esq. / The Ridgeway / Shiere /
Guildford. Postmarks: LONDON / FE 5 / 66 and GUILDFORD / FE 6 / 66.
2. See Letter 891, n. 4.

3. “When a father, . . . , declining to send his son either to school or college,
constituted himself schoolmaster from the beginning, and performed that duty with
laborious solicitude . . ., it would be surprising if the son thus trained had not reached

an even higher eminence than his father. The fruit borne by Mr. John Stuart Mill has
been worthy of the culture bestowed, and the volume before us is at once his latest and
ripest product.” p. 5.

4. See Letter 891, n. 5.
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Have you seen Mansel’s critique (for I am told it is his) in Nos 1 and 2 of
a new publication called the Contemporary Review?® I should like much to
know what you think of it, if you have read it.

My article on the Plato® is in Reeve’s hands and accepted by him; which
is a relief to me, as its length so much exceeds the usual Edinburgh Review
dimensions, that I feared he might be unwilling to insert it without an im-
possible curtailment. I have seldom given so much time and pains to a re-
view article, but it has been well employed if I have done any tolerable
justice to the subject.

With our kind regards to Mrs Grote I am my dear Grote

yours ever truly
J.S. MiLL

916. TO HERBERT SPENCER1

Blackheath Park
Feb. 4. 1866.
DEAR SIR:—

On arriving here last week, I found the December livraison of your Biology,
and I need hardly say how much I regretted the announcement in the paper
annexed to it.2 What the case calls for, however, is not only regret, but
remedy; and I think it is right you should be indemnified by the readers and
purchasers of the series for the loss you have incurred by it. I should be glad
to contribute my part, and should like to know at how much you estimate
the loss, and whether you will allow me to speak to friends and obtain sub-
scriptions for the remainder. My own impression is that the sum ought to be
raised among the original subscribers.

In the next place, I cannot doubt that the publication in numbers, though
it may have been the best means that presented itself at the time, has had an
unfavourable effect on the sale, and that a complete treatise with your name
to it would attract more attention, obtain more buyers, and would be pretty
sure to sell an edition in a few years. What I propose is that you should write
the next of your treatises, and that I should guarantee the publisher against
loss, i.e., should engage, after such length of time as may be agreed on, to

5. See Letter 906. 6. See Letter 769, n. 3.
* & % &
1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. Published in Spencer’s Autobiography,
IT, 15657, as is also his answer of Feb. 7 (MS at Northwestern).
2. Spencer had begun publication of his Principles of Biology in numbers in Jan.,
1863; the number for Dec., 1865, announced that the series would cease on completion
of the volume.
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make good any deficiency that may occur, not exceeding a given sum, that
sum being such as the publisher may think sufficient to insure him. With this
guarantee you could have your choice of publishers, and I do not think it
likely that there would be any loss, while I am sure that it could in no case
be considerable. I beg that you will not consider this proposal in the light
of a personal favour, though even if it were I should still hope to be permitted
to offer it. But it is nothing of the kind—it is a simple proposal of coopera-
tion for an important public purpose, for which you give your labour and
have given your health.

917. TO EDWARD WELMISLEY!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 4. 1866
SIrR

In reply to your letter of Jan. 31, I beg to express my willingness to take
charge of the Bill for carrying into effect the arrangement which appears to
have been made between the Government and the other parties interested.

Iam Sir
very faithfully yours
J.S.M1LL
Edward Welmisley Esq.
918. TO JOHN PLUMMER!
Blackheath
Feb. 7. 1866
DEAR SIR

To take your last subject first. I have of late avoided giving my name to any
of the Working Classes’ Exhibitions,? as it seems to me that the thing is
rather overdone; so many of these Exhibitions are now attempted that they
stand in each other’s way, are apt to be unsuccessful in a pecuniary sense,
and excite but little of the interest which was felt about the first things of the

1. MS in 1965 in the possession of Joseph H. Schaffner of New York. Neither the

correspondent nor the Bill in question has been identified.
* & # @&

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. To judge from contemporary accounts, these exhibitions were designed for the
display of artifacts created during the leisure hours of working men. They were also
for the promotion of “union and good feeling between rich and poor.” See Morning
Advertiser, March 24, April 3, and April 5, 1865. Working men did not always find to
their liking the condescension implicit in the exhibitions. See the Working Man, Jan. 3,
1866, p. 5.
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kind. If it would oblige you that I should give my name to the North London
Exhibition I will very willingly do so on that account; but there is very little
chance that my daughter and I can be present at the opening, or at any time
during the exhibition, as we are almost sure to be abroad at the time.

Allow me to congratulate you on being Editor of the Family Paper,® both
as a rise in your position, and a great increase in the comfort of your daily
work. I thank you for the pleasant things you have written about me in the
Sydney Morning Herald,* and for the letter on reform which you purpose
addressing to me: Would it not be worth while to write it so that it might
be published either in the Family Paper, the Working Man,® or somewhere
else? as a statement of the ideas of the best part of the working classes on
reform would be important and interesting to many persons besides me.

Many thanks for the cuttings. I have seen Mr Conway’s article® and the
one in the Contemporary Review.” The Blackwood® I have not seen but

expect to see.
With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer
I am Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S.MILL
919. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!
Blackheath
Feb. 10. 1866
DEAR CHADWICK

1 shall be happy to see you at the House at three on Monday, or at any
time after four—as the debate being on the Cattle Plague,? I shall not feel
bound to pay any special attention to it.

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

3. Cassells Illustrated Family Paper. See Letter 862.

4. Not located. 5. See Letter 892.

6. Possibly “The American ‘Radicals’ and their English Censors,” FR, 111, (Feb. 1,
1866), 705-20, but more probably the article referred to in Letter 914, n. 3.

7. See Letter 906, n. 2.

8. “J. S. Mill on our Belief in the External World,” Blackwood’s, XCIX (Jan.,
1866), 20-45. The Wellesley Index identifies the author as William Henry Smith,
philosopher and frequent contributor to Blackwood's.

4 # % =

1. MS at UCL.

2. The Cattle Diseases Bill, to which royal assent was given on Feb. 20, 1866, was
debated at first reading on Feb. 12. During the debate on the second reading, Feb. 14,
1866, JSM spoke, objecting to the method of compensation proposed for owners whose
diseased cattle had to be slaughtered. This was JSM’s maiden speech. See Hansard,
CLXXXI, cols. 488-92.
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920. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES?!

Blackheath
Feb. 13. 1866
DEAR SIR

Your news is very important, and the move of the Presbyterian body
promises well,2 if the Government is not yet irrevocably committed.® 1, on
my side, have talked with Mr Grant Duff,* who said he could hardly believe
that the Government can meditate such a step as the one we apprehend. Not
a single Scotch member (he said) would vote with them, and (he added)
as their enemies are keenly watching to take the first opportunity of putting
them in a minority they would probably be obliged to resign. The result of
this and of much other information that reaches me, is to make me appre-
hensive that we may be more successful than we desire, and may perhaps
break up the Ministry and lose the Reform Bill. This is not a sufficient rea-
son against fighting the question of the Colleges to the utmost; but I attach
great importance to not being supposed to have the smallest approach to an
understanding or concert with those who will merely use our question as a
means of effecting purposes which we should greatly lament. Nothing can
be more proper than that you should apply to any and every influential
politician whom you can get access to; but I am very anxious not to be held
out to any one, even to sincere liberals, and much less to false liberals or
Tories, as desiring to communicate with them on the subject. I have no ob-
jection to its being said to any person whatever, that I have a very strong
opinion against the proposed changes. If any M.P. (even a Tory) chooses to
open the subject to me, I will tell him my mind. One or two members have
already done so; Mr Lowe® did so the very day I saw you, and I thought he
seemed disposed to take the initial step (by putting a question to the Govern-
ment) without any further parley or consultation with us and our liberal
friends. It is most clear to me that we, meaning myself and the other liberal
members you mention, should endeavour to act directly on the members of
the Government, and should avoid even the appearance of concert with any

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of Feb. 10, MS copy also at LSE, as are two of
Feb. 14.

2. In his letter of Feb. 10, 1866, Cairnes reported that the Presbyterian General
Assembly of Ulster, at a special synod held on Feb. 6, had passed resolutions in favour
of mixed rather than denominational education in Ireland. See also Letters 872 and 904.

3. The Irish educational system remained a continuing problem for British govern-
ments. By the Irish University Act of 1879, Queen’s University was abolished and
replaced by the Royal University of Ireland, organized on the model of London
University. For the controversies on the Irish educational system and the various
attempts to resolve the problems, see Moody and Becket, Queen’s Belfast, I, pp. 280-89.

4. Mountstuart Elphinstone Grant Duff.

5. Robert Lowe.
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of those who would like to do them an ill turn. With regard to Sir Hugh
Cairns,® or any one on that side of the house, whatever they may choose to
do should be quite apart from us. The same political instinct which in-
fluenced Lord Stanley,” would probably make them feel that they had better
appear as seconders than as originators of a move on this subject.

Many thanks for the pamphlet, which will be very useful to me.

I need scarcely say that this letter is confidential to yourself.

Iam Dear Sir
yrs very truly
J.S. ML

921. TO THE SPEAKER’S SECRETARY!
Feb. 22, 1866

Str, T have had the honour of receiving an invitation to dine with the Right
Hon"* the Speaker? on Wednesday next Feb 28 but beg that I may be allowed
to excuse myself from accepting it as I think it desirable that those members
of the H. of C. who do not approve of the regulations in respect to dress at
present in force should make their objection known to the Speaker, who I do
not doubt will give to it whatever weight is justly due. I sincerely hope that in
taking this mode of expressing the objection which I entertain to the practice
hitherto followed I shall not be considered to be wanting in that respect and
deference to the Rt Hon the Speaker which it is as much my wish as my duty
invariably to observe.

6. Sir Hugh McCalmont Cairns, later 1st Earl Cairns (1819-1885), barrister and
politician, MP for Belfast, 1852—66.

7. Edward Henry Stanley, 15th Earl of Derby.

* & % &

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 57. Bears note: In answer to
invitation to dinner. H.T. & J.S.M.

Alfred Denison, Esq., probably Alfred Robert Denison (b. 1817); B.A. Cambridge,
1839; later a settler in New South Wales. He was the brother of John Evelyn Denison,
later Viscount Ossington (1800-1873), who became Speaker in 1857 and retired from
the office in 1872.

2. The tradition of the Speaker’s dinners appears to have been established in the
late eighteenth century. To be invited to one was generally regarded as constituting full
social recognition. Convention for attending such dinners required the wearing of
uniform or Court dress. John Bright at the opening of the session on Feb. 1 had
protested against the requirement (see Hansard, CLXXXI, cols. 8~11). Later in the
century as working-class representatives became common in Parliament more protests
were made. For a full account of the traditions of the Speaker’s dinners, see Arnold
Wright and Philip Smith, Parliament Past and Present (2 vols., London [1902, etc.]), I,
chap. vi.
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922. TO FREDERICK MILNES EDGE1

Bl[lackheath] P[ark]
Feb. 26, 1866

DEAR Sir—TI have to acknowledge a letter from you dated Feb. 15 asking me
to explain a passage of my Principles of Pol. Economy? in which I express the
opinion that a protecting duty, for a limited space of time, may be defensible
in a new country, as a means of naturalizing a branch of industry in itself
suited to the country but which would be unable to establish itself there
without some form of temporary assistance from the state. This passage
you say has been made use of by American protectionists as the testimony
of an English writer on Pol. Economy to the inapplicability to America of
the general principle of free trade. The passage has been used for a similar
purpose in the Australian colonies,® erroneously in my opinion but certainly
with more plausibility than can be the case in the U. States; for Australia
really is a new country whose capabilities for carrying on manufactures can-
not yet be said to have been tested: but the manufacturing parts of the U.S.,
New England & Pennsylvania, are no longer new countries; they have car-
ried on manufacturing on a large scale, & with the benefit of high protecting
duties for at least two generations; their operatives have had full time to
acquire the manufacturing skill in which those of England had preceded
them; & there has been ample experience to prove that the inability of their
manufactures to compete in the American market with those of Great
Britain does not arise merely from the more recent date of their establish-
ment, but from the fact that American labour & capital can in the present
circumstances of America be employed with greater return & greater advan-
tage to the national wealth, in the production of other articles. I have never
for a moment recommended or countenanced any protecting duty except for
the purpose of enabling the protected branch of industry, in a very moderate
time, to become independent of protection. That moderate time in the
U. States has been exceeded, & if the cotton or iron of America still need
protection against those of the other hemisphere it is in my eyes a complete
proof that they ought not to have it, & that the longer it is continued the
greater the injustice & the waste of national resources will be.

I confine myself on the present occasion to the one special point which you
have referred to me & do not enter into the fallacies of Protectionism gen-

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins; in reply to Edge’s letter of Feb. 15, also at Johns
Hopkins. Published in the Chicago Tribune, March 18 and 19, 1866, and, except for
last paragraph, in Elliot, IT, 57-58.

Edge was the London representative of the Chicago Tribune and author of a number
of books on the Civil War.

2. “Doctrine of Protection to Native Industry,” Pol. Econ., Book V, chap. X, sec. 1.
3. See Letter 811,
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erally or of American Protectionists in particular. But since you pay me the
compliment of thinking that what is said on the subject in my Pr. of P.E. is
read & listened to by some Americans, I beg to recommend to your notice
the further explanations which I have added to the passage quoted by you in
the last published (the People’s) edition of that work.* I have directed the
publisher to send you a copy & if the important journal with which you are
connected, is pleased to attach any value to my opinion on the subject, that
opinion will be found much more completely stated, with additional replies to
Protectionist arguments in pp. 556 to 558 of the People’s edition.

F. Milnes Edge.

923. TO MONTAGUE RICHARD LEVERSON!

Blackheath Park
Feb 26 1866
DEAR SIR,

I have gone through the Draft of a Bill,2 and I think it does you very great
credit, containing some very valuable provisions respecting the mechanism
of representative institutions. I also highly applaud the stand you have made
for universal instead of manhood suffrage. As, however, several of the gen-
eral principles on which the plan is founded, particularly ballot and elec-
toral districts, are opposed to my opinions, I think it best not to connect my-
self in any way with the movement, and do not wish to have any letter of mine
read at the Conference. The authors of the plan may be fully assured of my
zealous cooperation on all the points on which their opinions and my own
coincide.

I am Dear Sir
Yours very truly,

J. S.MiLL
Montague Leverson Esq.

4. See Principles, pp. 919-21.

* % % *

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mr. Gerald Finzi of Ashmansworth, N. Newbury,
Berks.

2. As reported to the national conference of the Reform League, Feb. 28, 1866, at
St. Martin’s Hall, London, the draft bill called for one member of Parliament for every
50,000 inhabitants; a residential requirement for electoral districts determined by
municipal, parochial, and county boundaries; a superintendent of elections as a per-
manent officer of the House of Commons; universal suffrage, except for criminals and
paupers; relief from electoral expenses for all candidates; the secret ballot. Montague
Leverson introduced the bill and gave it to a committee of twelve, which was charged
with reporting it to the conference. See the Commonwealth, March 3, 1866; see also
Montague Leverson, The Reformers’ Reform Bill: being a proposed complete code of
electoral law for the United Kingdom (London, 1866).
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924. TO WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE!

Blackheath Park
March 6. 1866
MY DEAR SIR

I have just had the pleasure of receiving from you and Mr* Gladstone a
card of invitation for Wednesday the 21%. There are few things I more value
than the opportunity of cultivating the degree of personal acquaintance to
which you have done me the honour of admitting me; but I find it absolutely
necessary, just at present, to avoid all engagements on the evenings which
attendance in the House leaves me for other indispensable purposes. I hope
to be allowed to indemnify myself on Thursday mornings after Easter for my
present abstinence. Iam

My dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.M1LL
The Right Hon.
W. E. Gladstone M.P.

925. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN?1

Bllackheath] Pfark]
March 17. 1866

DEeAR SIR—Your idea of a collected edition of my writings has much to
recommend it, & I have sometimes thought of such a thing myself, but was
inclined to think that the most suitable time would be after my death, as I
am likely, so long as I live, to make material improvements in every new
edition of my larger works. This objection however might be got over. But
do you not think that the publication of such a series—each volume of which
would of course be obtainable separate from the others—would almost en-
tirely stop the sale of the current library editions of which, in the case of the
Logic & Pol. Econ. the greater number of the copies are still on hand. Would
it not, therefore, be best to adjourn the project of a collected edition until
these editions are nearly sold?

It is satisfactory to find that the People’s Editions have not so much dam-
aged as might have been expected the sale of the library editions. But the

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

1. MS draft at LSE. In reply to Longman’s letter of March 14, also at LSE.
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edition you propose would probably compete with the library editions much
more successfully.

926. TO J. GEORGE MAWBY1

Blackheath-park, March 17, 1866

Sir—I have to acknowledge your note of the 11th instant. I have received
many communications on the same subject from working men, and it gives
me much satisfaction to find that so great a number of them are in the habit
of giving intelligent attention to the foreign policy of the country. The ques-
tion, which is the subject of your communication, is encumbered with great
difficulties; and though if Mr. Gregory? had divided the House I should have
voted against him, I am not satisfied that the immunity of private property
from capture would not on the whole be for the advantage if the Declara-
tion of Paris® must be maintained.

I agree with you in thinking this last the really important question, and I
am decidedly of opinion that the relinquishment by the naval Powers of
their most powerful weapon of defence against the great military Powers,*
can only be defended if it be true that the change of circumstances has made
that weapon one which could no longer safely be used.

I am, Sir, yours faithfully,

J.S.MILL
Mr. Mawby

1. MS not located. Published in the Diplomatic Review, July 4, 1866, p. 91, under
the title, “Mr. John Stuart Mill on the Right of Search,” with a note on Mawby’s letter
to JSM to which this is a reply, and Mawby’s rejoinder of July 1, 1866.

Mawby was evidently the secretary or chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee,
of Bamford, near Hathersage, from which his letters to JSM were addressed. Such
committees, composed of working men, had been formed in a number of communities
under the stimulus of David Urquhart, owner and editor of the Diplomatic Review.

2. William Henry Gregory, later Sir William, K.CM.G. (1817-1892), MP for
Galway (1857-71), on March 2, 1866, moved in Commons an address to the Queen
“for the purpose of making the principle that private property should be free from
capture by sea a maxim of International Maritime Law.” At the end of the debate he
withdrew the address and its amendments. See Hansard, CLXXXI, 1407-80.

3. The Declaration of Paris, adopted in 1856 at the conclusion of the negotiations
for the Treaty of Paris, was signed by England, France, Russia, Prussia, Austria,
Sardinia, and Turkey. The Declaration dealt with maritime neutrality; it declared
privateering abolished and ruled that blockades in order to be binding must be effective.
The most important articles, 2 and 3, declared that the neutral flag covers an enemy’s
goods, with the exception of contraband of war, and that neutral goods, with the ex-
ception of contraband of war, are not liable to capture under an enemy’s flag.

4. The right of search. See Letter 994.
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927. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Blackheath Park
March 23.1866
DEAR SIR

I start for Avignon tonight, but if it should be the opinion of my friends in
Westminster that a public meeting should be held during the recess? for the
purpose of making a demonstration in support of the Reform Bill I shall
hold myself ready to return at a day’s notice in order to take part in it.

Probably however it may be thought that the first day after the recess,
Monday 9% April, will be as good or even a better day for a political meeting
in a Metropolitan district, than any day during the recess. Whatever may be
determined on this point, I am in the hands of my friends.

Tam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

Alderman Salomons?® has asked me for a copy of the Bill,* which I suppose
you will give him as a matter of course. If it suited your plans to send one
also to Mr P. A. Taylor, who has asked me for a copy, it would give me
pleasure.

928. TO THOMAS HENRY HUXLEY1!

Blackheath Park
March 24, 1866
DEAR SIR

I return the paper with my signature added, and am happy to join in the

1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.

2. Parliament recessed from March 23 to April 9. No reform meeting appears to
have been held in Westminster during this period, though many such meetings were
held throughout the country in March and April.

3. David, later Sir David Salomons (1797-1873), banker and politician; alderman
for Cordwainer ward, 1847-73; MP for Greenwich, 1851, 1859~73; lord mayor of
London, 1855-56.

4. Possibly the reform bill proposed by the Reform League (see Letter 923, n. 2),
rather than the bill before Parliament.

%* & & &

1. MS at the Imperial College of Science, London. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is

also Huxley’s letter of March 23, to which this is a reply.
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plan proposed for enabling Mr Spencer to continue the publication of his
philosophical writings.?
I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL

929. TO JOHN CAMPBELL!

Avignon
April 4, 1866

DEAR Sir—The supposition that I approve of the bill empowering Govt to
make loans for the improvement of the dwellings of the working classes is
quite correct.? If I thought that such a measure would injure the independence
of the working classes or encourage their improvidence I sh? strenuously
oppose it. But the case seems to me to be one of a class of cases in which
people require artificial help, to enable them afterwards to help themselves.
The taste for better house accommodation has still to be created: & until it is
created, private speculation will not find its account in supplying that im-
proved accommodation. The aid of Gov* is often useful, & sometimes neces-
sary, to start improved systems which once started are able to keep them-
selves going without further help. I support loans from the public for the
purpose in question (which is still more important morally than even physi-
cally) as I would support similar loans for the purpose of creating peasant
proprietors, or (if necessary for the purpose) in aid of colonization. I think
however that the loans ought not to be accessible only to Town Councils, but

2. See Letter 916. JSM, Huxley, and others arranged to take up a number of sub-
scriptions to Spencer’s writings and hoped to have others purchase them so that he
could continue to publish. Meanwhile some Americans arranged to establish a fund of
$7,000 for Spencer. For his reactions to both arrangements and for details, see Spencer,
Autobiography, 11, 154-67, 573-75.

+ & % &

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 58-59, and in the Journal of
Social Science, T (June, 1866), 416, as having been read at a recent meeting of the
Town Council of Liverpool. In reply to Campbell’s of March 31, MS at Johns Hopkins,
as is also Campbell’s rejoinder of April 9.

Campbell has been identified only as a resident of Liverpool and a friend of William
Rathbone.

2. The Labouring Classes’ Dwelling Bill, to which royal assent was given May 18,
1866. The act permitted local authorities, public companies, and private individuals to
borrow up to one half of the cost of building from the Public Works Commissioners,
at a rate of four per cent. The bill was sponsored by Gladstone, the chancellor of the
exchequer, and Hugh Childers, MP for Pontefract and financial secretary to the
treasury.
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also to building companies or private capitalists under strict conditions & on
proper security; and the Bill introduced by the Govt gives, I believe, the power
of making such advances.

930. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
April 9. 1866
DEAR SIR

Your note of the 29th reached me at Avignon, but I could not answer it
until my return here enabled me to tell you if Mr Sullivan’s pamphlet? had
been sent to me or not. I find that it has, and I have lost no time in reading it.
After doing so, my opinion decidedly is that it requires an answer. It is
written with some ability, and knowledge of detail; it does not manifestly
exhibit want of candour, and as it makes some points on matters of fact, with
apparent success (though none which are essential to the question) it will be
largely used in the discussions, and will be represented as a complete answer
to you® and Whittle.* There should, I think, be a reply to it in print if only to
supply those who fight the battle in Parliament with answers to what will be
brought against them. The fight will be a more arduous one than we thought;
for several of the leading Tories, in the debate on Tests,® shewed a disposi-
tion to adopt denominational instead of mixed education, and exhibited a
decided sympathy with the movement of the Catholic bishops. If you reply,
I have not the least objection to its being, as you propose, in the form of a
letter to me.®

I am obliged to stop short, being very busy, as you may suppose at such a
time as this.

Ever yours truly
J.S. ML

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of March 29, MS copy also at LSE.

2. William Kirby Sullivan, University Education in Ireland. A letter to Sir J. D.
Acton, Bart., M.P, (Dublin, London, 1866).

3. See Letter 904, n. 2,

4. James Lowry Whittle, Freedom of Education: What it means (Dublin, 1866).

5. The debate was on the second reading of the Tests Abolition (Oxford) Bill, a bill
to permit nonconformists to take the M.A. and thus become members of Convocation,
the governing body of Oxford. The debate took place March 21, 1866, and though the
bill passed the second reading, it was later withdrawn. A similar bill became law in
1871. Among the Tories who spoke against the bill were the two from Stamford—Sir
Stafford Nortbcote and Viscount Cranbourne—and the two from Oxford University-—
Gathorne Hardy and Sir William Heathcote. See Hansard, CLXXXII, cols. 659-715.

6. University Education in Ireland, a Letter to J. S. Mill (London, 1866).
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931. TO THOMAS CARLYLE!

B[lackheath] P[ark]
April 11, 1866
DEAR CARLYLE—

My answer to your note respecting Dr Lowe? has been delayed by the
necessity of finding time to rummage old papers in order to ascertain whether
an impression I had of having already consented to a similar proposal from
some other quarter, was well founded or not. I now find that in December
1861 I gave my assent to a translation of my book on Repr. Govt by a
Dr F. A. Wille,® who like Dr Lowe, had been engaged in the political events
of 1848 & had for ten years afterwards been living in Switzerland. Dr Wille
then informed me that his translation was partly printed & I am almost sure
that it was published in the course of the following years. If a copy was sent
to me I have it not at hand, but Dr Léwe could probably inform himself on
the subject without difficulty. Dr Wille’s address at that time was Mariafeld
(sic), Meilen, Ziirich.

Please thank Mrs Carlyle for her remembrance of me. I have been sorry
to hear a rather poor account of her health* & to see by your Edinburgh
addressS that your own is not quite satisfactory.®

1. MS draft at NLS, with a typed copy, headed by the following note, presumably
by Alexander Carlyle: “The lost letter of Mill's [sic] to Carlyle, which gave some
offence to JWC [Jane Welsh Carlyle]. This copy is from Mill’s rough draft which was,
and I suppose is, among Carlyle’s Letters to Mill, now in the Carlyle House in Chelsea.”
How this draft could have been preserved among Carlyle’s papers remains a mystery.
The letter was in answer to Carlyle’s of March 13, 1866, published in Letters of Thomas
Carlyle to John Stuart Mill, John Sterling and Robert Browning, ed. A. Carlyle, pp.
185-86. Jane Carlyle’s letter of April 13 to her husband is in Letters and Memorials of
Jane Welsh Carlyle, ed. J. A. Froude (2 vols. in one, New York, 1883), II, 384-85.

2. Wilhelm Lowe (1814-1886), liberal German politician, active in the 1848 Na-
tional Assembly in Frankfurt, and president of the Stuttgart rump Parliament in 1849;
in exile in New York, 1849-61.

3. Frangois Arnoild Wille (1811-1896), of Swiss-French parentage, editor of Ham-
burger Literarische und Kritische Blitter; writer on political subjects; active in the
Revolution of 1848, he moved to Marienfeld, near Ziirich. His translation of JSM’s
Rep. Govt. appeared with the title Betrachtungen iiber Reprisentativverfassung. Aus
dem Englischen von F. A. Wille (Ziirich and Stuttgart, 1862).

4. Jane Welsh Carlyle died suddenly ten days later, on April 21, before Carlyle’s
return from Scotland.

5. In the second paragraph of his Inaugural Address as Rector of Edinburgh Uni-
versity on April 2 Carlyle had mentioned his weak health.

6. The last paragraph is cancelled in the draft, but perhaps it was retained in the
fair copy.
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932. TO THE EARL OF CLARENDON1

Blackheath Park
April 15, 1866.
My Lorp,

I have had the honour of receiving your communication of the 9th inst.
and am much gratified that the small offering? which I had the opportunity
of making to the Loondon Library should have appeared to the Committee
deserving of such an acknowledgment. It is probable that I may continue to
receive from private friends or public authorities in the United States books
and documents of a similar character to those which I had the pleasure of
presenting, and since they are considered to be of value to the Library, I
shall have great satisfaction in forwarding them as they arrive. A few have
been discovered which were overlooked when the parcel was sent, and these
I will at once despatch to the Librarian.

