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Introduction

JOHN STUART MILL’S Autobiography offers details of his life. a subjective judg-
ment as to its significance, and lengthy expositions of his leading ideas. It is
therefore fitting that it should occupy the first place in an edition of his collected
works. Indeed Mill himself, thinking of a smaller collection of essays. suggested
to his wife that “the Life” should appear “at their head.”' The Autobiography’s
comprehensiveness makes the choice of other materials to accompany it less
obvious. Those gathered under the rubric of literary essays were decided upon
because autobiography is a hterary genre, because these essays cast light on some
of the personal relations outlined in the memoir. and because they derive from and
help us understand a period Mill saw as crucial to his development. Indeed they
allow us, as does the Autobiography. to see aspects of his character that are
obscured in the more magisterial works. In particular, one finds specific evidence
of aesthetic enthusiasm and taste, and of friendships and allegiances, that proves
him not to have been the chill pedant of caricature.

THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY

AUTOBIOGRAPHIES are seldom explicit about their purposes. which can be widely
diverse. Yet to ignore the author’s intentions is to run the risk of confusing. for
example, confession with self-celebration, or diary with social anatomy. Mill
helps us avoid this danger by presenting, in the first paragraph of his Auto-
biography, a warning that serves as an enticing framework for his overt state-
ment of purpose. He cannot imagine that anything in a life ““so uneventful” could
be “interesting to the public as a narrative, or as being connected” with himself.
But there are, he says, other reasons that justify the publication of the record: first,
a description of his “‘unusual and remarkable™ education should be useful in
showing how much can effectively be taught to children: second. an account of the
successive phases of a mind always eager and open will be ““both of interest and of
benefit” in “an age of transition in opinions”; and, finally. and to the author most
significantly (though, as he does not point out, without direct public utility), an

'Later Letters [LL), ed. Francis E. Mineka and Dwight N Lindley, Collected Works [CW]. Vols
XIV-XVII (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1972), Vol. X1V, p. 142 (29 Jan.. 1854)
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acknowledgment of his intellectual and moral debts is necessary to satisfy his
sense of duty. Having thus established the terms of a contract with his potential
audience. Mill closes the paragraph with an admonition that probably no one has
ever heeded: “The reader whom these things do not interest., has only himself to
blame if he reads farther, and I do not desire any other indulgence from him than
that of bearing in mind. that for him these pages were not written” (p. 5).”

Anyone reading this introduction (and we beg the same indulgence) presumably
believes, malgré Mill, that his “uneventful” life 1s interesting, or accepts. with
him, the validity of his stated goals. One can proceed, then, to use the opening
paragraph as an avenue into comment on the Autobiography, confident that one is
on the author’s chosen route. To do so is doubly important. for some critics have
chosen to treat his evident omussions and underplaying of events and people as
evidence of suppressed psychological states or distorting attitudes. And such
inferences may be correct: but at least one should give Mill credit., with his quirks
and biasses, for knowing what he was trying to do.

It is apparent, to begin with, that the narrative balance is affected by his notion
of what his readers should properly take an interest in. As so often occurs in
personal memoirs, there is a chronological imbalance: the first six chapters (about
70 per cent of the text) cover the period to 1840, when Mill was thirty-six years
old, while the seventh and last chapter deals with the next thirty years. The title of
that last chapter—“General View of the Remainder of My Life”-—suggests sum-
mary and diminuendo, whereas the titles of the earlier chapters imply the rich
detail that they in fact contain.

Although chronology is (in the main) the structural guide. the pace 1s irregular:
ignoring some adumbration and very slight retrospection, one can say that Chap-
ters 1 and ii cover roughly the same years (to aer. 15) from different points of view,
intellectual and moral. Chapter iii, rather surprisingly. covers only about two
years (10 aet. 17). Chapters iv and v together deal with nine years (to 1830, aer.
24); they overlap in their accounts of the period from 1826 to 1829 (aer. 20 to 23).
Chapter vi takes one through the next decade (to 1840. aet. 34). and Chapter vii
brings the narrative to the point where Mill finally put down his pen, early in 1870
(aer. 63). Furthermore, the chapters vary considerably in length, so the average
amount of space given per year in each period clarifies the emphasis:

TABLE I*
Chap 1&ii 1l w&v vi vu
No. of years 15 2 9 10 30
% of total pages 19 8 32 12 30
% of pages per year 1.3 4 3.6 1.2 1

2References to material printed in this volume are normally given in the text The third of these stated
purposes, it should be noted. is not present in the corresponding text of the Early Draft.

3Percentages are used because the setting of the text n this editon (parallel passages with blank
spaces) and the number of footnotes make page counting unreliable. For that reason, in both Table 1



INTRODUCTION X

Explanatory light is thrown on the imbalance by Mill’s tnpartite division of his
life: the first stage being one of education and of propagandism for Philosophic
Radicalism; the second stage one of new ideas, assimilation. and reconsideration:
and the third stage one of mature and steady (but not rigid) views, recorded in his
major works. This division, seen 1n conjunction with the three purposes Mill
announces, makes it clearer why he structured the Autobiography as he did.

The account of his education (first purpose) occupies most of the first three
chapters, whiie the explanation of the “successive phases”™ of his mind (second
purpose) is the main matter of the next three chapters. The division between these
phases, however, cannot be distinctly drawn, and the third purpose, acknowledg-
ment of debts, as is to be expected, is served through most of the work. The reason
is that education in its widest sense 18 a continuous process, during which one
moves through “phases™ and incurs repeated debts. For example, looking at the
transition from Chapter iii to Chapter iv, one sees that the former ends with an
account of what Mill, in its title. identifies as the “first™ stage of his self-education,
and the latter, with its mention of the strenuous activities of the fledgling Philo-
sophic Radicals (discussions. debates, studies, editing, essays), obviously 1s the
next phase. But, while the narrative of sectarian activities in Chapter iv provides
an excellent foil for the rejection of one-sidedness in Chapter v, it also outlines a
continuation of the young Mill’s education. Furthermore, his education of course
continued in the exciting phase described in Chapter v, “A Crisis in My Mental
History. One Stage Onward.” And in each of these chapters. as in Chapters i and
i1, he mentions people who influenced him. The thematic intertwining. with the
consequent need to cover crucial periods from different standpoints, explains why
the period of greatest overlap, from about 1821 to the early 1830s. gets most
attention. A glance at Table 1 above will show that Chapters iii—v occupy about 40
per cent of the whole work, and on an average each year in that period is given
more than 3} times as much space as each year after 1840,

So, if we accept the premises Mill himself advances, the concentration on his
education and intellectual development until his mid-thirties is neither surprising
nor exceptionable. Indeed, the anomalous element is the final chapter, with its
account of his next thirty years, in which there should be little matter relevant to his
stated purposes. There is, in fact, some: most obviously, Mill pays important
tribute to his wife. Chapter vi, which covers the decade of their first acquaintance,
has in its title the strong assertion, “Commencement of the Most Valuable
Friendship of My Life,” but the continuation of the account into the final chapter
results in almost one-fifth of it being dedicated to her part in his life and work.
Indeed, he ties that account directly to his third purpose:

In resuming my pen some years after closing the preceding narrative, I am influenced by a
desire not to leave incomplete the record, for the sake of which chiefly this biographical

and Table 2 below, the counts are based on Jack Stillinger’s editions of the Autobiography (Boston.
Houghton Mifflin. 1969) and The Eariv Draft of John Stuart Mil's “Autobiography” (Urbana:
University of Illinois Press, 1961).
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sketch was undertaken. of the obligations 1 owe to those who have either contributed
essentially to my own mental developement or had a direct share 1n my writings and in
whatever else of a public nature I have done.*

It may be noticed that here he somewhat modifies his initial statement of purpose:
rather than referring to aids to his intellectual and moral development, he refers to
those who contributed to his mental development and to those who shared in his
writings and public acts. This modification further justifies the final chapter, for in
its pages appear substantial accounts of his writings in maturity. in the course of
which he mentions other debts.” It cannot be denied, however, that after the last
tribute to his wife, the focus does alter: in actual as well as proportional length,
Mill gives more space to his parliamentary career (1865—68) than to any other
period in his life, even that of his “mental crisis.”® The account of that career, the
events of which were fresh in his mind only a year after his defeat, is not easily
justified on Mill’s stated terms. Indeed. its main interest surely lies outside them,
in his own character and fame, which are described if not in a boastful, atleastin a
self-satisfied way.

Apart from the concluding portion of Chapter vii (which, untypically for Mill,
was not rewritten), one can, then. gain considerable insight by accepting his
exordium as accurate. In that light. some comment on the way he fulfils his goals is
appropriate.

First, the description of his extraordinary education, initially at the hands of his
father, but later and indeed for most of the time on his own initiative, is copious
and full of interest. The account is also dense, as may be seen by comparing the
combined lengths of Appendices B and C below, which attempt to reconstruct his
early reading and writing, with their primary source, the early pages of the
Autobiography (cf. especially pp. 9-25 with App. B, pp. 552-68). The early start
(Greek at the age of three) was not then so exceptional as it now would be: to
choose relevant comparisons, Bentham (with not much encouragement) was quick
off the infant blocks, as (with more encouragement) was Macaulay. Mill was
unusual, but he appears unique because he left such a full record. His detailed
memory of those early years is surprising; however, he almost certainly had at
least one aide-mémoire, a copy of the letter he wrote to Sir Samuel Bentham in
mid-1819,7 setting out his educational accomplishments of the preceding six
years. That letter confirms and slightly expands the account in the Autobiography.
and strengthens our appreciation of two aspects of his education—its continued
and indeed increasing intensity. and the fact that it was intermingled with daily

“P. 251. The composition of the concluding pages of Chap vii1s described on p xxvi below

3The acknowledgments are not extenstve, though Helen Taylor 1s given a page exphcutly (and more
wmplicitly), and Thomas Hare's writings are also given a page

°If we include the discussion of his writings while he was a member of parliament, the account fills
about twenty pages. whereas that of his cnsis occupies about eight.

’See Earlier Letters [EL], ed. Francis E. Mineka. CW, Vols. XII-XIII (Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1963). Vol. XII, pp. 6-10.
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instruction of his younger siblings, especially of the two closest to him in age,
Wilhelmina and Clara. In both these respects he was very unusual, especially
when it is remembered that he had no formal education at all, his only teacher, in
these early years, being his father, who was in truth using the child as a proving
ground for his theories. (This wicked practice, it may be remarked, is found in all
enlightened periods.) However, as Mill points out, his was not an education of
cram; its great virtue, he believed, was that it enabled and encouraged him to think
for himself, not only answering but questioning, not only getting but giving, not
only remembering but discovering. This practice remained with him through life,
and was connected with yet another distinguishing element: his curiosity and
eagemess to learn. In the Aurobiography this attribute is mentioned, although it
surely tells against his assertion that anyone educated as he was could match his
record. In the journal he kept while in France, his eagerness stands out as though in
boldface, while one can read between the lines the efforts of his hosts, especially
Lady Bentham, to prevent his doing lessons all the time.*

Probably the most extraordinary aspect of Mill’s precocity was his ability from
about twelve to fifteen years of age to comprehend and enunciate abstract ideas in
economics, and some parts of philosophy and science. Many gifted children
astonish with feats of memory,® with ability to learn languages, and, perhaps most
obviously, with great mathematical powers: Mill had these talents, but also
showed astonishing maturity in his wide-ranging discussions with his father and
others, in his self-directed studies, in his comments on his more formal studies,
and in the major surviving piece of contemporary evidence, the “Traité de
logique™ he wrote while in France. And, without extending the case unduly, his
editing, before his twentieth year, of Bentham’s Rationale of Judicial Evidence
(see the understated account on pp. 117-19 below) was a genuinely amazing feat.

In his account, of course, Mill, in keeping with his third purpose, is celebrating

8See Anna J. Mill, ed., John Mill's Bovhood Visit to France (Toronto: University of Toronto Press.
1960), esp. pp. 24, 28, 35, 43. 50.

°Given Mill's atitude towards s own life, 1t 1s not surpnsing that the Awtobiography lacks
particularity of detail. But there are some sentences that convey a sense of luminous memory breaking
through the calm level. Often these have to do with his father’s use of the Socratic method 1n teaching:
“my recollection,” he says, *“1s almost wholly of failures. hardly ever of success” (p. 35). Earher he had
remarked that he “well” remembered “how, and 1n what particular walk,” his father had attempted to
get him to understand syllogistic logic (p. 21): here he goes on to mention what was obviously vivid in
his mind, forty years after the event, his mnability to define “idea,” and hus father’'s challenging him for
having said that “something was true in theory but required correction n practice™ (p. 35) Shortly
thereafter he says he remembers “the very place in Hyde Park where. in {his] fourteenth year.” s
father explamned to him how unusual a person his education had made him (p. 37}. Perhaps the most
surprising passage is that concerning Ford Abbey, where the grounds, Mill (with his wife’s help) says.
“were riant and secluded, umbrageous, and full of the sound of falling waters™ (p. 57). More often the
emotion 15 excluded with the telling detail, and only retracing the process of revision gives an opening:
he mentions reading Dugald Stewart on reasoning “a second or third time” (originally he had
written—probably correctly—"third or fourth™), but he cancelled “sitting n the garden at Mickleham™
(where the Mills had a cottage). The detail is striking for anyone who has handled the bulky fohos of
Stewart, another matter that Mill omits (Pp 188-9.)
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not himself, but his father, and, despite the qualifications and explanations. ' it is
a celebration, incorporating at least one memorable aphorism: “A pupil from
whom nothing is ever demanded which he cannot do, never does all he can” (p.
35). Moving into the period of self-education, Mill, having learned his pedagogy.
broadened his teaching to include others who were caught up in the Radicals’
increasing momentum,'! and one can be sure that at least the demand side of the
aphorism was observed. We cannot now recapture all the detail—let alone the
enthusiasm—of the activities he joined in with others, but what is known 1s
remarkable.

The earliest joint venture was probably the “Mutual Improvement Society.” not
mentioned in the Autobiography, which flowered at least briefly under Jeremy
Bentham's patronage.'? The date of Mill’s two surviving speeches for that Soci-
ety, 1823 or 1824, suggests that in fact it may have melded with the ““Utilitarian
Society” that Mill says he founded in the winter of 1822-23 (p. 81); the latter also
met in Bentham's house, included Bentham’s amanuensis, Richard Doane, and
convened once a fortnight to read essays and discuss questions of ethics and
politics. This small group, which continued until 1826, included Mill’s most
intimate friends, as did its successor, the “Society of Students of Mental Philo-
sophy,” which met for detailed discussion of specific philosophic and economic
texts in George Grote’s house from 1825 until early in 1828, and then again in
1829.'% In the mid-20s, emulating the philosophes, Mill kept a journal of his
group’s activities, and wrote a few articles for a proposed Philosophical Diction-

!%Probably the one he 1ntended to tell most agamst a general application of his father’s methods 1s
that on p. 37, where Mill says that much of what was accomplished was incompatible with “any great
amount of intercourse with other boys.” (It need not be said that this pre-Freudian remark has no special
reference to the Enghsh public schools )

"'See John Arthur Roebuck's account in his Life and Letiers, ed. R E Leader (London Amold,
1897). pp 25-8 See also pp. 306-7, where Leader gives Roebuck’s speech at an election meeting in
support of Mill's candidacy for Westmunster (reported in the Morning Star, 7 Apr., 1865, p. 2).

12See John M. Robson, “John Stuart Mill and Jeremy Bentham, with Some Observations on James
Mill." 1n Essays in English Literature Presentedto A. §. P Woodhouse. ed. M MacLure and F. W.
Watt (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1964), p. 254.

130ne, “On the Utility of Knowledge,” was dated 1823 by 1ts editor, H. J. Laski (who had the MS 1n
hus possession); see Mill's Autobiography, ed. Laski (London: Oxford University Press. 1924), pp.
267-74. The MS of the other, “On Parliamentary Reform.” 1s inscribed by Mill “1823 or 24"
(Mili-Taylor Collection, British Library of Political and Economic Science, London School of Eco-
nomics)

'“The Utilitanan Society included Wilham Prescott (Grote's banking partner), William Eyton
Tooke, Wilham Ellis, George John Graham. and John Arthur Roebuck; the Society of Students of
Mental Philosophy (which Harmet Grote called “the Brangles”™) included all these (though Tooke 15 not
named mn known sources) plus, at one time or another, George Grote, Horace Grant, Henry Cole,
Edward Lytton Bulwer, “two brothers Whitmore” (probably George and William, who were members
of the London Debating Society), and [John?} Wilson. (See Textual Introduction, A Svstem of Logic,
CW, Vols. VII-VIII [Toronto. University of Toronto Press, 1973], Vol. VII, p. liii, and the sources
there cited, and F. E. Sparshott, Introduction, Essays on Philosophy and the Classics, CW, Vol. X1
[Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1978], p. viiin.)
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ary to be edited by Charles Austin (see p. 110; the journal and articles seem not to
have survived).

Another kind of mutual education. through propagation of the faith, was
contemporaneous: public debate. First, in 1825, he and some friends'* debated
against the Owenites of the Cooperative Society; then, from 1826 to 1829, they
embarked on a more impressive scheme, the London Debating Society. in which
the coming young men opened their minds and talents on major issues of the
times. ' Less important were evening meetings to study elocution, and the forma-
tion of a class to learn German on the “Hamiltonian method.”"’