I have the honour to be your Lordship’s most obedient Servant,

J.S. MiLL

933. TO SAMUEL SULLIVAN COX1

Blackheath Park, Kent
April 15, 1866.
DEAR SIR

On my return to England I did not forget the promise in my letter of Dec.
21, but addressed myself to one of the highest statistical authorities in this
country, Mr Newmarch, the associate of Mr Tooke in the later volumes of
his admirable History of Prices,? and a man of mark among our economists;
that he is a warm freetrader I need not say. Mr Newmarch has furnished me
with some publications in which you will find a great deal of the information

1. MS at London Library.

The Earl of Clarendon was president of the London Library from its opening in
1841 until his death in 1870.

2. This appears to refer to a volume “Pamphiets 261 in the London Library, which
contains among others Judge W. M. Dickson’s Absolute Equality (see Letter 871) and
two pamphlets by E. B. Elliot, both inscribed by the author to JSM.

* % & &

1. MS at Yale. Envelope addressed: Hon. S. S. Cox / Post Office Box 5660 / New
York City. Postmark: LONDON / AP 16 / 66.

Samuel Sullivan Cox (1824-1889), congressman and writer, frequently in Congress
from Ohio after 1857, prominent in 1868 and thereafter as a reformer of the tariff.

2. Thomas Tooke, A History of Prices and of the State of the Circulation from
1793 ... (6 vols., London, 1838-57). Newmarch collaborated with Tooke on vols. §
and 6.
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you want respecting the operation of free trade in this country, and with a
full review of the commercial history of the last year, forming a Supplement
to the Economist newspaper of March 10,® and written by himself. These I
will immediately send (probably through Mr Triibner) to the New York
address you gave me. I fear the unsatisfactory state of the reconstruction
question, and the differences between Congress and the President, may delay
for some time the progress which might otherwise have taken place more
rapidly on the freetrade question. But every awakening of the national mind
is sure to be favourable to the removal of prejudice; and I have no doubt that,
if not a complete, yet a very considerable reform of the legislation on this
subject, will before many years reward the exertions of yourself and the other
enlightened men who have taken up the cause.

ITam Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S. ML
Hon. S. S. Cox
934, TO WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE!
Blackheath Park
April 21. 1866
MY DEAR SIR

I thank you very much for your kind invitation for Wednesday May 2, but
I still find so much need of repose on the evenings on which the House does
not sit (when those evenings are not absorbed by other necessary occupa-
tions) that I do not yet venture to accept an invitation for any evening. But
if your Thursday mornings have commenced, I should have great pleasure
in soon availing myself of one of them.

I venture to ask your acceptance of the inclosed paper? (printed in the
current number of the Edinburgh Review) the subject of which I know to be
interesting to you, whatever may be the case with the execution. I offer it,
not forgetting how long it must wait before you are likely to be able to give
it even a cursory glance. I am

My dear Sir
Yours very truly

J.S. ML

3. Commercial History and Review of 1865, “Supplement” to the Economist, XXIV
(March 10, 1866), 64 pp.

* % % %
1. MS at Brit. Mus. 2. JSM’s review of Grote’s Plato.
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935. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath
April 22. 1866
My DEAR GROTE

You may well conceive what a gratification it is to me to find that you are
so well satisfied with my attempt to condense into an article the principal
ideas of your book. You had left so little to be done that the greatest success
I could hope for was to throw in a sufficient number of fresh citations and
illustrations and to put sufficient originality into the mode of turning the ex-
pression of your thoughts, to enable my repetition of them to have in some
small degree the value of a confirmation by an independent inquirer.

Was I not lucky in being able to quote so capital a Platonic passage from
Max Miiller??

I suppose you have read the review of your book in Fraser which was un-
fortunately the last production of D* Whewell.? So far as he differed from you
he always seemed to me to be wrong; but it was very pleasant to see that,
having some real knowledge of the subject, he gave so complete and so intel-
ligent an adhesion to your novelties of opinion respecting the Sophists.

With our kind regards to Mrs Grote Iam

My dear Grote
ever yours truly

J.S. MILL

936. TO HENRY PITMAN!
Blackheath Park, April 27, 1866

DEAR SIR,—A Liberal county member,? to whom I have been speaking about

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

2. “Such terms as Nature, Law, Freedom, Necessity, Body, Substance, Matter,
Church, State, Revelation, Inspiration, Knowledge, Belief, are tossed about in the wars
of words as if everybody knew what they meant and as if everybody used them exactly
in the same sense; whereas most people, and particularly those who represent public
opinion, pick up these complicated terms as children, beginning with the vaguest con-
ceptions, adding to them from time to time, perhaps correcting likewise at haphazard
some of their involuntary errors, but never taking stock, never either inquiring into the
history of the terms which they handle so freely, or realising the fulness of their mean-
ing according to the strict rules of logical definition.” “Grote’s Plato,” ER, CXXII1
(April, 1866), p. 326 n. Quoted from Friedrich Max Miiller, Lectures on the Science
of Language, ser. 2 (London, 1861-64), pp. 526-27.

3. “Grote’s Plato,” Fraser’s, LXXIII (April, 1866), 411-23. Whewell had died on
March 6, 1866.

* % % &
1. MS not located. Published in the Co-operator, May 15, 1866, p. 262.
2. Thomas Dyke Acland. See Letter 940.
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the Suffolk experiment in Agricultural Co-operation,® is very desirous to
know more about it. I could not remember to what numbers of “The Co-
operator” to refer him; but if you would kindly inform me of that, or of any
other source of information which it would be well for him to consult, you
would do, I think, a useful service to the cause.

I should be very glad if you would, at the same time, tell me how matters
go on with yourself and “The Co-operator.”

AsTknow the great expense you are put to for postage, I take the liberty of
enclosing a stamped envelope.—I am, dear Sir, very truly yours,

J.S. MiLL

937. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!

Bllackheath] Plark]
April 28. 1866

DEAR SIR—Your report of the sale of the books is extremely satisfactory—
in the case of the book on Hamilton even embarrassingly so>—for several
elaborate criticisms & replies to it having appeared since the publication of the
24 edit.? there will be a great deal to do by way of preparation for a third,
whether this is published separately or as part of the collected edition you
propose.

In regard to the collected edition the difficulty occurs to me, that it cannot
at present be complete in consequence of the interest which Mr. Triibner has
in the reprint of the essays on Comte. This seems to be a reason (in addition
to others) for at least postponing the project until the sale of the book on
Comte has considerably slackened, which it is sure before long to do; I am
at present inclined to put off the subject & to take it into consideration a year
hence with a view to Jan. 1st 1868 instead of 1867.

3. This was the earliest English experiment in agricultural co-operation. In 1832
John Gurdon had let a farm at Assington, Suffolk, to twenty labourers; after thirty
years he reported that the co-operative experiment was a success and that he was ex-
tending it to another farm. See Gurdon’s account in the Co-operator, III (1862-63),
147, and his article “Agricultural Co-operators,” ibid., VI (1865), 67-68. William
Howitt contributed five letters on “The Necessity for Agricultural Co-operation™ to the
Co-operator, VI (1865), 81-83, 131-34, 137-39, 148-50, 161-63.

*® & & 8

1. MS draft at LSE. In reply to Longman’s letter of April 25, also at LSE.

2. Longman had predicted that, with only 150 remaining on hand, the supply would
be exhausted in two or three months; 911 had been sold since June, 1865.

3. The 2nd ed. was published in April, 1865, and the 3rd in June, 1867.
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938. TO WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE!

Blackheath Park
May 1 [1866]
MY DEAR SIR

As I mentioned to you my intention of availing myself of your kind invita-
tion next Thursday morning, I think it best to tell you that I have a severe
attack of influenza, to get rid of which I am told that I must confine myself
to bed. I am afraid therefore I shall not only lose the pleasure of seeing you
on Thursday morning, but what I regret still more, that of hearing your
financial statement.?Iam Dear Sir

yours very truly

J.S. ML

939. TO THOMAS HARE!

Blackheath
May 4. 1866
DEAR SIR

I return Mr. Rathbone’s? sensible letter. He certainly had every reason to
presume that you would have influence with me or with any one else who
knows you. But I have been obliged to answer Mr. Crosfield’s® letter by a
refusal, being compelled to refuse all engagements, and to put off even St.
Andrews till next winter.*

I am better, and hope to be at the House on Monday and at the Commit-
tee® if summoned; but as I am practically examiner in chief in the present
passing stage of the business, it is not unlikely that Ayrton will not summon
the Committee until he has assured himself that I can be present.

Tam ever yrs truly

J.S.MiLL

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

2. Gladstone, as chancellor of the exchequer, presented the budget for 1867 to the
House of Commons, sitting as a Committee of Ways and Means, on May 3, 1866. See
Hansard, CLXXXIII, cols. 365-421.

® # # =

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.

2. Probably William Rathbone, Jr., of the Liverpool merchant family.

3. Not identified.

4. Mill delivered the rectorial address on Feb. 1, 1867.

5. The meetings of the Select Committee on Metropolitan Local Government, which
submitted two reports during the session of 1866. JSM was present at the thirteen
meetings held subsequent to May 4. The committee did not meet on Monday, May 7.
Hare gave testimony on plural voting for metropolitan elections on May 10 and May
28. See Parl. Papers, 1866 (Session Feb. 1 to Aug. 10), X, 2nd Report, 50-63.
Acton Smee Ayrton, MP for Tower Hamlets, was chairman of the Select Committee.
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940. TO HENRY PITMAN!

Blackheath Park, May 4, 1866.

DEAR Sir,—Many thanks for the pamphlets,? which will be of the greatest
use to Mr. Acland?® (the county member I mentioned), and perhaps to others.

The news of the Wolverhampton Plate-Locksmiths* is most gratifying, and
a fine example of what Co-operation can do.

Though I do not agree, so far as compulsory measures are concerned,
with the U. K. Alliance,’® yet, since you do, I congratulate you on having ob-
tained a sure income, compatible with the continuance of your most valuable
services to Co-operation.—I am, dear Sir, yours very truly,

J. 8. MiLL
H. Pitman, Esq.

941. TO CAROLINE E. LIDDELL!

6th May 1866

MapaM,—I am happy to hear that you and other ladies are disposed to
assert your just claim to be represented in the body that taxes you, and I
recommend to you to lose no opportunity of doing so. When men who wish
to remove the invidious distinctions under which you labour offer arguments
founded on the evident justice of your cause, we are constantly met by the
reply that ladies themselves see no hardship in it, and do not care enough for
the franchise to ask for it. I am glad to be able to say that I know several
members of Parliament who wish to grant the franchise without distinction
of sex, but I know many more who would be ashamed to refuse it if it were
quietly and steadily demanded by women themselves. I am sorry to find that
you disclaim being strong-minded, because I believe strength of mind to be

1. MS not located. Published in the Co-operator, May 15, 1866, p. 262.

2. See Letter 936.

3. Thomas (later Sir Thomas) Dyke Acland, 11th baronet (1809-1898), MP for
West Somerset, 183747 and 1885-86, and for North Devon, 1865-85. An original
member of the council of the English Agricultural Society, established in 1838, and of
the council of the Royal Agricultural Society of England, 1855-98.

4. See Letter 776.

5. Pitman, while continuing to edit the Co-operator, had taken on work for the
United Kingdom Alliance, an organization founded in Manchester in 1853 to promote
the abolition of the liquor traffic.

* # # »

1. MS not located. Published in Elliot, II, 60-61. Labelled by Elliot as by Helen
Taylor. A letter of May 28, 1866, to Helen Taylor from Mrs. Liddell, who has not
been identified, is at LSE.
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one of the noblest gifts that any rational creature, male or female, can pos-
sess, and the best measure of our degree of efficiency for working in the cause
of truth. But such mental powers and energies as we any of us do possess,
ought to be employed in striving to remove the evils with which circum-
stances have made us acquainted; and a woman who is a taxpayer is the
most natural and most suitable advocate of the political enfranchisement of
women. I hope, therefore, that you will endeavour to strengthen the hands of
those (and I know more than one) who have devoted their lives to working in
your cause, by protesting against the injustice you suffer, whenever and
wherever you can, both in society, and when occasion offers in public. If
you could yourself write a petition (almost in the terms of your letter to me),
and procure as many signatures to it as you can, I should be happy to pre-
sent it to Parliament.?

942. TO JOHN LOTHROP MOTLEY!

Blackheath Park,
May 6th, 1866.
DEAR SIR,

I am afraid you must have thought hard things of me for being so slow in
answering your very friendly and most interesting letter of February 1st. Had
your introduction to Mr. Holmes? not already been sent, but depended on my
answer, I should have written at once, if even only a line, to say how glad I
should be both to see and know him, both as his father’s® son, as your friend,
and as one whose personal history has already been such as your letter inti-
mates. Among the countless and inexhaustible blessings which you, from your
national struggle, will in the end bring forth for the human race, it is one of
the greatest that they have behind them so many who, being what your friend
was, have done what he has done. Such men are the natural leaders of the
democracy of the world from this time forward; and such a series of events,
coming upon minds prepared by previous high culture, may well have ripened

2. JSM presented the first petition in behalf of women’s suffrage to the Commons on

June 7, 1866. The petition bore 1499 signatures.
* # # =

1. MS not located. Published in Motley, II, 218-20.

2. Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr. (1841-1935), who was to become the famous
associate Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court. Holmes met JSM and Henry Fawcett at
the House of Commons and accompanied them to the June 1 meeting of the Political
Economy Club, where Holmes later recalled meeting Sir Rowland Hill, John Elliot
Cairnes, and Sir George W. W. Branwell. See Mark De Wolfe Howe, Justice Oliver
Wendell Holmes (2 vols., Cambridge, Mass., 1957-63), I, 226-27.

3. Oliver Wendell Holmes (1809-1894), essayist, poet, teacher of anatomy.
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their intellects, as it cannot but have fitted their characters, for stepping into
that vacant post and filling it with benefit to the world.

The new struggle, in which you are now engaged, that of reconstruction, is
well fitted to carry on the work of educating the political mind of the country.
I have learnt to have great trust in the capability of the American people at
large (outside the region of slavery) to see the practical leanings of a political
question truly and rapidly when the critical moment comes. It seems to me
that things are going on as well and as fast as could be hoped for under the
untoward accident of getting an obstinate Southern man, a pro-slavery man
almost to the last, in the position of President.* But the passing of the Civil
Rights Bill® over his head seems almost to ensure the right issue to the con-
test. If you only keep the Southern States out of Congress till they one by one
either grant negro suffrage or consent to come in on the basis of their elec-
toral population alone, they may probably then be let in in safety. But the real
desideratum (in addition to colonization from the North) is the Homestead
law which you propose for the negroes.® I cannot express too strongly the
completeness of my agreement with all you say on that point. Compared with
these great questions, free trade is but a secondary matter; but it is a good
sign that this also has benefited by the general impulse given to the national
mind, and that the free traders are raising themselves for vigorous efforts. I
am not anxious that this question should be forced on while the others are
pending; for anything which might detach the Western from the Eastern
States, and place them in even partial sympathy with the South, would at
present be a great calamity.

I have often during the years since we met in Vienna” wished that I could
talk with you, but always found something more urgent to do than to resort
to the unsatisfactory mode of communication by letter, and this is still more
the case now that I have allowed new and onerous duties to be placed upon
me. They are not nearly so agreeable to myself, and it remains to be seen
whether they will be as useful as that of writing out my best thoughts and
putting them into print. I have a taller pulpit now, but one in which it is im-
possible to use my best materials. But jacta est alea, I must make the best I
can of it; and I have had thus far much more of what is called success than I
could have hoped for beforehand.

I am, dear Sir,
Ever sincerely yours

J.S. MILL
4. Andrew Johnson.
5. The bill giving Negroes civil rights was passed over President Johnson’s veto by
the Senate on April 6, 1866, and by the House of Representatives on April 10, 1866.
6. Such a bill was introduced Jan. 8, 1866, and became law June 21, 1866. It pro-
vided for the acquisition of certain lands in the South by ex-slaves.
7. In the summer of 1862, See Letter 555.
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943, TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
May 11 [1866}
DEAR SIR

I am much better,? and am now attending the House, but as I do not go
there every day, and on Mondays and Thursdays have to attend a Commit-
tee® from 12 to 4, it is difficult to make an appointment at the hour you men-
tion. At present Tuesday is the first day I can mention, and that is uncertain,
but if you do not hear from me previously, you will find me at the House on
Tuesday at three. I am

Dear Sir

yrs very truly
J.S.MiLL

944. TO MONCURE DANIEL. CONWAY!

Blackheath Park
Kent
May 15. 1866
DEAR SIrR

Will you and Mr* Conway do us the pleasure of coming down and dining
with us on Sunday week (May 24t%)? We dine at five, and there is a train from
Charing Cross at 4.5 P.M.

I am Dear Sir
Yours very truly

J.S. MILL

945. TO EDWARD OWEN GREENING!

Blackheath Park
May 18th 1866

I beg to acknowledge your letter of the 10th inst. inviting me to a Soirée
to be held tomorrow, in celebration of the 1st. year’s successful working of

1. MS at LSE. 2. See Letter 938. 3. See Letter 939, n. 5.
* # # »

1. MSin 1965 in the possession of Joseph H. Schaffner of New York.
® ® ®* =

1. MS not located. Published in the Co-operator, VII (1 June, 1866), 6.
Edward Owen Greening (d. 1911), from about 1863 a lifelong associate of G. J.
Holyoake in the co-operative movement.
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the new limited liability company, “Greening & Co.”? I regret my inability to
attend on this interesting occasion; but beg to be allowed to express my warm
approbation of the principle of associating all the persons employed by the
Company, in the profits of the undertaking, and my congratulations on the
success which has already attended your application of that principle.

946. TO JOHN A. LEATHERLAND!

Blackheath Park
May 19. 1866
DEAR SIR

I beg to apologize for the delay in answering your note. I am greatly
honoured by the opinion you express of my writings, and had I the necessary
leisure, should be happy to read your volume of poems, as you wish me to
doso.

My time however is so much occupied that I am obliged to defer looking
at much that is sent me in those departments of literature to which I give most
attention and I fear therefore it will be impossible for me to give the attention
to your poems which you wish.

I am Dear Sir
y™* faithfully

J.S. MiLL
Mr. J. A. Leatherland

947. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT?

Blackheath
May 19 [1866]

DEAR Sir,—I entirely approve and applaud the object of the meeting to be
held on Monday next on Primrose-hill>—that of encouraging and strengthen-
ing the Government in resisting all compromise in the leading provisions of

2. Greening and Co., wire-netting manufacturer, Manchester, was organized in
1865 as a limited company with a profit-sharing plan for its employees. JSM was
invited to the first half-yearly meeting. The company failed in 1868. See Benjamin
Jones, Co-operative Production (Oxford, 1894), pp. 444-46.

% ®* & @

1. MS in 1965 in the possession of Joseph H. Schaffner of New York.

John A, Leatherland (1812-ca. 1877), shoemaker, weaver, journalist, and poet;
author of Essays & Poems, with a brief autobiographical memoir (London, 1862).

* # #

1. MS not located. Published under heading “Reform Tactics,” together with a
letter from John Bright, in The Times, May 23, 1866, p. 10,

2. The meeting took place Monday, May 21, 1866, on Primrose Hill, London. See
Sp., May 26, 1866, p. 565.
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the Reform Bill. I am greatly obliged by your very cordial invitation to attend
the meeting, but my absence from town will prevent my being present at it.

I am, &c.,
J.S.MiLL

948. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Crowcome, Somerset
May 21. 1866
DEAR CHADWICK

I am much obliged to you for the documents you forwarded and I hope to
make good use of them.

I had no opportunity before leaving town of making the inquiries about
Carlisle and Bristol, but I will do so as soon as I can.

The Commission respecting Middle Class Schools? seems to be much in
need of information and suggestions that you could give them. I have been
talking with Acland,? one of the members of the Commission, and found that
he knew absolutely nothing of what had been done at Faversham.* He prom-
ised that he would look up the case, which must have been reported on by one
of their Assistant Commissioners. I could not remember where your account
of it was,® which I read with such extreme interest when it came out. Could
you not write them a short letter, or send them papers about it, or, as the next
best thing, cram me on the subject, for I am threatened with having a set
of questions sent to me from them,® which would be much better sent to you.

Tam
Yrs very truly

J.S.M1LL
Write to Blackheath as usual.

1. MS at UCL.

2. A far-reaching investigation of all schools in England, with the exception of the
nine public schools already studied by the Clarendon Commission of 1861 and the
schools for the working class, was conducted by the School Inquiry Commission ap-
pointed in 1864. It was known as the Taunton Commission after its chairman, Henry
Labouchere, Baron Taunton (1798-1869). See H. C. Barnard, 4 History of English
Education (2nd ed., London, 1961), pp. 128-34.

3. Sir Thomas Acland.

4. The trustees of public charities in Faversham had consolidated some educational
endowments of the district to establish a set of schools connected together in a regular
gradation for the training of children of all classes.

5. Chadwick in 1862 had made a report to another royal commission on education:
“Half-time Teaching and Military and Naval Drill,” and “On the Time and Cost of
Popular Education on a Large and Small Scale” Parl. Papers, 1862, XLIII. For a report
on the Faversham Schools system, see part II: On the Application of an Educational
Division of Labour, or of the Principle of Improved Teaching on a Large Scale to
Popular Education, ibid., pp. 52-56.

6. See Letter 953.
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949. TO EARL GREY!

Crowcombe, Somerset
May 21. 1866
MY DEAR LORD

The Reform Bill of the Government is no doubt a kind of makeshift which
it would be difficult for persons of my opinions to defend as being the best
thing in itself, and in the detail of which many improvements might be sug-
gested, if it could be done without damaging the chance which the Bill has of
getting through Parliament. Among other things, representation of minorities
would be an immense improvement in this, as it would in any other scheme
of representation. But supposing it desirable that such a proposal should be
made in the House of Commons, I am not the right person to make it, in the
shape to which you give the preference.? If I were to originate any move for
representation of minorities, it could only be in the form which alone, as I
conceive, carries out the principle, that of Mr Hare’s system; which I believe
to be practicable, though I am aware that you are of a different opinion. My
inability to originate a proposal for the cumulative vote plan (which I regard
as the next best) would be no hindrance to my supporting it if proposed by
others. But I could only do so in the cases in which the constituency returns
three members. There is, no doubt, much truth in your remark that where
the two parties are of nearly equal strength, there is less injustice in giving
one member to each than two members to the one which is slightly the most
numerous, and none at all to the other. But it seems to me indispensable in
the future interest of the principle of representation of minorities (which is
particularly liable to be misunderstood and misrepresented) that a broad line
should be drawn between it and any plan which makes a minority politically
equal to a majority; and that this last should be absolutely disclaimed, as go-
ing beyond and in opposition to the principle. Unless this is done, the demo-
crats of the old one-sided school® will succeed in making the principle un-
popular as an aristocratic contrivance to neutralise the extension of the

1. MS in the papers of the 3rd Earl Grey, at the Prior’s Kitchen, The College,
Durham, England. In reply to Grey’s of May 15, MS at Yale, and MS draft at Durham.
Bears note in another hand: Mr J / S. Mill May 21 / 66 / “Cumulative Vote” Ans’.
234

2. In his long letter of May 15 Grey had urged JSM to propose an amendment to
the Reform Bill to provide for the cumulative vote: “You would very materially con-
tribute to the settlement of this question, if you would make the proposal for adopting
the ‘cumulative vote’, & my recollection of the very decided approval of it you have
expressed in your writings, leads me to hope that you may be prevailed upon to do
s0. ...
. . .1 am certain that your making the suggestion, w* afford by far the best chance
for getting it adopted.—It w* come with an authority from you that no one else ¢!
give it, & I cannot but think that if you were previously to communicate with the
Ministers on the subject, you might induce them to agree toit....”

3. Such as John Bright.
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franchise: though in truth it is exactly as much democratic as aristocratic,
its effect being to limit the tyranny of the strongest power, whatever this
happens to be.

I do not see, therefore, how I can in any direct way promote the object
you have in view. Iam

my dear Lord
yours very truly

J.S.M1LL

The Earl Grey.
950. TO THOMAS BEGGS!
Porlock, Somerset

May 25. 1866

DEAR SIR

Your note of May 22 followed me into Somersetshire. Having ascertained
that I should not be wanted in the House on Thursday or Friday, I gave my-
self a whole week’s holiday in the only form in which a holiday does me any
good, by long walks through beautiful scenery. I am sorry that you and your
friends will have had the trouble of going to the House on Thursday to no
purpose; but I shall be there on Monday, and every subsequent day for some
time.

I should have been much surprised if you, having attended to Irish affairs,
had come to any other conclusion about them than the one you express in
your letter. I am very happy that you think my speech? calculated to do good.
The writer of the article you inclosed (for which I thank you) has well seized
the leading points. But he is mistaken in saying that the speech was a sur-
prise to the Irish members. The leaders of the National Party knew my
opinions and offered, more than ten years ago to bring me into Parliament for
an Irish County on purpose to advocate them.? He is also mistaken in think-
ing that the Tory leaders went away to show disrespect to me. They went
away because it was long past dinner time.

Iam
Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML
Thomas Beggs Esq.

1. MS at Cornell.

2. In the debate on the Tenure and Improvement of Land (Ireland) Bill, May 17,
1866 (see Hansard, CLXXXIII, cols. 1087-97).

3. In 1851, See Letters 38, 39, 40.
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951. TO WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE!

Porlock, Somerset
May 25. 1866
MY DEAR SIR

Your letter found me yesterday at the further extremity of Somersetshire
where I was wandering about the woody and heathy hills, to the great benefit
of my health, and had arranged to continue doing so the whole week; not
without having ascertained from Mr Brand? that in his opinion a vote more
or less would be of no consequence on Thursday or Friday.

I go entirely along with nearly the whole of your paper:* on a point or two
I need some further explanation which you could probably give in five min-
utes conversation at any convenient opportunity. It is quite clear that the
objection made to the plan has no application, so long as we do not require
to borrow a sum greater than the whole surplus on our Banking Account:
since the extra million of charge occasioned by the plan, will not absorb any
part of our surplus either on the Exchequer or on the Banking account, but
will be provided for like the other expenses of the year, by the ways and
means voted by Parliament.

On the other hand, if we at any time require to borrow a larger amount
than our banking surplus, or in other words, than we can borrow from our-
selves, it does seem to me, as at present informed, that the plan is pro tanto
liable to the same objection as the old Sinking Fund. But this contingency, if
we keep out of wars (or even if we have wars, but only short ones, at con-
siderable intervals) will be altogether exceptional, and will, I think, be greatly
outweighed by the advantage of tying down the nation to keeping up an
extra revenue of a million for the express purpose of paying off debt.

In time of war, Operation B* might, and probably ought to be suspended.

Iam My dearSir
very truly yours

J. S. MiLL
Rt Hon. W. E. Gladstone
&c &c

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

2. Heary Bouverie William Brand was then chief party whip for the Liberals.

3. Gladstone’s Budget Message, which had been delivered in the Commons on May
3 (Hansard, CLXXXIII, cols. 365-411). In the Message Gladstone had expressed
regret (col. 389) at JSM’s absence because of illness (see Letter 938). A major portion
of the Budget Message (cols. 387—407) had been devoted to the problem of retiring the
national debt. JSM’s comments here refer to Gladstone’s proposed plans for dealing
with the debt.

4. For Gladstone’s “Operations A and B” to reduce the debt, see ibid., cols. 403-407.
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952. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT?

Blackheath Park
May 29 [1866]2
DEAR SIR

If you are not engaged on Wednesday, June 6, will you dine with us on
that day at 7? If you will meet me at the House of Commons at % before 6,
we can go down to Blackheath together.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MILL

953. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath
May 31. 1866
DEAR CHADWICK

I have received the invitation I expected from Lord Taunton’s Commis-
sion’—and shall be much obliged by any references you can give me to
sources of information, or by any intimation of views of your own. When your
proposal came about visiting the Limehouse schools, we were in Somerset-
shire; and at present it is extremely difficult for either of us to find time for it.
I think I should learn more about the schools from any good account of them
(if there be one) which you could refer me to, than I should pick up from a
flying visit.

I read both the articles you sent with great interest, especially the conclu-
sive and highly effective one from the Examiner.®

I should be very glad of a walk and talk with you as you propose, but it
is difficult to fix a time for it just now.

ever yrs truly

J. S. MILL

1. MS at Cornell.
2. The year has been added in the upper right corner by a different hand.
® # & »

1. MS at UCL.

2. See Letter 948, n. 2. For JSM’s written reply, dated Aug. 9, 1866, to the Com-
mission’s questions on the best uses of endowment for education, see Parl. Papers,
1867—68 (Nov. 19, to July 31), XXVII (Part IT, vol. IT),, 61-66.

3. Not identifiable.
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954. TO CHARLES ROSS!

[Embossed] House of Commons
[? June, 1866]
DEAR SIR

I thank you very much for your note. The report of my speech in the
Times, so far as I have been able to examine it, was so good, that I have lost
nothing by not being able to substitute my own report for it. If I understand
your note correctly it would not be open to you, if you took a speech from
myself, to give slips to the other papers. I am afraid, if this is so, that it will
generally prevent me from availing myself of your obliging offer to receive
such communications from me. It is of much more importance to be well
reported in the Times than anywhere else, but one is so much more certain of
being so, that if one has to choose between sending one’s notes to the Times
or to the other papers one would rather do it to the others.2 T am

yours faithfully
J.S. MILL

955. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
June 1. {1866]
DEAR SIR

Be sure that I shall persist in opposing the Gas Bill,2 whatever the Commit-
tee may report>—and I hope the Government will do so too, as one of them
(I believe, Mr. Cowper),* on the former discussion, expressed the opinion

1. MS in the possession of Professor John M. Robson. Cover addressed: C. Ross
Esq, / Reporter to The Times.

Charles Ross (1800-1884), a parliamentary reporter for The Times for over sixty
years. From about 1853, chief of the parliamentary staff. For further information, see
W. J. Carlton, “Dickens and the Ross Family,” Dickensian, LI (March, 1955), 58-66.

2. See Letter 956.

*® # #*

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. A bill to permit the Gas Light and Coke Company to concentrate three plants in
one at Hackney Marsh. The opposition feared the contamination of the areas near
Victoria Park. The bill passed third reading in Commons on June 18, 1866, but was
defeated on second reading in the House of Lords, June 29, 1866. See Hansard,
CLXXXIV, cols. 706-10.

3. The committee appointed to consider the provisions of the Gas Bill reported in
favour of the site at Hackney Marsh.

4. William Francis Cowper-Temple, later Baron Mount-Temple (1811-1888), MP
for Hertford, 1835-63, and for South Hampshire, 1868-80; Commissioner of Works,
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that Gas works ought to be kept out of towns and their immediate vicinity
altogether.

I expect to be at the House every day next week and if you like to come at
any time when the House is sitting and send in your name to me, I shall be
happy to come to you.

ever yrs truly
J.S.M1LL

956. TO WILLIAM FRASER RAE!

Blackheath Park

June 2. 1866
DEAR SIR

1 shall be happy to propose you as a member of the Political Economy
Club. You may however have to wait some time before being elected, as there
are several good candidates standing before you.?

The reason I do not give my speeches to the Times, is that the Times
would keep them to itself, while the other papers give slips to one another. It
would be a great piece of servility to give anything that depends on me to
the Times alone; denying it to the papers with whose politics I agree, and
which have acted in the most friendly manner to me throughout.?

Will you do us the pleasure of dining with us on Wednesday next (June 6)
at half pastseven? Iam Dear Sir

yours very truly
J.S. MiLL

957. TO LADY AMBERLEY1?

Blackheath Park

June 3. [1866]
DEeAR LADY AMBERLEY

I should much like to accept your kind proposal, if it were not that I have
given a general invitation to two persons to dine with me at the House any

1860-66. During the debate of June 12, 1866, Cowper so expressed his opposition to
the site. Hansard, CLXXXIV, cols. 228-29.
% ®* &
1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.
2. Rae was not elected to the Political Economy Club until 1885.
3. Sce Letter 954.
® % # =
1. MS in 1944 in the possession of the Hon. Isaac Foot.

Katherine Louisa, Lady Amberley, née Stanley of Alderley (1842-1874); mother
of Bertrand Russell.
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day this week, and one or both of them may possibly choose Monday,? the
more so as they may be there on Monday to hear the debate. I therefore feel
tied up until my engagement with them is fulfilled, or till the end of this week.

Iam
Dear Lady Amberley
yours very truly

J.S. ML

958. TO CHRISTOPHER DARBY GRIFFITH!
Blackheath Park, 9th June 1866

DEAR SIR,—I am happy that, as I infer from your note of yesterday’s date,
you are not indisposed towards the extension of the electoral franchise to
women within the limits expressed in the petition.

The notice which I gave in the House yesterday? goes as far as I think it
prudent to go, on this subject, in the present session. As there is no chance
that we can succeed in getting a clause for admitting women to the suffrage
introduced with the present Reform Bill, it seems to me and to other friends
of such a proposal desirable merely to open the subject this year, without
taking up the time of the House and increasing the accusation of obstruc-
tiveness by forcing on a discussion which cannot lead to a practical result.
What we are now doing will lay the foundation of a further movement when
advisable, and will prepare for that movement a much greater amount of
support in the country than we should have if we attempted it at present.

959. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
June 13 [1866]
DEAR SIR

If you are disengaged on Wednesday the 20th, will you dine with us at
half past seven to meet some Americans, whom I think you will like to know

2. June 4, 1866, when for the fourth night the Representation of the People Bill and

the Redistribution of Seats Bill were to be debated.
% % # 8

1. MS not located. Published in Elliot, II, 62.

Christopher Darby Griffith (b. 1805), MP for Devizes, 1858-68.

2. A notice that he would bring in a motion calling for a return on the numbers of
women who fulfilled the property qualifications for the vote and were therefore in-
eligible solely because of their sex. See Letter 964, n. 2.

* * » »

1. MS at LSE.
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if you do not already know them. Miss Hamilton,? a granddaughter of the
famous Hamilton—her two nieces,® and Mr Schuyler,* who is married to one
of them—I am
Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. ML

960. TO JOHN PLUMMER?!

House of Commons Library
Wednesday
[June 13, 1866]
DEAR MR PLUMMER

It is most mortifying that we were beaten last night on the Gas Bill.2 I
thought when the Government took our side we should be successful, but the
influence of the Gas Companies, and the unwillingness of many members to
set aside the decision of the Select Committee, were too much for us.

I found your letter at the House, but not your own petition, and I could
learn nothing about it. But it would have made no difference.

I obtained several votes for the right side. But some who would otherwise
have voted with us [said?] that the manufacturers are a still worse nuisance,
and that the ground now given to the Gas Company would have been sure
to be occupied by manufacturers.

I am Dear Mr Plummer
ever yrs truly

J.S.MnL

The papers are all wrong about my motion last night. I did not bring it in,
but postponed it to Tuesday [next?]®
JSM.

2. Mary Morris Hamilton, granddaughter of Alexander Hamilton, and later the
second wife of George Lee Schuyler.

3. Georgina Schuyler and Louisa Lee Schuyler, daughters of George Lee Schuyler
and Eliza Hamilton. Louisa Schuyler (1837-1926), who spent seven years (1864-71)
abroad for her health, later became well known as a leader in welfare work in America.
The Mill-Taylor Collection at LSE includes seven letters by Mary, Louisa, and
Georgina to Helen Taylor, 1868—73.

4. George Lee Schuyler (1811-1890), internationally known yachtsman, one of the
founders of the America challenge cup race. JSM was mistaken at this point; Schuyler
was the father of the two Miss Schuylers, not the husband of one of them. See Letter
978, in which the information is correct.

® # & @

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. See Letter 955, n. 2. The crucial debate, for consideration of the Bill for third
reading, took place on Tuesday, June 12, 1866.

3. See Letter 958, n. 2.
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961. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
Thursday night
[June 14, 18661
DEAR MR PLUMMER

The House will be very impatient of an attempt to renew the contest on a
subject of this sort after a decision, and will probably defeat us, in conse-
quence, by a greatly increased majority.?2 Nevertheless, if Mr Tite® and the
others who led the opposition to the Biil the other night are willing to oppose
it again, I will join with them. Without their concurrence it would be a mere
waste of time attempting it. I think our best hope now is the House of Lords,
where the private pecuniary interests are not so powerful. In that House the
demonstration you intend to make may have a considerable effect. I recom-
mend a direct application to Lord Derby* for his support.

I am very sorry that I shall not be able to see you next Sunday, as I am
engaged through the whole day and evening, but if you can come to the
House pretty early tomorrow (Friday) evening I will see you.

ever yours truly
J.S.MiLL

962. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
July 3. 1866
DEAR SIR

Immediately on receiving your letter I wrote to Mr Gladstone, and I in-
close his answer,? which I have only this morning received. I wrote also to
Mr Fortescue® giving him notice that I should ask him a question publicly
in the House yesterday; but did not do so, since the private explanation
which he gave me in the House shewed me, as his memorandum sent by Glad-
stone will shew to you, that all the mischief which could be done by the
Government without passing a Bill through Parliament has been consum-

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. See Letters 955 and 960.

3. William, later Sir William, Tite (1798-1873), architect, antiquary, politician, MP
for Bath, 1855-73.

4. The 14th Earl of Derby.

* & & @

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of June 28, MS copy also at LSE.

2. A copy of Gladstone’s letter is in Brit. Mus., Add. MSS 44,536.

3. Chichester Samuel Parkinson-Fortescue, later 1st Baron Carlingford (1823-
1898), MP for Louth, 1847-74; chief secretary for Ireland, 186566, 1868-70.
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mated.* The supplemental charter received the Queen’s signature weeks ago.
It empowers the Senate to give degrees to all comers. In order to enable these
graduates to have any voice in the Government of the University, and to en-
able the Gov* to enlarge the Senate, a Bill is required which Fortescue was on
the point of introducing when the resignation took place.

You are better able than I am to judge whether any breach of faith has been
committed. Fortescue maintains that the expression of intention given in their
speeches was the notice promised, and a sufficient warning. We, who were
holding back on account of the Reform Bill, certainly were led to expect a
further notice: otherwise we should have brought the matter before the
House at once, which would have been very disagreeable to the Govt. Whether
treachery or misunderstanding, the fact is most unfortunate both in its direct
and its indirect consequences. When you have made up your mind what is the
best thing that can now be done, please let me know. I suppose the next step
will be to put a question to the incoming Ministry.

The conclusion of your pamphlet which you sent to me in proof, is excel-
lent.? It adds new and good arguments to the old ones. But I suppose you will
have to add a supplement to it now. In haste

yours ever

J.S.MILL

963. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1!

Blackheath Park
July 3 [1866]
DEAR CHADWICK

I only received your note yesterday (Monday) on returning from the
country. The Evidence is with Hickson, who wanted it for the same reason as
yourself.? I have written to him to send it to you as soon as he can spare it.

4. The government, upon advice from its law officers, had decided to issue a supple-
mental charter to Queen’s University, Ireland. This action, taken on June 25, 1866,
empowered the university to hold a matriculation examination different from that of
the Queen’s Colleges, to grant degrees to persons thus matriculated and considered
qualified by the Senate of the University, even though they had not studied at one of
the Queen’s Colleges. See Moody and Becket, Queen’s, Belfast, 1, 280-81.

5. See Letter 930, n. 6.

® 2 B w

1. MS at UCL.

2. Probably the evidence already given before the Select Committee on Metropolitan
Local Government, of which JSM was a member, and to which both Chadwick and
Hickson were to give evidence, Chadwick on July 23, 1866, Hickson, on July 26, 1866.
See the Second Report from the Select Committee on Metropolitan Local Government,
Parl. Papers, 1866 (Feb. 1 to Aug. 10), XIII, 223-37, 241-57. See also Letter 939.
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I am quite unable to propose any time for a talk on the subject unless you
are able to come here early on Wednesday forenoon (for I expect a visitor
later) or unless you can come to the House on Thursday before the hour of
the Committee (twelve) or after the rising of the House—which will probably
be between four and five. In haste

yrs ever
J.S.M1LL

964. TO LADY AMBERLEY!

Blackheath Park.
July 4. [1866]
DEeAR LADY AMBERLEY

Thursday will not be convenient, and perhaps you will kindly allow me to
leave Tuesday week dependent on what is doing in the House that evening
—especially as it is the day on which I hope to bring in the motion I have
given notice of 21 am

Dear Lady Amberley
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

965. TO WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE!

Blackheath Park
July 4. 1866
MY DEAR SIR

Many thanks for your note and its inclosure.2 I saw Mr Fortescue in the
House on Monday, and he gave me substantially the same explanations, dif-
fering however in one point from what seems to be your impression, for
according to his statement the authotity to the University to grant degrees to
all comers is a completed fact. The admission of the new class of graduates
to Convocation, and the increase of the numbers of the Senate, require the

1. MS in 1944 in the possession of the Hon. Isaac Foot.

2. On Tuesday, July 17, 1866, JSM brought in, and the House accepted, the following
motion for an address for “Return of the number of Freeholders, Householders, and
others in England and Wales who, fulfilling the conditions of property or rental pre-
scribed by Law as the qualification for the Electoral Franchise, are excluded from the
Franchise by reason of their Sex.” Hansard, CLXXXIV, cols. 996-98.

® * # =
1. MS at Brit. Mus. 2. See Letter 962.
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previous authority of Parliament; but these are, in the eyes of opponents, only
secondary points, since the Government for the time being can, though more
gradually, infuse any element into the Senate by the process of filling up
vacancies. There has been an unfortunate misunderstanding in this matter,
on one or on both sides. Whose fault it was I am unable to say; very probably
ours. But the fact is that many Liberals who were opposed to the changes fully
believed that the speeches to which Mr Fortescue refers were not the promised
notice, and that in some shape (such as a notice of the introduction of the
intended Bill) they should be otherwise warned before the last moment
arrived; being anxious not to stir until the last moment, on account of the
Reform Bill. I am afraid that the consciousness of having, or being thought
to have, partly themselves to blame, will not tend to soften their feelings, or
disincline them to blame others. Tam
My dear Sir
ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL
The Right Hon.
W. E. Gladstone M.P.

966. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1

Blackheath
Friday [6? July, 1866]
DEAR CHADWICK

I send you by this post some of the most important parts of the Evidence,?
of which I have been able to obtain duplicate copies. Hickson will send the
rest when he can spare it.

yrs very truly
J.S.MiLL

967. TO JAMES MARTINEAU!

Bllackheath] P[ark]
July 6. 1866

DEAR SIR—It would be very discreditable to any Englishman who watches

the progress of opinion, & is capable of understanding the vast importance of

speculative philosophy, to have remained ignorant of your contributions to
1. MS at UCL. 2. Sece Letter 963, n. 2.

* # 2 @

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Martineau’s letter of July 4, to which this
is a reply. Published in Elliot, II, 62-63.
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it or of the influence you have exercised over the mode of thought of a con-
siderable proportion of the few & scattered metaphysical students in this
country. It would always give me much pleasure to bear testimony to your
knowledge both special & general, your abilities, & your candid appreciation
of opponents, of which I have had a striking instance in my own case.? Un-
fortunately, however, if I were to volunteer that testimony on the occasion of
the vacancy in University College,? & if when given it were of any value to you,
it could only be so by being prejudicial to another candidate* who, though
I have no reason to think his claims superior to yours in any other respect,
would certainly teach doctrines much nearer than yours to those which I
myself hold on the great philosophical questions. Now though this in itself
is far from being a paramount consideration with me, the opportunities are
so few & unfrequent of obtaining for opinions similar to my own their fair
share of influence in the public teaching of this country that if I myself had a
vote in the disposal of the professorship, I sh® think myself bound, in the
general interest of philosophical thought no less than of my own form of it,
to give the preference to a candidate (otherwise sufficiently qualified) who
would teach my own opinions, in one of the very few chairs from which those
opinions would not be a peremptory exclusion. You are perfectly capable of
entering into this feeling even if you do not approve of it, & I can only add
that I do not think I have ever in any instance regretted so much my inability
to support a similar candidature.

968. TO J. GEORGE MAWBY!
Blackheath Park, July 6, 1866

DEAR Sir—1I have read attentively your letter, and the printed correspon-
dence which you sent, and which contains many things having an important

2. This probably refers to Martineau’s review of the first two volumes of JSM’s
Dissertations, in the National Review, IX (Oct., 1859), 474-508, which was reprinted
in Martineau’s Essays, Philosophical and Theological (2 vols., London, 1883), I, 63—
120. See Letter 415.

3. Martineau in his letter of July 4 had requested JSM to write a recommendation
to support his application for the chair of Mental Philosophy and Logic at University
College, London, which had become vacant with the resignation in June of John
Hoppus (1789-1875), who had held the chair since it was established in 1829. At the
College Council meeting on Aug. 4 unexpected opposition to Martineau developed, and
he was not appointed. Martineau described the circumstances in a letter to Francis
Newman, published in J. Estlin Carpenter, James Martineau (London, 1905), pp.
432-33.

4. George Croom Robertson (1842-1892), philosopher, and protégé of Alexander
Bain. With George Grote'’s support at the College Council in December, Robertson
was appointed. For Grote’s account of the Martineau-Robertson contest, see Mrs.
Grote’s Life, chap. xxxIv.

® ® 2 =

1. MS not located. Published in the Diplomatic Review, Sept. 5, 1866, p. 116, under
the title, “Mr. J. S. Mill on the Power of a Nation to repudiate the illegal Acts of its
Servants,” with Mawby's rejoinder of Aug. 23, 1866.
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bearing on the question to which it relates; but it seems to me to avoid a point
which cannot be excluded from consideration, viz., how far a nation is bound
by the unauthorized act of its representative when it has not disavowed that
act at the proper time.? You say, “the way to recal the undue words of a
plenipotentiary would be to punish him for exceeding his powers.”® But
whether we ought or ought not to have done this, we did not do it; on the
contrary, the few words of modified disapprobation which were uttered by a
few public men, only brought into stronger relief the general assent, or at
least acquiescence, which the Declaration of Paris* received from our all con-
stituted authorities. Surely if there ever was such a thing as a tacit recognition
and confirmation of the act of an ambassador, we have it in this case. I am
far from giving this consideration as conclusive; for, indeed, T hold the right of
a nation to bind itself and its posterity permanently, even by an express treaty,
to be much more limited than I believe it is generally deemed to be by those
who share your opinions. But there is surely a difficulty here which I do not
perceive that you have in any degree taken into account.

I am, dear Sir, yours very sincerely,

J.S.MILL
Mr. J. G. Mawby

969. TO FRANCIS BOWEN!

July 10, 1866
DEAR SIR

Your visit to London has occurred at a time at which I am unluckily unable
to profit by it as much as I might have hoped to do, my time being almost
entirely preoccupied for every day this week. But if it is not inconvenient to
you, I could arrange to call on you at your Hotel some time on Saturday
afternoon, say two o’clock. Should this not suit you, the only other thing I can
at present propose is that we should meet on Monday evening at the House
of Commons. Iam

Dear Sir
yours very sincerely

J.S.MiLL

2. Lord Clarendon, the foreign minister in Palmerston’s cabinet, was given wide
latitude in the negotiations for the Treaty of Paris and for the Declaration of Paris.
Charles Abbot, 2nd Baron Colchester, moved censure against him in the House of
Lords, May 22, 1856, for acceding to article 2 (see Letter 926, n. 3) of the Declaration.
The motion was lost. See Hansard, CXLII, cols. 481-549.

3. A quotation from Mawby’s letter of July 1, 1866, in the Diplomatic Review, July
4, 1866, p. 91.

4. See Letter 926, n. 3.

* 8 & @

1. MS at Harvard. Endorsed in pencil in another hand: To Francis Bowen.
For Bowen, see Letter 125, n. 6.
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970. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
July 10. 1866
DEAR SirR

I perceive that Sir R. Pecl has given a notice,? virtually for Monday next,
about the proceedings on the subject of the Queen’s University, expressly in-
cluding the hurried convocation of the Senate.? This is probably done in con-
cert with Mr Lowe and I think the subject is best in their hands. I do not
think there would be the smallest use in my speaking or writing further to Mr
Gladstone. The letter I wrote to him* in answer to the one you saw, would
make him fully aware of the damage which I consider to be done to the
reputation of his Government by the disregard of what was, at least, supposed
by the persons most concerned to be a pledge.

The subject is altogether a most unhappy one, and, in any event, full of
mischief to the liberal cause. I am Dear Sir

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

971. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
July 15. 1866
DEAR SIR

The success of the motion in the Senate for postponement is very impor-
tant.? Is the postponement to a given day, or, as I find stated in a newspaper

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of July 7, MS copy also at LSE.

2. Sir Robert Peel (1822-1895), 3rd baronet, eldest son of Sir Robert Peel, the
Tory statesman. Politician, MP for Tamworth, 1850-80, for Huntingdon, 1884—85, and
for Blackburn, 1885. The Queen’s Colleges were founded in 1845 as part of his father’s
policy toward Ireland. Sir Robert gave notice on July 9, 1866, that he would ask Glad-
stone, the leader of the recently resigned government in the Commons, whether it was
true that Queen’s University had been issued a supplemental charter. See Letter 962,
n. 3. The debate on Peel’s question came on July 16, 1866. See Hansard, CLXXXIV,
cols. 842-910.

3. The Senate of Queen’s University, of which Sir Robert Peel was a member, met
on July 11, 1866, and voted to postpone a meeting to consider the supplemental charter.

4. Letter 965.

* % #* 8

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of July 12, MS copy also at LSE.

2. See preceding Letter, n. 3. The Senate eventually met on Oct. 6, 1866, and voted
9 to 5 to accept the supplemental charter, the majority vote being accounted for in part
by the six new members who had been added to the Senate after the supplemental
charter was issued. The provisions of the supplemental charter, however, were not put
into effect. For details, see Moody and Becket, Queen’s, Belfast, I, 280-83.
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sine die? It is also important that it was moved by Sir R. Peel, as it shews him
to be in earnest: and he has been backed by an article in the Times, no doubt
written or prompted by Lowe.?

As they seem determined to go on with the subject, I think it is best in
their hands. I will certainly support them in what I think a good cause, but
I would rather not be the prominent person in a move which is very likely to
break up the alliance between the Irish Catholics and the English Liberals,
and perhaps keep the Tories in office for years. I am

ever yrs truly

J.S. ML

972. TO THOMAS HENRY HUXLEY!

[House of Commons]
July 16 [1866?]

DEAR SIR

Monsieur Barrére,? the bearer of this note, and a highly esteemed and
valued friend of mine, is a candidate for headship of the new International
School to be established in France by your Association.® I should think M.
Barrere eminently qualified for such a post, both by his acquirements, his
general character and disposition, and his great experience as a teacher both
in England and in France. But he will himself more fully explain his qualifi-
cations. He is, I understand, very well known to D* Leonard Schmitz.*

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML
Professor Huxley.

3. A leading article, The Times, July 14, 1866, p. 8. See also the leading article on
the same subject, July 17, 1866, p. 7. Robert Lowe had once been a writer of leaders for
The Times, and still retained influence there.

* * 5 »

1. MS at the Imperial College of Science, London. Envelope addressed: Professor
Huxley / 26 Abbey Place / St John’s Wood / per favour of Monsieur Barrére.

2. Perhaps Pierre Barrére, Professor of French, author of Les Ecrivains frangais,
leur vie et leurs auvres, ou histoire de la littérature frangaise (London, 1863).

3. See Letters 860 and 866.

4. Dr. Leonhard Schmitz (1807-1890), classical scholar; tutor to the Prince of
Wales, 1859; rector of Edinburgh High School, 1845-66; principal of London Interna-
tional College, Isleworth, 1866-74.
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973. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
July 19 [1866]
DEAR SIR

I shall be at the Cobden Club dinner,? but it will hardly be possible for us
to talk of such matters there. I shall be at the House on Friday, and able to
see you either while the House is sitting, or, if it suits you better, in the
Library at any time between three and four.

ever yrs truly

J.S. MiLL

974. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath
Saturday [July 21, 1866]
DEeAR CHADWICK

This is to remind you that I hope to see you at the Committee on Monday,?
and to say that the Committee has appointed to meet at one instead of
twelve.

yours ever truly

J.S. ML

975. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
July 22 [1866]
DEAR MR PLUMMER

Could you and Mrs Plummer do us the pleasure of dining with us next
Sunday at five? We should like to see you again before we leave England. I am

Dear Mr Plummer
yours very truly

J. S. ML

1. MS at LSE. In reply to Cairnes’s of July 18, MS copy also at LSE.

2. The dinner took place Saturday, July 21, 1866, at the Star and Garter Hotel,
Richmond. At this inaugural meeting of the club about 150 members were present;
Gladstone presided, and JSM was one of the speakers. See The Times, July 23, 1866,

p. 6.

1. MS at UCL.
2. On Monday, July 23, 1866, Chadwick testified before the Select Committee on
Metropolitan Local Government. See Letter 963, n. 2.
* # % »
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1. MS at Melbourne.
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976. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
July 25 [1866]
DeArR MR PLUMMER

I wrote to you on Sunday? to ask if you and Mrs Plummer can give us the
pleasure of dining with us on Sunday next at five, but as I directed the note to
Belle Sauvage Yard® and have not heard from you in answer, I am afraid
it did not reach you. Will you kindly give me a line to say if you can come?

Yours very truly
J.S. ML

977. TO EDMOND BEALES!

Blackheath Park
July 26, 1866.
DEAR SIR,

I congratulate you and all our friends on the yielding of the government.?
They deserve credit, especially Mr. Walpole,® for having given way before it
was too late.

Ienclose £5 for the Defence Fund.*

ITam,
Dear Sir,
Yours very truly
J.S.MiLL
Edmond Beales Esq.
1. MS at Melbourne. 2. The preceding Letter.

3. The address of the publishing firm of Cassell, Petter, and Galpin, for whom

Plummer worked. See Letter 997, n. 3.
® % ® 8

1. MS in the George Howell Library, Bishopsgate Institute, London.

Edmond Beales (1803-1881), barrister and political agitator; president of the Reform
League, which he helped to organize, throughout its existence, 1864-69.

2. To permit a meeting of Reformers to be held Monday, July 30, in Hyde Park. A
government prohibition of such a meeting, originally scheduled for July 23, led to
rioting by a crowd that remained behind after Beales and many of his fellow reformers
went off to Trafalgar Square, after finding the gates of Hyde Park locked and guarded
by police. In the ensuing riot many were injured. Beales and other officers of the Reform
League called on Spencer Walpole, the Home Secretary, on July 25; they left with the
impression that Hyde Park would be open to them for the meeting on July 30. In the
event, however, the park was prohibited, and the meeting was held at Agricultural Hall,
Islington. See The Times, July 26, p. 12, July 31, p. 3. For JSM’s description of the
meeting and his confrontation with the workingmen, see Autobiog., chap. viL.

3. Spencer Horatio Walpole (1806-1898), MP for Midhurst, 1846-56, and for
Cambridge University, 1856-82; Home Secretary, 1852, 1858, 1866—68.

4. To aid those tried for various offences allegedly committed during the riot of
July 23. For one defence in Magistrate’s Court, see T he Times, Aug. 2, 1866, p. 11.
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978. TO EDMOND BEALES!

Blackheath Park
July 28. 1866
DEAR SIR

Some American friends of mine, chiefly ladies, are very desirous of being
present at the meeting on Monday.2 Would you kindly interest yourself in
getting them places on the platform? The party consists of Miss Hamilton,
granddaughter of the celebrated statesman, her two nieces, and her brother
in law, Mr Schuyler.® An admission directed to G. S. [sic] Schuyler Esq.,
United Hotel, Charles Street, Haymarket, would find them. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S. ML
Edmond Beales Esq.
979. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!
Blackheath
Aug. 1. [1866]
DEAR CHADWICK

I found your Clause on returning late at night from the House on the day
on which the Public Health Bill completed its passage through Committee.?
It was thus too late to do anything.

I will take care that your Evidence?® is sent to you for revisal.

yrs ever truly
J.S.MiLL

980. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!
Blackheath

Aug. 5. 1866.
DEAR CHADWICK

I should be obliged if you could soon return my paper on Schools? with any

. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.
. July 30, Agricultural Hall, Islington. See preceding Letter, n. 2.
. See Letter 959.

W N =

* % ® =
. MS at UCL.
. On July 30, 1866. See Hansard, CLXXXIV, cols. 1679-87.
. See Letter 963, n. 2.

WA=

. MS at UCL.
. His statement for the Taunton Commission. See Letters 948 and 953.