Of greater significance in a wider sphere was the work done by the young
Philosophic Radicals with their elders and mentors on the Westminster Review,
founded in 1824 (see pp. 93-101). and on the Parliamentarv Historv and Review
during its brief career from 1826 to 1828 (p. 121). the latter year also seeing the
Mills withdraw from the Westminster Review stable (p. 135). Throughout this
period Mill’s practical education, the value of which he acknowledges on p. 87,
was going on in the Examiner’s Office of the East India Company, which he had
joined in 1823 on his seventeenth birthday. Finally. though the details are vague,
one should not overlook the broad educational benefits of his less formal but
undoubtedly strenuous and wide-ranging discussions with his friends on his daily
walks between Kensington and the City. and his weekend and holiday excursions
into the countryside. Even without analysis of his writings, one can wholeheart-
edly support his judgment that from 1822 to 1828 his “own pursuits . . . were never
carried on more vigorously” (p. 89).'®

Here one is moving to the second of Mill's purposes. his desire to show “the
successive phases’™ of a “mind which was always pressing forward. equally ready
to learn and to unlearn either from its own thoughts or from those of others™ (p. 5).
The least precise of the three goals, it nonetheless gets very careful attention in the
next few chapters of the Autobiography, those dealing with the period from the

3He mentions Roebuck, Ellis, and Charles Austin (pp. 127-9).

'%See pp. 129-33. Roebuck was (for most of the pertod) Mill's mayor ally. but many other friends
joined in the fray. The Society continued for a few years after Mill (with John Sterling. a new friend
made through the Society) withdrew n 1829.

17p, 123. Mill's assertion that he “learnt German™ at this time, and his later mention of reading
“Goethe and other Germans” (adding 1n an earlier version, “either 1n the original or in translations.”
p. 1607). merit attention, because the question whether he read the language is often raised. especially
in connection with his philosophy The Hamiltonmian method (set out in James Hamilton, The History,
Principles, Practice and Results of the Hamiltonian Svstem [Manchester. Sowler, 1829]) involved
immediate word for word transiation by the student, the method onginally used, and apparently still
approved, by James Mill, who. on 15 Nov., 1825. was one of a group that examined “eight lads™ of
poor families who had been learning Latn. French, and Itahan by this system (Morning Chromicle, 16
Nov., 1825)

'®In the Early Draft the sentence as first wntten reinforced the point by continuing, “than during the
next few years.” Harriet Taylor underscored “few’ and Mill responded with the question, “meanng of
this mark?” Her answer, whatever 1t was, led to the deletion of the words
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time of his mental crisis in 1826-27 until 1840, when the Logic was virtually
completed. He says that in his account of “these years of transition™ he has
mentioned only those of his “new impressions”™ which appeared then and iater “to
be a kind of turning points, marking a definite progress” in his mode of thought (p.
175). And he goes on to indicate that he was considering much more in those years
than the account indicates. The nature and intensity of some of these considera-
tions are to be seen in the literary essays in the present volume.

Many of the changes, these essays also imply, came through personal contact of
the kind already suggested, as his circle of acquaintance broadened. The record of
“successive phases” of his mind is, therefore, again seen to be intertwined with that
of his debts, and so the second and third purposes are served together. Often his
desire to acknowledge his intellectual debts is greater than his desire to trace his
development, with the result; quite intentional on Mill’s part, that emphasis falls
on certain aspects of his development at the expense of others. For example, the
brief period of near withdrawal from his customary activities from 1828 to 1830 is
left in shade, and little evidence is available elsewhere to fill in the picture. And the
years of active political sectarianism in the London and Westminster Review, years
that have troubled many who otherwise admire Mill (after all, he says he had
already forsworn at least overt sectarianism [see pp. 115-17]), are excused by the
plea of circumstance, inadequately described. Again—and from the perspective of
the editors of this volume, quite regrettably—Mill gives little space to his writings
for journals in the 1830s. and much of that concerns his mainly political leaders in
the Examiner.

As mentioned above, one important change, Mill’s new aesthetic interest, is
seen in his literary essays. In particular, they indicate the shift in thought following
his distress over the effects of purely analytic methods, and point to the existence
of what was not quite a school, or even a coterie, but certainly was a group quick to
respond and to interact. The relief Mill found in Wordsworth’s poetry (pp.
149-53), and his related discovery of Shelley (a favourite of Harriet Taylor’s), as
well as his love of music (almost unmentioned in the Autobiography),'® and his
growing appreciation of drama, painting, and architecture, all had a part in
inducing the aesthetic speculations found in these essays. Though they do not
amount to an important theory, elements of them are of considerable value, and
helped clarify for Mill both the piace of emotion in individual lives and in the
human sciences, and what he took to be his proper role in the “Art and Science of
Life,” as “Scientist” or “Logician,” and not as “Artist” or “Poet.”?’

Mill was markedly influenced by his new acquaintances, most significantly by

'®There are references on pp. 21, 147-9 He played the piano (and composed in an amateur way): the
piano he used in France still exists, in Fondation Flandreysy-Espérandieu, Palais du Roure, Avignon.

2See John M. Robson, “J. S. Mill's Theory of Poetry,” University of Toronto Quarterly, XXIX
(July, 1960), 420-37, and, for a more personal application of the theory. Robson, “Hamet Taylor and
John Stuart Mill. Artist and Scientist,” Queen’s Quarterly, LXXIII (Summer, 1966), 167-86
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W.J. Fox’s circle of Unitarians,?! including Harriet and John Taylor, by Thomas
Carlyle, and by John Sterling. Through Sterling (and perhaps through Cambridge
friends of Charles Austin) Mill became acquainted with other of the Cambridge
“Apostles,” and it is of more than passing significance that his reaching out for
“radicals™ of different kinds brought into the net of the London and Westminster
Review some of these apparently incompatible, but equally enthusiastic propo-
nents of a new order. When one considers the subjects and provenances of Mill's
articles in the present volume, the network of relations is evident: of those articles
published in the 1830s, four of the five that appeared before 1835 were in Fox's
Journal, the Monthly Repository (which in these years was Mill’s main organ for
non-literary essays as well); all those after that date were in the London and
Westminster under his own editorship. Not all the articles are actually reviews. but
of those that are, two deal with William Bridges Adams, a protégé of Fox’s, who
married Sarah Flower, the sister of Harriet Taylor's closest friend (and Fox's
lover), Eliza. Browning also was a member of Fox’s circle, and only accident (see
pp. xxxiti-xxxiv) prevented Mill’s review of his Pauline from appearing. Tenny-
son, Helps, Milnes, and Bulwer (see App. F, p. 604) were all Cambridge men. the
first three Apostles. This evidence does not justify an accusation of puffery,
though the reviews are favourable. but Mill can at least be seen as showing bias in
his selection of subjects. And there is other evidence of his raising a wind.
Exhalations include his placing, in the Examiner, reviews of Eliza Flower's
musical compositions,* and complimentary notices of the Monthlv Repository.**
In return, the Repository blew some kisses. mentioning as a new publication the
pamphlet reprint of Mill’s “Corporation and Church Property,” and commenting,
“‘Read, mark, learn, and inwardly digest’ this little pamphlet, which is full of the
marrow of a sound philosophy and morality.” In “Characteristics of English
Aristocracy,” areview of Bulwer’s England and the English. there is praise for the
appendices Mill contributed anonymously on Bentham and James Mill that might
well normally have gone unnoticed. And there is an unambiguous (to the in-
formed) reference to Mill: “The most accomplished and perfect logician we ever
knew, has the best appreciation of the beautiful and the poetical.”>*

In all ages, and even among the virtuous, manus manum lavat. and altruism
may be a form of self-help. There were, in that age of excitement, when the old
order (again) seemed to be passing away, many opportunities for the daring and
enthusiastic young to air and share their views, and as Mill passed through his

2Mill surely knew of Fox, 1f he had not actually met him, as early as 1824, for Fox contnibuted to the
first number of the Westminster the lead article, which almost certatnly is one of the two Mill says he
took most to heart (see p. 96 below).

*23 July, 1831, pp. 420~ 1; 8 Apr.. 1832, p. 230, 21 Apr . 1833, p. 245: 20 Apr.. 1834, p 244, and
4]Jan.. 1835,p. 4.

2317 Mar., 1833, pp. 164-5: 14 Apr., 1833, pp. 229-30; 16 June. 1833, pp. 372-3. 8 Sept.. 1833.
p- 567: 15 Dec., 1833, pp. 788~9; 12 Jan., 1834, p. 21

Monthlv Repository. n.s. VIl (Mar., 1833), 215. and ibid. (Sept.. 1833), 601, and 593.
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“successive phases™ he joined in or was touched by the Philosophic Radicals of the
1820s, the Romantics, the Saint-Simonians, the Unitarians, the Cambridge Apos-
tles, the new bureaucrats. the Philosophic Radicals of the 1830s; in some cases he
was at or near the centre, in others on the periphery—but never was he to be
ignored.

A change came, however. The last stage (on his account) was one in which he
thought himself rejected by “society,” and in which, in any case. he rejected the
society of most others. His relation with Harriet Taylor, a relation which they seem
naively to have thought neither would nor should cause comment, resulted in their
eventual isolation from all but a few, such as the Carlyles {and there was constant
and increasing tension even with them). Mill's account of his movement into
maturity of opinion. then. ought to be seen also as a movement away from the
influence of groups. He did not, it should be clear. go into intellectual solitude. for
quite apart from the constant interchange of views with Harriet Taylor, he read and
corresponded widely (for example with Auguste Comte). He was not, however, in
an arena where the constant push-and-pull of allegiances, opintons, and events
could initiate major fluctuations of belief. When, in the mid-1860s after his wife’s
death and his retirement from the East India Company, the time did come for him
to plunge into turbulent political waters, his general attitudes were indeed firm,
though his expression of them in particular circumstances led some to believe him
fickle. And at that time, as young men gathered round him—Bain. Cairnes,
Fawcett, Morley, even Spencer—it was his influence on them that mattered, not
theirs on him. And that tale he does not choose to tell.

The tale he does tell, right from the beginning of the Autobiography. as we have
seen, is that of his third purpose: acknowledgment of his intellectual and moral
debts, the importance of which justifies brief analysis. It is hard and indeed unwise
to identify separately the elements that make up Mill's accounts of his teachers and
friends; there is some mention of their characters, some of their careers. and some
of their writings. as well as of their relations with Mill. and all these matters bear
on one another. Also. a few people of obvious importance are mentioned almost in
passing,”® one may infer because the exigencies of narrative did not easily permit
of a fuller account. As has been argued, the tributes and assessments are entwined
with the accounts of his education and the movement of his mind; nonetheless, if
we look simply at the main emphasis of passages, almost one-third of the final
version s given generally to an account of his debts. (A considerably higher
proportion is found in the Early Draft, which includes, inter alia, longer passages
on Roebuck and Sarah Austin and necessarily excludes the narrative of the final

25As an example (not a complete account), the following persons, all of whom most certamly
influenced Mill 1n some significant way. are. except as noted, given two sentences or less: Ricardo,
Joseph Hume. Samuel Bentham and his family (about five sentences), Mill's teachers in France, Say
(four sentences). W. E. Tooke, William Ellis, G. J. Graham, Thirlwall (three sentences). Coleridge.
Goethe. Fonblanque (three sentences), and Bain
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years.) The relative weighting is interesting. Ignoring all those of less than
one-half page in length, one finds:

TABLE 2

Tribute to and discussion of App. no of pages Tnbute to and discussion of App no of pages

James Mill 194 Charles Austin 11
Harriet Taylor Mill 14 Carlyle 14
Roebuck 426 Sarah Austin 177
John Austin 3 Sterhing 1
Comte 3 Maurice 1
Wordsworth 23 Helen Taylor 1
Bentham 2 Hare 1
Saint-Simomans 2 Black %
Tocqueville 2 Grote H

Such computation (which ignores the strength as well as the kind of comment)
does rough justice to Mill’s account; but he himself is not even-handed. Given
other evidence, including Mill’s writings. no one is likely to challenge the placing
of his father and his wife at the head of the list of those who influenced him. The
kind of influence and its effect are perhaps moot, especially in the case of his wife.
but one can easily accept his estimate of their weights. Mill says his conscience
spoke to him in his father’s voice (p. 613); there can be no doubt that there was a
literal transference of this function to Harriet Taylor after James Mill’s death in
1836, if not before, and only a little that Helen Taylor played a speaking role after
her mother’s death in 1858.2® There is no room here for essays on these extraordi-
nary relations; our comment is only that they were, certainly from a psychological
point of view, as important as Mill indicates.

About others. though, some caveats concerning Mill’s judgment must be
entered. His attitude to his mother has caused speculation: not mentioned in the
Autobiography, she is given, in isolated comments of a derogatory kind, almost all
of which were cancelled, only about one-half page in the Early Draft. When he
began that draft, Mill was excessively, indeed petulantly, angry at his family
because of what he (and/or Harriet) took to be their slighting response to his
marriage; in revision, he at least moved from derogation to silence. It is likely that
his mother and his siblings did not “influence” him, using the word as he intends it.
but one may well regret the attitude and the omission. At the very least it is odd that
a strong feminist, writing under the correcting eye of an equally strong feminist,
should have given himself but a single parent in the opening narrative sentence of

26In the Early Draft: about three pages were removed 1n the final revision

27In the Early Draft; the passage was removed 1n the final revision.

28Though Helen Taylor had nothing to do with the formation of Mill’s central views. she was amayor
influence on the expression of his 1deas and on his actions 1n the last decade of hus life.
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his autobiography: “I was born in London, on the 20th of May 1806, and was the
eldest son of James Mill, the author of The History of British India” (p. 5).

Other questions can here only be asked:® if John Austin gets (deservedly) three
pages, surely Bentham deserves more than two, and George Grote more than
one-half—and what of Harriet Grote? Wordsworth merits at least the treatment he
receives, but where then is Coleridge? (The answer lies partly, but only partly, in
the discussion of the “Coleridgeans.” Sterling and Maurice.) Does not Tocque-
ville, whose influence, curiously enough, is not acknowledged at all in the Early
Draft, deserve as much space as Comte (even if we admit that much of the three
pages devoted to the latter is given to denial of influence)? Surely Carlyle,
whatever Mill’s later judgments, had more influence than Roebuck (who was on
his own admission a pupil of Mill’s}—and, again, where is Jane Carlyle? Could he
not have mentioned his colleagues in the East India House, such as Thomas Love
Peacock? The questions pile up, and answers implying the deliberate downplaying
of friendships, or the desire to avoid comment on those alive to read the account,
do not seem adequate. Of greater relevance are Mill’s and his wife’s attitudes to
the people discussed and the exigencies of narrative and of thesis: the case he is
making does not require equal or absolute justice, and a story—even one the
author claims to be devoid of interesting episode—militates against judgmental
balance. One certainly may regret that Mill’s denigration of self led him to the
purposes he thought proper, and so to exclude much that other autobiographers,
many of them of narrower experience and less insight, delight us with. But his
judgment should be respected. Although his mind, his life, and his career have an
interest beyond the significance he attached to them, in developing his stated
purposes Mill faithfully adheres to his contract with the reader for whom “these
pages were . . . written.”

The Autobiography stands alone among Mill’s book-length works in the abun-
dance of MS materials that have survived.*® We have no fewer than three complete
MSS—Mill’s original draft, a revised MS also in his hand, and a transcript of the
whole—as well as a four-page piece of holograph draft independent of the other
MSS. The three complete MSS were among the collection of letters and papers
owned after Mill’s death by Helen Taylor, bequeathed by her to her niece Mary
Taylor, and sold at auction in 1922 by the executors of the latter’s estate. They are

2One of them seems best relegated to a footnote, important as it is: would 1t not have been instructive
for him to have given more space to the influence on him of the dead (Anstotle, Bacon, Locke, as well
as the acknowledged Plato)?

3°This secuon on the composition of the work and the transmission and first publication of the text
draws (sometimes verbatim) on two previous accounts by Jack Stillinger—"“The Text of John Stuart
Mill’s Autobiography,” Bulletin of the John Rylands Library, XLIII (Sept., 1960), 220-42, and the
introduction to The Early Draft of John Stuar: Mill's “Autobiography.” These in turn are mdebted to
Albert William Levi’s pioneer work in “The Writing of Mill’s Autobiography,” Ethics, LXI (July,
1951), 284-96.
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listed together, “a large parcel.” as lot 720 (third day) in Sotheby's sale catalogue
of 27-29 March, 1922: “MiLL (John Stuart) Auto. MS. of his AUTOBIOGRAPHY
upwards of 220 pp. 4to; with an earlier draft of the same in his hand, and a copy,
mostly in the hand of Helen Taylor, with the suppressed passages.” The lot went
for £5 5s. to Maggs Bros., who resold the MSS separately.

Early Draft. The “earlier draft” was purchased from Maggs in 1923 by Jacob H.
Hollander, Professor of Political Economy at Johns Hopkins University, who kept
it until his death in 1940, after which it was stored for nearly two decades in a
Baltimore warehouse. In 1958 it was acquired with the rest of Hollander’s library
by the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. More than just “earlier,” it is in
fact the original draft of the Autobiography, consisting of 169 leaves all told—139
leaves constituting the first finished version of the work plus thirty leaves of
rejected text retained together at the end of the draft. Written in the late months of

1853 and the early months of 1834 (see below on this and other datings), the MS
contains a complete account, as Mill then would have given it, of his tife up to his
_marriage in 1851. The paper is apparently that used in the East India Company
office where Mill worked. half-sheets of white laid foolscap measuring c¢. 33.6 X
20.8 cm., with either a Britannia watermark (on about half the leaves, irregularly
throughout) or one of three countermarks: “STACEY WISE 1849,” “C ANSELL
1851,” and “C ANSELL 1852.” Mill wrote in ink, generally on both sides. Before
beginning a leaf, he folded it once lengthwise. to divide each page into two long
halves ¢. 10.4 cm. wide;*! he originally composed only in the right-hand half,
saving the space at left for his revisions and for corrections, comments, and other

markings by his wife.

Columbia MS. The second of the complete MSS (to take them in the order in
which they were written), the “Auto. MS.” of the description in Sotheby’s
catalogue, was bought from Maggs by Professor John Jacob Coss, acting for
members of the Department of Philosophy at Columbia who presented it to the
Columbia University Library in April, 1923. This MS consists of 210 leaves (not
counting those left blank by Mill or used as wrappers) measuring ¢. 26 X 21.5 cm.
The first 162 leaves, medium blue paper sewn in twenty-leaf gatherings marked A
through I (with the initial leaf of A and the last seventeen leaves of I left blank) and
containing either a fleur-de-lis watermark or the countermark “WEATHERLEY
1856,” constitute a revised version of the Early Draft text plus a three-page
continuation, the text of 247.35-251.9 below. This @_g_f the MS was written in
1861. The remaining forty-eight leaves, a gathering marked K and made up of

"'ﬁ;ty-four sheets of darker blue (unwatermarked) paper folded separately and

3'He used the same method 1n the extant MSS of “Notes on Some of the More Popular Dialogues of
Plato” (see Textual Introduction, Essays on Philosophy and the Classics, CW., Vol XI, pp. Ixxxi—
Ixxxii, and illustration facing p. 175) and in the surviving MS page of “The Silk Trade" (see Essays on
Economics and Society, CW, Vol. 1V [Toronto: Untversity of Toronto Press, 1967], illustration facing
p. 138).



XX INTRODUCTION

unsewn, represent—except for text taken over from the Yale fragment (see
below)—the first and only draft of the rest of the Autobiography, written in the
winter of 1869-70

Rvlands transcript. The third of the MSS sold at Sotheby’s, the “copy, mostly
1 the hand of Helen Taylor, with the suppressed passages,” went to an unknown
English buyer, and was lost sight of until July, 1959, when it was discovered in the
London salerooms of Messrs. Hodgson and acquired by the John Rylands Library,
Manchester. Consisting of 282 leaves of various kinds and sizes of paper. the
transcript was made mainly or entirely in the months just after Mill’s death by three
writers—Helen Taylor, Mill’s youngest sister Mary Elizabeth Colman, and an
unidentified French copyist. It is from this MS that the first edition of the work
(1873) was printed, and the “descent” of the text is thus simple and straightfor-
ward: Mill revised, recopied, and continued his original version (Early Draft) in
the Columbia MS: Helen Taylor and her helpers copied the Columbia text in the
Rylands transcript; and the work was set in type from the Rylands transcript.

Yale fragment. In addition to these complete MSS, Mill's first draft of the
present 251.18-259.21, the “Note . . . concerning the participation of my wife in
my writings” givenbelow beginning on p. 250, is extant at Yale. This is written on
the four pages of a folded sheet of bluish-gray wove paper, page size c. 25.8 X
20.2 cm. The MS bears the pencil date “[1861]” in the hand of a twentieth-century
scholar or archivist, but the basis for this dating 1s not clear. Mill could have
drafted the note any time between the completion of the Early Draft, in 1854, and
the writing of the last part of the work in 1869-70. The tenses, the tone, and the
mention of On Liberty as a “book” (pp. 256-8) strongly suggest that it was
composed no earlier than 1859, after his wife’s death and the publication of On
Liberty, and probably after 1861, because it was not included in the continuation
of the Early Draft written at that time.

In his surviving letters Mill first mentions the Early Draft on /Llanuary 1854
four days after recording in a diary entry his bitterness at having procrastmated in
the sacred duty of fixing in writing, so that it may not die with me, everything that
have in my mind which is capable of assisting the destruction of error and
prejudice and the growth of just feelings and true opinions.”** Replying to a letter
now Jost, he writes to his wife:

I too have thought very often lately about the life & am most anxious that we should
complete 1t the soonest possible. What there is of it is in a perfectly publishable state—as far
as writing goes it could be printed tomorrow—& it contains a tull writing out as far as
anything can write out, what you are, as far as 1 am competent to describe you, & what I owe
to you—but, besides that until revised by you it is little better than unwritten, it contains
nothing about our private circumstances, further than shewing that there was intimate
friendship for many years, & you only can decide what more it is necessary or desirable to

32Dyary entry for 19 Jan., 1854, in The Letters of John Stuart Mill, ed. Hugh S. R. Elhot. 2 vols
(London: Longmans, Green and Co., 1910), Vol II, p. 361.
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say in order to stop the mouths of enemies hereafter. The fact s there 1s about as much
written as 1 can write without your help & we must go through this together & add the rest to
it at the very first opportunity—I have not forgotten what she said about bringing 1t with me
to Paris.*

He discusses the subject at length again on 10 February:

1. .. have read through all that is written of the Life—I find it wants revision. which I shall
give it—but I do not well know what to do with some of the passages which we marked for
alteration in the early part of it which we read together. They were mostly passages in which
1 had written, you thought, too much of the truth or what I believe to be the truth about my
own defects. 1 certainly do not desire to say more about them than integrity requires, but the
difficult matter is to decide how much that is. Of course one does not. in writing a life, either
one's own or another’s. undertake to tell everything—& it will be right to put something
into this which shall prevent any one from being able to suppose or to pretend. that we
undertake to keep nothing back. Still it va sans dire that it ought to be on the whole a fair
representation. Some things appear to me on looking at them now to be said very crudely,
which does not surprise me in a first draft. in which the essential was to say everything.
somehow, sauf to omit or revise afterwards. As to matters of opinion & feeling on general
subjects, I find there is a great deal of good matter written down in the Life which we have
not written anywhere else, & which will make it as valuable in that respect (apart from its
main object) as the best things we have published. But of what particularly concerns our life
there is nothing yet written. except the descriptions of you. & of your effect on me; which
are at al] events a permanent memorial of what 1 know you tobe, & (so far as it can be shewn
by generalities) of what I owe to you intellectually. That, though it is the smallest part of
what you are to me, is the most important to commemorate, as people are comparatively
willing to suppose all the rest. But we have to consider, which we can only do together, how
much of our story it 1s advisable to tell. in order to make head aganst the representations of
enemies when we shall not be alive to add anything to 1t. If it was not to be published for 100
years I should say, tell all, simply & without reserve. As it is there must be care taken not to
put arms into the hands of the enemy.**

Taken together, the two letters show (1) that an early form of the draft, including
at least the first eight leaves of the original Part 11.* largely unrevised since it was
first written but nevertheless “in a perfectly publishable state,” was finished by 23

BLL, CW, Vol. XIV, pp 137-8(23Jan , 1854) (Atthe end of this passage. as frequently elsewhere
1n his letters to her, Mill refers to his wife in the third person )

3Ibid., p. 154. Between 23 Jan. and 10 Feb. the “Life” 1s mentioned briefly in two other letters: *1
fancy I see one large or two small posthumous volumes of Essays. with the Life at their head,” he wntes
on 29 Jan. (ibid., p. 142); and on 4 Feb he promises to “look again through the Life” when he has
finished rewriting “Nature™ (ibid., p. 149) The “Essays” that he was envisioning 1n the first of these (29
Jan.) include “Nature,” *“Utility of Religion,” On Liberty, and some pieces later incorporated into
Utilitarianism; presumably they are also the “various Essays, for eventual publication, on some of the
fundamental questions of human and social life” that he refers to toward the end of the Awtobiographyv
(p- 245 below). See Textual Introduction. Essavs on Ethics. Religion and Sociery, CW, Vol. X
(Toronto: Umversity of Toronto Press., 1969), pp. cxxii—cxxIx.

35But apparently not the whole of Part II—or, more specifically. not the text of RII 20 (see the fourth
paragraph below, and App. G. pp. 616-17)—since Mill says in both letters that he has written nothing
of their “private circumstances ~ Two breaks in the composition of the onginal Part I are evident from
changes in pen, the first following the text of the extract given from RI1.1-8 (pp. 617-24 below), the
second coming after the sentence ending at 222.20 (“ . . . did not know what to say ")
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January. 1854: (2) that Mill and his wife had read an “early part of it” together,
marking passages for alteration (those extracted in App. G from R23-5, and
possibly Mill’s subsequent revisions of them—in R24>-252 and R19/20, also
marked by her—are more or less specifically mentioned in the second letter); but
(3) that she had not yet read any portion of the original Part II, in which she and
their relationship are described. Up to this point, therefore. there were at least two
periods of composition—one in which he wrote the early part that they read and
marked together, the other in which he continued writing in her absence.

We have, unfortunately, virtually no biographical documents for the first two
years of their marriage, after they had returned from the Continent and settled at
Blackheath Park in September, 1851. In August, 1853, Mill took his wife to
Sidmouth, Devonshire, returning to London alone on the 23rd—the first time
since the marriage that they had been separated. He remained in London through
much of September, and then, on the advice of their physicians, accompanied his
wife to Nice. When his three-month leave of absence from the India House had
expired, he left her at Hyeres, on 27 or 28 December, and arrived back in London
on 5 January.

It is unlikely that he worked on the draft between 5 and 23 January (the date of
the first letter quoted above). On his return he was occupied with official corres-
pondence that had accumulated in his absence, and of his own work he was
primarily concerned with the essay on “Nature.” He told his wife on 14 January:

1 am working hard at getting up the arrear of India house business & have taken some of it
home to work at tomorrow (Sunday). 1 hardly feel well or vigorous enough to set about any
work of our own yet on Sundays & in the evenings—when 1 do the first thing shall be to
finish the rewriting of the paper on Nature. which I began before we left *¢

Moreover, the tone of his letter of 23 January (“I too have thought very often lately
about the life”) does not suggest that he has been writing. What seems most
probable, if we assume that he began the draft in London, perhaps even (as he did
with other works) during office hours at the India House when correspondence
lagged, is that he commenced writing earlier than August, 1853; that he and his
wife read and marked the early part (at least the first twenty-five leaves, through
the first extract given in App. G) before going to Devonshire in that month; and
that he continued writing, through at least the first eight leaves of the original Part
II, in the August—September interval of separation, before joining her for their
sojourn in France. A large part of the draft, the “publishable” version described in
the letter of 23 January, 1854, should therefore be dated earlier than 24 September,
1853, the date on which they left England together.

On 13 February, 1854, still planning to join his wife in Paris, Mill again
mentions bringing the draft with him, and adds:

But if we are not to be together this summer it is doubly important to have as much of the life
3¢LL. CW, Vol XIV, p. 131
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written as can be written before we meet—therefore will you my own love in one of your
sweetest letters give me your general notion of what we should say or imply respecting our
private concerns. As it is, it shews confidential friendship & strong attachment ending in
marriage 3v;/hen you were free & ignores there having ever been any scandalous suspicions
about us.

To his earlier letter of the 10th she replied on 14-15 February:

I feel sure dear that the Life 1s not half written and that half that is written will not do. Should
there not be a summary of our relationship from its commencement in 1830—! mean given
in a dozen lines. . . . This ought to be done in 1ts genuine truth and simplicsty—strong
affection, intimacy of friendship, and no impropriety. It seems to me an edifying picture for
those poor wretches who cannot conceive friendship but 1n sex—nor believe that expedi-
ency and the consideration for feelings of others can conquer sensuality ®

While her letter was en route Mill wrote to her again on the 18th that he was “most
anxious at present about the Life, but . . . can do little in the way of addition to it till
I hear from her,™® and a diary entry of 19 February implies further concern with
the life: “Goethe . . . [called] his autobiography, which tells just as much about
himself as he liked to be known, ‘Aus meinem Leben Dichtung und Wahrheit.’
The Aus even without the Dichtung saves his veracity.”*® Finally on the 20th,
having received her letter, he was able to report some progress in the work:

As to the Life—which I have been revising & correcting—the greater part. in bulk, of what
is written consists of the history of my mind up 10 the time when your mfluence over 1t
began—<& 1 do not think there can be much objectionable in that part, even including as it
does, sketches of the character of most of the people I was intimate with—if I could be said
to be so with any one. 1 quite agree in the sort of résumé of our relationship which you
suggest—but if it is to be only as you say a dozen lines, or even three or four dozen. could
you not my own love write it out your darling self & send it in one of your precious
letters—It is one of the many things of which the fond would be much better laid by you &
we can add to it afterwards if we see occasion.!

up with India House correspondence he began wrmng “Utility of Relnglon
Between those dates, and especially around 20 February, when we have seen him
“revising & correcting,” he read over and revised the whole of the draft he had

written in 1853, and it was probably then also that he finished writing the original
Part II. Professor Levi is surely right in suggesting that a passage from Harriet
Mill’s letter of 14~15 February (*strong affection, intimacy of friendship . . . an
edifying picture for those poor wretches who cannot conceive friendship but in
sex—nor believe that expediency and the consideration for feelings of others can

Ibid., p. 159.

3F. A. Hayek, John Stuart Mill and Harriet Taylor (London. Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1951).
P SIE. Cw, Vol X1V, p. 163.

“CLetters of John Stuart Mill, ed. Elliot, Vol. 11, p. 373.

4LL, CW, Vol. XIV, pp. 165-6.
“Ibid., pp. 152, 178.

»42
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conquer sensuality”) is echoed in Mill’s account of their relationship in the
twentieth leaf of Part I1:

our relation to each other was one of strong affection and confidential intimacy, entirely
apart from sensuality. . . . we disdained, as every person not a slave of his animal appetites
must do, the abject notion that the strongest and tenderest friendship cannot exist between a
man and a woman without a sensual tie; or that sensuality cannot be put aside when regard
for the feelings of others, or even when only prudence and personal dignity requure it.**

She did not otherwise send him the account he requested, for of the numbered
series of Mill’s letters to her all but one—a short letter addressed to Marseilles on
13 March—are extant between 20 February and the middle of April, and there are
but two subsequent references to the work during the period. On 24 February he
writes: “we must do what we can while we are alive—the Life being the first
thing—which independent of the personal matters which it will set right when we
have made it what we intend, is even now an unreserved proclamation of our
opinions on religion, nature, & much else.”** The gist of the first part of this
statement is repeated in a letter of 20 March: “above all I am anxious about the
Life. which must be the first thing we go over when we are together.”*’

Harriet Mill returned to London in the middle of April. and it must have been
either then or shortly afterward—"the Life being the first thing”—that she read and
“improved” the remainder of the draft. Though no useful terminal date for Mill’s
subsequent corrections can be assigned with certainty, it seems most reasonable to
suppose that he revised and rewrote the leaves of Part 1I before departing for a
six-week tour of Brittany in June—July, 1854, and certainly before setting out on
his extended tour of France, Italy, and Greece, 8 December, 1854—late June,
1855, during which he was separated from his wife:for nearly seven months.

The Early Draft is a heavily worked over MS, with cancellations and interlined
revisions on nearly every page, and a great many additional passages written and
rewritten at left. Mill foliated the MS in pencil, and most of the leaves show
evidence of having been renumbered one or more times as additional leaves were
inserted, passages reordered, and revised leaves substituted for earlier ones. The
principal additions and rearrangements are reported in notes to the Early Draft text
and in headnotes to the extracts given in Appendix G. The most interesting of
Mill’s large-scale changes has to do with his early intention to divide the work into
two parts, the first covering his life before he met Harriet Taylor, and “Part I1,”
beginning with his “first introduction to the lady whose friendship has been the
honour and blessing of my existence.” Possibly because he wished to bring her in
at an earlier point in his account (after his writings of 1832, rather than, as
originally, after his writings of 1834 and Molesworth’s proposal in that year to

“3Levi, “The Writing of Mill's Autobiography,” p. 292. The passage from RI1.20 was rewritten as
the present 236.15-24. See also the textual notes on pp. 236-7.

“LL, CW. Vol. X1V, p. 168

“SIbid., p. 190.
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establish the London and Westminster Review), perhaps also because the two parts
were of considerably disproportionate lengths (121 vs. 24 leaves), Mill rearranged
several paragraphs, condensed the first eight leaves of Part 1I to three and a half.
and discarded the two-part division altogether (see pp. 616—17 below).

Except possibly for the revised leaves that replaced the rejected leaves of the
original Part II and the ending of Part 1, Harriet Mill read the entire MS, marking
passages with lines. X’s, and question marks beside the text, deleting and some-
times rewriting Mill’s sentences, here and there commenting 1n the space at left;
and Mill followed many of her suggestions and accepted most of her pencilied
alterations by rewriting them in ink. A sizable proportion of her markings are
editorial in character, calling attention to wordiness, vagueness, inaccuracy of
expression, repetition of word or phrase, and the like “minuter matters of composi-
tion” (see p. 255); but she was also the originator of some major changes in the
texture and tone of the work. In response to her markings Mill suppressed personal
and family details that, had they been retained, would have made the Auto-
biography a warmer, if often more critical document, and she exerted extensive
influence on the several versions in which he attempted to describe his practical
deficiencies (see pp. 608—11) and on the account he wrote of their relations in the
original Part II. While “HTM” appears frequently in the textual apparatus. the
notes report only the most significant of her markings and alterations, and do not
adequately convey the pervasiveness of her pencil in the MS. 4

Mill returned to the work sometime in 1861, two or three years after the death of
his wife, and on this occasion wrote the first 162 leaves of the Columbia MS, the
text from the beginning through the present 251.9.%” Most of this, of course, was
revision rather than initial composition—the “second writing” that Mill refers to in
describing the “double redaction” method by which “all my books have been
composed” (see pp. 229-31)—but, although the Early Draft on which it was based
is itself, in its final stage, a highly finished piece of writing, the new version is
substantially different. Between the Early Draft and the corresponding text of the

“Her pencilled markings, alterations, and comments appear 1n nearly a hundred of the 169 leaves,
they are absent most notably in the revised leaves that replaced R119-21, RIl.1-8. 20, and 24.
Occasional markings and alterations of Mill’s revisions at left—revisions made as a result of her earhier
markings (e.g., in the discarded versions given in the long textual note on pp. 64— 5)—are evidence that
she read at least some of the MS twice.