N -



1188 To H. Cholmondeley Pennell Letter 981

remarks and suggestions, as I wish to send it in before I leave England,
which will be as speedily as possible after the prorogation.

I regretted, the other day, not having kept a copy of your Clause,? as there
was an unforeseen opportunity of rediscussing the subject on the bringing
up of the Report.* You will however, in all probability, do better with it than
I could on that occasion have done.

yrs very truly
J.S.MiLL

981. TO H. CHOLMONDELEY PENNELL!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 5. 1866

Mr Mill presents his compliments to Mr Cholmondeley Pennell, and ap-
proves the principle of uniting the greatest possible number of capable writers
in the same publication, each under his individual responsibility: but Mr
Mill’s engagements, both public and private, are so numerous and pressing,
that he is unable to hold out any prospect of its being in his power to contri-
bute to the intended publication.

982. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Aug. 5. 1866
DEeAR MR PLUMMER

I have read the essays which you sent,? and I am glad that I was able
(though not without some inconvenience) to find time for doing so, as they

3. See preceding Letter.

4. Probably the Public Health Bill, the clauses of which were debated on July 24, 27,
30, and Aug. 2. JSM joined the debate on clause 39, which concerned the evidence
necessary to establish that those in an overcrowded house belonged to the same family.
See Hansard, CLXXXIV, cols. 1376-84, 1644-52, 167987, 1905-10.

* % 82 »

1. MS at LSE.

Henry Cholmondeley Pennell (1837-1915), government official; miscellaneous writer,
particularly on angling and ichthyology; editor, Fisherman's Magazine and Review,
1864-65. His projected publication at this time has not been identified.

* # # @

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. JSM had consented to act as a judge in an essay contest for workingmen spon-
sored by the Working Man, with which Plummer was associated. Ten prizes of £5
each and ten of £3 were offered for papers on such topics as trades unions, strikes,
co-operation, and working-class housing. The other judges included Lord Houghton,
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were very interesting and encouraging reading. All the seven essays deserve
honourable mention, and if they were printed together in a volume, it would
be a really valuable one, both for sound views and for arguments well worth
considering in support of what I think unsound ones. But the only one to
which, if 1 were the judge, I could conscientiously award a prize would be
the one numbered 160, with the motto, “Knowledge is Power.” This, I
think, is very decidedly the best, both in matter and style.

The one numbered 137, with the motto “Free Competition,” though by
no means equal to 160, shews a remarkable degree of mastery over some not
very obvious principles of political economy proving that the Sheffield artisan
by whom it professes to be written, has studied that subject diligently and
intelligently. If the writers were pupils in a school or students in an Univer-
sity, this one would perhaps deserve the second prize for his personal merits:
but as an essay on the subject, and as a composition generally, I do not think
it [superior?] if even equal, to several of the others. If the second prize is
divisible, I should suggest divid[ing] it among the six: if not, I cannot venture
to recommend any one of them as preferable to the rest. But if it is necessary
to select one, you can hardly go far wrong.

Iam Dear Mr Plummer
yours very truly

J.S. ML

983. TO J. ARTHUR PARTRIDGE!

Bllackheath] Plark]
Aug. 8. 1866

DEeAR Sir—I am sincerely obliged to you for sending me your book on
Democracy? which I will read as soon as I can find time for any reading not
required by an immediate exigency.

The other subject of your letter, the possibility of an organization of the
middle class reformers,? is very important but I am afraid very difficult, as

Lord Milton, Charles Buxton, Charles Kingsley, and F. D. Maurice. JSM awarded first
prize to Peter Malcolm, a mason, for an essay on “Trades Unions”; it was published in
the Working Man, II (Aug. 18 and 25, 1866), 79-80 and 91-92. Second prize went to
John Wilson, a pen-blade grinder of Sheffield, for the essay published in ibid., Sept. 8
and 15, 115-16 and 127-28.

PRI

1. MS draft at LSE. In reply to Partridge’s letter of Aug. 1, also at LSE.

J. Arthur Partridge (d. 1891), Birmingham liberal who presided at a reform meeting
of the National Reform League, Nov. 23, 1865, at Birmingham. See The Times, Nov.
24, 1865, p. 7. Author of a number of books and pamphlets on reform questions.

2. On Democracy, Its Factors and Conditions (London, 1866).

3. Partridge in his letter had proposed the establishment of an organization for
advanced liberalism, with JSM as its chairman.
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it is hardly possible for the advanced reformers to agree on a common creed
& it would not be desirable that each sh? put in abeyance the special points of
his own. This observation applies to myself even more than to most reformers
since my particular scheme has probably very few adherents as a whole,
though almost every separate point of it has many. I can only say for myself
that I sh? always be eager to cooperate with all other reformers when I agree
with them, & to go forward if necessary alone on those convictions of my own
with which others may not agree, or to which they may not attach so much
practical importance as I do.

984. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 9. 1866.
DEeAR CHADWICK

I am greatly obliged to you for your notes. I have made use of them in im-
proving my answers by various alterations and insertions.2 The main sub-
stance of the answers I am very glad to find that you approve.

I have sent in your name as a candidate for the Cobden Club.2 The Com-
mittee will meet in February for the purpose of filling up the list of members.

ever yours truly
J.S. MiLL

985. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Blackheath Park
Aug. 10. 1866
DEAR SIR

I am very deeply impressed with the absolute necessity of maintaining in-
tact the convertibility of all bank notes; but whether payment in gold at ten
days sight might not be a sufficient protection against the evils involved in in-
convertibility, is a question fairly open to discussion, and on which I do not
profess to have finally made up my mind. I am not, however, inclined to rate
highly the positive advantages of such a relaxation of the existing law. But I

1. MS at UCL.
2. For his statement to the Taunton Commission. See Letters 948, 953, and 980.
3. JSM had attended the inaugural dinner of the club on July 21. See Letter 973.

*® #* % B

1. MS at LSE.
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shall be glad to read what may be said in its favour, either by the Chamber of
Commerce of Birmingham? or by any other mercantile authority. I am

Dear Sir
very faithfully yours
J.S. ML
986. TO CHARLES GAVAN DUFFY1!
Blackheath Park
Aug 11. 1866

DEAR SIR

I had been hoping for some further communication from you, and now it
has unluckily come on the very day on which I am leaving England for the
Continent. I very much regret that circumstances have prevented us from
meeting more frequently during your stay in this country; but, so far as re-
gards Australian politics, I regret it chiefly on my own account, for on that
subject I should have been almost solely a learner from you. If you have time
to write to me at my address in France, Saint Véran, prés Avignon, it would
give me great pleasure to correspond with you.

Iam Dear Sir
Yours very truly

J.S.MIiLL

987. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Aug. 15. 1866
DEAR SIR

The Jamaica Committee? have decided that a short letter asking the public
for subscriptions to form a Guarantee Fund of £ 10,000 shall be published

2. The manufacturers and writers on economic theory of Birmingham, including the
members of the Chamber of Commerce, were generally for the inconvertibility of
bank notes and against the gold standard. See Frank W. Fetter, Development of British
Monetary Orthodoxy (Cambridge, Mass., 1965), pp. 177-78, 232-33.

% % # =

1. MS at NLI. Published in Sir Charles Gavan Duffy, My Life in Two Hemispheres
(2 vols., New York, 1898), IT, 272.
* # # =
1. MS copy at Northwestern.
2. On July 9, JSM had become chairman of the Jamaica Committee, which was to
attempt to prosecute Governor Eyre for murder (see Letter 889). The first chairman,
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with the signatures of some of those members of the Committee whose names
would have a favourable influence on any part of the public.® You are, in
virtue of your subscriptions, a member of the General Committee, and your
name, as one of those appended to the letter, would be of very great value,
as it would add, to a great intellectual and moral weight, that of a position
aloof from all the personal part of politics, and a character which no one
would think of calling intemperate or fanatical. Merely in the list of sub-
scribers your name is of great value, but if you would not object to allowing
the use of it for the other purpose, please communicate with Mr. Chesson,*
the Secretary, 65 Fleet Street. He will send you the letter and the list of those
who have given, or hereafter give, their names: the officers of the Committee
of course, together with Bright, Goldwin Smith, Samuel Morley (probably)
and several other members of parliament and liberal notabilities in the North
of England.
Iam Dear Sir
Yours very truly

J.S. MILL

988. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!

Saint Véran, Avignon
le 20 aolit 1866
MoON cHER D’EICHTHAL

Votre lettre n’est parvenue a Londres qu’apreés mon départ. Depuis bien-
tot huit jours, je suis ici, et bien content, je vous jure, de pouvoir revenir
des occupations tranquilles. La vie parlementaire fatigue et dissipe I'esprit
toujours pour I'exercer quelquefois.

Celit été un vrai plaisir pour moi que de causer avec vous et de comparer
nos impressions.

Je suis trés indifférent aux pensées de ceux pour qui les événements du
moment ne sont que des événements d’'un moment; quand méme ce moment

Charles Buxton, resigned because he disapproved of prosecuting Eyre. For the meeting
of the committee at which JSM became chairman, see The Times, July 10, 1866, p. 5.
For other details, see Semmel, The Governor Eyre Controversy, pp. 70-71.

3. The Jamaica Committee had such a letter published. See the Examiner, Oct. 13,
1866, p. 647. Spencer was among the signatories. A formal statement of the Committee,
dated July 27, 1866, and signed by JSM, Peter Taylor, and F. W. Chesson, was reprinted
in the Diplomatic Review, Sept. 5, 1866, pp. 118-19.

4. Frederick William Chesson (ca. 1833-1888), on the staff of the Morning Star,
editor of the Dial, pamphleteer on the American Civil War, South Africa, anti-slavery

legislation, and contagious diseases acts.
%* %2 % 8

1. MS at Arsenal. Published in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp. 207-208 and in Cosmopolis,
p- 784,
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s’appellerait un siécle. Mais ceux chez qui tout ce qui arrive se lie 2 une con-
ception générale du développement humain—et c’est notre cas a tous deux—
ceux-la ont toujours quelque chose a dire 'un a autre. Espérons que I'occa-
sion nous en viendra.—Bien des amitiés & votre frére, et & Duveyrier, dont
la santé altérée me fait de la peine.

Votre bien dévoué

J.S. ML

989. TO WILLIAM SCHOLEFIELD!

Avignon
Aug. 20. 1866
DEAR SIR

The Reform Meeting? to which the Committee and yourself have done me
the honour to invite me, seems likely to be a very important demonstration,
but it is out of my power to take part in it in any other way than by the ex-
pression of my best wishes, Begging the favour of your communicating this
reply to the Committee I am

Dear Sir
yours very faithfully
J.S. MiLL
William Scholefield Esq. M. P.
990. TO THOMAS DAVIDSON!
Avignon

Aug. 21, 1866
SiIr

You have probably thought me unfeeling, since your letter of July 17th
seemed to me to deserve an answer, in having so long delayed it. The delay
was not solely owing to the manner in which all my time was engrossed during
the latter part of the session, for if I could have seen my way to any mode of
helping your struggles, though only by advice, I would not have omitted to do

1. MSin the Library of the Borough of Hove.

2. At Birmingham on Aug. 27, 1866, reform meetings were held both during the
day from nine to four, and in the evening at eight. At the evening meeting John Bright,
who together with Scholefield represented Birmingham in Parliament, gave the principal
address. See The Times, Aug. 28, 1866, p. 4.

% % #* 8

1. MS in Davidson Collection at Yale.

Thomas Davidson (1840-1900), philosopher and wandering scholar. He emigrated
to the U.S. in 1867.
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so. But I felt as if any time would be soon enough to say no, while by waiting
there might always be a faint chance of being able to say something better.
There is but little, however, that I can say, and hardly anything that I can do.
I have no power of obtaining government appointments, and little or no in-
fluence with those who can give literary employment. I am afraid, in the cir-
cumstances of the case, your chance of obtaining employment as a teacher is
small. Translating is one of the most wretchedly paid of all kinds of literary
work, and the market is so overstocked with translators (very bad ones, but
few publishers know the difference) that it is almost impossible to get em-
ployment even at that wretched pay. I see only two things of much promise,
in a literary capacity, open to those who are situated as you are, and in
neither of these would your opinions be much of an obstacle. You might be
able to form a connexion with some newspaper as subeditor, correspondent,
or writer, ultimately perhaps leading to editorship; or you might be able to
earn a subsistence by writing in periodicals. In the former I have no power of
helping you, unless you had already done something which could be adduced
as proof of your capabilities. In the second it is barely possible that I might
be of use to you; that is, if you write an article and send it to me, then may be
some review or magazine which if I think well of it, would take it on my
recommendation, whereby the foundation might be laid for your becoming
a habitual contributor. After a good deal of thinking, I can find nothing else
to propose to you. Manuscripts can be sent here (Avignon, Vaucluse,
France) by book post, or if sent to my house (Blackheath Park, Kent) they
are sure to be forwarded, but possibly not in less than three or four weeks.

You mention having been favourably recommended to Professor Key.?
From a former slight acquaintance with him, I should not think him likely to
be prejudiced against you on account of your opinions; though what his
power of being of use to you might be, I do not know. I am

Yours very sincerely

J.S. MILL
Thomas Davidson Esq.

991. TO ROBERT PHARAZYN!

S[aint] V[éran]
Aug. 21. 1866

SirR—The great occupation of my time in the latter part of the session has
prevented me from more promptly acknowledging your letter of April 14. I

2. Thomas Hewitt Key.

* & # @

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in the National Reformer, Sept. 28, 1884,



Letter 991 To Robert Pharazyn 1195

am glad to find that a student & thinker, such as you evidently are, finds so
much in common between me & himself. The author of the article in the W. R.
from which you quote (who is not, as you suppose, Mr Lewes?) is quite
right in saying that I have thrown no light on the difficulty of reconciling the
belief in a perfectly good God with the actual constitution of Nature.? It was
not my business to do so, but if I had given any opinion on the point it would
have been that there is no mode of reconciling them except the hypothesis that
the Creator is a Being of limited power. Either he is not all powerful or he is
not good, & what I said was, that unless he is good I will not call him so nor
worship him. The appearances however of contrivance in the universe, what-
ever amount of weight we attach to them, seem to point rather to a benevolent
design limited by obstacles than to a malevolent or tyrannical character in the
designer & I therefore think that the mind which cherishes devotion to a
Principle of Good in the universe, leans in the direction in which the evidence,
though I cannot think it conclusive, nevertheless points. I therefore do not
discourage this leaning, though I think it important that people sh? know
that the foundation it rests on is an hypothesis, not an ascertained fact. This
is the principal limitation which I would apply to your position,* that we she
encourage ourselves to believe as to the unknowable what it is best for man-
kind that we sh? believe. I do not think it can ever be best for mankind to
believe what there is not evidence of, but I think that, as mankind improve
they will much more recognise two independent mental provinces, the prov-
ince of belief & the province of imaginative conjecture, that they will become
P. 214 (reprinted from the Wanganui Freethought Review), and in part in Elliot, 11,
63-64. Pharazyn’s letter of April 14, to which this is a reply, is also reprinted in part in
the National Reformer cited, pp. 213-14.

Robert Pharazyn (1833-1896), sheep farmer, writer, politician, of Wanganui, New
Zealand.

2. George Henry Lewes.

3. “On the whole it seems to us that though Mr. Mill will consent to worship only
a God of goodness, he has thrown no light on the grave problem . . . how such a con-
ception of God is to be reconciled with the extent of evil and suffering actually prevail-
ing throughout the earth.” From George Grote’s review: “John Stuart Mill on the
Philosophy of Sir William Hamilton,” WR, n.s. XXIX (Jan., 1866), p- 18.

4. Pharazyn had written: “The conclusion at which I have long since arrived is this:
“That no proof of the existence of a God can be given, nor of the nature of his attri-
butes; in short that the question is an insoluble one in any strictly scientific sense.” But
of course it is objected, if there is no proof of there being a good God there may be a
bad one, and so we fall back on orthodox myths, or at best ‘intuitions’, to avoid this
shocking possibility of belief, of the effects of which African fetichism and American
psychomancy are examples and warnings. There is something of this argument not only
in the ‘Eclipse of Faith’ sort of books, but in the ‘Phases’ of the one Newman and the
‘Apologia’ of the other, and indeed it gives a tinge to all Theistic as well as Theological
reasoning, and constitutes the half-conscious philosophy of popular religion. Now it
seems to me that the real answer to all this is not logical at all, but practical, though in
a wide sense it is logical too, as ‘is the proof of the principle of utility,’ ‘for questions of
ultimate ends do not admit of proof, in the ordinary acceptation of the term.”
(Pharazyn is quoting, inexactly, from chap. I of JSM’s Utilitarianism.)
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capable of keeping them distinct, & while they limit their belief to the evi-
dence, will think it allowable to let their imaginative anticipations go forth,
not carrying belief in their train, in the direction which experience & the
study of human nature shews to be the most improving to the character &
most exalting or consoling to the individual feclings.

I do not know enough of N. Zealand politics to enter on that subject with
you. I think most people in England are now of opinion that the colony shd
have perfect freedom to manage its own affairs, paying the expenses of its
own wars. There is some fear that you will not be just to the aborigines, but a
still stronger belief that if you are not we cannot effectually protect them. I
hope you are not wrong in saying that there is no disposition to be unjust to
them. But if so the New Zealand colonists are I believe the only “Englishmen
under new conditions” who do not think any injustice or tyranny whatever,
legitimate against what they call inferior races, at least if those races do not
implicitly submit to their will. I will hope better things for New Zealand, but
in this as in the other & greater matter my belief will depend on the evidence.

P.S. T have not forgotten Mr. Revans,® to whom pray make my remem-
brances.

992. TO THEODOR GOMPERZ!

S[aint] V[éran]
August 22, 1866

DEAR SiR—Ever since the functions of a member of parliament have been
added I may say almost in spite of myself, to my other avocations, my time
has been so completely engrossed that I was obliged to postpone even the
duty & pleasure of thanking you for the second volume of your most inter-
esting & valuable Herculanean series.? You will not be surprised that I have
not yet been able to give to the new volume more than a cursory inspection.
I am indeed reduced to wondering whether I shall ever be able to resume
those quiet studies which are so prodigiously better for the mind itself than
the tiresome labour of chipping off little bits of one’s thoughts, of a size to
be swallowed by a set of diminutive practical politicians incapable of digest-
ing them. One ought to be very sure of being able to do something in politics

5. Samuel Revans (1808-1888), co-founder of the Daily Advertiser in Montreal
in the 1830’. He joined E. G. Wakefield in the colonization of New Zealand, and pub-
lished its first newspaper, the New Zealand Gazette.

® ® # =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published, except for final paragraph, in Gomperz,
p. 426, and in part in Stamp.

2. Herkulanische Studien (2 vols., Leipzig, 1865, 1866). The second volume is dedi-
cated, with reverence and love, to JSM on the occasion of his sixtieth birthday, May 20.
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that cannot be as well done by others, to justify one for the sacrifice of time
and energies that might be employed on higher work. Time will show whether
it was worth while to make this sacrifice for the sake of anything I am capable
of doing towards forming a really advanced liberal party which, I have long
been convinced, cannot be done except in the House of Commons.

Meanwhile what a change in Germany!® &, it may be said, in Europe: a
change of which it is hardly possible for any foreigner or perhaps for any
German, to divine the consequences. I am amazed at the confident omni-
science of English journalists, periodical writers, & members of parliament,
every one of whom thinks he perfectly sees all the consequences that are to
issue from what has happened, forgetful that they themselves were mostly,
when the war began, indignant denouncers of Prussia & sympathizers with
Austria while they have now quite passed over to the other side. Rien ne
réussit comme le succes. All the faults of Austria are now seen & people have
ceased to care for the flagrant immorality of the contest on the Prussian side.
They do not see, or they do not care, that the struggle was between an expir-
ing feudality & a powerful Caesarism & that to wish success to the last even
against the first is to cast out devils by Beelzebub the prince of the devils.

I am very anxious to know what you think of all this. Few Germans are so
impartial both by position & by character as you are. What is now likely
to become of your country? It might be a greater country yet than it ever has
been, but there seems to me a want of practical good sense, & comprehension
of the situation in the counsels of the Court of Vienna which give little
ground of hope. Are the Hapsburgs capable of learning from experience or of
really fitting themselves into the circumstances of a new age? The abolition
of the Reichsrath* which many European liberals foolishly praised because
it seemed a concession to Hungary, has proved to be the most fatal step that
could have been taken, because, as might have been foreseen, it destroyed
all faith in the durability of a concession once made. It shewed that the
Imperial family did not deem itself bound by a Constitution once granted.
The hopes I had begun to form for Austria sunk to a very low ebb from that
day.

I expect to be at Avignon till the end of this year & shall be very happy if
you have time & inclination to write to me.

3. On the 26th of July, the so-called “Seven Weeks’ War” between Prussia and
Austria over the perennial Schleswig-Holstein question had terminated after the defeat
of Austria at Koniggritz. The two duchies became part of the German Federation by the
Treaty of Prague, which was concluded the day after this letter was written. For details,
see A. J. P. Taylor, The Struggle for Mastery in Europe 1848-1918, pp. 142 fi.

4. The Reichsrath, the Imperial parliament of Austria established in 1861, had been
made inoperative by the Hungarian refusal to send delegates. The Reichsrath was
abolished in 1866. For details, see Charles Seignobos, A Political History of Europe,
pp. 522-28.
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993. TO JOHN BAXTER LANGLEY!
Avignon, Sept. 10th, 1866

DEAR SIR,—Your letter of Aug. 30th, did not reach me until too late to
send a letter which could be read at the meeting in favour of a Testimonial
to Mr. Beales. I think it quite right that reformers should make compensation
to Mr. Beales for the pecuniary loss to which he has been subjected in con-
sequence of the prominent part he has taken in urging the claims of the work-
ing classes to representation in Parliament.? I see no force in the reasons
assigned as a justification of this treatment of Mr. Beales. Strong political con-
victions are not considered a disqualification in much higher judicial offices
than that of Revising Barrister,® nor are ever likely to be so considered except
when the opinions are on the side opposed to the ruling powers. To exclude
from the seat of justice all who are decided politicians would be to keep out
all the fittest men, for who in the present state of the world is without strong
political opinions of some sort, except because he is wanting either in the
mental cultivation or in the public spirit requisite for taking due interest in
the subject. And to say that the opinions shall be an exclusion because they
are known and avowed would be still more absurd, since it is precisely when
they are known to the world that there is least danger of their exercising
an improper bias on the judgment. Besides, even if the reason were good
against appointing an active politician for the first time, it cannot hold
against retaining him who having been appointed has, by the acknowledge-
ment of even adversaries, proved his impartiality by his conduct.—I am,
dear sir,
Yours very faithfully,

J.S. MILL

1. MS not located. Published in the Commonwealth, Sept. 22, 1866. Inserted in the
paper by Langley as Hon. Sec. of the Committee of the Beales Testimonial Fund.

John Baxter Langley, originally a physician, then a publicist, writer for and editor of
various newspapers including the Newcastle Daily Chronicle, radical politician, trade
union leader; president of the Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants, 1872-73. In
the latter year, as Chairman of an Artisans’ Dwelling Company, he was found guilty of
fraud in financial transactions in land, and sent to prison at hard labour. Thereafter he
disappeared from the public scene. A biographical sketch of him was published in the
Commonwealth, Oct. 13, 1866, p. 5.

2. Beales had been dismissed by the Lord Chief Justice from his post as a Revising
Barrister because of his radical political activities as President of the Reform League.
A biographical sketch of Beales was published in the Commonwealth on the same page
as JSM’s letter.

3. An official appointed to revise the list of persons qualified to vote for members
of Parliament.



Letter 994 To J. George Mawby 1199
994, TO J. GEORGE MAWBY1!
Avignon, Sept. 10, 1866

DEAR SIR,—I thank you for your interesting and valuable letter of the
23rd ult.2 The considerations brought forward in the latter part of it are
much to the purpose, and will materially assist me in making up my mind on
the question to which you justly attach such high importance.

If, as you seem to have shown, Russia has, in the matter of Circassia,®
violated the provisions of the Declaration of Paris,* it remains to be seen
whether France, the only other great naval Power which was a party with us
to the Declaration, is willing to join with us in getting rid of it. You and your
friends seem to anticipate no difficulty on this point; and I certainly think
that the Right of Search may, under many circumstances, be valuable to
France as well as to England. But I cannot share your confidence in this
matter, remembering how French Governments, and especially the first
Napoleon, have inveighed against England for exercising this right, and have
prided themselves on vindicating against us what they called the liberty of the
seas.

Mr. Disraeli’s statement,’ referred to in your postscript, seems to me, as
it does to you, to give ground for hope that this great question is not closed.

I am, dear Sir, yours very truly,

J.S. ML
J. G. Mawby, Esq.

1. MS not located. Published in the Diplomatic Review, Oct. 3, 1866, p. 131, under
the title, “Reversal of the Declaration of Paris,” and reprinted in Views of Mr. John
Stuart Mill on England’s Danger through the Suppression of her Maritime Power
[Speech delivered in the House of Commons, Aug. 5, 1867] (London: Diplomatic
Review Office, 1874), p. 1. A footnote in the latter indicates that the text of the speech
was taken from a revised copy contributed by JSM to the Diplomatic Review of Feb.
5, 1868.

2. See Letter 968, n. 1.

3. The Circassian tribes, who inhabited the northwestern sections of the Caucasus,
were subdued by the Russians in 1863—64.

4, See Letter 926, n. 3. Russia was charged with violating articles 2 and 3 of the
Declaration of Paris because she blockaded the coast so that the Circassians could not
receive supplies.

5. “Mr. Disraeli on the Resumption of the Right of Search,” Diplomatic Review,
Aug. 1, 1866, p. 106, which includes a letter from Montagu Correy, Disraeli’s private
secretary, dated July 25, 1866, stating that Mr. Disraeli “has the matter . . . under con-
sideration.”
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995. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Sept. 10. 1866.
DEAR MR PLUMMER

Many thanks for your note of Aug. 14 and the article from the Working
Man inclosed in it.2 The writing is that of one whose praise is worth having,
but he rather overstates the share I had in getting the Industrial Societies
Act passed.® Mr Hughes, in his generosity, had already given me too much of
the credit which justly belonged to himself and his friends. My evidence
certainly helped them, but I was not examined for “a whole week”: my
examination only lasted a day,* and the transaction is altogether too highly
coloured.

If you thought the parliamentary papers so bulky, what would you have
said if you had had the whole? A much greater bulk than what I sent to you
had unluckily been otherwise disposed of before you spoke to me on the sub-
ject. But you will probably find some of them useful.

Will you kindly send me by post the biographical notice of me which you
wrote for Mess™ Cassell?’ I have been asked by a Geneva editor for biogra-
phical particulars, and I do not know of anything so suitable for sending to
him as your paper, but I have no copy of it here.

With our kind remembrances to Mrs. Plummer, I am

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

996. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL1!

Saint Véran, Avignon
le 20 septembre 1866
MoN CHER D’EICHTHAL

Je suis & Saint Véran, et je compte y rester jusqu’a la fin de 'année
et au deld. Vous serez le bienvenu si vous voulez bien y venir. 11 serait bon

. MS at Melbourne.
. “Philosophical Politicians,” Working Man, Aug, 28, 1866, pp. 73-74.
. See Letter 82.
. JSM had given evidence on June 6, 1850, before R. A. Slaney’s Select Committee
on the Savings of the Middle and Working Classes; see Parl. Papers, 1850, XIX, 77-90,
reprinted in Collected Works, 407-29. He also gave a written reply to Slaney’s Select
Committee on the Law of Partnership in 1851, Parl. Papers, 1851, XVIII, Appendix,
p- 160, and reprinted in Collected Works, V, 461~62. Both these enquiries contributed
to the passing of the Industrial and Provident Societies Act of 1852.

5. See Letter 862.

W R -
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1. MS at Arsenal. Largely published in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp. 208-209, and in
Cosmopolis, p. 784.
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de m’avertir quelques jours d’avance, afin que je ne sois pas exposé a choisir,
sans le savoir, le moment de votre arrivée pour une de ces excursions que
j’ai 'habitude de faire. A I'hotel d’Europe on vous indiquera ma demeure.
Vous €tes maintenant un des plus anciens amis qui me restent. Nous avons
non seulement beaucoup d’idées mais encore beaucoup de souvenirs en
commun, & partir de celui de notre jeune ami Eyton Tooke,? que nous per-
dimes d’'une maniére si tragique il y a 36 ans. J’ai toujours mieux aimé les
vieux amis que les nouveaux, et vous ne faites pas exception a la régle.

Votre affectionné
J. S. MILL

997. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Sept. 20. 1866
DEAR MR PLUMMER

Many thanks for the copy of the biographical notice.? I am very sorry to
hear of the backslidings of the firm in Belle Sauvage Yard,® and of the prob-
able failure of the Working Man,* which is both unfortunate in itself and a
special disappointment to you. I hope that, even on the worst supposition
the personal inconvenience will only be temporary, but you will feel very
much the loss of a position which at one time seemed to promise so much
usefulness.

I am obliged to you for sending your Ode. It was really werth writing,
for there is both sense and spirit in it, and a degree of energy as well as of
melody which justify writing in verse.

I am Dear Mr Plummer
yours very truly

J.S.M1LL

2. William Eyton Tooke (1808-1830), son of the economist Thomas Tooke, com-
mitted suicide in Jan., 1830. For JSM’s letter to d’Eichthal on the loss of their friend,
see Earlier Letters, p. 44.

% % ® =

1. MS at Melbourne.

2. See Letters 862 and 995.

3. Cassell, Petter, and Galpin, publishers, a firm founded by John Cassell (1817-
1865). For details, see Simon Nowell-Smith, The House of Cassell, 1848-1958 (Lon-
don, 1958).

4, The Working Man ceased publication in Dec., 1866. See Nowell-Smith, p. 77.
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998. TO JOHN MORLEY!
Sept. 26. 1866

DeAR Stir—I am much obliged to you for your article? though I do not alto-
gether agree with it. I presented the petition,® not because I concurred in its
sentiments, but because it came from people who were entitled to be heard, &
on the last day of the session they could not find any other member whom they
thought suitable. I approved of all Lord Dalhousie’s annexations,* except that
of Kerouli which never took effect, having been at once disallowed from home
& indeed Lord D. himself gave it up before he knew of its having been
negatived. My principle was this. Wherever there are really native states,
with a nationality, & historical traditions & feelings, which is emphatically
the case (for example) with the Rajpoot states, there I would on no account
take advantage of any failure of heirs to put an end to them. But all the
Mahomedan (Rampore excepted which descends from Fyzoola Khan the
Rohilla chief) & most of the Mahratta kingdoms are not of home growth, but
created by conquest not a century ago® & the military chiefs & office holders
who carry on the government & form the ruling class are almost as much
foreigners to the mass of the people as we ourselves are. The Scindia & Holkar
families in Central India are foreign dynasties, & of low caste too, Mahrattas
who have usurped provinces from their native dynasties of Jats, Goojars,
Boondelas &c. The home of the Mahrattas is in the South, & there is no really
native Mahratta kingdom now standing except Kolapore. In these modern
states created by conquest I would make the continuance of the dynasty by
adoption not a right nor a general rule, but a reward to be earned by good
government & as such I would grant it freely.

All this however was changed by Lord Canning’s promise,® which I thought

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. In reply to Morley's of Sept. 21, MS also at Johns
Hopkins. Published, with slight omissions, in Elliot, IT, 64—66.

2. “England and the Annexation of Mysore,” FR, VI (Sept. 15, 1866), 257-71.

3. The Times of Aug. 11, 1866, p. 6, reported the Petition “presented by Mr. Mill,
from General Briggs, the First Commissioner of Mysore; Sir John Low, late member of
the Supreme Council of India; General Fraser, late resident at Hyderabad and at
Mysore; Colonel Haines, late Judicial Commissioner at Mysore; General Jacob, late
Commissioner of the Southern Mahratta Country; Sir Robert Hamilton, late agent to
the Viceroy in Central India; and about 50 others, praying that the House will take
steps for preventing the annexation of Mysore, and for maintaining that tributary state
with every possible security for British interests and for the prosperity of the people of
the country.” Morley quotes from the Petition in his article, pp. 268-69.

4. James Andrew Broun Ramsay, 10th Barl and Ist Marquis of Dalhousie (1812—
1860), Governor-General of India, 1848-56, was criticized by many for his annexation

policy. He extended British dominion both by conquest and by taking over native states
when their rulers died without natural heirs.

5. After the decline of the Mogul empire in the eighteenth century, Mohammedan
courtiers and Mahratta generals carved out their own kingdoms.

6. Lord Canning, as Governor-General of India, 1856-62, in his Adoption Despatch
of 1860 guaranteed the right of native rulers to adopt heirs if they had no children of
their own. See Motley’s article, p. 265.
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at the time, & still think most ill advised. And even if right otherwise I think
it ought to have excepted states actually created by our gift, as Mysore was.”
In such cases we are by right the sole interpreters of our own deed of gift. All
arguments grounded on vague phrases of that most plausible and successful of
political humbugs Lord Wellesley,® count with me for nothing. He would
have taken the whole country outright had he dared, but Parl* had then very
recently made a solemn declaration against territorial acquisitions in India &
his object was to throw dust in the eyes of Parl* & take the country as far as
it could be done while pretending not to do it. The only practical question with
me is, does Lord Canning’s promise to the native princes which waived our
right of escheat, fairly & reasonably include this particular case? Opinions
among experienced Indians are divided on this point & I have not yet thor-
oughly examined the documents. I therefore have not made up my mind
though I much fear our faith is committed beyond recal[l].

In one thing I fully agree with you: that whenever we sanction an adoption
we ought to undertake the education of the young successor & train him to
public business under a judicious and experienced Resident. This has been
done in a good many instances & often with very considerable success. Tra-
vancore which you mention is only one of a number of cases in point (if
we did educate the chief himself, which I forget)® & though the princes so
trained usually degenerate more or less in the lapse of years, they almost
always remain much better than the miserable creatures brought up in the
zenana.'® One native chief within a recent period before succeeding to his
inheritance filled responsible offices in our territories & he immediately com-
menced introducing the best parts of our system into his own.

999. TO CHARLES GAVAN DUFFY!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 2. 1866
DEAR SR

I feel it a very high compliment that you should wish to know my opinion

7. The Mohammedan rulers of Mysore were defeated by Cornwallis in 1792, and
finally by Wellesley in 1799. Then, after more than half a century of Mohammedan
rule, the British revived the Hindu state of Mysore. In 1831, Lord William Bentinck
removed Mysore from native rule. It remained under British rule until 1867.

8. Richard Colley Wellesley, Marquis Wellesley (1760-1842), Governor-General of
India, 1798-1805.

9. The “present chief minister of the Rajah of Travancore, although a native, was
brought up at a Government school in Madras, has been penetrated with European
ideas . ..."” Morley, p. 268.

10. The Hindu equivalent of harem.

L IR 2K 2R

1. MS at NLI. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Duffy’s letter of Aug. 25 to
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on a point of conscience, and still more so that you should think that opinion
likely to be of any assistance to you in the guidance of your own political
conduct.

The point mentioned in your letter is one which I have often and carefully
considered, for though my own course in public matters has been one which
did not often call on me to cooperate with anybody, I have reflected much on
the conditions of cooperation, among the other requisites of practical public
life. The conclusion which I have long come to is one which seems rather
obvious when one has got at it, but it is so seldom acted on, that apparently
most people find it difficult to practise. It seems to me, in the first place, that
a conscientious person whose turn of mind and outward circumstances com-
bine to make practical political life his line of greatest usefulness, may, and
often ought to, be willing to put his opinion in abeyance on a political question
which he deems to be, in the circumstances of the time and place, of secon-
dary importance: which may be the case with any question that does not, in
one’s own judgment, involve any fundamental principle of morality. But, in
consenting to waive one’s opinion, it seems to me an indispensable condition
that he should not disguise it. He should say to his constituents and to the
world exactly what he really thinks about the matter. Insincere professions
are the one cardinal sin in a representative government. If an Australian
politician wishes to be in the Assembly for the sake of questions which he
thinks much more important, for the time being, than that of protection, I
should hold him justified in saying to a constituency “I think protection alto-
gether a mistake, but since it is a sine qua non with you, and the opposite is
not a sine qua non with me, if you elect me I will not oppose it”. If he con-
scientiously thought that the strong feeling of the public in its favour gave
them a right, or made it expedient, to have its practice tried, I should not
think him wrong in promising to support it; though it is not a thing I should
lightly, or willingly, do. He might even, for adequate public reasons, consent
to join a Protectionist ministry, but only on condition that protection should
be an open question—that he should be at liberty to speak his mind publicly
on the subject.—The question of expediency in these matters, each must de-
cide for himself. The expediencies vary with all sorts of personal considera-
tions. For instance, if he has considerable popular influence, and is, in all
other respects than this, the favourite candidate, it will often be his most virtu-
ous course to insist on entire freedom of action, and make the electors feel
that they cannot have a representative of his quality without acquiescing in
his voting against some of their opinions. The only absolute rule I would lay
down, is not to consent to the smallest hypocrisy. The rest is matter of prac-

which this is a reply. Published in Elliot, IT, 6668, and in Sir Charles Gavan Duffy,
My Life in Two Hemispheres, 11, 317-19.
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tical judgment, on which all that can be said is, Weigh all the considerations
and act for the best.

I am Dear Sir
very sincerely and respectfully yours
J.S. MiLL
Hon. C. Gavan Duffy.
1000. TO DAVID URQUHART!?
S[t] V[éran]
Oct. 4. 1866

My DEAR URQUHART—I am really obliged to you for the sight of Mrs
Urquhart’s letter. I wish it were read by every person in the British Isles.
Let me also beg you to thank your two friends® if they are still with you, both
for their subscriptions* & for their letters. I feel a real respect for men who
not only have a conscience, but whose conscience makes them feel that they
are personally responsible for their actions & cannot shift off that respon-
sibility upon the shoulders of superiors.

It is a real pleasure to me to find you & myself in thorough & hearty co-
operation, even were it only on one subject. But the principle which actuates
both of us on that subject is progressively important, & extends far beyond
the particular case. You approve of my speech® because you see that I am
not on this occasion standing up for the negroes, or for liberty, deeply as both
are interested in the subject—but for the first necessity of human society, law.
One would have thought that when this was the matter in question, all poli-
tical parties might be expected to be unanimous. But my eyes were first
opened to the moral condition of the English nation (I except in these matters

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as are also Urquhart’s letters of Sept. 27 and 29 to
which this is a reply. First two paragraphs published in Elliot, II, 68-69. Enclosed with
Urquhart’s letter at Johns Hopkins are letters from S. E. Rolland, R. Poore, and a copy
of a letter from Mrs. Urquhart.

David Urquhart (1805-1877), diplomat and author; participant in Greek war of
independence, 1827-28; secretary of embassy at Constantinople, 1835-37; founder and
editor of the Portfolio and of the Free Press, afterwards the Diplomatic Review; MP
for Stafford, 1847-52; author of books on Turkey and the Near East, and on inter-
national law.

2. Urquhart had married Harriet Angelina Fortescue in 1854. She was a constant
contributor to the Diplomatic Review under the pseudonym “Caritas,” and helped in
her husband’s literary and political labours.

3. See n. 1. above.

4. To the Jamaica Committee.

5. Probably his speech on the Jamaica question in Parliament, July 31, 1866. See
Hansard, CLXXXIV, cols. 1797-1806.
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the working classes) by the atrocities perpetrated in the Indian Mutiny® &
the feelings which supported them at home. Then came the sympathy with
the lawless rebellion of the Southern Americans in defence of an institution
which is the sum of all lawlessness, as Wesley said it was of all villainy"™—&
finally came this Jamaica business the authors of which® from the first day
I knew of it I determined that I would do all in my power to bring to justice
if there was not another man in Parlt to stand by me. You rightly judge that
there is no danger of my sacrificing such a purpose to any personal advance-
ment. I hope I sh? not be so base even if I cared for personal advancement,
but as it happens, I do not.

When I last heard from the Cm they had raised £ 3200 though no appeal
had yet been made to the general public. It must be considerably more now;
& I have good hopes that we shall be near enough to getting the £ 10000 we
ask for, to bring the Jamaica question within the reach of those of us who
are most in earnest. The paper which I enclose contains only the first sub-
scriptions. I am glad that our manifesto has raised your opinion of Goldwin
Smith. I do not by any means agree in his practical conclusions as to the
colonies,® though many of his premises are too true. But he is a man of
strong moral convictions which he is not afraid to act upon & has a decided
power of leading others—provided they do not require to be conciliated first.

The Preston’® Cm did send me the placard which is excellent.

1001. TO THOMAS PERRONET THOMPSON1

Saint Véran, Avignon
Oct. 10. 1866
DEeAR SIR

I agree with you as to the importance of consulting the case of Governor
Wall,2 and I doubt not that our law advisers have made themselves well

6. Lord Canning was even severely criticized for trying to moderate the ferocity of
the reprisals by British civilian and military officers in the suppression of the Indian
Mutiny. See Letter 313, last paragraph.

7. “ .. that execrable sum of all villanies, commonly called the Slave Trade.” The
Journal of the Rev. John Wesley, A.M. (4 vols., London, 1840), I1I, 429.

8. See Autobiog., chap. vii, and the appeal and statement issued in Oct., 1866, by the
Jamaica Committee, Examiner, Oct. 13, 1866, p. 647. In raising a question on the
government’s intentions with respect to the prosecution of those responsible for the
outrages in Jamaica, JSM in the Commons on July 19, 1866, specifically named various
officials in Jamaica in addition to Governor Eyre.

9. See Letter 540, n. 9.

10. Presumably the Preston Foreign Affairs Committee (see Letter 926, n. 1).

* # & @

1. MS in the Perronet Thompson papers at the University of Hull.

Thomas Perronet Thompson, general, politician, and writer. For JSMs relations with
him in the 1830's, see Earlier Letters, Thompson represented Bradford, Yorkshire,
1857-59.

2. Joseph Wall (1737-1802) executed for murder on Jan. 28, 1802, for having caused
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acquainted with it. I presume, and think I remember, that it is in the State
Trials. If so, that is by far the most convenient place in which to study it.

The expensiveness of the attempt to get justice done in the Jamaica matter,
arises from the necessity of bringing a number of witnesses from Jamaica to
London, and maintaining them there until no longer required. Our lawyers’
bills will doubtless be heavy, but will, for aught I know, not exceed as many
hundreds as we are obliged to ask for thousands. We may possibly not require
the whole £ 10000, but we thought, after consideration, that it would not be
safe to ask for less.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. MILL
General Thompson

Your old constituents at Bradford are doing nobly in this matter—they
surpass everybody else.

1002. TO [DANIEL O’DONOGHUEM

Avignon, Oct. 20 [1866]
DEAR SIR—

I could hardly have received any invitation of a public kind which I should
have had so much pleasure in complying with as that in your letter of the
4th instant, which has only just reached me. I feel as grateful as if I were
myself an Irishman to whoever does any service to the cause of Ireland, and
there is no one who has better earned the gratitude of Irishmen than Mr.
Bright, were it only by his noble speech on the Habeas Corpus Suspension
Bill.2 T regard the honor which you are paying him® as an important step

the death by flogging of Sergeant Benjamin Armstrong, on July 10, 1782. Wall, then
a lieutenant colonel and governor of Goree (an island off Senegal, Africa), had ordered
the punishment for Armstrong, who had headed a group of soldiers protesting the
planned departure of the garrison paymaster. The paymaster had not settled with the
soldiers for a period of short allowances. For details see T. B. Howell and Thomas
Jones Howell, compilers, A Complete Collection of State Trials (34 vols., London,
1816-28), XXVII, 51-178.
L R
1. MS not located. Published in the Manchester Examiner and Times, Nov. 1, 1866,
. 3.

P Daniel O'Donoghue (“The O’Donoghue”) (1833-1889), Liberal, Home-Ruler, MP
for Tipperary, 185765, for Tralee, 1865-85. He presided at a testimonial dinner for
John Bright in Dublin on Oct. 30, 1866. Letters of regret were also read at the dinner
from Duncan McLaren, Henry Fawcett, Thomas B. Potter, and others, some of them
addressed to O’Donoghue.

2. In the House of Commons on Feb. 17, 1866. The speech was reprinted in
Speeches on Questions of Public Policy by John Bright, M.P., ed. James E. Thorold
Rogers (2 vols., London, 1868), I, 349~60.

3. Bright’s speech on the occasion is reprinted in Speeches, 1, 361-76.
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towards establishing that sympathetic co-operation between the English and
the Irish liberals, a beginning of which was happily made in the last session,
and which is not only essential to the early attainment of the legislative im-
provements, required by both countries, but is in itself of the most auspicious
promise for the permanent well-being of the whole empire. Ireland does not,
however, stand in need of such a voice as mine to assist her in doing honor to
her eminent friend; and I am prevented from availing myself of your invita-
tion, not merely by distance, but by the much more serious obstacle of press-
ing occupations, which require the devotion of all my time up to the re-
assembling of Parliament.—I am very sincerely and respectfully yours,

J. S. MiLL

1003. TO DAVID URQUHART!

S[t] V[éran]
Oct. 26. 1866

My DEAR URQUHART—I thank you sincerely for your letter. The actual
experience of one who has had so much of it, & of so unusual a sort, is sure
to be worth having & worth meditating on.

Your letter makes me wish to give you an equally explicit statement of my
own way of thinking, so far as it is different from yours. And I think I can
trust myself sufficiently not to be afraid that my having done so will raise
any obstacle of amour propre in my own mind to prevent me from changing
any part of that way of thinking which can be shown to be wrong. I feel as
strongly as you the absence of control over the executive in matters of foreign
policy, & the absolute inutility & nullity, as far as that is concerned of any
change of Ministers. I sh® never dream of telling the working or any unrepre-
sented classes that they have no power unless they can get the suffrage, &I do
not ascribe the prodigious superiority of their moral sentiments on such
matters as Eyre, the Indian Mutiny,? &c. over the classes socially above them,
to any intrinsic superiority of moral excellence. But I do not believe that the
bad feelings, or absence of good feelings, in the others, arises from their
having votes. I ascribe it to the sympathy of officials with officials & of the
classes from whom officials are selected with officials of all sorts. I ascribe
it also to the sympathy with authority & power, generated in our higher &
upper middle classes by the feeling of being specially privileged to exercise
them, & by living in a constant dread of the encroachment of the class be-
neath which makes it one of their strongest feelings that resistance to author-

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Urquhart’s letter of Oct. 18 to which this

is a reply. Published in Elliot, II, 69-71.
2. See Letter 1000.
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ity must be put down per fas et nefas.® I do not believe that feelings of these
kinds would exist where there was no privileged class, & where no one had
more political influence of a direct kind than his mere vote gave him. There
is much in American politics that is regrettable enough, but I do not observe
that there is a particle of the English upper class feeling that authority
(meaning the persons in authority) must be supported at all costs; & Amer-
ican foreign policy is all above board & in broad daylight. So, I believe would
that of England be, if the working classes had votes. I am no worshipper of
those classes & they know it. I have written & published harsh truths of them,*
which were brought up against me in meetings of the working classes during
my election & I never was so much applauded by them as when I stood to
what I had written & defended it. They are not yet politically corrupted by
power. I doubt not that they would be corrupted like other classes by be-
coming the paramount power in the country, though probably in a less degree
because in a multitude the general feelings of human nature are usually more
powerful & class feelings proportionately less so than in a small body. But I
do not want to make them predominant. I see the country under the leader-
ship of a higher & a middle class who, by long disuse of attempting or wishing
to do their duty as managers of the national affairs have become incapable of
doing it, & I am hopeless of any improvement but by letting in a powerful in-
fluence from those who are the great sufferers by whatever evil is done or is
left uncorrected at home & who have no personal or class interests or feelings
concerned either in oppressing dependencies, or in doing or conniving at
wrong to foreign countries. I could write at great length on all this, but it is
not my object to defend my view of existing English politics, my object is to
enable you whom I respect, to understand the source from which that view
proceeds in my own mind. As for those whom I do not respect, a category
which includes the great majority of public men & public writers, I should
never take the trouble to give any other explanation of myself to them, than
that which I hope my conduct will give.
I return, with thanks, the answer to Mrs Urquhart’s letter on Jamaica.

1004. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 12. 1866
MY DEAR GROTE

Were 1 to be appointed to the Council of the University of London, the
chief advantage which I should anticipate would be that there would be an

3. Justly or unjustly.
4. In Thoughts on Parliamentary Reform. See also Autobiog., chap. viI.
* % & =
1. MS at Yale; MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Grote’s letter of Nov. 6 to which
this is a reply, Part published in Elliot, II, 71.
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additional vote and voice to support you on critical occasions. That I could,
in case I survived you, be to any effectual purpose your successor, is very
improbable. Such an influence as yours is, can only be acquired by many
years of assiduous devotion, such as you have given, to the business of the
institution.? Moreover, influence over such people as your colleagues in the
Senate can, by any one who has no claims to it but personal ones, only be
acquired by keeping constantly working at them, and wearing away by per-
severance the obstacles in their minds. He must not only accustom them to
look on him as a main prop, and the chief working mind of the institution
but must keep himself in frequent personal communication with them, and
bring social influences to bear on them. All these things would be not only in
the highest degree distasteful, but practically impossible to me; and T do not
see any reasonable prospect of doing as much for our objects as would make
it good economy in me to give the time and trouble that would be necessary
for effecting even such good as might be practicable.

The help, however, which I might give to good objects as an auxiliary to
you, would be a strong inducement to me to accept your proposal; and were
I not in Parliament I would do so without hesitation. As it is, however, my
attending the Senate, even if limited to the two important days which you
mention, would have the effect of exactly depriving me of the Easter vacation.
It is hardly possible for any one who does not share my life here, to estimate
the greatness of the sacrifice that being detained in England at that time
would be to me, or to know in how great a degree that break in the dreary
six or seven months of London, helps to keep up my health, spirits, and work-
ing power for what I have to do there. T am willing, for any object which
would make it my duty, to add this sacrifice to the great one I have already
made. But it is not clear to me that it is my duty to do so for the amount of
good which I can see my way to effecting by means of it. Aslong as you are
able to continue your active exertions in the Senate, there is not much danger
that the ground already gained will be lost. And without you I see little
prospect that any influence I could ever have would supply your place. It is,
however, very desirable that there should be some one in the Senate who
would give you a more effective backing than you have at present. But there
are others besides me who could do this. Bain being unattainable,® have you
ever thought of Herbert Spencer?* He is as anti-clergymanish as possible; he
goes as far as the farthest of us in explaining psychological phenomena by
association, and the “experience hypothesis”; he has a considerable and grow-
ing reputation, much zeal and public spirit, and is not, I should think, more

2. Grote was one of the founders of London University and served on its Council
from 1826 to his death. He had been Vice-Chancellor since 1862.

3. Bain had held the chair of Logic at Aberdeen since 1860.

4. Grote subsequently asked for and received Spencer’s permission to nominate him

for the Council. Nothing, however, came of the matter. See Spencer, Autobiography,
II, 172.
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suspect on the subject of religion than I am. I think he would be of great
use in the Senate on the subjects on which you most need to be supported,
and a very valuable acquisition otherwise. I do not know whether the duty
would be agreeable to him, but from the little I know of his tastes and habits,
I should expect that, rather than the contrary.

I am very glad that a majority of the Council of University College have
established the principle of confining the Moral Philosophy professorship to
laymen. I wish you had been able to get in Robertson,® but you may still
succeed in this, if the advertisements fail, as they probably will, to attract
any candidate of greater prestige.

When Martineau determined to become a candidate, he wrote to me,
asking for a testimonial. I wrote him a letter in reply,® saying such compli-
mentary things as I could say with truth, but declining to give him a testi-
monial, on the ground that I did not think it right to aid a person of his
philosophical opinions in getting appointed to one of the few professorships
in Europe that are open to a person of mine. Soon after, I recerved a letter
from Hutton,” saying that Martineau, having gone ahead, had charged him
(Hutton) with sending in his testimonials and asking leave to send in my
letter to Martineau as one of them. To which I answered that this would
really be doing what I had declared myself unable conscientiously to do,
and I therefore refused; to his considerable displeasure.

I hope the Aberdeen students will do themselves the honour of electing
you.® T am in more need of a model for my own Rectorial Discourse than
capable of affording one to others, for though I have put into it a good deal
that may be useful, I think it is very likely to disappoint expectation.

I am glad to see the announcement of a second edition of the Plato. I see,
every now and then, traces of its influence both in English and in French
writings.

With our kind regards to Mrs Grote, I am my dear Grote

Ever yours truly

J.S.MILL
1005. TO ROWLAND G. HAZARD!

Saint Véran, Avignon Nov. 16. 1866
DEAR SIrR

I am greatly obliged to you for your letter of Oct. 22, and still more so for

5. See Letter 967. 6. Ibid. 7. Richard Holt Hutton.
8. The Chancellor, the Duke of Richmond, cast the deciding vote in favour of
Mountstuart Grant Duff, MP for Elgin, and against Grote in the election for Rector,
Dec., 1866. See The Times, Dec. 22, p. 8, and Dec. 25,p. 7.
# # & =

1. MS at Rhode Island Historical Society. MS copy at Columbia.
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the printed one? which I subsequently received. It is a real pleasure to have
you for an antagonist, for you see the true gist of a question, do not trifle
on the mere surface of the subject, and your arguments are real arguments
addressing themselves to the real points in dispute and not to imaginary
ones. If I had more time I might perhaps go into the subject fully, and an-
swer you at as much length as you have answered me. But being obliged to
economize my working power, I will not go down to the foundations of our
difference, on which we are not likely to convince one another; if we ever
change it will rather be in consequence of the progress of our own minds. I
will merely touch on a few points which drew my attention in reading your
essay.

1. As to your argument, that our knowledge of our own power to move
our muscles cannot be derived from experience, because to obtain that ex-
perience, we must already have voluntarily moved them.? My way of meet-
ing that difficulty is this. I believe, with Hartley* and Professor Bain, that all
voluntary motions were originally automatic, produced by the stimulus of
sensation, without what we call volition. For the process by which an idea, or
reminiscence in the mind, gains that power over our muscles which was at
first possessed only by sensations, I must refer you to the authors I have
named, especially M* Bain “The Emotions and the Will”, who is by far the
fullest. If you have time to read him, you will see that experience of the
sequence between a thought or desire and 2 motion may very well be (and,
as we think, must be) complete before the thought or desire grows into a
will.

2. You say that there are only two things to which we attribute power:
viz. intelligence, and matter in motion.® But there are many cases in which we
regard as a cause of motion, matter which is not in motion, or (if there be
no matter not in motion) which does not produce other motion by its own
motion, but independently of it. For instance, the sun causes the motion of
the earth: but, though the sun is now known to have a proper motion, it is
not by virtue of that motion that it attracts the earth: if it were immoveable
it would do so equally. Just so a magnet makes iron move towards it by its
mere proximity. True the magnet moves round with the earth’s rotation and
revolves with it about the sun, but it would attract the iron just the same if
those movements were suspended. So, again, heat and light are causes, and
active forces: the modern opinion indeed is that heat and light are matter in

2. The first of two letters to JSM eventually published as Causation and Freedom in
Willing (see Letter 831, n. 5). Hazard had printed the letter for private circulation
among his friends.

3. See Hazard, sec. 2, pp. 7 ff.

4. David Hartley (1705-1757), philosopher and physician, best known for his
Observations on Man (London, 1749), the origin of associational psychology.

5. See Hazard, sec. 4, pp. 17 ff.
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motion, but they were just as much conceived and known as active forces be-
fore that opinion grew up. I think this consideration materially affects your
theory, for the natural agencies which have always been conceived as powers,
agree in nothing but in being the observed antecedents of motion or change.

Most of your arguments against my chapter on causation® I have antici-
pated in the chapter itself: but

3. You misunderstand my expression “as long as the present constitution
of things lasts.”” You do not appear to see that the extinction of the sun’s
light would not be, in my sense, a change in the present constitution of
things. As long as all the properties of matter remain the same, and are gov-
erned by the same laws, no modification which those laws may produce in
the concrete bodies surrounding us is a change in the constitution of things.
Consequently I do not admit that we believe that “while the present consti-
tution of things lasts night will invariably precede day”.8 It will only do so if
the sun continues to give light, and if no other body of a similar nature
comes into our region, or we into its region, of the universe. Night, though
an invariable, is not an unconditional antecedent of day.