4The dating is based on Helen Taylor’s notes in the 1873 first edition, pp. 240, 251. “Wnitten about
1861 appended to the end of the paragraph at 247.17 in the present volume, and “What precedes was
written or revised previous to, or during the year 1861 What follows was written 1n 1870 appended to
the end of the paragraph at 251.9. As s explained below, several paragraphs of Columbia MS text were
reordered in the Rylands transcript (and thence in the 1873 edition) in the span where the latter note
occurs. But 251.9 is where the text of gathering I of the Columbia MS leaves off. and 251.10 1s the
beginning of K; it seems virtually certain that the dating in the 1873 note should be applied to (because it
originally derived from) this division 1n the MS There are a few details in the text before 251.10 that
postdate the year 186]1—c.g.. the references on pp. 79 and 105 to John Romuily as “Lord Romilly” (lus
title beginning in 1865)—but these are 1n every instance darker-ink interiineations 1n the Columbia MS
and not part of the original writing.
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Columbia MS there are some 2,600 substantive differences, large and small (the
figure is offered simply as a rough indication of the frequency of revision; the
alteration of a single word counts as one substantive change, and the omission or
addition of an entire paragraph or more also counts as one). The number and nature
of the differences make impracticable the usual method of recording variants in
this edition. We have. therefore. chosen to present the Early Draft and the
Columbia MS as parallel texts on facing pages, with spacing adjusted to bring
corresponding passages, as much as possible, opposite one another. As a result,
blank spaces (and even whole blank pages) on one side or the other immediately
call attention to the most extensive of the revisions. Some of the less obvious may
be mentioned briefly.

With the distance gained by the passing of seven or more years since his writing
of the Early Draft, Mill viewed the events of his life with increased detachment.
He could now, for example. add a mitigating comparison to his description of
heavy dejection during his mental crisis. by seeing it as like “the state . . . in which
converts to Methodism usually are, when smitten by their first ‘conviction of
sin.’” and go on, less dramatically. “In all probability my case was by no means so
peculiar as I fancied it, and 1 doubt not that many others have passed through a
stmilar state” (pp. 137, 145). This new objectivity dictated a number of changes by
which earlier outbursts of egotism, contrasting strikingly with the characteristic
self-effacement that marks much of the work, were deflated or restrained. Occa-
sionally, for passages first written specifically about himself, Mill substituted
generalization (compare the two versions of the concluding statement about
Plato’s influence, pp. 24, 25): and many particulars of biographical detail were
omitted in the revised account: his meeting with the Frenchmen Ternaux, Destutt
de Tracy, Dunoyer, and others (p. 62), “emulation of a little manuscript essay of
Mr. Grote” in attempting his first argumentative composition (p. 72), writing an
early essay replying to Paley’s Natural Theology (p. 74), keeping a journal “on the
model of Grimm'’s Correspondence” and contributing three or four articles to a
projected “Philosophical Dictionary. suggested by Voltaire's” (p. 110), weekly
evening meetings to study elocution (p. 126), his elaborate speech in reply to
Thirlwall (p. 128), his enthusiastic admiration in response to Carlyle’s article on
Johnson (p. 182), and so on. The revised life is less full, less varied in texture, than
that of the Early Draft.

Here and there Mill toned down his recollections of family relationships and
especially of his father. Indirect references to his mother, in speaking of his
father’s “ill assorted marriage,” “to which he had not, and never could have
supposed that he had, the inducements of kindred intellect, tastes, or pursuits” (pp.
52, 6), are charitably omitted. James Mill’s “authority and indignation” is rewrit-
ten as “displeasure” (pp. 14, 15); and the fact that he “often mockingly carica-
tured” his son’s bad reading aloud is discarded (p. 26), along with a number of
other sentences and phrases of similar tendency (compare the summary comments
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on the severity of his upbringing at 52.19-21 and 53.28-9). By changes of this
sort, and the addition of several sentences comparing James Mill with Bentham
(p. 213), the revised version comes considerably closer than the earlier to being, in
the passages describing his father. a eulogy .** The same access of charity is evident
in recollections of associates outside his family. He cut out the greater part of his
“character” of Roebuck (pp. 154-8), softened his critique of Maurice (pp. 160-1).
rewrote his account of Sterling (pp. 162, 161), dropped a nasty paragraph on Sarah
Austin (p. 186). and resorted to anonymity (“My father and I had hoped that some
competent leader might arise; some man of philosophic attainments and popular
talents”) in place of several sentences of harsh commentary on George Grote’s
lack of courage. energy, and activity (pp. 202, 204-53).

The more formal and generalized character of the later version is continued in
the last part that Mill wrote, the forty-eight leaves of the K gathering in the
Columbia MS, containing the text of the work from the present 251.10 to the end.
This was drafted in the winter of 1869-70.4° Mill presumably also gave the earlier
part of the MS a final polish at this time (there are in this part a few interlineations
and other alterations in darker ink than the rest); there is no evidence of any
authoritative changes in the work after this date.>® At this point other hands take
over, and the text deteriorates.

In a codicil to his will dated 14 February. 1872, Mill names Helen Taylor as his
literary executor “with full and absolute power and license . . . to edit all or any of
my literary works and to publish all or any of my manuscripts as she in her sole
discretion may think fit.”” He then specifically mentions the Autobiography:

And whereas in these days no one is secure against attempts to make money out of his
memory by means of pretended biographies 1 therefore think it necessary to state that I have
written a short account of my life which I leave to the absolute charge and controul of my
said stepdaughter Miss Helen Taylor to be published or not at her will and discretion and 1n
the event of her death in my lifetime to the charge and controul of William Thomas Thornton

“5This 1s how Mill mmself viewed it In a letter of 26 Nov. . 1865, he thanks George Grote for “domng
justice to my father” in an article in the Westminster Review. and adds. “My own contributton to his
memory 1s already wnitten 1n a MS designed for posthumous publication [1.e.. the Autobiography}.
though if I Iive more than a few years longer, I shall very likely publish 1t while I am alive™ (LL. CW.
Vol. XVIL p. 1121).

“*The dating 1s based on the second of Helen Taylor's notes quoted in n 47 just above. Mill's
parenthetical date in the text at 276.17, and the first sentence of Helen Taylor’s continuation given
below 1n App. H (p. 625), all of whuich refer to 1870 or “‘the winter of 1869-1870."

SPExcept possibly in one instance (at 251.42). Mill did not respond to. and may never have seen. the
handful of alterations and comments pencilled by Helen Taylor in the Columbia MS. For the record.
they are as follows: 47.28-9, deletion of the five-word parenthests: 55 4, deletion of a redundant “in
education” after “dispensed with” (an emendation followed 1n the present text); 193.27, “Not true”
written on the opposite verso and connected specifically to the words “or artistic tastes™: 195.6, “Miss
Flower” (with the initials “HT™) also on the opposite verso. identifying the “person of gemwus”,
251.28-9, alteration of “preceded, all . her work™ to read “preceded it. all . my wife's work™,
251.42, interlineation of “perhaps” (subsequently cancelled 1n ink, but not necessarily by Mill) after
“except”; 253n.22, deletion of “given to the world”: and 274.10, nteriineation of “English” before
“electors ” Helen Taylor's note printed below on p. 282 1s written 1n k.
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[a longtime colleague of Mill’s at the India House) of No. 23 Queens Gardens Hyde Park
Square on condition that he publishes the same within two years of my decease.

Mill died at Avignon on 7 May, 1873, and the will was proved in London on 5
September. By the latter date the Autobiography was already set in type and about
to be printed.

Though Helen Taylor may have begun copying the Columbia MS in France
before Mill’s death, the greater part of the Rylands transcript was made afterward,
in the summer of 1873, when she was in England “pressing on as quickly as I am
able” with the publication of the work, “having come to England for that purpose
only.”! In the last 236 leaves of the Rylands MS, which constitute about
five-sixths of the whole, Helen Taylor and Mary Colman copied discontinuous
sections of the Columbia MS simultaneously (the former doing Columbia MS
gatherings B, E, G, H, 1, and K, the latter doing C, D, and F), and there is further
evidence of haste in the great number of errors in these leaves. and in the fact that
although Helen Taylor here and there corrected and punctuated Mary Colman’s
parts of the transcript, she clearly did not read them over entirely or attempt to
prepare them in any thorough way for the press. Mary Colman'’s pages of the
transcript went to the printer with more than 1,200 variants from Mill’s text
unaltered, including some 170 substantive variants—all of them errors, and many
quite obvious. Altogether, when we add the considerably longer stretches copied
by Helen Taylor and the twenty-three leaves at the beginning in the hand of the
unidentified French copyist, the transcript has over 2,650 variants, including more
than 450 substantives, from the MS that was its immediate source.

The Autobiography was published by Longmans, Green, Reader, and Dyer,
“8vo. price 7s. 6d.,” on 17 October, 1873.52 The most significant of the differ-
ences between the first printed text and that of the Columbia MS are (1) the
omission of the first paragraph that Mill wrote when he took up the work again in
186970 (the present 251.10-17); (2) the rearrangement of the remaining nine
paragraphs of transition between the 1861 and 1869-70 parts of the MS (247.35-
251.9, 251.18-261.12) into the order 4-5, i-3, 9, 6-8 (so that 1873 has, in

!From an undated pencil draft written on the back of a note to her from the editor Howard Evans,
30 July, 1873 (Mill-Taylor Collection, British Library of Political and Economic Science). Both the
Rylands transcript and the 1873 first edition are minutely described, and the daung discussed, in “The
Text of John Stuart Mill’s Autobiography” (see n. 30 above). Though 1t has no independent authority,
the transcript is of considerable importance textually. Before its rediscovery in 1959, there existed two
separate texts of the full work, in the Columbia MS and the 1873 edition, and scholars had no
knowledge of their relative authority (there was always the possibility that Mill himself provided copy.
1n another MS now lost, for the 1873 printing). The Rylands MS shows indisputably that Mill had no
direct hand 1n the copy-text from which 1873 was printed, and thus establishes the Columbia MS as the
single authoritative source for the final version of the work.

52Athenaeum, 11, 18 Oct., 1873, pp. 451, 508, and The Times, 17 Oct., 1873, p. 6. The “second
edition” of 1873 is apparently a reissue of sheets of the first impression, with a cancellans title leaf
pasted to the stub of the original title and a twelve-page index inserted at the end. A sub-edition was
1ssued 1n New York, by Henry Holt and Co., from plates of the first London issue, in the first week of
Nov., 1873
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succession, 251.18-257.32, 247.35-251.9, 261.8-12, 257.33-261.7); and (3)
the excision of ten mostly short passages (563 words altogether) referring to Helen
Taylor.>? In addition to these, there are some eighty other substantive differences
of varying length and importance,>* and, as one would expect in comparing any
MS text with a printed version, hundreds of differences in the accidentals of
punctuation, spelling, capitalization, and word-division.

The evidence of rearranged and partly rewritten leaves in the Rylands MS shows
that Helen Taylor originally copied all ten of Mill’s paragraphs beginning at
247.35 in their original order, and that she dropped 251.10-17 and rearranged the
others as arevision in the transcript. The cancellation of the ten passages referring
to herself, on the other hand, as the spaced asterisks replacing them 1n 1873 make
clear, was done at proof stage.>> The rest of the substantive differences between
the Columbia MS and the printed text represent errors and alterations originating
in the Rylands transcript and then further changes made by the 1873 compositor
and/or the proof-correctors. It is remarkable that only sixty of the more than 450
substantive errors in the Rylands transcript got into print. Someone—most likely
Helen Taylor, but perhaps also Alexander Bain, who we know had a text of the
work in hand in the weeks just before it was published—read proofs fairly
carefully against the Columbia MS, and restored Mill’s wording in some 390
places. The first printed text could have been much worse.

The 1873 edition (reprinted many times in London and New York) remained the
sole source of text until September, 1924, when the Columbia University Press
issued Autobiography of John Stuart Mill Published for the First Time without
Alterations or Omissions from the Original Manuscript in the Possession of
Columbia University, with a Preface by John Jacob Coss (and, as the Preface
explains, the “editorial work . . . undertaken by Mr. Roger Howson”). Consider-
ably more faithful than the text of 1873, this nevertheless departs from readings of
Mill’s MS in more than nine hundred particulars, including some seventy errors of

33264.30-1 (“Miss Helen Taylor . . character,”), 264.33-8 (*, and have . . adequate 1dea™);
264.39-265.1 (“—another companion . . quahty”): 265.3-4 (“, the least . . attached to 1t"),
265.30-1 (“at my daughter’s suggestion™); 265.35-6 (“it was enriched . . . writing. But”): 268.10-13
(“And I shall . . . till our return.”); 285.19~37 (“The time . others "); 286.30—287.4 (“At this ime
... were hers.”): 290.16 (“by my daughter and myself.™)

>4These are listed in “The Text of John Stuart Mill’s Autobiography.” pp. 232-3, 237.

35She worried a great deal over these passages. In letters of 6 and 13 Sept., 1873, Alexander Bain had
urged her to omit the most extravagant parts of Mill's description of her mother as well as herself: “1
greatly doubt the propriety of your printing those sentences where he declares her to be a greater poet
than Carlyle . . . and a greater thinker than himself—and again, a greater leader than his father (or at all
events an equal)” (pp. 183, 213 in the present volume): “I would recommend to you, under all the
circumstances, to decline the comphment, for yourself, of being more original than Mr Mill” (Bain
refers specifically to the passage at the top of p. 265). Her eloquent reply of 14 Sept., too long to be
included here, should be read in full; see “The Text of John Stuart Mill's Aurobiography.” pp. 234-7
The result was a compromise: retention of the passages about her mother on the grounds that Mill meant
what he said, and omission of the references to herself because Mill “agreed . . that nothing known
from private intercourse ought to be published if it gives pain to hving persons
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wording and paragraphing, many of which originated in the Rylands transcript and
1873, on the latter of which Howson relied too much in his attempts to decipher
Mill’s hand. It was, however (as it should have been). the standard edition for the
next forty-five years, although, until the textual puzzles were untangled in the
early 1960s, scholars and critics sometimes used another text also published in
1924, Harold J. Laski's Oxford World’s Classics edition. which is an imperfect
and unedited reprint of the first edition. The second twentieth-century text based
on the Columbia MS is that in the Riverside paperback edited by Jack Stillinger
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1969). This improves on the accuracy of the 1924
Columbia edition in the nine hundred particulars just mentioned, and has been the
most reliable text for the past decade. The third editing from the Columbia MS is
that in the present volume. It corrects “their contraries” to “the contraries” at 53.1
(Mill wrote “their” but then deleted “ir”’) and restores “given to the world” to Mill’s
note at 253n.22 (words deleted by Helen Taylor’s pencil in the MS); otherwise
it is substantively identical with the text published in 1969. In the present edition
the reader can, as mentioned. compare at a glance this text with that of the Early
Draft in various stages, aided by the editorial apparatus described later in this
introduction.

LITERARY ESSAYS

THIS VOLUME includes, in addition to the Autobiography, fourteen of Mill's essays
and reviews,>® and nine appendices. Only two of these articles were republished in
Dissertations and Discussions (1859) in more or less complete form, “Thoughts
on Poetry and Its Varieties” (the two-part essay in the Monthly Repository) and
“Writings of Alfred de Vigny” (from the London and Westminster), but two more,
“Aphorisms: Thoughts in the Cloister and the Crowd” and “Ware’s Letters from
Palmyra” (both from the London and Westminster), are represented by extracts in
Dissertations and Discussions. 1t might be argued that Mill did not, at least in
1859 when Dissertations and Discussions first appeared, believe many of these
essays to be of major importance, and indeed by any standards some of them are

360f the fourteen, eight appeared in the Westminster Review (including one 1n the London Review
and four 1n the London and Westminster Review), four (one of them onginally two separate essays) in
the Monthly Repository, and one each 1n Tan’s Edinburgh Magazine and the Edinburgh Review. It 1s
interesting to note that Mill signed his first three essays in the Monthly Repository *“Antiquus,”
explaining, when he last used 1t, his reason both for adopting and for abandoning 1t (see p. 365), and
saying he would henceforth use “A " And in five of the seven that appeared n the London and
Westminster he used “A”; however, in the two others—the review of Ware and the first review of
Milnes—he signed himself “S,” perhaps because he had other reviews n the same 1ssues, and did not
want readers to think the Review’s stable was emptying. and he was being left with a terminal case of
Hobson’s choice.

For economy, here and in similar contexts where no distinction 1s needed. “London and Westminster
Review” should be understood to include the two volumes of the London Review that appeared before
its merger with the Westminster.
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slight; however, a case can be made for each of those he chose to leave buried in
periodicals, and a fortiori for the importance of his literary essays as a whole.

It would be perverse to argue, on the other hand, that Mill in middle life or later
believed his literary articles to have the importance of those on economics,
history, and politics (though a great many of the last were not reprinted by Mill); in
this connection one should note that the essays in this volume span only the years
1824 to 1844, with all but four appearing in the 1830s, the period when he was
most concerned to examine literary works and, as editor of the London and
Westminster, was able to review them at will. They thus illustrate (without in
themselves establishing) Mill’s movement from orthodox Philosophic Radicalism
through a period of eclectic search to settled maturity.