4. You say “As soon as we find that night can for a time exist without
producing day, we perceive that it cannot be the cause of day.”® Then sun-
rise is not the cause of day either; for the actual sunrise has taken place for
some time without producing day, viz. the time necessary for a ray of light
to travel over the intervening distance.

5. You say “if the whole aggregate antecedents are the cause of any
effect, then, as at each instant the whole antecedents are the same at every
point of space, the effects should be everywhere the same.”® This, I think,
you will see, is an oversight. The whole antecedents are not the same at every
point of space; for, the antecedent condition of an effect is not the mere
happening of an event somewhere, but its happening in a certain degree
of proximity to the scene of the effect; and antecedents of this sort cannot
be the same for any two points of space.

I throw out these remarks merely as matter for your own mind to work
on. If they do nothing else, they will suggest answers from your point of
view, and will help to render your side of the argument more complete.

It is unlucky that your visit to England should have occurred while we
are away; for we shall not have returned by the time you mention, and I fear
you are not likely to visit this side of the Channel before you recross the
Atlantic: otherwise you would be warmly welcomed at our little place. Does

6. Logic, Book I1I, chap. v.

7. Ibid., Book III, chap. v, sec. 5 (p. 378 in 1865 ed.).

8. Hazard, p. 44.

9. The privately printed version of Hazard’s letter probably read thus; in the pub-
lished edition, cf. p. 46.

10. Hazard, p. 56.
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the notice prefixed to your printed letter include me? if so, I will return it
through Messrs Baring.
Iam Dear Sir
ever yours sincerely

J.S. ML
R. G. Hazard Esq.

1006. TO JOHN MILLS?

Avignon
November 16, 1866.

DEAR SIR,—I have only just received your letter of the 15th in reply of
mine. Your pamphlet? reached me by the same post, my answer is therefore
too late for the purpose for which you requested it. I am the more sorry for
this, as you have thought it right to mention in a note that you had been told
I had changed the opinion which you quoted from the last edition of my
“Political Economy”,? and I should have been glad if you had mentioned
such a statement, you should have been able to contradict it. I hold to the
passage you quoted in every respect; it still expresses my opinion as correctly
as it did when I first wrote it.
I am faithfully

J.S. MLL

1007. TO THOMAS HARE1!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 18. 1866
DEAR MR HARE

I have been in debt to you for two letters, I am ashamed to think how long:
but when one is as busy as I am, and has also so many letters to write, the

1. MS not located. Published in John Mills’s From Tinder-Box to the “Larger” Light
(Manchester, 1899), pp. 302-303.

John Mills (1821-1896), banker.

2. The Bank Charter Act and the late Panic. A paper read before . . . the National
Social Science Association at Manchester, Oct. 5, 1866. With notes added (London,
1866). For a brief summary, see NAPSS, Transactions 1866 (London, 1867), p. 761.

3. Mills had written (p. 11): “In the case of the Bank Act, however, it has been
forcibly argued by Mr. John Stuart Mill that this authorized departure from the letter
of the Act in times of crisis is in reality a more effectual carrying out of its spirit.” Then
Mills cites this passage from JSM: “The opportune relief thus afforded to credit . . . and
almost all the losses and failures attended on it are consummated.” (Pol. Econ. [6th
ed.], Book ITI, chap. 24, sec. 4.) In a footnote on pp. 18-19 Mills defended his citing of
the passage from JSM, on the ground that he had quoted from the latest edition of the
Pol. Econ.

* # & =

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.
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friends one values most are apt to be last served, if there is nothing in their
letters requiring to be answered immediately. You, also, have been working
bard, and with great efficiency, for and at the Social Science meeting.2 The
ignorance of the very A B C of the subject which was shewn by the speakers
on the other side, struck me even in the newspaper reports, and your letter
shews that this ignorance is accompanied by a false opinion of knowledge.
Lord Robert Montagu’s® confounding your plans with the mode of election
which is of all others most different from it, and most opposed to its principle,
is very illustrative of the manner in which English politicians, especially of
his class, make themselves acquainted with new ideas. They just snatch up
some one feature—in this case, the voting for many candidates instead of
only two—and then fancy they are masters of the whole thing. What T most
want to say to you is this: There will, in all probability, be a Tory Reform
Bill, and whatever may be its quality, no moving of amendments or raising
of new points will in the case of a Tory bill be regarded by Liberals as ob-
structiveness, or as damaging the cause. Then will be the very time to bring
forward and get discussed, everything which we think ought to be put into a
good Reform Bill. I am anxious, therefore, to hear what, in your opinion,
would be the best way of bringing your plan before the House in the ap-
proaching session. Perhaps the mode you mention, that of moving for a
Committee, would do best; for as Disraeli will be glad to curry a little favour
with the independent liberals, and not sorry to gain a little time, we have
more chance of getting our Committee, than perhaps we should at a future
time. If a Committee is granted, we will get Fawcett and any other friends
put on it, and I will devote myself as much as I am able to working it, and
extorting a real discussion of the plan from the witnesses. If you think this
the best way, should the motion be for a Committee on your plan alone,
or on representation of minorities generally?

I suppose you saw in how excellent a way Lord Hobart returned to the
subject in his article on Bribery in the November M*Millan.* Mr Schuyler®
says in a letter I have just received from him, “I have been carefully reading

2. At the tenth annual meeting of NAPSS, held Oct. 3-10, at Manchester, Hare
delivered the papers, “What conditions or limitations ought to be imposed upon the
power of disposing in perpetuity of Property, Real or Personal, for charitable or other
Purposes?” and “A grouping of Parliamentary Electors that combines a Just and Equal
Distribution of Seats, and the Free Expression both of Individual and Public Opinion,
with the smallest degree of Disturbance from Corrupt Influences.” He also participated
in the discussions on these papers and on one on middle-class education. See NAPSS,
Transactions 1866 (London, 1867), pp. 189-94, 202-208, 265-76, 403—404.

3. Lord Robert Montagn (1825-1902), independent and controversial politician,
conservative MP for Huntingdonshire, 1859-74, and for Westmeath, 1874-88. Monta-
gu’s contribution to the discussion on plural voting will be found in Transactions of
NAPSS, 1866, p. 271-72.

4. “Bribery at Elections,” Macmiilan’s, XV (Nov., 1866), 14-21. For Lord Hobart’s
remarks on Hare’s plan, see pp. 20-21.

5. George L. Schuyler. See Letter 978.
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Mr Hare’s book, and yours on Representative Government. For our country,
1 think Mr Hare’s plan would have to be modified so far as to confine the
choice of members to districts of the country, like our present congressional
districts—perhaps to States—and this because of the great extent of our
country and the sparse population of most parts of it—" (He probably
means that the people do not know the notabilities of any State not their
own)—*“Otherwise I can see no drawback to all the advantages it un-
doubtedly would give. I shall do what I can to bring it into public notice at
home.”
With our kind regards
I am Dear Mr Hare
Ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

1008. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 21. 1866
DEAR SIR

My daughter, from whom you have already more than once accepted
articles, has written one on the claim of women in independent circum-
stances to the suffrage,? which she sends by this post and places at the ser-
vice of the Westminster Review if you are disposed to insert it. It is written,
as you will see, with a practical object, to aid the parliamentary movement
which will probably be made in the next session, and it takes, therefore,
mainly the constitutional ground and that of analogy to English institutions,
taking only incidental notice of the broader and higher principles on which
the claim may be rested. It is desirable that the article, if accepted, should
be in the January number, as the number following may perhaps be too
late for the immediate occasion. Iam

Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. MiLL
Dr Chapman

1. MS at Canberra.

2. “The Ladies’ Petition. Petition presented to the House of Commons by Mr. J.
Stuart Mill, June 7th, 1866, WR, n.s. XXXI (Jan., 1867), 63-79, reprinted, with
Helen's name, as The Claim of Englishwomen to the Suffrage Constitutionally Con-
sidered (London, 1867). The article begins by discussing the petition, submitted by
JSM on June 7, to Parliament, on women’s voting rights in relation to property. See
Letter 958.
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1009. TO ROBERT WERE FOX1

Saint Véran, Avignon
Nov. 23, 1866
DEAR SIr

On returning home the other day, I regretted to find that you and your
ladies,? after taking the trouble to come, and staying some time for the pur-
pose of seeing me, had gone away disappointed: I should certainly have
made an attempt to find you before you left Avignon, if it had not been
already too late. The recollections left by my former intercourse with your
family are too pleasant for me not to have pleasure in reviving them. I was
sorry to hear that your visit to the South was for the sake of Miss Caroline’s
health—I hope only by way of precaution. The winter climate of the South
East of France is, I think, excellent for chronic weakness or delicacy, but
inferior to many other of the resorts of invalids in case of actual disease,
either pulmonary or bronchial: and whenever there is any facility in taking
cold, great care is required. But Hyeres, in the opinion of medical men, has
in a less degree than Nice the defects which are common to both. At all
events it will have, in your case, the advantage of being a very complete
change; for the type of its climate is the very opposite of that of Cornwall.

I am afraid we shall have left this place for England before you turn your
faces homeward; but either in England or here I should always be happy to
see you, or to serve you in any way in my power. Iam

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML

1010. TO HERBERT SPENCER1

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec. 1. 1866.
DEAR SIR

Dr Cazelles,? a very intelligent medical man, residing at St. Giles, near
the mouth of the Rhone, who has translated (excellently well, as far I am

1. MS in 1944 in the possession of Mr. W. H. Browning. London. Envelope ad-
dressed: Monsieur Robert Were Fox / Poste Restante / Hyéres / Var. Postmark:
AVIGNON / 24 NOV/66.

Robert Were Fox (1789-1877), scientific writer. See Earlier Letters, pp. 425, 436.

2. Anna Maria Fox (1816-1897), and Caroline Fox (1819-1871). See Earlier
Letters, p. 425. :

*# % % =
1. MS copy at Northwestern.
2. Emile Honoré Cazelles (1831-1907), physician and government administrator,
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competent to judge) one of the principal writings of Moleschott,? and has
just finished translating my book on Hamilton, proposes, if you will give
him permission, to translate your First Principles, and your Psychology. His
ultimate scheme is rather an extensive one—to publish in French the whole
series of the Association Psychologists, from Hartley downwards, beginning
with you and Bain: and he has the consent of Germer Bailli¢re, the pub-
lisher of the series of Philosophie Contemporaine, to publish translations of
Bain and you by Dr Cazelles. I have formed a very favourable idea of his
capacity; his philosophical opinions are completely of the Experience school,
and I know by my own case that he does not linger over what he undertakes,
but sets about it with a will, and gets through it. Dr Cazelles means to write
to you himself, and will most likely send you his translation of Moleschott.
Unless you have already some competent person in view, I do not think you
would be likely to regret having accepted Dr Cazelles’ proposal.

I am Dear Sir
ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL
Herbert Spencer, Esq.

1011. TO JOHN CHAPMAN?!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec.2.1866
DEAR SIR

Many thanks for your letter. My daughter intended all along to insert a
heading in the proof.2 She had some thought of heading the article with the
Report of the General Committee of Petitions in which the Ladies’ Petition
was printed: but we have not the series of those Reports by us, and we do
not know which of them is the one that contains it.

I am sorry to hear that you are in any difficulty about the Review, and
should be very glad to hear further about it. Knowing how little support there
is for a Review of advanced opinions, I have always thought it eminently

translator of JSM’s Hamilton, The Subjection of Women, Three Essays on Religion,
and the Autobiography, as well as of works by Spencer, Bain. and Grote.
3. Cazelles translated Jacob Moleschott’s Der Kreislauf des Lebens . . . as La Circu-
lation de la Vie . . . (Paris, 1866).
O
1. MS at Indiana.
2. For heading used, see Letter 1008, n. 2.
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honourable to you that you should have been able to carry it on for so many
years, and to make it as good as it has been through all that time. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours
J.S.MiLL
Dr Chapman
1012. TO GEORGE GROTE!
Slaint] V[éran]
Dec. 2, 1866

My DEAR GROTE—I am very happy that you think my objection to being
proposed for the Senate fair & reasonable. With regard to Spencer,? Bain’s
judgment will be a great help to you in the matter. I have not seen very much
of Spencer, but what I have seen adds to the favourable side of the impression
his writings make on me. I am not inclined, from anything I know, to con-
sider him as on the whole disposed to magnify his differences from others
whose philosophical opinions are allied to his own. He did so in the case
of Comte, whom he knew very imperfectly. But in his controversies with me®
it is rather I who have magnified the differences, & he who has extenuated
them. With regard to his reputation, no doubt it has not yet reached its
height, but it is constantly growing. His is the rising philosophical name at
the present & will probably stand very high ten years hence—+& it is rather
with a view to the future than to the present that additional thought is wanted
in the Senate.

I have read several of the attacks on the Council about Martineau* with
much disgust at their extreme unfairness. There was, however, in the Morning
Star of Nov 28t a leading article on the subject,® as good & as much to the
point as if it had been written by one of ourselves. In case you have not seen
it, I inclose the article. Though the writer has evidently seen my letter to
Martineau, I have no idea who he is. It may be the editor, Mr. Justin
MeCarthy,® who, judging from two articles which he wrote [long?] ago in

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Grote’s letter of Nov. 30 to which this is
a reply. Part published in Elliot, IT, 71-72.

2. See Letter 1004, n. 4.

3. See Letter 293.

4. See Letters 967 and 1004. For one such attack see “Mr. Martineau and University
College,” SR, XXTI (Dec. 1, 1866), 672.

5. Morning Star, Nov. 28, 1866, p. 4.

6. Justin McCarthy (1830-1912), journalist and politician, from 1864 to 1868
editor-in-chief of the Morning Star.
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the W.R., on Voltaire & on Buckle,” is a man of very considerable ability
& very good opinions.

1013. TO ALEXANDER VANCE!

Avignon
Dec. 2, 1866
Sir

I am obliged to you for your book. I have not had time to read more than
the Introduction, but that is enough to convince me that your idea is a good
one, and that you have done a useful thing. Iam Sir

Yours very sincerely

J.S. ML
Alex. Vance Esq.

1014. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec. 6. 1866
DEAR SIR

My daughter has put a heading to the article,? and returns the corrected
proof to your address by this post. She would be much obliged to you if you
would allow twelve separate copies to be made up (at her expense) and
sent to her here, as early as convenient.

Iam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MLL
Dr. Chapman

7. “Voltaire’s Romances and their Moral,” WR, n.s. XIX (April, 1861), 363-80, and
“Mr. Buckle’s History of Civilisation in England,” WR, n.s. XX (July, 1861), 187-207.
* # % =

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Sanders and Co., booksellers, Oxford.

Vance has not otherwise been identified than as the author of Romantic Episodes of
Chivalrie and Mediaeval France (London, 1862), and The Authorized Version of the
Old Testament Scriptures Harmonized (London, 1864).

*+ # % *

1. MS at LSE. 2. See Letter 1008, n. 2.
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1015. TO THOMAS HUGHES!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec. 18. 1866
DEeAR MR HUGHES

The idea of exhibiting in detail the practical need of reform, and answering
the objections to it, in a volume of short essays,? seems to me a very good
one. If as well executed throughout, as from the persons engaged in it, some
parts of it are sure to be, there is reason to hope that it will not only help
Parliamentary Reform in the coming session, but will also hoist the flag of a
future party of practical reformers, in anticipation of the time for following
Parliamentary Reform to its consequences. It is impossible, however, that I
should write anything for the collection, as I have work in hand that will
require all my time up to the opening of Parliament.

With regard to the two departments for which I am asked to recommend
writers, No 4 of the A series will, I think require to be divided. For Poor
Law and Sanitary Reform, Mr Chadwick is the right person, if he can be
prevailed on: if not, he is the person most competent to recommend some
one else. For Municipal Reform, I should propose my constituent M- James
Beal, who has paid great attention to the subject, and understands it well: or,
failing him, perhaps Mr Horton.? 9 C, “the House of Commons and Taxa-
tion”, I think I would omit altogether. There is no longer much to complain
of in the conduct of the House of Commons, under the guidance of Mr
Gladstone, on this subject; and any one who took it up with that idea, would
probably do so on the wrong principles of the Liverpool Financial Associa-
tion.* The worst things the House of Commons is now chargeable with on
the subject of taxation, are the non-extension of the Probate Duty to real
property, and the levying of the Succession Duty, in case of settled property,
on the life interest only: and these points, I think, would come in better, a
propos of something else.

1. MS in the Thomas W. Hughes Collection of the William Allen White Library,
Emporia, Kansas. One excerpt published in Edward C. Mack and W. H. G. Armytage,
Thomas Hughes (London, 1952), p. 150.

2. The project seems not to have been carried out.

3. George Horton, in 1866 a junior clerk of the General Register Office, author of
The Municipal Government of the Metropolis (London, 1865).

4. The Liverpool Financial Reform Association, of which Robertson Gladstone,
brother of W. E. Gladstone, was a leading member, advocated these objects: “1. To use
all lawful and constitutional means of inducing the most rigid economy in the expendi-
ture of government, consistent with due efficiency in the several departments of the
public service. 2. To advocate the adoption of a simple and equitable system of direct
taxation, fairly levied upon property and income, in lieu of the present unequal, com-

licated, and expensively collected duties upon commodities.” Economist, Sept. 30,
1848, p. 1111.



1222 To George Grote Letter 1016

No 1 of the B series, which was destined for me, would be an excellent
subject for Mr Goldwin Smith.

I think you would find Professor Cliffe Leslic a valuable coadjutor. He is
an excellent popular expositor of scientific thought, one of our best political
economists, and has thought much and well on several of the proposed sub-

jects, the land laws being one.
If T think of anything else worth writing, T will write again. I am
Dear Mr Hughes
very truly yours
J. 8. MiLL

1016. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Dec. 25. 1866
MY DEAR GROTE

I am much obliged to you for giving me the history of the struggle which
ended in the appointment of Robertson.? “Those who exerted themselves to
get the professorship suppressed because their candidate was rejected, have
certainly given their measure by it, and a very wretched one it is.”® As Helen
said when she read your letter, it is like the Judgment of Solomon: we see on
which side the real case for the institution and for the subject is; for there
is probably not one of us who would not have voted for Martineau rather
than lose the professorship altogether. I am truly happy that you were suffi-
ciently well supported to avert either result.

I do not know whether the younger men are, as you think, inferior to
those who were formed between 1820 and 1832; it is hardly possible to
judge until they shew what they are when they reach the same age, for the

1. MS at Brit. Mus. On verso in another hand [Mrs Grote’s 7: J.S.Mill / 25 Decr /
1866 / are the men of this time inferior to 1820-1832 / G.G. “yes” / J.S.M. doubtful. /
(Judgement of Solomon / good suggestion of / H. Taylor). In reply to Grote’s of
Dec. 13, of which Mrs. Grote prints extracts, Life, pp. 282-83.

2. To the professorship of moral philosophy at University College (see Letters 967,
1004, and 1012). Grote had written: *I, for my part, expected that we should be beaten:
and we only escaped adjournment by the casting vote of Belper. After that, Robertson
was appointed, by a majority of 8 against 6.

“This decision has been the means of preserving the Chair from being suppressed.

_“If the appointment had been deferred for another month, we should have had inces-
sant agitation during the interval, and the matter would infallibly have ended in a com-
promise, suppressing the Chair outright” (p. 282).

3. Mrs. Grote omits the quotation marks, thereby attributing the sentence to JSSM
rather than to her husband (p. 283). She also omits the sentence from her version of
Grote’s letter.
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more various culture of more recent times causes people to ripen slowly.
We must not forget either, that your experience and mine of the older set
includes the very best of them—those who were formed under the Benthamic
influence. There was, in general, Kimmerean darkness then, beyond the
region to which that influence, directly or indirectly, extended.

I have got through fully three fourths of the revision of the Hamilton for
the new edition. I have corrected some minor matters; but the wish you ex-
pressed, on Hamilton’s account, that some one might be able to clear him
from a part of the inconsistencies and other errors laid to his charge, has not
been realized to the extent that might reasonably have been expected.
Mansel,® in particular, is perpetually crying out that I have misunderstood
Hamilton, but the points on which he makes out even a plausible case of
misunderstanding are extremely few and small. Some of the new matter I
have inserted will, I think, add to the intrinsic value of the book, indepen-
dently of repelling objections.

Among the books I have had occasion to read in connexion with the
subject is one lately published by Chapman and Hall, called “Inquisitio
Philosophica, an Examination of the Principles of Kant and Hamilton by
M.P.W. Bolton,”® which is on our side, and attacks Mansel, and which I
think you would like very much. The writer is a scholar, well read in the
history of philosophy as well as in philosophy itself, is particularly good at
stating correctly and clearly both sides of a case, and though he does not
always profess to decide between them, shews plainly enough that he holds
with the inductive school, both in their philosophy and in its consequences.
I have mentioned his book to Bain.

In referring to the article in the Westminster, on Hamilton and me,” am
I at liberty to speak of it, either directly or by a circumlocution, as yours, or,
as attributed to you? Unless you would rather I did not, I should like to be
allowed to do so, not only on account of the value of your expressed approval
of the book, but for the sake of the opportunity of expressing my sense of
that value.

I hope Aristotle® is profiting by the termination of your troublesome and
anxious contest.

With our kind regards to Mrs Grote, who I hope is now quite recovered,
Iam

my dear Grote
ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

4. The 3rd ed., 1867. 5. See Letter 906, n. 2. 6. London, 1866.

7. See Letter 891, n. 4.

8. Grote’s Aristotle, ed. by A. Bain and G. C. Robertson, was published posthumously
(2 vols., London, 1872), and reviewed by JSM (see Letter 1706, n. 5).



1224 To Edwin Chadwick Letter 1017
1017. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1

S[aint] V{éran}
Dec. 29. 1866

DEaRr CHADWICK—Let me begin by requesting you to thank Miss Chadwick
very heartily from me for the trouble she took in writing to me as your rep-
resentative. I am extremely sorry for the cause which rendered her aid
necessary; most of all on your own account. The loss of what you would
have written & done during the interval is also much to be regretted, but on
the whole you, like myself, have had less than the average share of inter-
ruption in your work from ill health.

I have, as you know, always agreed with you as to the importance of in-
troducing military drill into schools, though I should be a little frightened
at it if I thought it would do what in your present paper? you say it sometimes
does—make the majority of the boys wish to be soldiers. There can be no
doubt also that by this means the purposes of an efficient reserve would be
attained without either the expense, the loss of productive power, or any
other of the evil consequences of increased armaments. But for that very
reason it will not be listened to by any of the Continental governments except
possibly Italy. Those governments do not want a real defensive force; they
want an aggressive force; they want to have the very largest body of adult
soldiers ready for service anywhere, whom they can afford to pay, & your
arguments will be of no avail except to the French & Prussian liberals to use,
against their governments. In that respect they may be very useful & I think
copies might usefully be sent to the Temps newspaper, to Jules Favre,? Jules
Simon, Carnot,* Garnier Pages,® Lanjuinais,® &c. and to Twesten,” Schultze-
Delitsch,® Jacobi,? & any other of the best liberals in the French & Prussian

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in part in Elliot, II, 72-73. In reply to
letter of Dec. 25, MS at Johns Hopkins, written for Chadwick by his daughter Marion
(1844-1928).

2. An address before NAPSS on Feb. 1, 1867, “Education of the Young for Military
Service.” Excerpts from it are reprinted in Benjamin W. Richardson, The Health of
Nations, vol. 1, pp. 201-21. The address is not listed in Finer’s bibliography of
Chadwick.

3. Gabriel Claude Jules Favre (1809-1880), lawyer, republican politician.

4. Lazare Hippolyte Carnot (1801-1888), politician, minister for instruction in the
provisional government of 1848.

5. Louis Antoine Garnier-Pages (1803-1878), liberal politician and writer.

6. Victor Lanjuinais.

7. Karl Twesten (1820-1870), Prussian politician. In 1866, a co-founder of the
National Liberal Party.

8. Herman Schulze-Delitzsch.

9. Sic. Johann Jacoby (1805-1877), Prussian liberal politician.
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chambers. It was a good idea sending a proof to M. Wolowski® for the
Institute & if you were to give him a copy for M. Rouher!! there might be
a chance of Rouher’s reading it. The idea of employing soldiers in civil work
is not new in France, & it has been much discussed. You will find many minds
prepared for it. I do not at present see any service that I can be of in the
matter, at least by writing. I do not understand military subjects & can carry
no authority upon them. But I will most willingly move for your paper &
may take that opportunity of speaking my mind on the matter as a question
of education.’? Hoping for a better account of you before long Iam

10. Louis Francois Michel Raymond Wolowski (1810-1876), French economist,
journalist, and politician. From 1855 a member of the Institute.

11. Bugéne Rouher (1814-1884), statesman, bonapartist. From 1849 served French
governments in many capacities.

12. No record has been found of JSM’s discussion of military drill and education.
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1018. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan.1. 1867
DEAR SIR

I am most desirous to find out what can be done to relieve you and the
Review from your present difficulties.> Besides the importance of the Re-
view to the friends of progress, you have a very strong personal claim on
them, not only by what you are likely to do, but by what you have already
done. Any help in my own power to give, would go but a little way: and un-
fortunately my personal connexion does not lie among monied people. Most
of my radical allies in the House of Commons who are men of wealth, and
who are chiefly Yorkshire and Lancashire manufacturers,? care for little ex-
cept practical matters and politics: the most characteristic feature of the West-
minster Review, its freedom of speculation in religion and philosophy, would
rather be distasteful than a recommendation to most of them; while many
who like this, do not like its radicalism. I do not know whether there
is any other M.P. except Mr Stansfeld,* whom there would be any use
in taking into our councils. Him you probably know. The only other per-
sons I can think of to consult with are Mr Grote and Mr Herbert Spencer.
With both of these, however, it is likely that you are already in communica-
tion. If you give me permission to consult with them and with Mr Stansfeld,
I will write to these three, and will inclose to Mr Grote your letter to me, with
a request to pass it on. In the meanwhile, if I think of anything else, I will
write to you again; and I hope you will mention to me anything that occurs
to yourself,

Iam Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S. MiLL
Dr Chapman

1. MS at Indiana.

2. On the current financial difficulties of the WR, see also Letters 1019, 1021, 1024,
1026, 1035, 1045.

3. Among the most prominent of these were Thomas Barnes (b.1813), MP for
Bolton, 1852-57, 1861-68; Thomas Bazley, MP for Manchester; Edmund Potter, MP
for Carlisle; and Thomas Bayley Potter, MP for Rochdale.

4. James Stansfeld, MP for Halifax.
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1019. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!1

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 8. 1867.
DEAR SIR

I have received your second letter,2 and require a little more time to con-
sider what is best to be done. In the meantime there are two questions I
should like to ask. The first is—Is it in your opinion undesirable, or would it
be disagreeable to you, that I should consult on the subject with Mr Herbert
Spencer? or do you merely think that it would be of no use? The other point
is this. There is one essential element of the question about which I should
certainly be asked by every person to whom I might speak on the subject;
the present pecuniary position of the Review. What is now its sale? and do
the proceeds suffice to pay the actual expenses, or is there a fresh deficit every
quarter, to be added to the debt against which you and the Review are now
struggling? If you will do me the favour to answer these questions, I will then
write to you again without delay. Iam

Dear Sir
yours very truly
J.S.MLL
Dr Chapman
1020. TO JOHN TULLOCH!
Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 9. 1867
DEAR SIR

I duly received your kind note, as well as the Essays,? about which I hope
in two or three days to be able to write to you.

I propose leaving London by a night train on the 30** which will bring me
to St Andrews some time in the forenoon of the 31#;3 and leaving again on

1. MS at Indiana. 2. See preceding Letter.

* # #* »

1. MS in the possession of Professor Joseph Hamburger of Yale University.

2. Submitted in a competition for a prize of £25, for the best essay on a topic in
philosophy. JSM, as had his predecessor, donated the money, and acted as judge. For
details, see Anna Jean Mill, “The First Ornamental Rector at St Andrews University:
John Stuart Mill,” Scotrish Historical Review, XLIII (Oct., 1964), 13144,

3. JSM delivered his Inaugural Address as Rector on Friday, Feb. 1, 1867.
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Saturday afternoon or evening; and I shall have great pleasure in accepting
your kind invitation. I am
Dear Sir
yours very truly

J. S. MiLL
Rev. Principal Tulloch

1021. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 13. 1867
DEAR SIR

As you kindly leave the question of consulting with Mr Spencer? to my
judgment, I will do so or not as it may seem to me, from future circumstances,
advisable. Mr Octavius Smith® I am not acquainted with, and have no direct
access to. Indeed I am acquainted with very few monied people, well affected
to the principles of the Review. Do you know Mr P.A. Taylor? and what
should you think about my consulting with him?