“Periodical Literature: Edinburgh Review” represents the initial period. being
in fact his first article in the newly-founded organ of the Philosophic Radicals, and
indicating both in manner and content that the designated successor to Bentham
and James Mill was coming out in the expected and proper fashion. The assurance,
contempt, irony (particularly in the attacks on Brougham’s articles—anonymous,
of course, but not to the initiate), and characteristic language (e.g., the demand for
“securities”) all mark the author as a committed sectarian as surely as the argument
that the governors must be accountable to the governed, and the insistence that the
aristocracy and its organs are motivated by special (and therefore sinister) in-
terests. That Mill later recognized these as signs of narrow sectarianism is
indicated by his comment in the Aurobiography: “The continuation of this article
in the second number of the review was written by me under my father’s eye, and
(except as practice in composition, in which respect it was, to me, more useful
than anything else I ever wrote) was of little or no value” (p. 95n; see also p. 96%).
It also, of course, was a continuation of his practised diligence (soon to be taxed in
his editing of Bentham’s Rationale), especially when one notes that he had done
the extensive research for his father’s impressive article as well as for his own.
Though there are hints in the article of his individual views. it is not surprising that
he chose not to republish it (in fact he republished none of his thirteen articles from
the first dynasty of the Westminster, all of which have considerable interest and
value). Alexander Bain’s comment is fair: most of the opinions in the article “were
his father redivivus; yet, we may see the beginnings of his own independent start,
more especially in the opinions with regard to women, and the morality of sex.”>’

The next four essays, “On Genius,” “Thoughts on Poetry and Its Varieties,” and
the two reviews of Junius Redivivus, all date from 1832 and 1833. They show Mill
in the midst of his period of search, examining and enjoying the new perspectives
and insights afforded by W. J. Fox and his circle, including Harriet Taylor, and by
Thomas Carlyle, who, though certainly not a member of that group, knew them
and discussed their ways and works in his extensive correspondence with Mill.

57 Alexander Bain, John Stuart Mill (London: Longmans, Green, 1882), p. 33.
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The first three of these essays appeared in Fox’s Monthly Repository, where
Harriet Taylor was publishing poetry, and to which William Bridges Adams
(“Junius Redivivus”) was contributing. Probably in response to a suggestion in
conversation, Mill wrote to Fox on 3 April, 1832, to say that he would send along
anything of his appropriate to the “design” of the Monthilv Repositorv;*® “On
Genius,” a response to an article in the Repositorv, was the first to appear, some
six months later. Of it, and the three foliowing pieces, Mill might equally well
have noted that he was gaining practice in composition, though he had changed his
model from James Mill to Carlyle. To the latter he commented on 17 September,
1832:

.. . I have wntten a rambling kind of article, 1n which many, 1 will not say great, but big
things are said on a small occasion. namely in the form of strictures on a well-meaning but
flimsy article which recently appeared in the Monthly Repository. . . . As for this article of
mine, those who best know me will see more character in it than in anything I have ever
published; other people will never guess it to be mine. You, I hope, will find all the three
articles true, the only praise I covet, & certainly rarer than any other in our times. But in this
last you will find many things which I never saw, or never saw clearly til} they were shewn to
me by you, nor even for some tume after 3

»

The italicized words. “You” and “true.” match the article’s intensity, which
clearly relates to his excitement over Carlyle’s rhetoric, as does the expression of
emotional response. and also the Delphic evasiveness of such comments as that in
the same letter: “You see I adhere to my system, which is to be as particular in the
choice of my vehicles, as vou are indiscriminate, & I think we are both right.” All
of this mannerism he later repudiated (and he did not reprint “On Genius”),
informing George Henry Lewes (probably late in 1840):

The “Genius” paper is no favorite with me, especially in its boyish stile. It was written in the
height of my Carlylism. a vice of style which I have since carefully striven to correct & as 1
think you should do—there is too much of it in the Shelley. Ithink Carlyle’s costume should
be left to Carlyle whom alone it becomes & in whom it would soon become unpleasant if it

were made common—& I have seen as you must have done, gnevous symptoms of its being
taken up by the lowest of the low.®

The next item, “Thoughts on Poetry and Its Varieties,” is the republished form
of two essays in the Monthlv Repository (January and October, 1833). which show
Iess hectically the same characteristics. (The version in Dissertations and Discus-
sions, it may be interjected, reveals Mill's awareness of the over-enthusiasm in the
originals by removing italics in sixty-four places.) The first, “What Is Poetry?”
was evidently written without thought of a sequel, in a rather tentative spirit, as
befitted a venture into strange new lands. He sought guidance and reassurance

8EL, CW, Vol. XI1, pp. 97-8

%Ibid., pp. 117-18. The other two articles referred to are “Corporation and Church Property” and
“Austin on Jurisprudence.”

SIbid., Vol. X111, p. 445.
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from Carlyle on 27 December, 1832, saying he had written an essay for “Fox’s
January number” that

attempts something much higher, and intrinsically more valuable, than all these writings on
politics, but with far less success: it is not nearly so good of its kind. because ] am not so well
versed in the subject 1t embodies some loose thoughts, which had long been floating in my
mind. about Poetry and Art. but the result 1s not satisfactory to me and will probably be far
less so to you—but you will tell me to what extent you think me wrong, or shallow. I wrote
the paper from conviction (else 1t had never been written) but not from that strong conviction
which forces to write: rather because I wished to write something for Fox, and thought there
was a clearer field open for him in that direction than 1n the political one.®'

And his doubts continued, as is evident in a letter to Carlyle (11 and 12 Apr., 1833)
after the article appeared:

That last [“What Is Poetry?”’] you promised me a careful examination and critictsm of: I
need it much; for I have a growing feeling that 1 have not got quite into the heart of that
mystery, and I want you to shew me how. If you do not teach me you will do what is better,
put me in the way of finding out. But I begin to see a not very far distant boundary to all I am
qualified to accomplish in this particular line of speculation.®?

During the course of the year, and in large measure because of actual and
anticipated responses from Carlyle, Mill pushed his investigations further into the
relation between Art and Philosophy (a question that was to resolve itself for him a
decade later in Book V1 of his Logic), into the value of his intellectual inheritance,
and into examinations of new poets. The products were, in part, the comments on
his father included in Bulwer’s England and the English (App. D below), the
ill-fated review of Robert Browning's Pauline (the surviving note for which is
given in App. E below), and the beginnings of a review of Alfred Tennyson’s
poems which resulted in both “The Two Kinds of Poetry” (the second part of
“Thoughts on Poetry and Its Varieties™) and “Tennyson's Poems.” The remarks on
his father, which Mill repudiated as having been “cut and mangled and
coxcombified” by Bulwer (see p. 589 below), should be seen in conjunction with
the comments on Bentham that he also contributed to England and the English.®*
In both he is respectful; the voice, however, is that of a broadening critic, not that
of a narrow disciple. The independence is more obvious in the “review” of
Pauline, which has received much comment from Browning scholars. One need
only summarize briefly what is known: Pauline was published in March, and Mill,
given a copy by W. J. Fox, wrote a review for the Examiner before the middle of
May. It was judged too long for the Examiner. so Mill proposed to revise it for
Tair's. His summer months being busy, however, he had not made his revisions by
August, when Tair’s published a dismissive review of the poem, and Mill with-

$bid., Vol. X1, p. 133. Later he would surely have regretied saying he was “not so well versed”™ in

poetry.
S2bid., p. 149.
S3Essays on Ethics. Religion and Society, CW. Vol. X. pp. 3-18, and 499-502
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drew his offer. The only surviving evidence of his views is found in the copy of
Pauline which he returned to Fox. He, going against Mill’s suggestion, gave it to
Browning, whose revisions of the poem reflect in part a reaction to Mill’s marginal
comments. The fullest recording of these, with the note printed below as Appendix
E, and Browning’s revisions, is in an article by William S. Peterson and Fred L.
Standley.** Some of the marginalia give evidence of Mill’s subjective reading of
this highly subjective poem; for example, against
But then to know nothing—to hope for nothing—

To seize on life’s dull joys from a strange fear,
Lest, losing them, all’s lost, and nought remains

he wrote, “deeply true.”

When these other articles of 1833 are read with “The Two Kinds of Poetry,” one
can see the “‘weaving anew” process mentioned in the Autobiography (p. 163), as
Mill intertwines the warp of his learned associationism with the woof of new ideas
about the use and value of emotion. The new insight he owed, in this case, t0
James Martineau’s “On the Life, Character. and Works of Dr. Priestley,”‘{’5 as he
acknowledges on 26 May, 1835:

The last two pages of the concluding paper made an impression upon me which will never
be effaced. In a subsequent paper of my own in the “Repository” headed “The Two Kinds of
Poetry” (October, 1833) I attempted to carry out your speculation into some of those ulterior
consequences which you had rather indicated than stated.%

And he goes on to assert his continued acceptance of at least part of his intellectual
inheritance. in a way that was to become increasingly sure as he gained confidence
in his new proceedings; he had, he told Carlyle, two articles in the Monthly
Repository for October, 1833, one on Blakey, and the other

the little paper I told you I was writing in further prosecution of, or rather improvement on,
the thoughts I published before on Poetry and Art. You will not find much in the first to
please you; perhaps rather more in the second, but 1 fear you will think both of them too
much infected by mechanical theories of the mind: yet you will probably in this as in many
other caseg7be glad to see that out of my mechanical premisses 1 elicit dynamical conclu-
sions. . . .

It is not known what Mill thought of these speculations later—he merely refers to
them as “the most considerable” of his contributions to the Monthly Repository

%“The J. S. Mill Marginalia in Robert Browning ‘s Pauline: A History and Transcniption,” Papers of
the Bibhiographical Society of America, LXVI (2nd quarter, 1972), 135-70, citing. nter ala, EL,
CW, Vol. X1, pp. 157, 162. 174, 185. Our transcription corrects some errors 10 theirs. The margimnal
note quoted below 1s on p. 47 of Pauline: A Fragment of a Confession (London: Saunders and Otley,
1833).

S5Monthly Repository, n.s. VII (Jan., Feb., Apr., 1833), 19-30, 84-8, 231-41. Mill refers to, and
quotes from, the concluding portion 1n his Logic (CW, Vol. VII, p. 481, and Vol. VIII, pp. 857-8).

SSEL, CW, Vol. X1, p. 247.

S7Ibid., p. 181. For the article on Blakey, see Essays on Ethics, Religion and Sociery, CW, Vol. X,
pp. 19-29
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(p. 205)—but it is unquestionably significant that he included a carefully revised
version in Dissertations and Discussions, the only such inclusions from his
Repository articles (apart from a section of his review of Alison’s History).

Using the latest version from Mill’s lifetime as copy-text (the normal practice in
this edition), we indicate the variants in earlier versions in footnotes. A study of
these shows that the revisions can be seen to fall into four types: (1) alterations in
opinion or fact, including major omissions. amplifications. or corrections of
information; (2) alterations resulting from the time between writings. including
changes in statement of fact consequent upon the passage of time and new
publications; (3) alterations which qualify. emphasize, or give technical clarity:
and (4) alterations which are purely verbal, or give semantic clarity, or result from
shifts in word usage, and alterations in italicization. The changes here reveal
several similarities to Mill's practice in other reprinted essays: first, there is a large
number, some 209 in all (or 6.5 per page of Dissertations and Discussions). as is
common in the early essays reprinted by Mill; when less time intervened between
the original form and the first revised form in 1859, fewer changes seemed
necessary. Second, using the categories just described, one finds the order of
frequency to be 4 (128 changes). 3 (58 changes), 1 (20 changes). and 2 (3
changes); by far the largest number (more than half) are of type 4.%% Third, very
few of the changes (16 in all) were made for the 2nd ed. of Vols. 1 and II of
Dissertations and Discussions (1867), and of these almost all were relatively
trivial (12 involved the removal of italics that had survived the apparently thor-
ough reduction of shrillness in 1859). It should be noted that while what. to
modern taste, might seem to be excessive italicization appears in articles by others
in the Monthly Repository, Mill’s usage in these articles went far beyond that
journal’s norm. Finally, the non-substantive changes, like those in Mill's other
writings, generally parallel those of the substantives.®’

Any selection of significant or even merely interesting variants will reflect
subjective judgments, but, especially when seen in conjunction with the Auto-
biography and the other literary essays, it seems likely that most readers would
attach importance to the long type 1 variants (p. 353° and p. 365“) that originally
closed the separate essays. The former contains a comparison of French and
Grecian (Modern and Ancient) artists (capped by a quotation from Carlyle), an
account of beauty in painting, illustrated by Claude Lorraine and Salvator Rosa.

S%There are proportionally rather fewer type 3 changes here: 1n other essays there 1s more commonly
only shightly more of type 4 than of type 3. See.e.g . CW, Vol. X, p cxxu. and Vol. XVIIL. p Ixxvii
In our calculations we are counting the variant notes, not the individual changes

%That is, more (though not preponderantly) occur here than 1n later essays. and more (with the same
qualification) 1n 1859 than in 1867. The great majonty involve changes 1n the use of commas. but there
are almost as many deletions of a comma or a pair of commas (30 instances) as of addinons (27
instances). In general, and remembenng that some of these changes probably reflect house style. one
may say that there 1s a lightening of punctuation over ttme—again a tendency seen 1n Mill’s other
writings.
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and a passage on the weakness of modern architecture compared to the Classical
and Gothic “tongues” which it “parrots” (here a quotation from Milton is used).
The latter (with a quotation from Wordsworth) has a different kind of interest,
explaining as it does (if again somewhat mysteriously) Mill’s use of the signature
“Antiquus,” and by inference its successor, the simple “A” that he normally used
in the London and Westminster Review.

An example of the few and slight type 2 changes may be seen in the deletion of
“last summer” from the account of Mme Schréder-Devrient's performance in
Fidelio at the King's Theatre, Haymarket, in 1832 (p. 3519).

Probably the most easily identified characteristic of Mill’s revisions is the
search for the properly weighted judgment, resulting in the qualifications that we
count as type 3 changes. Most common are substitutions of a less extreme modifier:
in 1859 “rarely” replaced “never” at p. 344/, and “commonly replaced “always” at
p- 364", (See also the string of changes, pp. 359-60" to”.) A troublesome instance
of scholarly obfuscation may be instanced: a description of poetry (in quotation
marks) as “man’s thoughts tinged by his feelings” is ascribed by Mill to “a writer in
Blackwood’s Magazine; in 1859 he says. bluntly, “He defines” it as such; but in
1833 he had said, “We forget his exact words, but in substance he defined”
(p. 348"y—he almost certainly refers to John Wilson, who used similar phrases
(especially after Mill wrote these words), but no such definition has been located
by us. Perhaps Mill was simply seeking a more positive persona, as in a similar
change where “We believe that whenever” is strengthened to just “Whenever”
(p. 36277). There are also some that remind one of the circumstances relating to the
composition: at p. 3647 Mill in 1833 placed the “logician-poet” above the “mere
poet”; “logician” was the term he used at the time in contrasting himself with
Carlyle the “poet”; in 1859 the higher talent was assigned to the “philosopher-
poet”—not, it should be said, with any self-reference.

While the type 4 changes are most trivial as well as most common, they have a
cumulative effect (as in the removal of italics already cited, with which may be
compared the removal of exclamation marks at, e.g., p. 363°7°). Also some have
special or typical interest, not infrequently of a slightly puzzling kind. For
instance, at p. 347%%, when Mill, referring to the powers of the imagination,
altered “arranged in the colours and seen through the medium” to “seen through
the medium and arrayed in the colours,” had his attention been caught by what may
well be a printer’s misreading of his hand (“arranged” for “arrayed”) which led
him to reconsider the temporal or logical priority of the two clauses?’®

The final two essays in this group, the parallel reviews in 1833 of The Producing

"0See also pp. 351", 356%, 357", and 360, What is very likely a misreading, one paralicled
elsewhere, may be seen in the change to “or” from “and” (habitually wntten by Mill as a small
ampersand resembling both “or” and “a”) at p. 358*™. and cf. below, the change from “where” to
“when"” (p. 423/) and from “those” to “these” (p. 467*'). very hikely the result of other common
problems with Mill’s hand.
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Man’s Companion by W. B. Adams, were published in April (Monthly Reposi-
torv) and June (Tair's Edinburgh Magazine)—that is, in the period between the
two essays on poetry. The one in Tair’s, though it appeared later, was written and
submitted before the one in the Monthly Repository, being proposed by Mill in a
letter to William Tait of 23 January, 1833:

I shall probably send you, in time for your March number. a short review of an excellent
book, the Producing Man’s Companion, by Jumus Redivivus—whom I think the very best
popular writer whom the enlightened radicals count i their ranks—though I like his
personal articles in the Examiner less than the many admirable papers he has written 1n the
True Sun, Mechanics Magazine & various other periodicals.”’

The article went to Tait on 28 February, with Mill’s comment: “l send you a paper
on Junius Redivivus, for your Magazine, in case you think it worthy of
insertion.””2 He also mentioned it to Carlyle in a letter of 3 March, saying that he
was forwarding a copy of the book to him.”® Some implications in the review
evidently gave Tait doubts, which Mill attempted to assuage on 30 March:

With respect to the article on Junius Redivivus, I myself have not made up my mind on
the question whether the situation of the working classes is on the whole better or worse than
it was: I worded the article so as if possible not to commut the Magazine to a decided
opinion, but 1 thought the testimony of a writer who evidently knows much of the working
people, an article of evidence very fit to be received, though not sufficient to decide the
question. Could not you let the article stand as 1t is, and express your dissent from the
opinion of J. R. in an editorial note? If not, I should like to see the article again before it 15
printed; not from any fear that you should “spoil” the article, but because when anything is
to be left out, a writer almost always thinks it necessary that something else should be put in.

As to the matter of fact in dispute 1 feel convinced from the great diversity of opinion
among equally good observers, & from the result of the enquiries of the Poor Law
Commission, that the truth varies very much in different parts of the kingdom & among
different classes of workmen.

Are there any other parts of the article which you object to?"

Tait’s reservations may have delayed publication, but in any case almost 2 month
earlier, indeed on 1 March, the day after he had sent his review to Tait, Mill said to
W. J. Fox: “I will write a short paper for the next M.R. on Junius Redivivus.”””
This he produced with his usual dispatch, commenting to Carlyle in a letter of
11-12 April:

Tait has not yet published that paper on Junius Redivivus, but in the meantime I have written
another on the same subject for Fox, (a much better one as I think). which has appeared n
the April number, and . . . you shall have it by the first opportunity.”

7EL, CW, Vol. XIl, p. 137.
bid., p. 142.
lbid., p. 146.
Ibid., p. 148.
Ibid., p. 142
"Ibid., p. 149.
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Before the “first opportunity” had arrived. Carlyle had seen a quoted passage that
prompted him to think that, just as he had detected a new mystic (that is, a
promising disciple) in Mill’s anonymous articles on the Spirit of the Age in the
Examiner. so here he had found another.”” Mill, saying on 18 May that he has
finally sent a copy, adds: “The passage you saw quoted about Books and Men, was

from that: so there is not evidence therein of ‘another mystic'; so much the

worse.”’8

The brief notice of Views in the Pvrenees. which is not mentioned by Mill in
extant correspondence or in the Aurobiography. also appeared in 1833 in the
Monthly Repository. Though slight, it shows his continued enthusiasm for moun-
tain views; one recalls his remark that the powerful effect of Wordsworth on him
was in part the result of Wordsworth’s setting much of his poetry 1n mountains,
which. says Mill, “owing to my early Pyrenean excursion, were my ideal of
natural beauty™ (p. 151). Though we have no evidence to support the assertion. it
seems not unlikely that Mill chose to notice the book, rather than having it given to
him for review merely by accident.

The next five essays have acommon source: all appeared in the journal edited by
Mill, the London Review (later the London and Westminster Review). As might be
expected when he was his own editor, they are more assured and independent.
This tone is also seen. even when mixed with apology, in Mill’s editorial notes for
the review. printed in Appendix F! . low.”® These help us see Mill in his editorial

77See Carlyle's letter to Mull of 1 May, 1833. 1n The Collected Letters of Thomas and Jane Welsh
Carlvle, ed Charles Richard Sanders. er al. (Durham, N.C.: Duke Umiversity Press. 1970— ), Vol.
VI, p. 377 Concerming lus comment on Mill's *“The Spint of the Age,” see p. 181n below

EL. CW, Vol XI1,p. 155.

7°Some of the wornisome details of an editor’s life can be seen in Mill's letters. for example 1n that of
June. 1837, to Robertson (EL. CW, Vol. XII, pp. 338-9), 1n which he says. in part, “There is the devil
to pay on another score—the new printers have begun with page 1 instead of page 285" —as indeed No
10 and 53 (July, 1837) mistakenly did

A greater problem—more annoying to modern scholars than it evidently was to Mill—concems the
numbenng of the volumes of the review. When in 1836 the London Review combined with the
Westminster as the London and Westminster. 1t was decided to preserve the volume sequence for both
penodicals. There had been two volumes of the London, and twenty-four of the Westminster. so the
first amalgamated volume was designated Vol 11l and XXV. This double numbering was continued
until 1838 (Vol VIIand XXIX) Atthattime 1t was decided to do something about the first two volumes
of the London, which had appeared at the same time as, but quite distinct from. Vols. XXIII and XXIV
of the Westminster, the decision was to give them the next numbers 1n the Westmunster sequence, and
so they are identified as both London Review, Vols. 1 and 11, and London and Westminster Review,
Vols. XXX and XXXI. The next volume published after this decision (that for 1838-39) was
designated as Vol XXXII. After one more volume, XXXIII (1839-40), Mill rehnquished the review,
and it became agam (with Vol. XXXIV) the Westminster The sequence of the Westminster numbers.,
then, is maintained at the cost of chronology and logic: between XXIX (1838) and XXXII (1838-39)
come XXX (1835) and XXXI (1835-36).

All this is quite bad enough, but the confusion 1s confounded for those who notice the note on the
verso of the title page of the bound version of Vol XXXIII (1839-40), printed on pp. 606—7 below.
There it is said, with an apology for the lateness of the announcement and with some peculiar
arithmetic, that “to avoid the double numbening” of the volumes. “the numbers of each Review were
added together, whereby Vol VII and XXIX became Vol. XXXI of the united series.” And indeed on
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role. though it seems that Alexander Bain overstates the case in saying that the
review “abounds in editorial cavears, attached to the articles: [Mill’s] principle of
seeing partial truth on opposite sides was carried out in this form.”® There can be
no question, however, about their casting more light on his friendships with
Sterling and Carlyle. and on his running battle with Abraham Hayward.®'

Mill’s first major literary essay in his own journal was the review of Tennyson
(1835), which has links with the preceding years: as we have already mentioned,
“The Two Kinds of Poetry” was first conceived as the prelude to a notice of
Tennyson. Had such a notice appeared in 1833, what has been recognized as
Mill’s early appreciation of Tennyson’s poems would have been even more
remarkable. His view was enthusiastic: in a letter to J. P. Nichol he ranked them as
“the best poems . . . which have appeared since the best days of Colendge.”®? As is
typical of him, impressions were retained: a particular view, he wrote to his wife
twenty years later, is “‘as one fancies the valley in Tennyson's Oenone, only that
there is no forest or turf here”; Francis Mineka notes that Mill had quoted in his
review the lines from “Oenone” beginning. “There is a vale in Ida.”3?

Though Mill chose, regrettably and for unknown reasons, not to mclude his
review of Tennyson in Dissertations and Discussions, the next three items from
the London and Westminster were represented there, though, in one case, only by
the opening and, in another. by the closing paragraphs. That is, the “review” parts
were deleted, leaving the generalized comments appropriate to an exordium and a
peroration. The subject of the first of these reviews, Arthur Helps’s Thoughts in

the nitle page of that volume as bound, and 1n its index, as well as 1n the footlines. 1t is identified as Vol
XXXI However, as ndicated on the spines of sets, for the reasons given above, 1t 1s properly referred
to as Vol. VII and XXIX

80Bain, John Swart Mill, p. 57. The quotation from Locke that appears on the title pages of the
review seems to indicate Mill's determination that the penodical reflect his own search for truth rather
than an assured dogmatism: “Those who have not thoroughly examned to the bottom all their own
tenets, must confess they are unfit to prescribe to others: and are unreasonable 1n 1mposing that as truth
on other men’s belief which they themselves have not searched into, nor weighed the arguments of
probability on which they should receive or reject 1t.” (Essay Concerning Human Understanding, in
Works, New ed., 10 vols. (London: Tegg, eral.. 1823), Vol Ill.p 104 [Bk IV. Chap xvi. §4]. In
Locke the sentence begins, “At least those, who . . .")

The accompanying motto may equally well point to the influence over the fledgling review exerted
by James Mill (see p 208 below): “Legitimae inquisitioms vera norma est. ut nihil vemat in practicam,
cujus non fit etiam doctrina aliqua et theoria ™ (Francis Bacon, De augmentis scientiarum, in Works,
ed James Spedding, Robert Leshe Ellis, and Douglas Denon Heath. 14 vols. [London Longman, e
al., 1857-74], Vol. 1, p. 772.) The English version (zbid.. Vol. V, p. 59) of tlus passage (we have
italicized the words omitted from the Latin version n the quotation) reads: “Again, it tends 1o the
perfection of learning, because it1s the perfect law of the inquiry of truth, ‘that nothing be in the globe
of matter which has not us parallel in the globe of crvsial or the understanding,’ that is, that there be
nothing in practice, whereof there 1s no theory or doctrine.”

81Concerning Hayward and Mill. see Francis E. Mineka, “John Stuart Mill and Neo-Maithusianism.
1873,” Mill News Letter, VIII (Fall, 1972), 310 Also, Hayward's translation of Fausr was attacked
by J. H. Garnier in the London and Westrunster, 111 and XXV (Apr , 1836), 366-%0.

B2EL, CW, Vol. XII, p. 245.

8LL, CW, Vol. X1V, p. 382.
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the Cloister and the Crowd, was another book that Mill held in more than a
reviewer’s regard. According to Alexander Bain,

This [review] was another occasion when [Mill] displayed his passion for discerning and
encouraging the first indications of talent and genius. I remember when I first came to
London, this was one of the books he lent me; and we agreed that, i point of thinking
power, Helps had not fulfilled the promise of that little work .

Mill seems to have pondered the subject for almost a year, for he told Nichol just
after the article appeared that it “was all prepared last spring, though I had not put
any of it on paper.”®’ As usual, when he put pen to paper, the ink flowed easily and
quickly: “I have stolen in the last two days, time to begin a little article for the
review & a day or two more will finish it.”8 Helps gave Mill one of those fine
moments of gratification for reviewers when he let Mill know. over thirty years
later, that his had been a word in season. Mill replied:

If, as you intimate. my review of your first publication had any share in procuring for the
world the series of works which I & so many others have since read with so much pleasure &
instruction; far from regarding this exploit of mine as a sin to be repented of. I should look
upon it as a fair set off against a good many sins.®’

No detailed comment is needed on the revisions Mill made in the reprinted
paragraphs, the discussion on pp. xxxv—xxxvi above being intended to cover the
general issues and types. It may be noted, however, that there are comparatively
few changes, only 12, or 2.4 per page of Dissertations and Discussions,®® all of
them type 3 or type 4, and all but 2 made in 1859.

“Ware’s Letters from Palmyra” is not mentioned in any of Mill's extant corres-
pondence or in the Autobiography. The novel, published in the United States, was
probably first brought to his attention by its mention (which he quotes to open his
review) in Harriet Martineau’s Sociery in America. Here again there are few
variants (7, or 2.3 per page of Dissertations and Discussions, each made in 1859),
all of which are minor.%°

Mill’s review of Alfred de Vigny's (Euvres. which appears in Dissertations and
Discussions, less only the summary and running comment on Cing Mars (p.
474°), 1s his last major attempt, in Bain’s words, “to philosophize upon Literature
and Poetry.” Though we have only two comments on it by Mill, they indicate

84Bain, John Stuart Mill, p 49

8EL, CW, Vol. X1, p. 322

SSLL, CW, Vol. XVII, p. 1969.

81bid., p. 1709.

#0ddly enough, there are comparatively more (22 1n total, all but 2 in 1859) changes in accidentals,
which do not here, or 1n the next review (where there are only 5), appear 1n their final form because the
copy-text for each is the earlier version.

8 All are of type 3 or type 4, except that at p. 460%~#, which ranks as a type 1: Mill deleted in 1859 the
passage here ntalicized: “greatly is any book to be valued, which 1n this age, and 1n a form surted to it,
and not only unexceptionable but fitted 10 be most acceptable 1o the religious leader, does 1ts part
towards keeping alive the chivalrous spirit.”

%Bain, John Stuart Miil, p. 52
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why he thought it was worth reprinting, and also show how he saw it in relation to
his earlier essays. In the Early Draft he remarks that of his literary essays, “the one
which contained most thought” was that on Vigny (p. 224). And in a letter of
February, 1841, to George Henry Lewes, he says:

You have not however yet convinced me that the line between poetry, & passionate wrting
of any kind, is best drawn where metre ends & prose begins. The distinction between the
artistic expression of feeling for feeling's sake & the artistic expression of feeling for the
sake of compassing an end, or as I have phrased it between poetry & eloguence, appears to
me to run through all art: & I am averse to saying that nothing is poetry which is not in
words, as well as to saying that all passionate writing in verse is poetry. At the same time 1
allow that there is a natural, not an arbitrary relation between metre & what / call poetry.
This is one of the truths I had not arrived at when I wrote those papers in the Repository but
what afterwards occurred to me on the matter I put (1n a very condensed form) nto the
concluding part of an article in the L. & W. on Alfred de Vigny. [ wish you would look at
that same when you have time, (I will shew it to you) & tell me whether what I have said
there exhausts the meaning of what you say about the organic character of metre, or whether
there is still something further which I have to take into my theory.®’

A glance at the revisions in this article helps establish the generalization offered
above, that the later the date of an essay (this appeared in 1838), the less rewriting
was needed: here there are 132 substantive changes, or 3.1 per page of
Dissertations and Discussions (as against 6.5 per page for “Thoughts on- Poetry
and Its Varieties” of 1833).°2 Once again no extensive treatment of the variants is
called for. As usual, the order of frequency is type 4, type 3, type 1. type 2, with
more than half being type 4,%* and more than a third type 3: and very few changes
were made in 1867 (7 of 132).%¢

The last essay in this group from the London and Westminster is Mill's first
review (Aug., 1838) of Richard Monckton Milnes. It would appear again that he
was searching out good material for the Review' for the first issues of Miines's two
books (later in the year published as Milnes’s Poems, Vols. I and 1) were rather
elusive. In the review, it will be noted, Mill says one of the volumes “‘was not

SIEL, CW, Vol. X111, pp. 463-4.

92There are also relatively fewer non-substantive changes, only a handful of which were made i
1867 (including the addition of accents on four foreign words or names).

%In contrast to the revised essay of 1833, this one shows far less need for the removal of italics: there
are only 8 instances (1 dating from 1867), and 1 one place (p 484“) the word “salon” (probably
judged still to be foreign) was italicized in 1859

%Mill's translations of Vigny demonstrate an extraordinary command of French. In those excerpts
from Cing-Mars chosen to illustrate Vigny's ability to convey the character of an age, Mill successfully
translates the flavour by employing structures and vocabulary, often cognates, for their archaic or
poetic suggestiveness, occasionally leaving French words that contribute to atmosphere or mystery. In
the excerpts that illustrate Vigny's depiction of character and emotions, Mill, m his seemingly
effortless way, renders faithfully ideas and nuances of feeling. but he also demonstrates, through the
occasional omission and rearrangement of detail, that he has a good eye, and ear, for the dramatic. The
most interesting omission and reorderning of elements occurs n the translation of Stello’s credo
concerning his poetic gift (p. 497), where Mill suppresses 1n each sentence the introductory mam clause
expressing belief 1n the self, and moves his affirmation of the poet’s visionary power from first to third
place, after his response to Nature and his sympathy with mankind.
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designed for publication, and the other is not yet published” (p. 505). Editorial
consultation led him to write to Leigh Hunt on 11 November, 1838:

Robertson tells me you have a copy of Mr. Milnes' volume of poems: if you are not
needing 1t for a day or two, would it be too much to beg the favour of a sight of 1t? Something
relating to the next number of the Review may depend upon the opinion we form of it—if
left at HOOPer’s or sent by omnibus or parcel company to the 1[ndia] H[ouse] I should
receive it.*"

Despite the cautious tone (*Something . . . may depend™). Mill probably already
intended to review the volumes, as the search and the praise in the review suggest
prior knowledge.

After giving up the editorship and proprietorship of the London and Westmin-
ster, Mill wrote only a little for the Westminster, as it then once more became. The
next two essays in this volume, appreciative notices of Milnes's Poetry for the
People and of Macaulay’s Lavs of Ancient Rome, come from that small group,
and it is at least moderately ironical that one of the remnant from the early,
ferocious, and anti-poetical days of the Westminster should appear in it, almost for
the last time, as the author of favourable reviews of poetry by non-Radicals.
Nothing, it should be said, is known of the composition of these articles, nor do
their texts present any challenges. And the same is true of the final item in the
volume, Mill’s letter of January, 1844, in defence of his father. which appeared in
the Edinburgh Review, the journal to which, in 1840. he began to contribute many
of his best essays, as James Mill had in the years preceding the founding of the
Westminster. (Concerning the main issue in this letter, James Mill’s financial
obligations to Bentham, one should look at the revision of the Early Draft at
p- 56°“ below.) So a cycle, which this volume illustrates, comes to a close: the
young sectarian Benthamite, now assured and, with the publication of the Logic,
widely acclaimed, whose first periodical article was an attack on the Edinburgh,
has become a contributor to it. The Autobiography tells us, of course, that the story
does not end here, but the record of Mill’s further career as an author must be
sought in other volumes of the Collected Works.

This is not the appropriate place to enter into detailed exposition of Mill’s critical
ideas or their relation to his ethical or political thought, and in any case one would
be hard pressed to maintain that the essays in this volume—so various in occasion,
scope, and seriousness of purpose—represent a coherent body of theory. A few of
the pieces are not really “literary” at all (in the stricter sense of treating imaginative
literature imaginatively), while others suggest that, as a practical critic, Mill had,
by our standards, less than excellent taste. (His lengthy quotations in the two
reviews of Milnes amount to a small anthology of the world’s worst poetry.) Even
so, there are in the essays some statements that have, to modify Keats’s phrase, put
Mill “among the English critics,” and these deserve to be noticed.

9SEL, CW, Vol. X111, p. 384.
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The best known of Mill’s critical ideas are contained in “Thoughts on Poetry and
Its Varieties,” and most of them more specifically in the first section (originally
published separately as “What Is Poetry?”), where, after setting down the object of
poetry (“to act upon the emotions”) and distinguishing between poetry and elo-
quence (“eloquence is heard, poetry is overheard”). Mill arrives at this summary
definition: “Poetry is feeling, confessing itself to itself in moments of solitude. and
embodying itself in symbols, which are the nearest possible representations of the
feeling in the exact shape in which it exists in the poet’s mind” (p. 348). The three
elements of this definition—the strong (almost exclusive) emphasis on feeling, the
idea of the poet as self-confessor in solitude. and the description of symbols as
vehicles of the poet’s emotion—are distinctive, and these are the points that have
been of most interest to historians of modern criticism. %

Near the beginning of the essay, in a preliminary attempt to pin down exactly
where poetry resides, Mill says that “poetry is not in the object itself, nor in the
scientific truth itself, but in the state of mind in which the one and the other may be
contemplated,” and he then invents an example, often quoted, of object as
representation of feeling:

If a poet describes a lion. he does not describe him as a naturalist would. nor even as a
traveller would. who was intent upon stating the truth, the whole truth. and nothing but the
truth. He describes him by imagery, that is, by suggesting the most striking likenesses and
contrasts which might occur to a mind contemplating the lion, in the state of awe, wonder,
or terror. which the spectacle naturally excites, or is, on the occasion. supposed to excite.
Now this is describing the lion professedly, but the state of excitement of the spectator
really. (P. 347.)