In any case, I think it advisable not to attempt doing anything by letter
but to wait for personal communication. And I am not hopeful about doing
much, depending, as I must, on only one or two people for not only sub-
scribing themselves, but getting subscriptions from others. What occurs to
me in the meantime is this. One of your ideas was to raise £ 600 on a mort-
gage of the Review for five years, on condition that repayment should com-
mence then, at £ 100 a year. If you are inclined to try this as an immediate
answer, I would propose to take the mortgage myself, without interest. This
would enable you to get rid of the pressing demands; to save something (I
suppose) in interest; and we should have two years before us in which to
look out for the remaining £ 500, besides the chances of an increase of your
practice in that time.

That is glorious news about diabetes.* If you can even occasjonally cure
such an intractable and fatal disease by your remedy, you will surely end by
having a great practice. That you will leave a great name behind you as an
alleviator of suffering and an improver of the medical art, is now, I think,
almost certain,

1. MS at Indiana. 2. See Letters 1018 and 1019.

3. Octavius Henry Smith (1796-1871), wealthy distiller, uncle of Florence Nightin-
gale. For Chapman’s previous dealings with Smith, see Gordon S. Haight, George Eliot
and John Chapman (New Haven, 1940).

4. Another cure for the spinal bag. See Letter 751, and Haight, p. 114,
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I shall remain here till the 24" of January, and therefore letters can safely
be addressed to me here until the 2279, T am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. MiLL
Is it any secret who wrote the article “Social Reform in England”?®

1022. TO GUSTAVE D'EICHTHAL1

Saint Véran, Avignon
le 17 janvier 1867
MoN cHER D’EICHTHAL

Je vous remercie bien de Penvoi du journal contenant la prédication du
P. Hyacinthe.? Je suis bien aise d’avoir eu un échantillon de ce prédicateur,
quoique cet échantillon ne m’ait pas donné de lui une haute idée. Quant 2 la
question de la population, je suis heureux de voir que vous et moi sommes si
parfaitement d’accord la-dessus.

Le réglement du nombre d’enfants dans les familles me parait, comme 2
vous, aussi important au point de vue de la moralité qu’au point de vue
économique, et méme, dans les circonstances actuelles de ’humanité bien
davantage; car d’un cdté le grand accroissement de la richesse, et de I'autre
c6té I'habitude croissante de I'émigration ont fort atténué I'importance de la
question de la population économiquement parlant.

Je compte étre a Paris pendant quelques heures le 26 janvier, et jirai bien
certainement vous trouver chez vous dans le courant de la journée probable-
ment vers midi ou une heure. Je vous prie de la part de ma fille de remercier
Madame et Mademoiselle d’Eichthal de leur aimable offre, dont elle serait
trés heureuse de profiter si notre séjour a Paris devait étre un peu plus pro-
longé: mais ce séjour n’étant habituellement que d’une seule journée entre
deux voyages, ma fille ’emploie le plus souvent au repos.

Croyez, mon cher d’Eichthal, toujours votre bien dévoué

J.S. ML

5. “Social Reform in England,” WR, n.s. XXXI (Jan., 1867), 150-71. The author
has not been identified.

* % * =

1. MS at Arsenal. Published in part in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp. 209-10.

2. Charles Loyson (1827-1912), known as Pére Hyacinthe, eloquent liberal preacher
and member of the Carmelite order. Later involved in controversy, Loyson was dis-
missed from the priesthood and excommunicated. D’Eichthal had probably sent one of
P. Hyacinthe’s discourses delivered at Notre Dame entitled “De la société domestique
dans le plan général de la société humaine” and “De la société conjugale, base de la
société domestique,” published in Revue des Cours Littéraires de la France et de
L’Etranger, IV (Dec. 8 and 15, 1866), 17-24 and 40-46.
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1023, TO W. L. (JOHNS?)1

Avignon
Jan. 22. 1867
DEAR SIR

I have had the honour of receiving your communication of Oct. 21 on the
subject of your plan for promoting a large emigration from Great Britain to
New South Wales. I have, as you are aware, strongly advocated a national
scheme of self-supporting emigration,? based on the fund derived from the
sale of waste lands in the Australian colonies: but, in the plan I proposed, no
expense, beyond a temporary advance, would have been incurred by the
mother country. In the present altered state of the labour market in Great
Britain and Ireland, occasioned by the great increase of spontaneous emigra-
tion, our politicians have grown more afraid of under than of over population;
and I am convinced that no scheme for aiding emigration at the public ex-
pense would now be listened to. Whatever is done to promote emigration to
Australia, must now be done from the Australian side: and your plan might
very properly engage the consideration of the Colonial Governments. Of the
particular machinery which you propose, I cannot be so capable of judging,
as those on your side of the water. ~

I am Dear Sir
Yours very faithfully

J.S. MiLL
W. L. (Johns?) Esq.

1024. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath Park
Jan. 29. 1867
DEAR SIR

I inclose a Draft of a mortgage deed,? prepared by my Solicitor.? It was
drawn up without any reference to the former deed, and he has made it
longer and (it seems to me) somewhat less clear than the former one, which
I return herewith. Perhaps you will kindly look at the Draft, and return it to
me with any remarks or suggestions which occur to you, between this and the
5t of February, on which day I shall return here from St Andrews. Please

1. MS in the Mitchell Library, Sydney.
The name of the recipient is not clear, and he has not been identified.
2. See Pol. Econ., Book V, chap. x1, sec. 14.

%+ % % *

1. MS at LSE. 2. See Letter 1021. 3. See Letter 840, n. 3.
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fill up in the manner most convenient to yourself the dates which are left in
blank.

I am sorry that I have not the smallest or most indirect knowledge of any
one of the Directors of the Mutual Life Assurance Society. I could perhaps
(if it would be of any use) get at their medical officer, Dr Brinton,* who 1
hope is not the one whose death makes the vacancy. With your professional
claims, and such testimonials, you ought to have a good chance. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. MiLL

1025. TO SPENCER H. WALPOLE1

Blackheath Park
Jan. 29. 1867
MY DEAR SIR

On arriving from abroad I found the communication which you have done
me the great honour of addressing to me on the subject of the intended Royal
Commission of Inquiry into the questions connected with Trades Unions.2
The importance of such an inquiry cannot be overrated; and that you should
wish to include me in the number of those to whom it is to be entrusted,
would be of itself a proof of your desire that it should be so conducted as to
do complete justice to the artisans’ side of the question, equally with that of
the employers.

Were the inquiry by a Committee of the House of Commons (though a
much less efficient mode of investigation) or were its operations likely to be
terminated within the Parliamentary season, I should feel bound in duty to
accept the honourable office of taking a share in them. It is, however, next to
certain that the proceedings of the Commission not only cannot be concluded
before the end of the session, but will be carried on with much greater activity

4. William Brinton (1823-1867), well-known physician and physiologist. He had
died on Jan. 17, and Chapman was probably seeking appointment to his post.
% % #* @

1. MS at LSE.

Walpole was then Home Secretary.

2. As a result of a gunpowder explosion in a non-unionist’s house in Sheffield in
Oct., 1866, and of other signs of difficulty among the unions, a Royal Commission was
appointed in Feb., 1867, to report on all matters related to trades unions. The Commis-
sion met frequently between Feb., 1867, and Dec., 1869, when it issued its eleventh and
final report. For details, see Sidney and Beatrice Webb, The History of Trade Unionism
(London, 1911), chap. v, and G. D. H. Cole, A Short History of the British Working-
Class Movement (London, 1947), chap. v., sec. 2.
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during the recess. And it is extremely important to me to preserve the smaller
half of the year for occupations, other than political, which I do not think
it right to abandon; while I have a strong conviction that to pass some months
of every year in the South is essential to the preservation of my health.

It seems to me, also, that the greater part (at least in discussions) of the
investigations of the Commission will be of a quasi-judicial character, for
which I am not aware that I have any special aptitude. If I could be of use, it
would rather be in drawing conclusions from the evidence when taken, than
in helping to take it. There are others whose presence in the Commission
would be, as much as mine, a guarantee to the working classes that justice
would be done to their opinions and objects: for instance, Mr Fawcett,? who
has made the subject one of his chief studies, who knows the workmen’s side
of the question (we all know the other side) and who is much trusted by
them.

You are very fortunate in the President you have obtained for the Com-
mission.* It is sure to do much good; and though I am not able to accept a
place in it, no one will more heartily rejoice if its inquiries lead to more
correct opinions or improved legislation on so vital a subject, and no one will
join more cordially in applauding and thanking the present Government for
every step they take in that direction. T am

my dear Sir
very sincerely and respectfully yours
J. S. ML
The Right Honourable
S. H. Walpole, M.P.
&c &c
1026. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!
Blackheath Park
Feb. 6. 1867

DEAR SIR

I will direct my solicitor to make the alterations you suggest, and to prepare
the deed for signature without loss of time.? My solicitor says the mortgage
should be registered at Stationer’s Hall, which he undertakes to see done.

3. Neither Fawcett nor JSM became a member of the Commission.

4. Sir William Erle (1793-1880), barrister, had just retired in 1866 as Lord Chief
Justice of Common Pleas. He later wrote The Law relating to Trades’ Unions (London,
1868).

* # # =

1. MS at Canberra. 2. See Letters 1021 and 1024.
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In your note to my daughter concerning the reprint of her article® you
were kind enough to say that you had made an arrangement with Mr Triibner.
My daughter thanks you very much for the trouble you have taken, and
would be glad to know more exactly what the arrangement was, and also
whether the printing, paper, &c. are to be paid for to Mr Triibner, or to
whom else, as she wishes to pay for them at once. She would like to have
twenty copies sent to her here.

I met with an interesting coincidence with your pathological speculations
the other day on the part of an intelligent and philosophic medical man in
the South of France. He has not had any cholera patients, but had made up
his mind, if he had to treat them on the same principle as you, that of draw-
ing away the congested blood from the spinal region—only he had not
thought of the ice plan, but meant to do it by introducing atropine in the
subcutaneous region, which he has found in other cases to be a means of
producing that particular effect on the bodily economy. I am Dear Sir

very truly yours

J. S. MiLL
Dr Chapman

1027. TO ARNOLD RUGE!

Febr. 7, 1867
DEAR SIR,

The historical fragments left by Mr. Buckle, and which my daughter (not
myself) is engaged in editing, have been in part published in Fraser’s Maga-
zine for this month.? More will probably be printed hereafter in a small octavo
volume.® I need hardly say that my daughter would most gladly do what she
could to promote any wishes of yours with regard to them.* And if you have
Mrs. Allat’s® consent, without which of course we should not be justified in

3. See Letter 1008.

*® % # =

1. MS not located. Published in Arnold Ruges Briefwechsel und Tagebuchbliitter
aus den Jahren 1825-1880, ed. Paul Nerrlich (2 vols., Berlin, 1886), I, 291-92,

2. “Fragment on the Reign of Elizabeth, From the Posthumous Papers of Mr.
Buckle,” Fraser’s, LXXV (Feb., 1867), 163—86.

3. The project eventually grew to the three large volumes of The Miscellaneous and
Posthumous Works of Henry Thomas Buckle, ed. with a biographical introduction by
Helen Taylor (London, 1872).

4. Ruge in 1864 had published a translation into German of Buckle’s History of
Civilization in England, and at this time was preparing a third edition of it. Upon
receipt of this letter he wrote Helen Taylor, addressing her as Miss Mill, on Feb. 11
(MS at Yale), requesting permission to translate her edition of Buckle’s fragments.

5. Mary Buckle Allatt, one of the historian’s sisters. She disapproved of much of his
work (see G. St. Aubyn, 4 Victorian Eminence, pp. 101-102).
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doing anything, she will forward the proofs to you when they are ready for
publication.

I am very thankful for your kind expression of approbation and sympathy
in regard to my public conduct. You will easily understand that I look upon
the House of Commons not as a place where important practical improve-
ments can be effected by anything I can do there, but as an elevated Tribune
or Chair from which to preach larger ideas than can at present be realised.

Tam
Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML

1028. TO HENRY S. BRANDRETH!

Bilackheath] P[ark]. Feb. 9. 1867.

DEAR SIR, Your question respecting the obligation of veracity on the
utilitarian view of ethics? seems, if I understand it rightly, to proceed on a
misapprehension of the utilitarian standard. The test of right on the happiness
principle is not the pleasure of doing the act which is declared to be right,
but the pleasurable or painful consequences to mankind which would follow
if such acts were done; & these, in the case you put, could not be enunciated
in any general rule, because they depend on varying circumstances. There
are cases in which martyrdom is a useless self sacrifice, & a sacrifice of other
means of doing real good. There are other cases in which the importance of
it to the good of mankind is so great as to make it a positive duty, like the
act of a soldier who gives his life in the performance of what is assigned to
him. There are cases again where without being so necessary as to be, on the
utilitarian ground, an absolute duty, it is yet so useful as to constitute an act
of virtue, which then ought to receive the praise & honours of heroism. The
duty of truth as a positive duty is also to be considered on the ground of
whether more good or harm would follow to mankind in general if it were
generally disregarded and not merely whether good or harm would follow in
a particular case.

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, IT, 73. In reply to Brandreth’s of
Feb. 2, 1867, also at Johns Hopkins.

Henry Samuel Brandreth (1841-1919), barrister.

2. In his letter Brandreth had asked: “Would the pleasure of telling the truth in the
face of danger square with the Utilitarian system?”



Letter 1029 To John Elliot Cairnes 1235
1029. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 9. 1867
DEAR MR CAIRNES

We are truly grieved to hear of your suffering so much. You do not men-
tion to what place in the South of France you are going. If to Pau, you must
not be disappointed if you do not find your health greatly improved by it.
The climate of Pau is damp, and dampness is, I am afraid, bad for rheu-
matism.

My daughter is very much pleased that you think favourably of what she
has been doing. We have been made very happy by the adhesion of the Daily
News,? in an admirable article for which the cause is evidently indebted
directly to Mr Hill,® and indirectly to you.

I need not say how glad I am that you like my Address.* Nor, I hope, need
I say how earnestly I desire your speedy restoration to health. You can ill
be spared from among us even for a short time.

With our best regards to Mrs Cairnes Iam

Dear Mr Cairnes
ever truly yours

J.S.MLL

1030. TO THE REV. THOMAS W. FOWLE!

Bllackheath] P[ark]
Feb. 9. 1867

DEAR SIR—T agree entirely with the general principles & spirit of your
letter received yesterday. I think it highly desirable that the New Testament,
& those parts of the Old which are either poetical or properly historical,

1. MS at LSE.

2. A Daily News leader of Feb. 7, 1867, p. 4, advocated the suffrage for women who
satisfied the property qualifications for voting.

3. Frank Harrison Hill (1830~1910), journalist, assistant editor of the Daily News,
1865-69, and editor, 1869-86.

4. JSM’s Inaugural Address at St. Andrews on Feb. 1 was reported at length in The
Times, Feb. 4, p. 4, and published as a book in the same week.

* % & =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as are also Fowle’s letter of Feb. 7 (to which this is
a reply) and his rejoinder of Feb. 12. Published in Elliot, II, 74, but with the corre-
spondent named as Towle.

Thomas Welbank Fowle (1835-1903), theologian and writer on the poor law, re-
sponsible for having new schools built while curate of Holy Trinity, Hoxton, 1863-68.
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should be taught as history in places of education;? & so far my only differ-
ence with you would be that nearly all teachers, both churchmen & dissenters,
being as yet far short of the enlightened views which you entertain on the
subject, would at present be sure to teach & inculcate all that is contained in
those books not as matter of history but of positive religious belief. There
are, however other parts of the Old Testament viz. those which scientific
knowledge or historical criticism have shewn not to be, in any proper sense
of the word, historical, the book of Genesis for example; & I do not think it
right to teach these in schools even as history, unless it were avowedly as
merely what the Hebrews believed respecting their own origin & the early
history of the world.

1031. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Feb. 9. 1867
DEAR MR PLUMMER

I have to congratulate you on the birth of your daughter, and at the same
time to condole with you on the failure of the Working Man® and on the
termination of your engagement with Mess™ Cassell. What have you in view
for your next employment? I wish it were in my power to help you to a
position of profit and usefulness,

I am glad to hear of a local Jamaica Committee, and of your being a
member of it. I think you should decidedly offer yourself as a witness to the
Trades Union Commission.® They will find few who know so much of the
subject and feel so impartially on it. There must often be witnesses quite as
hard of hearing as you are.

With our kind regards to Mrs Plummer, I am

dear Mr Plummer
yours very truly

J.S. ML

2. Fowle had been moved to write JSM by this sentence from his Rectorial Address,
as reported in The Times of Feb. 4: “Christianity being an historical religion, the sort
of religious instruction which seems to be most appropriate to a University is the study
of ecclesiastical history.”

In his letter, Fowle proposed to extend this principle to the schools: “The Bible what-
ever else it may be contains the two first volumes of religious history. It should there-
fore be taught . . . not dogmatically but historically, and exactly under the conditions
and in that spirit which you [JSM] have prescribed as legitimate in national Univer-
sities.”

#* % & &
1. MS at Melbourne. 2. See Letter 997, n. 4.
3. See Letter 1025, n. 2. Plummer is not listed as a witness before the Commission.
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1032. TO HERBERT SPENCER!?

Blackheath Park
Feb. 9. 1867
DEAR SIR

I am very happy that you think so favourably of the St Andrews address,
except on one point. In regard to classical instruction, I do not altogether
agree with you that the side favourable to it is too strong;? for I think there
is a growing reaction to the opposite extreme, producing a danger on that
side which being the side most in harmony with modern tendencies has the
best chance of being ultimately the stronger.

T am most happy to hear that there is a chance of reviving the scheme of
the Reader. T agree with you as to the desirableness of taking time to mature
the plans, so as to avoid the mistakes made with the Reader, through which
the subscriptions were expended without a fair trial of the experiment. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J. S. MILL
Herbert Spencer Esq.

1033. TO ROBERT HERBERT STORY!

Feb. 9. 1867
DEAR SIR

Allow me to thank you for the book? you have been so good as to send,
and which T am quite prepared to find very interesting. I am sorry that the

1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. In reply to Spencer’s letter of Feb. 6,
MS at Northwestern, thanking him for a bound copy of his Inaugural Address at St.
Andrews and suggesting the possibility of starting another periodical to take the place
of the unsuccessful Reader.

2. In part, JSM said, “In cultivating, therefore, the ancient languages as our best
literary tradition, we are all the while laying an admirable foundation for ethical and
philosophical culture.”

3. Nothing came of these plans. The next semi-popular periodical to be established
which included news of scientific interest was Nature, first published in Nov., 1869, by
Macmillan as a weekly. See Cyril Bibby, T. H. Huxley, pp. 101-102.

* & % =

1. MS in the Hollander Collection, University of Illinois.

Robert Herbert Story (1835-1907), Scottish minister; co-founder, in 1865, of the
Church Service Society, which in the course of years modernized ancient practices of
the Scottish Church; later (1886) professor of Church History and (1898-1907)
principal of Glasgow University.

Story met JSM on the occasion of his inauguration as Rector of St. Andrews Univer-
sity.
t%. The book may have been Story’s biography of his father, Memoir of the Life of
the Rev. Robert Story . . . (Cambridge, 1862).
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occupations, parliamentary and other, which press on me, are not likely soon
to leave me the leisure necessary for reading it. Tam Dear Sir

Yours very truly

J. S. MiLL
Rev. R. H. Story
1034. TO WILLIAM GEORGE WARD!
Bllackheath] Park]
Feb 9 1867
DR Sir

The Dublin Review reached me duly & I thought I had acknowledged it.
The article on Jamaica? was excellent. T am very happy that you feel with me
so strongly on that subject. I am glad too that you like the St. Andrews
Address.

I wish I bad seen your article on Free Will® while I was revising my book*
for a new edition and replying to other critics. You would have been a much
worthier adversary than most of those I have had.

1035. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!1

Blackheath Park
Feb. 10. 1867
DEAR SIR

I have communicated to my solicitor your remarks and wishes on the
subject of the registration of the mortgage.? In the meantime I have received
from him the inclosed letter. I do not remember the exact import or effect of

1. MS draft copy at Johns Hopkins. Published in part in Wilfrid Ward, William
George Ward and the Catholic Revival (London, 1893), p. 283. In reply to Ward’s of
Feb. 7, published in ibid., pp. 282-83.

2. “Jamaica,” Dublin Review, n.s. VII {Oct., 1866), 362-414, identified by Ward in
his letter of Feb. 7 as by Henry Wilberforce.

Henry William Wilberforce (1807-1873), Roman Catholic journalist and author,
youngest son of the great abolitionist William Wilberforce. Subsequent to the publica-
tion of the article he joined the Jamaica Committee.

3. “Science, Prayer, Free Will, and Miracles,” Dublin Review, n.s. VIII (Apr., 1867),
255-98. Ward promptly offered to send the proofs for JSM’s criticism (see Wilfrid
Ward’s book, p. 284). See also Letters 1036 and 1039.

4. Hamilton, 31d ed.

* % & =

1. MS at Columbia.

2. See Letters 1018, 1019, 1021, 1024, and 1026.
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the words which you wished omitted. But he says that even as the draft
originally stood, it would not have pledged the back stock, or any monies
still to come in from the back numbers.

I inclose a cheque, for which the deed of mortgage will be the receipt, and
Iam Dear Sir

yrs very truly
J. S. MiLL
Dr Chapman

1036. TO WILLIAM GEORGE WARD!1!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 11, 1867

DEAR SiR—TI shall be very glad to see the proof of your article? & I only
regret that the pressure on my time during the session will make it impossible
for me to take notice of it in the forthcoming edition of my book.?

1037. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 13. 1867
DEAR MR CAIRNES

I shall be happy to support your friend Mr Courtney? if I am able to attend
the Club. There is at present a vacancy by the death of Mr Cowell.?

The progress of the cause of women'’s suffrage, both here and in the United
States, is indeed wonderful. It is a great encouragement to those who have
been working uphill.

I hope you will let me hear from you now and then.

With the most earnest wishes for your early and complete restoration to
health. Tam

Dear Mr Cairnes
yours ever truly
J. S. MILL
1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. 2. See Letter 1034, n. 3.
3. See ibid., n. 4.
* % * »
1. MSatLSE.

2. Leonard Henry Courtney, not elected until 1869,

3. John Welsford Cowell (1795-1867), barrister and banker, pamphleteer on cur-
rency and the poor law. Treasurer of the Political Economy Club, 1831-34, Hon.
Secretary, 1821-54.
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1038. TO EDWARD WALFORD?

Blackheath Park
Feb. 14, 1867
DEAR SIR

Want of time, combined with dislike for the operation, has obliged me to
refuse all proposals from photographers to take my likeness, except in one
instance, when I sat to Mr Watkins? of Parliament Street, from whom any
one who wishes for a photograph of me can obtain one. I hope, therefore,
that you will excuse me if I decline to sit to Mr Edwards.? I am

Dear Sir
yours faithfully

J.S. MiLL
Edward Walford Esq.

1039. TO WILLIAM GEORGE WARD!1

B[lackheath] P[ark]
Feb. 14, 1867
DEAR SIR—

I have read your article? with very great interest. You are the clearest
thinker I have met for a long time who has written on your side of these great
questions. And I quite admit that your theory of divine premovement is not
on the face of it inadmissible. Your illustration of the mice inside the piano
is excellent.® The uniform sequences which the mice might discover between
the sounds & the phenomena inside would not negative the player without.
But you only put back the collision between the two theories for a certain
distance. It comes at last. At whatever point in the upward series the un-
forseeable will of the divine musician comes in, there the uniformity of
physical sequence fails: the chain has been traced to its beginning; a physical
phenomenon has taken place without any antecedent physical conditions.
Now what would be asserted on the other side of the question is, that the
facts always admit of, & render highly probable, the supposition that there

1. MS in 1965 in the possession of Joseph H. Schaffner of New York.

Perhaps Walford had asked for JSM’s photograph for Hardwicke's Shilling House
of Commons, of which he was editor.

2. To John Watkins, doing business at Watkins Brothers, 34 Parliament St., in the
summer of 1865.

3. Ernest Edwards (1837-1903), London portrait photographer, introducer of the
heliotype.

* # & =

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 74—76, and in Wilfrid Ward,
William George Ward and the Catholic Revival, pp. 292-94.

2. See Letter 1034, n. 3.

3. To elucidate Ward’s point on divine premovement. See Ward’s article, pp. 267-69.
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were such antecedent physical conditions, & that there has been no ultimate
beginning to that series of facts, short of whatever beginning there was to the
whole history of the universe.

We do not pretend that we can disprove divine interference in events, &
direct guidance of them. All our evidence is only negative. We say that so far
as known to mankind everything takes place as it would do if there were no
such direct guidance. We think that every event is abstractedly capable of
being predicted, because mankind are in each case as near to being able
actually to predict what happens as could be expected, regard being had to
the degree of accessibility of the data, & the complexity of the conditions of
the problem.

I cannot perceive in your article any errors in physics. But I am not a safe
authority on matters of physical science. Astronomers now think that they
can predict much more than eclipses & the return of comets—their predic-
tions reach even to the dissipation of the sun’s heat & the heaping up of the
solar system in one dead mass of congelation. But I hold all this to be at
present nothing more than scientific conjecture. All that is required by your
argument is that the possibility of absolute & categorical prediction should
be, as yet, confined to cosmic phenomena. This, I believe, all men of science
admit, & I indorse everything on that subject which is said by Mansel in your
note.* Scientific prediction in other physical sciences is not absolute, but
conditional. We know certainly that oxygen & hydrogen brought together in
a particular way will produce water, but we cannot predict with certainty that
oxygen & hydrogen will come together in that way unless brought together
by human agency. The human power of prediction at present extends only to
effects which depend on a very small number of causes. Astronomical pheno-
mena do depend on a very small number of causes, & consequently can be
predicted. Most other physical phenomena can be predicted with the same
certainty provided we are able to limit the causes in question to a very small
number. This power of prediction you have not, I think, allowed for in your
Essay. Yet it surely is all important. For if the effect of any single cause, or of
any pair or triad of causes, can be calculated, the joint effect of a myriad of
such causes is abstractedly capable of calculation. That we are unable prac-
tically to calculate it is no more than might be expected, at least in the present
state of our knowledge, however calculable it may in itself be.

With regard to free will, you have not said much that affects my argument.
I am not aware of having ever said that forcknowledge is inconsistent with
free will. That knotty metaphysical question I have avoided entering into, &
in my Logic I have even built upon the admissions of the free will philoso-
phers that our freedom be real though God foreknows our actions.® You
simplify the main question very much by your luminous distinction between

4, The note is at the end of Ward’s article, beginning on p. 296.
5. Logic, Book VI, chap. m.
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the spontaneous impulse of the will, which you regard as strictly dependent
on preexisting mental dispositions & external solicitations, & what the man
may himself do to oppose or alter that spontaneous impulse. The distinction
has important practical consequences but I see no philosophical bearing that
it has on free will; for it seems to me that the same degree of knowledge of
a person’s character which will enable us to judge with tolerable assurance
what his spontaneous impulse will be, will also enable us to judge with about
an equal degree of assurance whether he will make any effort, & (in a general
way) how much effort he is likely to make, to control that impulse. Our fore-
sight in this matter cannot be certain, because we never can be really in
possession of sufficient data. But it is not more uncertain than the insufficiency
& uncertainty of the data suffice to account for.

Thanking you very much for giving me the opportunity of reading your
very able & interesting speculation I am &c.