In the later twentieth century, on the hither side of T. S. Ehot’s famous definition
of “objective correlative”’ (which is certainly what Mill, in his simpler way,
intended the lion to exemplify) and several decades of New Critical elaboration of
the concept, we can appreciate Mill's intelligence, even precocity. at this point in
the essay. But in the course of developing the notion of self-confession—"All
poetry is of the nature of soliloquy,” “no trace of consciousness that any eyes are
upon us must be visible in the work itself,” “Poetry . . . is the natural fruit of
solitude and meditation” (p. 349)—he strips poetry of nearly all its traditional

%See n particular Alba H. Warren. Jr., English Poenic Theory, 1825-1865 (Pninceton: Princeton
University Press, 1950), pp. 66-78, M H. Abrams, The Mirror and the Lamp (New York Oxford
University Press, 1953), pp. 23-5: René Wellek. A History of Modern Criticism: 17501950, Vol. 111
(New Haven: Yale Unmiversity Press, 1965), pp 132-6

9In “Hamlet and His Problems” (1919), reprinted in Selected Essavs, 1917-1932 (New York:
Harcourt, Brace, 1932), pp. 124-5. Eliot Jater echoes Mill in The Three Voices of Poetry (New York.
Cambridge University Press, 1954), where the first voice 1s “the poet talking to himself—or 1o
nobody,” and Eliot suggests that “part of our enjoyment of great poetry is the enjoyment of overhearing
words which are not addressed tous” (pp 6, 33). As Mill progresses to a less extreme position, with the
emphasis on both thought and feeling that begins with the Tennyson essay, he joms the many
anticipators of Eltot’s “unified sensibility” (see Eliot's “The Metaphysical Poets,” in Selecied Essays.,
pp. 245-8)
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elements (story, incident, description, moral truth, above all an audience to
interact with), and in place of the poet as, in Wordsworth’s Preface to Lyrical
Ballads (para. 15), “a man speaking to men,” we are presented with the much
narrower concept of a man speaking to himself about himself.%®

Mill was himself soliloquizing, of course, and his essay has the rhetorical
character of the greater Romantic lyric, taking shape according to the movement of
the speaker’s mind. In the second section (originally published separately as “The
Two Kinds of Poetry”), Mill restores some of what he had taken away by defining
two categories, the poetry of the “poet by nature” (represented by Shelley) and the
“poetry of culture” (Wordsworth—some would today reverse the examples), and
then, perhaps upon realizing that he has produced two halves of something rather
than two discrete entities, ends up with the ideal union of the two in the concept
“philosopher-poet™ (p. 364).%° And this is the position that he begins with when he
enters into the theoretical section of his review of Tennyson: “There are in the
character of every true poet, two elements, for one of which he is indebted to
nature, for the other to cultivation” (p. 413).

The Tennyson essay contains an eloquent statement on the relative value of
feeling and thought in achieving “the noblest end of poetry”:

Every great poet, every poet who has extensively or permanently influenced mankind,
has been a great thinker;—has had a philosophy. though perhaps he did not call it by that
name;—has had his mind full of thoughts. derived not merely from passive sensibility, but
from trains of reflection, from observation. analysis. and generalization. . . . Where the
poetic temperament exists in its greatest degree, while the systematic culture of the intellect
has been neglected. we may expect to find, what we do find in the best poems of
Shelley—vivid representations of states of passive and dreamy emotion, fitted to give
extreme pleasure to persons of similar organization to the poet, but not likely to be
sympathized in, because not understood, by any other persons; and scarcely conducing at all

%8 Though there were other, more immediate stmuluses (Carlyle and James Maruneau have been
mentioned earlier, and Harnet Taylor 1s certain to have played a part), the most fundamental and
pervasive mfluence on this essay, as on the literary essays more generally (especially “On Genius™ and
the reviews of Tennyson and Vigny), 1s Wordsworth. 1o whom Mill is indebted not just for quotations
and the specific ideas that we have identified n reference notes, but for much of the vocabulary as well
(e.g., “representation of feeling,” “state of excitement.” “feehng pounng itself out.” “emotion
spontaneously embod(ying] itself,” “overflowing of . . . feelings,” “vivid sensations”) and even such
rhetorical strategies as the affirmative antithesis so characteristic of Wordsworth when he wants to
proceed 1n spite of the logical weakness of his position: “If the above be, as we believe. the true theory
.. . oreventhough it be not so, yet . . .” (p. 350). (The paragraph of advice to readers beginning at the
middle of p. 403 suggests that Mill read the 1798 Advertisement to Lyrical Ballads as well as the later
prefaces.) But Wordsworth in hus theory 1s constantly n touch with his audience, and the narrowness of
Mill’s position in other respects is similarly unWordsworthian. Possibly we have here a prime case of
Harold Bioom’s “anxiety of influence.” The most curious aspect of the relation 1s Mill’s use of the most
typically Wordsworthian descriptions of the poet to apply not to Wordsworth but, as it turns out, to
Shelley! (See especially the paragraph beginning at the bottom of p. 357.)

#This strategy Mill employs elsewhere, most notably n hus discussions of Bentham and Colendge;
he found the notion of “halfness” n Carlyle, but the putting together of “halfmen” was probably based
on his own self-examination.

»
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to the noblest end of poetry as an intellectual pursuit. that of acting upon the desires and
characters of mankind through their emotions, to raise them towards the perfection of their
nature. This, like every other adaptation of means to ends, 1s the work of cultivated reason;
and the poet’s success in 1t will be 1n proportion to the intrinsic value of his thoughts, and to
the command which he has acquired over the materials of his imagination. for placing those
thoughts in a strong light before the intellect. and impressing them on the feelings. (Pp.
413-14.)

This 1s a much more generous and reasonable view of poetry than that of the first
section of “Thoughts on Poetry and Its Varieties,” and it much better represents
Mill’s considered ideas on the subject. From the Tennyson essay on. and most
prominently in the reviews of Vigny, Milnes, and Macaulay, his emphasis is
where readers of the Autobiography would expect it to be—on the importance of
feeling and thought, and on the educational, social. and cultural functions of
poetry (“to raise [men and women] towards the perfection of their nature™). These
later ideas, unlike those of “Thoughts on Poetry.” are not distinctive: they were
long in the public domain before Mill arrived. But this 1s not the first instance in
which Mill sacrificed distinctive originality for the sake of more substantial and
more comprehensive truth.

There is little evidence that Mill read poetry later in life,'™ and it is probably
best, in the over-all view, to say that where, before the mental crisis, he had been
“theoretically indifferent” to poetry (see p. 115), ever afterward he was theoreti-
cally in favour of it—still, however. almost entirely at the level of theory. But
though he wrote no more articles or reviews that would qualify for inclusion as
“literary essays,” we nevertheless have. from his middle years, the fine paragraphs
about discovering Wordsworth and the importance of poetry and “culture of the
feelings” in the Autobiography (pp. 149-53), and from his last decade the
powerful defence of poetry and art at the conclusion of his Inaugural Address
Delivered 1o the University of St. Andrews (1867). What is most significant.
finally, is not any specific idea about the nature of poetry or the role of the poet, but
instead the spectacle of Mill’s “strange confusion . . . endeavouring to unite poetry
and philosophy.”'®' This “confusion” and endeavour made him a broader, deeper.
and more complex thinker and writer than he had been before, and they continue to
make him interesting and valuable. His more orderly predecessors and contempo-
raries now figure mainly in footnotes: he, on the other hand, as the works collected
in these volumes amply testify, remains alive in text and in context.

10T he following, however, from Lady Amberley's journal, 28 Sept., 1870. 1s often quoted. “After
dinner Mr. Mill read us Shelley’s Ode to Liberty & he got quite excited & moved over 1t rocking
backwards & forwards & nearly choking with emotion; he said himself: ‘it 1s almost too much for one
Miss Taylor read the Hymn to Intellectual Beauty but 1n rather a theatrical voice not as pleasant as
Mill’s, he also read some of his favourite bits of Wordsworth whh he admures very much " (The
Amberley Papers, ed. Bertrand and Patricia Russell [London: Hogarth Press, 1937}, Vol. II, p. 375 )

19135hn Bowring's phrase, reported by Caroline Fox, Memories of Old Friends, ed. Horace N. Pym
(London: Smith. Elder, 1882), p. 113 (Joumal entry for 7 Aug.. 1840)
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APPENDICES

THE APPENDED MATERIALS, arranged chronologically, fall into four categories:
first, items that, though they contain text by Mill, for one reason or another are not
in a form intended by him for publication (Appendices A, D, E, and G); second,
lists that are provided as additional information for the understanding of the main
texts (Appendices B, C, and 1); third, matter of which the authorship is, in general,
not certain, though most of it is probably by Mill (Appendix F); and fourth, a
pertinent text by Helen Taylor (Appendix H). These are mentioned above, and are
described in the headnotes that introduce each item; therefore a cursory description
1s here sufficient.

Appendix A consists of the only surviving juvenilia from Mill's pen: the opening
pages of his first history of Rome, and his “Ode to Diana,” the former written when
he was 64 years old, the latter probably about a year or so later.

Appendices B and C, in an attempt to bring together evidence of Mill’s
precocity, provide lists of his early reading and writing; neither is, nor can be,
complete, but even in this form they make up, at least for our less strenuous times,
an impressive record.

Appendix D gives the version by Bulwer, repudiated by Mill, of comments
{now lost) that he had written on his father’s place in English life and letters.

Appendix E gives the text of the comment on Browning’s Pauline that probably
formed the basis of the review which, by a combination of circumstances, never
was printed.

Appendix F is made up of the editorial notes in the London and Westminster
Review; these help elucidate the history of the periodical, and Mill’s attitudes
towards authors and subjects.

Appendix G gives a selection of extracts from the “Rejected Leaves” of the
Early Draft of the Autobiography; it was not feasible to print these as variants, but
they should be read in connection with the corresponding passages in the two main
texts as evidence of Mill’s earliest intentions and of his and his wife’s sense of the
appropriate and the proper.

Appendix H is a continuation by Helen Taylor of the Awobiography, which
summarizes the period between the last section by Mill (1869-70) and his death in
May, 1873.

Appendix 1, the Bibliographic Index, lists all persons and works cited in the
Autobiography, the essays, and the relevant appendices. These references are,
consequently, omitted from the index proper. Because Mill saw his autobio-
graphical memoir as a record of his writing career, this appendix incidentally
includes references to most of his writings.
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TEXTUAL PRINCIPLES AND METHODS

AS THROUGHOUT THIS EDITION, the copy-text for each item is the final version
produced under Mill’s personal supervision, the latest over which he had
significant authorial control.'?? For the Autobiography this means the Columbia
MS, since Mill never saw the Rylands transcript of it, or of course the first printed
edition. (The Early Draft text presented here on facing pages may. in this view, be
considered a single long variant. though it also has claims to independent status as
a once complete and wholly authoritative version.) For the rest of the items (except
for material given in Appendices A, E, G, and H) there are no extant MSS, and the
source of text in each case is a printed version.

Silent emendations. The following procedures apply to all the texts alike.
Typographical peculiarities of titles, chapter headings, first lines, and some other
features that similarly are matters of printing design are not strictly preserved.
While as a rule the copy-text’s punctuation and spelling are retained, certain
elements of style have been made uniform: for example, periods have regularly
been inserted, where they are missing, after abbreviations, but have been deleted
after references to monarchs (e.g., “Louis XIV.”); and dashes have been deleted
where they are combined with other punctuation before a quotation or a reference.
Italic punctuation following italic letters (in a printed version) has been regularized
to roman. Indications of ellipsis have been normalized to three dots plus. where
necessary, terminal punctuation. The positioming of footnote indicators has been
normalized so that they always follow adjacent punctuation marks; in some cases,
for consistency of appearance, references have been moved from the beginning to
the end of quotations.

Also in accordance with modern practice, all long quotations have been set off
from the text, in reduced type, with opening and closing quotation marks re-
moved. In consequence, it has occasionally been necessary to add square brackets
around Mill’s own editorial interpolations; but there will be littie likelihood of
confusion, because our own editorial insertions in the texts are strictly confined to
page references (we have deleted Mill’s square brackets in the one place—
p. 474n—that wouldhave caused trouble). Double quotation marksreplace single as
the standard. Titles of works referred to in the text have been italicized or enclosed
in quotation marks according to a uniform style, and occasionally a lower-cased
word in a title has been silently capitalized. Mill’s references to sources. and
additional page references supplied editorially (in square brackets). have been

192The rationale for this practice 1s set forth in John M. Robson, “Principles and Methods 1n the
Collected Edition of John Stuart Mill,” in Robson. ed., Editing Nineteenth-Century Texts (Torontor
University of Toronto Press, 1967), pp. 96-122.
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normalized. Erroneous references have regularly been corrected: a list of correc-
tions and other alterations is given in the note below.'%*

Treatment of MS texts. In the texts edited from MSS—the Awtobiography and
the Early Draft (as well as in the textual notes to those items and the MS materials
printed in Appendices A, E, G, and H)—these further silent procedures apply.
Superscript letters in “20™,” “M°Crie’s,” “M",” and the like have been regularly
lowered to the line. Initial capitals of words that originally began a sentence but in
revision were rearranged into some other position within a sentence have been
reduced to lower case. Periods have been added, where they are missing. at the
ends of sentences. Commas and in a few instances other marks of punctuation have
been added, where necessary or especially desirable, mainly to complete Mill's
intended revision—as before or after an interlined phrase or clause, and before a
deleted conjunction—but also in combination with other devices (the end of the
line in the MS, or a closing parenthesis or quotation mark) that Mill characteristi-
cally used as a substitute for more conventional punctuation. Very occasionally, as
when an opening parenthesis appears intended to cancel a mark, punctuation has
been dropped. The ampersand has regularly been changed to “and,” and we have
spelled out most arabic numbers (and added conventional hyphens in some that
were already spelled out). Editorial emendations to the texts of the Autobiography
and Early Draft that are not covered by these general procedures are listed in the
note below. !** In the headnotes to the essays, the quotations from Mill’s personal

103Eoilowing the page and line notation. the first reference ts Mill's identification in the copy-text.
the corrected dentification (that which appears in the present text) follows after a closing square
bracket. We do not indicate places where a dash has been substituted for a comma to show continuity
onto adjacent pages. or where a volume number has been added to the reference.
301.16 p 28] Pp.27-8
309n.1 p 23]Pp.22-3
310n.11 p. 184] Pp. 184-5
313.38 p.343] Pp. 343-4
324n.18 p. 183]483
426.30 p.26]Pp. 26-7
427.19 p.23]1Pp.23-5
428.18-19 p 46} Pp 45-6
433n.2 p. 216} Pp. 216-17
450.26 pp. 39, 40] Pp. 39-42

!%4The MS reading 1s given first, followed by the emended reading 1n square brackets:
29.3 think {think 1t] [Mill inadvertentlv deleted “ir" in revision}
29.9 with [with which) [word omitted between pages]
55.4 with in education [with)} [inadvertent repetition of phrase]
74.10-11 the to discussions [the discussions] [ word left undeleted in revision]
74.30 politics [politics,]
82.16 society [society,]
90.2 H.[House]
94.14 H. [House}
118.6 is being itself [being itself] [word left undelered in revision]
134.29 urged [urged)]
150.18 mountains [mountains,]
152.30 Byron [Byron,]
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bibliography, which survives in a scribal copy in the Mill-Taylor Collection,
British Library of Political and Economic Science, have regularly been corrected:
again, a note below lists the corrections. '%3

Textual notes to the MSS. The textual apparatus to the Early Draft provides a
selection of the most significant earlier and cancelled readings that illuminate
Mill’s education, his reading and writing. and his relationships with his father,
mother, siblings, and wife. Sometimes, especially in conjunction with Appendix
G, which should be considered an extension of this apparatus, several successive

158.8 H. [House]
161.35 character, [character;]
174.24 modes modes {[modes] [ repenition of word at beginning of new page)
193.21 according [according to]
219.24 case [case,]
223.3 unpropitious {unpropitious, ]
227.15 me[me,]
228.8 enlarged enlarged [enlarged] [ repetiion of word at beginning of new page)
238.20 to not to [not to]
240.12 The [the]
241.30 opinion [opinion,]
242.17 Govt [Government]
253.19 me [me,]
253.19 not [not,]
255n.9 Systéme [Cours)
262.39 men [men,] [restoring deleted comma)
265.19 whom [whom,]
266.23 population [population.]
266.30 Abolitionists [ Abolitionists, ]
268.1 U. [Umted]
268.9 1861 [1862)
269.6 certainly [certainly,]
278.38 press [press,]
285.19-20 daughter .. Taylor [daughter. . . . Taylor.]
288.24 seems [seems,]
1%51n a few cases our reading of the MS differs from that in the edition by Ney MacMinn, J M.
McCrimmon, and J R. Hainds, Bibliography of the Published Wriings of J S Mill (Evanston.
Northwestern University Press, 1945), to which page references (as MacMinn) are given in the
headnotes. The corrected scribal errors (the erroneous reading first, with the correction following 1n
square brackets) are:
328.3 f. [for]
328.4 ‘On Genuus and signed Antiquus’ [‘On Genius’ and signed *Antiquus’}
342.5-6 ‘whats poetry’ [‘What Is Poetry’}
342.6 Antiguus [Antiquus]
342.6 1833([1833)]
342.7 Antiguus [Antiquus]
368.8 Redivierus [Redivivus]
380.10 Redivierus [Redivivus]
392.8 News [Views]
420.7 running to the {running title]
432.8 Palmyro [Palmyra]
504.10 Milne’ [Milnes’}
518.5 Milne’s [Milnes’]
534.5 ndication [vindication]
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versions may be reconstructed (e.g., the five accounts of Mill’s practical
deficiencies, three of them extracted or described at pp. 608-11 below, the other
two in the Early Draft and Columbia MS texts at pp. 32-3, 37, 39): and the
influence of Mill's wife, in alterations, queries., and other markings pencilled in
the MS, is given special attention. The simplified methodology used in these
textual notes is explained 1n the headnote on p. 2. It should be understood that the
descriptions “deleted first by HTM” and “altered to final reading first by HTM”
mean that the deletion or revision at hand originated with her, and that Mill
accepted it by going over the pencilled alteration in ink (no change by her, if Mill
himself did not subsequently alter the words, has been incorporated into the text).
Only two cancelled passages are given from the Columbia MS (on pp. 272, 287).
For the most part, the cancelled readings in the first 162 leaves of this later version
are identical, or nearly so, with the Early Draft text that we print on facing pages;
and in the final section of the MS, which is first draft, Mill was no longer writing
intimately about his father or his wife, or any other matter where ambiguous
personal feelings were involved, and his deletions and revisions here are routinely
stylistic, and not of sufficient interest to deserve recording.