1040. TO JOHN CHAPMANT1

Blackheath Park
Feb, 16 [1867]
DEAR SIR

The best train to come by on Sunday will be the North Kent train which
leaves Charing Cross at 1.5, as it is the earliest after 9.45, and as T am not
sure that I shall be alone later in the afternoon. From the Blackheath station
to my house (the last but one in Blackheath Park) is about ten minutes walk.
I am Dear Sir

yours very truly

J.S. MiLL
Dr Chapman
1041. TO GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE!
Blackheath Park
Feb. 16. 1867
DEAR SIR

I accompanied the deputation which waited on Mr Walpole yesterday,?
and we found it useless to press on him the appointment of any additional
1. MS at Indiana. Endorsed: J.S.Mill / 16 Feb. 1867

#*# % & *
1. MS in the possession of Co-operative Union Ltd., Holyoake House, Manchester.
2. JSM introduced the deputation to Spencer Walpole, the Home Secretary. It con-
sisted of George Odger, secretary of the London Trades Council; a Mr. Danter, presi-
dent of the Amalgamated Engineering Society; Edwin Coulson, general secretary of the
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members of the Commission, as he had already once cancelled a Commission
already signed by the Queen, in order to issue a new one with Mr Harrison’s?
name in it, and was unwilling to take the same step a second time. I am Dear
Sir

yours very truly

J. S. MiLL
G. J. Holyoake Esq.

1042. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Blackheath Park

Feb. 18, 1867
DEAR SIR

Many thanks for the cards for your Lecture? which you were kind enough
to send. It would have been a real pleasure to me to make use of them, but
unfortunately there is no prospect of my being able to do so. Shall I return the
cards to you? I am

Dear Sir
yours very sincerely

J.S. ML

1043. TO THOMAS HARE!
[Before Feb. 19, 1867]

. . . received your note I had been planning a Resolution to move in the
Committee of the House if the Government Resolutions ever get that far.? I

“London Order” of Bricklayers; and Daniel Guile, secretary of the Moulders’ Society.
They sought to persuade Walpole to appoint a working man to the Royal Commission
on Trades Unions, and to arrange for the presence of a representative of each trade
union to explain any difficulty which might arise. See the Report of the Various Pro-
ceedings taken by the London Trades Council and the Conference of Amalgamated
Trades, in Reference to the Royal Commission on Trades Unions and other Subjects in
Connection Therewith (London, 1867).
3. Frederic Harrison.
# % & =
1. MS in the possession of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia.
2. Possibly Moncure D. Conway's Lecture, “New England,” delivered at the Royal
Institution, Friday, Feb. 22, 1867.
* # % *
1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts. About half of the first page
has been torn off and is lost.
2. See Letters 1044 and 1086, n. 2.
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am disposed to go straight up to the main position, and move the Resolution
annexed. The objection to yours is, that it will be impossible to keep the
discussion of it . . . . [personal?] representation, which everybody except our-
selves and the extreme Radicals is opposed to, and which, in fact, is not
desirable or admissible except in conjunction with your option. I think it is
now time to move directly the leading principle of your plan, to which all the
rest of it is merely subsidiary.

Mr. Ware® was very much pleased by his interview with you.

I hope you have quite recovered from your indisposition. T am Dear Mr.

Hare
ever yrs truly

J.S. ML

1044. TO THOMAS HARE!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 19. 1867

DEAR MR. HARE

I am most happy that you approve so completely of my intended Resolu-
tion.? As I understood from Mr. Gladstone’s speech yesterday evening? that
the Government will be allowed to proceed with their Resolutions, I shall

give notice of mine tonight.*
We look forward with pleasure to seeing you on Sunday. I am Dear Mr.

Hare
ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL

3. Probably W. R. Ware, author of The Machinery of Politics and Proportional
Representation, published by the Representative Reform Association (London, 1872).
* # & =

1. MSin 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts.

2. On Personal Representation. See preceding Letter, and Letter 1086, n. 2.

3. The Conservative government of Derby and Disraeli introduced a series of reso-
lutions on reform as a means of testing opinion on the subject before bringing in a bill.
This method of introducing the subject was debated Feb. 18, 1867, and Gladstone gave
his approval. See Hansard, CLXXXYV, cols. 480-91.

4. That evening he gave notice that, in Committee on the subject of the representa-
tion of the people, he would move, “That in order to secure to the utmost extent pos-
sible the real and equal representation of every elector, it is expedient that when the
electors amount to a certain number they shall have the power of voluntarily combin-
ing with one another to elect their own representative.” See The Times, Feb. 20, 1867,

p- 6.
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1045. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath Park
Kent
Feb. 20, 1867
DEAR SIR

My friend Mr Kyllmann of Manchester writes to me that having been
spoken to by Mr Jacob Bright,? he has succeeded in raising among his friends
£80 for the Review, and expects to receive £20 more. This is so much
further towards the sum wanted,® and I thought you would be glad to be
informed of it at once. Iam Dear Sir

yrs very truly
J.S. M1LL
Dr Chapman

1046. TO WILLIAM DOUGAL CHRISTIE!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 21. 1867
Dear MR CHRISTIE

There are a great many important features in your plan and I will en-
deavour by its help to think the subject out in a practical point of view as
soon as leisure is given us from the urgency of the present contest.2 No one
will give his mind to a detailed scheme for checking bribery at the present
moment; but there is a very strong sense that it ought to be one of the first
things done after passing a reform bill. You will have seen how strongly M*
Gladstone has already in the House, expressed his sense of its necessity.?
I am

Dear Mr Christie
Yours very truly

J. S. MILL

1. MS at Indiana.

2. Jacob Bright (1821-1899), radical politician, John Bright’s brother. MP for
Manchester, 1867-74, 187685, and southern division, Manchester, 1886-95.

3. See Letters 1018, 1019, 1021, and 1024,

% #* # =

1. MS at Cornell.

2. In the Commons over the proposed Reform Bill.

3. Gladstone, in his comments on the Queen’s Address at the opening of Parliament
on Feb. 5, 1867, deplored the omission from the Address of any reference to the need
to reform corrupt practices in elections. See Hansard, CLXXXV, col. 71.
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1047. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT1

Blackheath Park
Kent
Feb~ 27t 1867
SIrR

I have not leisure to go at length into the subject of your letter, but I spoke
of Dr Arnold? as a practical reformer precisely because I think that it was in
practice rather than in theory that his work and his influence were most
beneficial. T look upon the example he set of friendly intercourse between
master and scholars, and of effort on the part of the teacher to arouse moral
ambition in his pupils, as of great practical value; and if generally followed,
sure to produce (as I think it has already produced) a considerable reform
in the whole method and results of school teaching.

yours very truly

J.S. MiLL

1048. TO HENRY I. ROWNTREE!
[March, 18671

I hope you will permit me to observe that the principle that “it is unjust
that the great bulk of the nation should be held amenable to laws in the
making of which they have had no voice,” cannot stop at “residential man-
hood suffrage;” but requires that the suffrage be extended to women also. I
earnestly hope that the working men of England will show the sincerity of
their principles by being willing to carry them out when urged in favour of
others besides themselves.

1. MS at Cornell. Tipped in in a first-edition copy of JSM’s Inaugural Address de-
livered to the University of St. Andrews, Feb. Ist, 1867. The book bears the stamp of
R. Gary Barnard, Dartlow, [Blrockhampton, Cheltenham, and the title page bears the
signature, C. S. Barnard.

2. Thomas Arnold (1795-1842), the famous headmaster of Rugby. JSM had referred
to him in the Inaugural Address, p. 14, as the most eminent of the “few practical re-
formers of schoo! tuition.”

* % & »

1. MS not located. Published in the Co-operator, VII (March 15, 1867), 315.
The letter was preceded by this statement: “Mr. H. J. [sic] Rowntree, the chairman of
the late Reform demonstration in York, has received communications from Earl Russell
and Mr. J. S. Mill, M.P., acknowledging the vote of thanks passed to them at the meet-
ing above referred to.”

Henry Isaac Rowntree (1838-1883), businessman; son of Joseph Rowntree (1801-
1859), prominent Quaker businessman, alderman, mayor-elect of York; younger
brother of Joseph Rowntree (1836-1925) with whom he was in partnership in the
cocoa manufacturing business which carried the family name. The latter was the
founder of the Liberal Association in York.
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1049. TO WILLIAM RANDAL CREMER1

B[lackheath] P[ark] March 1, 1867.

DEAR SIR—T am sorry to say that the proceedings at the meeting of Dele-
gates reported in the Star? of Feb. 28, a meeting promoted by the Reform
League® & at which members of its Council were the chief speakers, make it
necessary for me to withdraw the paper which I had expressed my willingness
to sign: because I can no longer say with sincerity that an agitation conduc-
ted in the manner proposed at that meeting would be beneficial to the cause
of Reform.

The speeches delivered at the meeting were characterized by two things:
a determined rejection beforehand of all compromise on the Reform ques-
tion, even if proposed by the public men in whose sincerity & zeal as re-
formers you have repeatedly expressed the fullest confidence, & a readiness
to proceed at once to a trial of physical force if any opposition is made either
to your demands or to the particular mode, even though illegal, which you
may select for the expression of them.

It is best that I sh® express my opinion plainly & unreservedly on both
these points. My conviction is that any Reform bill capable of being passed
at present & for some time to come must be more or less of a compromise. I
have hitherto thought that the leading minds among the working classes
recognized this, & though frankly declaring that nothing less than the whole
of what they think required by justice will finally satisfy them, were aware
that such ultimate success can only in this country be obtained by a succes-
sion of steps, and that a large portion of the middle and some portion of the
higher classes may be carried with them in the first step, & perhaps in every

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, IT, 77-79. A letter of March 2,
1867, from Edmond Beales concerning this letter is also at Johns Hopkins.

William Randal Cremer (1838-1908), trade unionist and radical politician, secretary
in 1865 of the British section of the International Workingmen’s Association; secretary
from 1871 until his death of the Workingmen’s Peace Association; winner in 1903 of
the Nobel Peace Prize.

2. As reported in “The Government Reform Bill,” the Star, Feb. 28, 1867, P- 2, the
speakers (Charles Bradlaugh and Lt.-Col. L. S. Dickson) at the Reform League rally,
held the preceding evening in Sussex Hall, Bouverie Street, London, were demagogic
in their utterances. They proposed that a demonstration be held on Good Friday in
Hyde Park and that a general strike be called as a means of obtaining votes for the
working class.

3. The Reform League was largely, though not exclusively, a working-class organ-
ization, formed in 1865 by the Trade Unions. Its principles reflected the Chartists’ de-
mands for “One Man, One Vote.” Its president was Edmond Beales; its secretary,
George Howell. W. R. Cremer of the Carpenters and Joiners Society was a member of
the General Council. See F. E. Gillespie, Labor and Politics in England 1850-1865
(Durham, N.C., 1927) and G. D. H. Cole, British Working Class Politics 1832-1914
(London, 1941), pp. 25-28.
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successive step, but would certainly resist a passage all at once from the
present distribution of political power to one exactly the reverse, the effects
of which they feel quite unable to foresee. All this the speakers at the meeting
on Thursday either forgot or entirely disregarded.

But even if I thought them right on this point I sh? think them utterly &
fatally wrong in the course they adopted of directly instigating the mass of
reformers to seek the attainment of their object by physical violence. One of
the leading speakers proclaimed superiority of physical force as constituting
right, & as justifying the people in “riding down” the ministers of the law; &
the speaker who followed him emphatically expressed concurrence in his
treatment. I do not impute to the meeting the monstrous doctrine of these
two speakers. But unless misreported, the general tone was that of a direct
appeal to revolutionary expedients. Now it is my deep conviction that there
are only two things which justify an attempt at revolution. One is personal
oppression & tyranny & consequent personal suffering of such intensity that
to put an immediate stop to them is worth almost any amount of present evil
& future danger. The other is when either the system of government does not
permit the redress of grievances to be sought by peaceable & legal means, or
when those means have been perseveringly exerted to the utmost for a long
series of years, & their inefficacy has been demonstrated by experiment. No
one will say that any of these justifications for revolution exist in the present
case. Yet unless the language used was mere bravado, the speakers appear to
have meant to say that the time has already come for revolution.

I do not wish to exaggerate the importance of these things; I believe them
to be the result of feelings of irritation, for which there has been ample
provocation and abundant excuse. But however natural irritation it may be,
things done or said under its influence are very likely to be repented of after-
wards. This, however, is for you to judge of. I do not claim the smallest right
of offering advice to you or to the League, but you have asked me to express,
in a written document, approbation of the general character & effects of your
agitation, & as it is impossible for me to do this when it has assumed a
character of which I decidedly disapprove, I have thought it best to explain
candidly the reasons why I must now decline to comply with your request.

1050. TO JAMES GARTH MARSHALL!

Blackheath Park
March 3. 1867
DEAR SIR

Excuse the long delay in answering your letter of the 22" ult®. T have really
had no time, during the interval, to write anything which would bear delay.

1. MS at King’s.
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I quite agree with you that in proposing Mr Hare’s scheme, a suggestion
should be made for its tentative introduction on a limited scale. Mr Hare has
himself made several such suggestions, and particularly that of giving every
qualified elector the option of being registered either locally as at present, or
as a member of a national constituency. The new mode of voting would be
applied only to those who chose the latter, and who in the commencement at
least, would probably be a select and not very numerous body. This sugges-
tion seems to me preferable to that of trying the experiment on a distinct
category of electors composed of the professional and specially educated
classes; on account of the serious objections that exist to any mode of officially
recognising the special representation of classes. But if such a category of
electors were going to be created, I certainly think that the application of Mr
Hare’s plan to it might usefully be proposed.

I do not at all agree with you that small minorities in the nation have not
a claim to the means of getting themselves specially represented in Parlia-
ment. I regard the maturing of opinions by public discussion as one of the
most important functions of the House of Commons. And as to the danger
of loss of time by the discussion of mere absurdities, there is a sort of volun-
tary police in the H. of Commons which is only too effectual in setting bounds
to any discussion that is felt to be a bore. There are few who would be willing
to occupy the position in the House of Mr Whalley,? though his follies, I am
afraid, are far from being those of a very small fraction of the public. I do
not believe that any opinion, entertained by very few, would be able to obtain
more than an occasional and rare hearing in the H. of C. unless it had for its
organ some member generally respected & looked up to. I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J. S. MiLL
J. G. Marshall Esq

1051. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

March 3. 1867
DeArR MR PLUMMER

I shall have much pleasure in giving you an introduction to an old friend
of mine at Paris, M. Gustave d’Eichthal,? who knows England and the Eng-

2. George Hammond Whalley (1813-1878), MP for Peterborough, 1852-53, 1859-
78. Whalley both bored and amused the House by persistent and bitter attacks on the
Jesuits, whom he considered conspirators against the government. See Justin McCarthy,
Reminiscences (2 vols., London, 1899), I, 181-83.

LR K 2R )

1. MS at Melbourne. 2. See Letter 1055.
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lish language well, will be interested in you and your history, is well qualified
to advise you, and can give you other introductions if you require them. If
you will let me know when you are going, I will send you a letter to him.

I am happy to hear a good account of your prospects. There is a great
heap of parliamentary papers ready for you, if they continue to be useful.
Shall I send them to Homer Terrace?

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer, I am

Dear Mr Plummer
yours very truly

J.S.M1LL

1052. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath Park
March 5. 1867
DEAR CHADWICK

I supposed you knew the time fixed for the Committee on Mr Hardy’s
bill.2 I am sorry to say it is next Thursday. I have not heard whether it is
likely to be further put off.

I have been in communication with various people on the subject, among
whom Dr Stallard,® as far as he goes, seems to agree very much with you,
while Beal* and his Vestry attack the bill on the old anti-centralization
notions, as interfering too much with the guardians. I had to fight a deputa-
tion of them in the tea room along with eight or ten metropolitan members,
most of whom went with me against them. But the deputation also are for
merging the separate boards in one. Their strongest objection was to the
nominees. What do you think of that part of the plan? Could a better system
of inspectors be substituted for it?

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

1. MS at UCL.

2. Gathorne Gathorne-Hardy, later 1st Earl of Cranbrook (1814-1906), conserva-
tive politician and statesman. In 1866 he was president of the Poor Law Board, in 1867,
Home Secretary. He sponsored the Metropolitan Poor Bill, to increase the facilities
and other care available in the metropolitan areas for the poor, especially for the sick
among the poor. See “English History,” 4Annual Register 1867, pp. 16-17, and Reports
from the Select Committee on Metropolitan Local Government, etc. (London City Im-
provements Bill), 1867, X1II.

3. Joshua Harrison Stallard, physician, writer on paupers and sanitation.

4. James Beal. See Letter 896.
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1053. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!

Bllackheath] P[ark]
March 6, 1867

DeAR SIR—T agree to the terms mentioned in your note of March 4 for the
people’s edition of the Address.2

Please send a copy of the People’s Ed. of “Pol. Economy” to Mr W.
Dixon,® care of Mr Radford, 7 Red Lion Street Clerkenwell E. C. charging
me as usual with all expenses.

1054. TO RICHARD RUSSELL1

March 6%, 1867

DEAR SIR—I do not see that the fact that it may become expedient at
some future time to admit women to the House of Representatives can be
any bar to admitting their claim at present to be electors. Any objections to
the meeting of persons of both sexes for the purpose of legislation are such
as naturally tend to diminish with a higher state of civilization. In some
countries the sexes are still separated at church; in the East the influence of
sex is so strong that even family life is rendered impossible by it, and brothers
and sisters, fathers and daughters, are separated, and men and women can
only associate together in the single relation of husband and wife. But we
have proved by experience that exactly in proportion as men and women
associate publicly together in a variety of relations not founded on sex, their
doing so becomes safe and beneficial, and raises the tone of public morality.
I am disposed to think that no legislation is needed to prevent women from
becoming members of parl* for that before any woman is likely to be chosen
by a sufficient number of electors, public opinion will ensure sufficient
propriety of sentiment in the House of Commons to make her presence there
perfectly harmless.

1. MS draft at Yale, as is Longman’s letter of March 4, 1867, to which this is a reply.

2. The People’s edition of the Inaugural Address was first advertised for sale in the
March 30, 1867, Athenaeum.

3. Possibly an employee of John Radford of the address given, who was listed in
the Post Office Directory for London (1871) as a medieval mounter.

* % #* »

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Russell’s letter of March 4 to which this is
a reply. Published in Elliot, II, 79-80. The letter is in Helen Taylor’s hand, and the
envelope in which it is filed is marked: “by H.T.”

Russell is identified only as living at 11 Vincent Terrace, Islington.
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As to the objection that men & women might on some occasions differ
collectively, and that the women might have their own way, it has much
less force than the similar objection to the working classes, because men
and women are much more likely to be evenly balanced in number than
the poor & the rich. I cannot see how arranging that men shall always
have their own way in everything can in justice be the proper way to pre-
vent women from occasionally having theirs. There is a more even balance
between men and women than between any other two classes and therefore
the attainment of justice through equal representation may be more easily
trusted to the reason & right feeling of the best among each acting as a check
to violence or party feeling on either side.

I should object to the plan of a subordinate house of representatives for
women just as I should object to any such plan for working men, and just as
I should object to placing the House of Commons in any such subordination
to the House of Lords. I dislike all merely class representation, and I still
more disapprove of all class subordination. Moreover one of the useful func-
tions of a H. of Representatives is discussion, and the representation of
women’s point of view whether through male or female representatives is
part of what would be gained by admitting women to the suffrage. And it is
not merely in the H. of C. but also even in the tone of electioneering and
popular politics that the admission of new elements to the national life is of
importance. New topics get discussed and old ones from new points of view.
Different classes of electors are aroused to interest, and to influence one
another. Shutting their representatives up separately, even if with equal
powers, would be to weaken the educational influence of political contests,
and at the same time to intensify their bitterness.

1055. TO GUSTAVE D'’EICHTHAL!

Blackheath Park, Kent-
le 8 mars 1867
MoN cHER D’EICHTHAL

Je viens de donner une lettre de recommandation auprés de vous 2 M.
John Plummer,? qui se rend & Paris comme représentant de plusieurs asso-
ciations ouvriéres, dans I'espoir d’obtenir pour elles certaines facilités, dont
je ne sais pas précisément la nature, par rapport a PExposition.? Je me rap-

1. MS at Arsenal. Published, with minor omissions, in D’Eichthal Corresp., pp.
210-11, and in Cosmopolis, p. 785.

2. See Letter 1051.

3. The Paris Universal Exhibition of April-Nov., 1867. The Committee of the Work-
ing Men’s Excursion to Paris, of which Austin Henry Layard was chairman, sponsored
trips for groups of working men to the Exhibition.
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pelle le grand intérét que vous avez pris, il y a bien longtemps, 2 Rowland De-
trosier.* M. Plummer est un homme encore plus remarquable. 11 a été long-
temps simple ouvrier dans une petite ville de province. Il a commencé 2
écrire sous la stimulation d’une vive indignation contre certains procédés
d’un Trades Union. De 14, il a été toujours en progres; il est maintenant
€crivain et journaliste, et ses écrits, sur toutes les questions qui intéressent
particuliérement la classe ouvriére, sont remarquables par leur bon sens, par
leur philanthropie éclairée, et méme par la pureté de leur style. Malgré les
désavantages, non seulement de sa position mais de sa personne, car il est
boiteux et un peu sourd, il a une influence considérable parmi les classes
ouvri¢res, surtout en matiére sociale et économique, car, quoique radical, il
s’occupe moins de politique que des questions d’éducation et de progres
moral et intellectuel. Je suis sir que vous ne le connaitrez pas sans éprouver
pour lui un vif intérét; et si vous pouviez I’aider a obtenir ce qu’il désire, j’en
serais vraiment reconnaissant.

J’ai vu hier Monsieur votre fils,® pendant un quart d’heure 4 la Chambre.
Je compte causer avec lui plus au long a son retour de Liverpool.

Votre affectionné
J. S. MILL

1056. TO THOMAS HARE!

Blackheath Park
March 8. 1867
DEeAR MR. HARE

The best plan, I think, will be for me to give notice, on Monday next, that
I shall, in the course of the Reform discussions, call the attention of the
House to the principle of Personal Representation.? I will then put your
clauses in the paper immediately after the production of the Bill.

I am Dear Mr. Hare
yours ever truly

J. S. MILL

4. Rowland Detrosier (1800?-1834), workingmen’s leader, secretary of the London
Political Union. See Earlier Lerters, p. 147.

5. Probably Georges d’Eichthal, who came to Britain to enter business (see Letter
1514); but possibly Eugéne d’Eichthal (1844-1936), journalist and economist, author
of many articles on political and economic subjects and editor of John Stuart Mill,
Correspondance inédite avec Gustave &Eichthal, 1828—1842, 18641871 (Paris, 1898).

* # & »

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mrs. K. E. Roberts. Envelope addressed: Thomas
Hare Esq. / 8 York Street / St. James’s Square, S.W. Postmark: CHARING CROSS
WC/5/MR8/67.

2. JSM did not give notice until Thursday, March 14, that he would, in committee or
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1057. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

March 8, 1867
DEAR MR PLUMMER

I inclose a brief introduction to my friend M. d’Eichthal. I write to him by
today’s post at greater length,? in order to tell him more particulars about
you than could well be put into a letter which he will only read at the moment
of receiving your visit.

I have no power of introducing you to any one who has access to the
Emperor, as my political opinions have always prevented me from cultivating
an acquaintance with any of his adherents. Perhaps some of your other
friends may have more power of being useful to you in this capacity; and it
would be worth while for you to mention your wish yourself to M. d’Eichthal,
as he may perhaps be able to help you.

I will look out the Parliamentary papers and send them to you as soon as
I bave time.

Our kind regards to Mrs Plummer.

I am Dear Mr Plummer
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

1058. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath Park
March 9. 1867
DEAR CHADWICK

You will have seen that you were mistaken about what Mr Hardy did on
Thursday,? and that the [substantive?] discussion in Committee commenced
last night.3 In the course of it, I had opportunities of enunciating several of
the true principles of administration (though I am very imperfectly reported

at some other stage of the Reform Bill, call the attention of the House to the plan of
personal representation. See The Times, March 15, 1867, p. 4, and Letter 1086.
* * ® @
1. MS at Melbourne. 2. Letter 1055.
* #* #* =

1. MSat UCL.

2. Gathorne-Hardy moved on Thursday, March 7, that the House go into Committee
on the Metropolitan Poor Bill so that the Amendments might be printed in time for dis-
cussion on the following night, March 8. See Letter 1052, n. 2.

3. JSM spoke on the administration of the Metropolitan Poor Law. See Hansard,
CLXXXYV, cols. 1608-10.
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—the Star report! is the best) and I shall bring out others of them on Mon-
day® when the Committee is to be resumed and when it will get to the position
and mode of appointment of the medical officers. None of the reports give
(what I said very emphatically) that, for the executive duties, the only per-
sons to be relied on are the paid officers, and that the use of boards is to look
after those officers.

Mr Hardy tells me that Miss Nightingale’s paper® is already before the
House annexed to the Cubical Space Report.

Thanks for your article, which I will return shortly.

yrs ever truly

J.S.MLL

1059. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Blackheath Park
March 11t 1867
DEAR SIR

You are evidently a real student and I wish that all who read my books
would scrutinize them with the same strictness.

In quoting the passage from De Quincey? I did not mean to make myself
answerable for all it contains, but only for so much of it as is recognized in
my own introductory sentences. I thought it in the main right and well fitted
to carry the reader into the very heart of the subject, and when there to set
him looking about and thinking for himself, which opinion is confirmed by
the effect it has had upon you. I do not think that Mr De Quincey has in this
passage given a correct expression to the whole of the truth, and on the
particular point which is the subject of your letter my opinion agrees with
that which, if I rightly understand your letter, you have arrived at.

Yours faithfully

J.S. M1iLL

4. See Morning Star, March 9, 1867, p. 3.

5. Monday, March 11. For JSM’s remarks, see Hansard, CLXXXV, cols. 1678-79,
1680, 1685, 1696.

6. Paper No. XVI in Report of the Committee appointed to consider the cubic space
of metropolitan workhouses; with papers submitted to the Committee (London, 1867),
pp. 64-79. Reprinted in Lucy Ridgely Seymer, ed. Selected Writings of Florence
Nightingale (New York, 1954), pp. 271-309.

* # #* =

1. MS at Cornell.

2. For quotations from and references to Thomas De Quincey’s The Logic of Poli-
tical Economy, see Collected Works, 111, 1107-1108, and V, 783-85.
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1060. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath Park
March 12, 1867
DEAR CHADWICK

The time had passed for moving your amendment in Committee but I
have put it on the notice paper (to the great satisfaction, among others, of
Dr Stallard) to be moved on bringing up the Report.2 I shewed it first to Mr
Hardy, who said that the plan was ‘what we shall certainly come to.’

What I said is better reported this time than last,® though briefly.

The Bill is now through Committee, and one of Mr Hardy’s own amend-
ments* has given the Poor Law Board, to a great extent, the power you want,
of classifying without district restrictions.

ever yrs truly

J.S.MILL

1061. TO THOMAS HARE!

Blackheath Park
March 15. 1867
DEAR MR HARE

Disraeli said last night in answer to a question, that the Reform Bill would
be in the hands of members on Tuesday morning.? It seems likely that its
provisions will include cumulative voting. If so, our clauses ought to be
moved as an amendment on that. I think the clause giving power to the
Speaker of framing rules should stand and I expect to be able to suggest some
other improvements in the draft.® As I gave my notice in general terms last

1. MS at UCL. See also Letters 1052 and 1058.

2. Although JSM urged the necessity of large rather than small districts and corre-
spondingly large asylums, and of an administrative board for the whole metropolitan
district, which would supervise the districts and report to the Poor Law Board, he offered
these points as suggestions, not as amendments at the third reading of the Metropolitan
Poor Bill, which passed on March 14, 1867. See Hansard, CLXXXV, cols. 1861-63.

3. “This time” refers to JSM’s remarks of March 11 (see Letter 1058, n. 5); “than
last” refers to his remarks of March 8 (see ibid.,n. 3 and n. 4).

4. Clause 50, Metropolitan Poor Bill, gave the Poor Law Board the authority to
send the poor from one district to a workhouse in another. Parl. Papers, 1867 (Feb. 5
to Aug. 21), vol. IV, Bill 66.

* #* # &

1. MS in the Mitchell Library, Sydney.

2. The “Representation of the People” Bill had its first reading on Monday, March
18, 1867. Its provisions did not include cumulative voting