Emendation of printed sources. In the items based on printed sources, typo-
graphical errors have been regularly corrected in the text. The note below lists
these along with other readings that have been emended.!%

Textual apparatus for the essavs. As indicated in an earlier section of this

196Typographical errors in vanant printed versions are ignored For items where Mill himself made
MS corrections. “SC” = his library, Somerville College, Oxford. The following are emended (the
reading of the copy-text is given first, followed by the emended reading 1n square brackets):
297.2 nntouched [untouched]
299.32 stated [stated,] [as in quotation above, and for sense)
30In.2 )D]
30In.4 had [bad]
306.15 )]
307.12 three pence [threepence] [as elsewhere in sentence]
309.21 P. 283. {reference mistakenly given before the passage which 1t locates)
311.20 pages, [pages] [for sense)
314.35 question [question.]
315.1 thatunder, the [that, under the]
316.1 Even, [Even]
316.33 stelf [itself]
319.32 place [place.”] [restvied in this ed.)
319n 1 Johnson s {Johnson's]
319n.1 Works [Works.]
319n.2 pp. 146, 147 [pp. 146-7.]
324n.2 ‘{"]
334.39 anmnferionty [our infenionty] [ correcied by Mill in SC copy]
336.15-16 as, a preparation for [as a preparation for,] [corrected by Mill in SC copy]
343.1 1{1]
343.12 though [through] [as in 33,59, and for sense]
348.26 appear [appears] [as in 33,59]
351.11 vpii[fui} [correction indicated by Mill in SC copy of “What 1s Poetry?” and made in 59)
353n.24 cesthetic [@sthetic]
354n.2-3 aloveliness, a cheerfulness, a wildness, a melancholy, a terror [or loveliness, or cheerful-
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Introduction, only four of the essays were reprinted by Mill (in two cases only a
brief passage is involved), and so there are relatively few variants to record. The
ensuing paragraphs explain the methods of indicating variants in these instances
and more generally throughout this edition.

We are concerned primarily with substantive variants. which may be taken to
mean any differences among comparable texts except those in punctuation,
spelling, capitalization, word-division, demonstrable typographical errors, and
such printing-house concerns as type size and style. All substantive variants are

ness, or wildness, or melancholy, or terror] [correction indicated by Mill in SC copy of “What Is

Poetry””]

362.11

this [This] [as in 33, and to conform with 362.25]

363.4 this 1s ‘exaggeration,” [“this 1s exaggeration,”] [as in 33,59]

370.4
371.1
371.38
374.34
381.12
388.12
399.21
404.40
421.2
423.7
423.24

some [sore] [corrected by Mill in SC copy)
with [worth] [corrected by Mill in SC copv)

fame [frame] {corrected by Mill in SC copy)
openly (clearly] [corrected by Mill in SC copy)

Judgment: [judgment,] {for sense]

persih [perish]
flower-pots [flower-plots] [as 1n Source (without hyphen). corrected by Ml in SC copy)
charmed [charmed] [as in Source]

flourishes [flounishes,} [as in 59, 67, 75. and for sense]
va nou slyfrom [variously from]

atmosphere {atmosphere,] [as 1n 59.67,75, and for sense)

424.7  yvouad | yvopat)

424n.32 Remains [Remains’] [restyled in this ed.]

429.7 well read [weli-read] [as thrice elsewhere in paragraph)
435.4 bears [bear] for sense]

437.11
437.15
4] 42
444.5

448.12
448.38
449.3

449.10
449.28
451.36
452.3

452 12
453.40
454.47
458.43
472.9

exemta [ exempta) [as in Source]
vengeanee [vengeance]
lulled {dulled] [as :n Source)

“Julia {* ‘Julia) {restvied in this ed.]

“Ye . doubtless,”. “of[“‘Ye.. doubtless. *of] [restvied in this ed.)
Corah [Korah] [as i» Source and Bible]

Ishmaehte.” [Ishmaelite.””] [restvied in this ed.)

“Roman,” . .. “I[*“‘Roman.” . 'I][restviedinihised )
loss " [loss *”'] [restvied in this ed.]
“As.. tent”. “the[“'As tent” . ‘the] [restvled in this ed.]

“that [‘that]

tent.”” [tent ’]

thou [*thou}

her's [hers] [correct in Source]
robe [robe.]

[paragraph) Those [[no paragraph) ‘Those] [as in 38. resrvied in this ed. ]

474n.1-2 [Here . . . unnecessary.} [Mill's brackets omitted in this ed. ]

476n.24 Célébres [Célébres]

478n.38-9 ‘ideas ... before,” ‘that . extle.’ [“ideas . before,” “that. .. exile,”]
478n.41-3 “He . ‘I...conscience '[“‘He .“I. conscience.”’]

479n.40 Cardinal” [Cardinal’]

484n.5

484n.7

“I T
“He [ 'He]

484n.35 life!' [life)'] {correct tn Source]

485n.11

kness [knees]
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reported, save for the substitution of “‘on” for “upon” (in five places), “an” for “a”
(twice before “historical” and once before “heroic™), and “though” for “although™
{twice).'%” The variants are of three kinds: addition of a word or words, substitu-
tion of a word or words, and deletion of a word or words. The illustrative examples
that follow are drawn, except as indicated, from “Thoughts on Poetry and Its
Varieties,” for which our copy-text is the version printed in 1867.

Addition of a word or words: see p. 356%°%. In the present text the passage
“Whatever be the thing which they are contemplating, if it be capable of connect-
ing itself with their emotions, the aspect” appears as “Whatever be the thing which
they are contemplating, *if it be capable of connecting itself with their emotions.#
the aspect”; and the variant note reads “#7#+59,67". The plus sign shows that the
passage enclosed by the superscripts in the text is an addition, and the numbers
after the plus sign specify the editions in which the passage is included. The
editions are indicated by the last two digits of the year of publication: here 59 =
1859 and 67 = 1867 (respectively, the 1st and 2nd editions of Volumes I and II of
Dissertations and Discussions). Information explaining the use of these abbrevia-
tions is given in the headnotes, as required. Any editorial comment in the variant
notes is enclosed in square brackets and italicized.

When this example is placed in context, the interpretation is that the first
published text (1833) had ““Whatever be the thing which they are contemplating,
the aspect”; in 1859 this was altered to “Whatever be the thing which they are
contemplating, if it be capable of connecting itself with their emotions, the
aspect”; and (as is evident in the present text) the new reading was retained in
1867.

485n.12 ‘For [ ‘For}
485n.19 “You[“'You]
485n.20 hermine [her mine]
485n.28 Grandchamp® (his servant}, "called [Grandchamp™ (his servant), “called] [restvied in this
ed.]
485n.31-2 ‘Fly,”. .“or.. . lost!"[*‘Fly.".. . ‘or...lost!""]
485n.43 “It{“‘'It)
486n.5 “The [*‘The]
486.2 Militaire [Miluaires) [as in 38 and on title page of Source]
487.29 Milutaire [Miluaires] [as in 38 and on title page of Source]
491.15 fault.” {fault.] {as in 38)
491.19 seated. [seated ') [as in 38, restvied in this ed.)
495.27 expected, [expected] [as 17 38)
501.3 austeére [austére,] [as in Source, 38]
520.21 onward [outward]
527n.6 fed [feud] [as in Source, corrected by Mill in SC copy)
530.17 Semponius [Sempronius] [as in Source]
530.38 Sempomus [Sempronius] {as in Source]
538.11 ‘“Life,” [“Life,”]
538.29 mistatements [misstatements]
'07Two other trivial differences are not otherwise noted: “1.¢.” to “1.e " (347.28) and “the * general”
to “‘the general” (488.12).
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Substitution of a word or words: see p. 3567~ In the text the passage “"which is
a natural though not an universal consequence of” appears as “which is “a natural
though not an universal consequence” of”'; the variant note reads */ /33 one of the
natural consequences”. Here the words following the edition indicator are those
for which “a natural though not an universal consequence’ was substituted. When
the same rules are applied and the variant is placed in context, the interpretation is
that the first published text had “which is one of the natural consequences of™’; in
1859 this was altered to “which is a natural though not an universal consequence
of’; and the reading of 1859 (as is evident in the text) was retained in 1867,

In this volume there are only rare and trivial instances where passages were
altered more than once: at p. 343””_ the first published text has “‘poetry’ does
import”; in 1859 Mill changed this to *“‘poetry’ imports™; and in 1867 he removed
the quotation marks from “poetry™ to give the final reading, “poetry imports™,
which appears in this edition as ““poetry imports®”. To indicate this sequence, the
note reads “*"?33 ‘poetry’ does import] 59 ‘poetry’ imports™ (the closing square
bracket separates variants in a sequence). In the other cases. the variant represents
areturn to the original reading, as at p. 4737°, where in 1838 “these’ appeared: in
1859, “those”; and in 1867, “these” again. Here the note indicates, as well as the
sequence, the possibility of a typographical error: *“*~*59 those [printer's error?]”.

Deletion of a word or words: see p. 356° and p. 422/, The first of these is
typical, representing a convenient way of indicating deletions in a later version. In
the text at p. 356% a single superscript b appears centred between “in” and “a": the
variant note reads “33 the table of contents of”. Here the words following the
edition indicator are the ones subsequently deleted. The interpretation is that the
first published text had “in the table of contents of a”; in 1859 the words “the table
of contents of” were deleted; and the reading of 1859 (as is evident in the text) was
retained in 1867.

The second example (p. 422/} illustrates the method used to cover deletions
when only portions of the text were later reprinted, as in the case of “Aphorisms:
Thoughts in the Cloister and the Crowd,” part of which was republished as
“Aphorisms. A Fragment,” in Dissertations and Discussions, Vol. 1, pp. 206-10.
(That is, there is here, exceptionally, a later version of only part of the text
originally published in the London and Westminster Review [1837], which, being
the only complete version, we adopt as our copy-text; normally the copy-text
would be the latest version.) In the text the words “appears to us to be” are printed
“appears ‘to us/ to be”; the variant note reads ‘/Z—59,67". The minus sign
indicates that in the editions specified the words enclosed were deleted. The
interpretation is that the first published version had (as is evident in the text)
“appears to us to be”; in 1859 this was altered to “appears to be”: and the latter
reading was retained in 1867.

Differences between italic and roman type are treated as substantive variants
and therefore are regularly recorded. except when they occur in foreign phrases
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and titles of works. Although variations in punctuation and spelling are generally
ignored, when they occur as part of a substantive variant they are included in the
record of the variant. The superscript letters used to indicate variants to the text are
placed exactly with reference to their position before or after punctuation.

Variants in Mill’s footnotes are treated in the same manner as those in his text.
In the essays in this volume no footnotes were added or deleted in the reprinted
versions.
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EDITORS’ NOTE

The latest authorntative text, printed here on recto pages through p. 259 and on both rectos
and versos thereafter. is that of the holograph MS in the Columbia University Library,
untitled by Mill but containing two identical notes written and signed by his stepdaughter:

Autobiography of J. S. Mill
Wrtten by himself
To be published without alterations
or omissions within one year after
my death.
Helen Taylor

The text given on the facing versos is that of the holograph Early Draft MS at the University
of Illinois (through p. 246) followed by that of a holograph fragment at Yale headed “Note . . .
concerming the participation of my wife in my writings” (pp. 250-8). It should be
specially observed, since the co-ordination of early and later versions on facing pages will
here and there produce gaps on the page and occasionally even entire pages of blank space
that do not exist in the MSS, that both the Early Draft text and the Yale fragment are written
continuously from beginning to end, without chapter divisions: 1n the Columbia MS each
chapter begins on a new page, after which the text is written continuously without break to
the end of the chapter.

In the accompanying textual apparatus, mainly two kinds of note are used to present a
selection of cancellations and other alterations preliminary to the final form of the MS texts.
In one of them (e.g., 87°), a bracketed “Earlier version” indicates earlier wording that
Mill deleted and replaced by the word or span of words enclosed by the superscript letters in
the text. In the other (e.g., 6%, which depends on a single superscript in the text. a
bracketed “ Cancelled text” indicates a word or words that Mill deleted. but did not replace,
at the pownt at which the single superscript occurs. Both kinds of note represent
simplifications; they overlook false starts and generally do not distinguish between original
and intermediate versions preliminary to the final form of text (at 87 Mill first wrote
“cannot remember any time . . .” before revising to the wording given 1n the textual note,
and an abandoned intermediate attempt—*have no remembrance of having ever been
unable to”"—is likewise ignored). They do, however, unless there is explanation to the
contrary, give readings that once stood complete in their contexts and that, for the practical
purpose of recovering what Mill at one time or another actually wrote, can be substituted or
inserted in the text according to the positions designated by the superscripts.

There are also, specifically for the Early Draft, a number of notes explaining the later
addition of leaves to the MS, the addition or revision of text “at left” (1n the normally blank
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left-hand half of the MS page), the rearrangement of paragraphs and other sizable portions
of text, a selection of pencilled alterations and other markings by Mill's wife, Harnet Taylor
Mill (HTM), and some variant and cancelled readings from the thirty “rejected leaves”
retained at the end of the MS (these are designated “R” or “RII" plus folio number in the
textual notes, and are described in detail in Appendix G. pp. 608-24 below) The alignment
of parallel texts and the length of some notes to the Early Draft have occasionally made 1t
necessary to carry notes over to the facing recto page: to prevent confusion, a rule 1s used to
set them off from the text and notes of the Autobiography.

The Autobiography was published by Longmans, Green. Reader, and Dyer on 17
October, 1873, five months and ten days after Mill's death, from a hastily wrtten transcript
of the Columbia MS made by Helen Taylor, Mill's sister Mary Elizabeth Colman, and an
unidentified French copyist. Neither the transcript, which is now in the John Rylands
Library, Manchester, nor the first printed version has independent authonty, and their
variants are not included in the textual apparatus here.

The work is not mentioned in Mill's bibliography. For critical comment and more specific
details concerning the manuscripts and the composition and transmisston of the text from the
Early Draft through the first edition, see the Introduction. pp. vii—xxx above.



[EARLY DRAFT]

“IT SEEMS PROPER that | should prefix to the following biographical sketch, some
mention of the reasons which have made me think it desirabie that I should leave
behind me such a memorial of so uneventful a life as mine. I do not for a moment
imagine that any part of what I have to relate. can be interesting to the public as
a narrative, or as being connected with myself. But 1 have thought, that in an age
in which education, and its improvement, are the subject of more if not of pro-
founder study than at any former period in English history, it may be useful that
there should be some record of an education which was unusual and remarkable,
and which, whatever else it may have done, has proved how much more than is
commonly supposed may be_taught, and taught thoroughly. in those early years
which, in the common modes of instruction, are little better than wasted. It has also
seemed to me that in an ag_ e of transition in opinions, there may be somewhat both
of interest and of benefit in noting the successive phases of a mind which was
always pressing forward, equally ready to leam am éither from its own
thoughts or from those of others. The reader whom these things do not interest, has
only himself to blame if he reads farther, and I do not desire any other indulgence
from him than that of bearing in mind, that for him these pages were not written. ¢

1 was born in London, on the 20th of May 1806, and was the eldest son of James
Mill, the author of The History of British India. My father, the son of a petty
tradesman and (I believe) small farmer, at Northwater Bridge. in the county of
Angus, was, when a boy. recommended by his abilities to the notice of Sir John
Stuart, of Fettercairn, one of the Barons of the Exchequer in Scotland, and was in
consequence, sent to the University of Edinburgh at the expense of a fund

=9 This paragraph 1s a later addition written on a separate sheet.)



CHAPTER 1

Childhood, and Early Education

IT SEEMS PROPER that I should prefix to the following biographical sketch, some
mention of the reasons which have made me think it desirable that 1 should leave
behind me such a memorial of so uneventful a life as mine. 1 do not for a moment
imagine that any part of what I have to relate, can be interesting to the public as a
narrative, or as being connected with myself. But 1 have thought that in an age in
which education. and its improvement. are the subject of more. if not of profound-
er study than at any former period of English history. it may be useful that there
should be some record of an education which was unusual and remarkable, and
which, whatever else it may have done. has proved how much more than is
commonly supposed may be taught. and well taught, 1n those early years which. in
the common modes of what is called instruction, are little better than wasted. It has
also seemed to me that in an age of transition in opinions, there may be somewhat
both of interest and of benefit in noting the successive phases of any mind which
was always pressing forward, equally ready to learn and to unlearn either from its
own thoughts or from those of others. But a motive which weighs more with me
than either of these, is a desire to make acknowledgment of the debts which my
intellectual and moral development owes to other persons; some of them of
recognizeéd eminence, others less known than they deserve to be. and the one to
whom most of all is due,'*! one whom the world had no opportunity of knowing.
The reader whom these things do not interest. has only himself to blame if he reads
farther, and 1 do not desire any other indulgence from him than that of bearing in
mind. that for him these pages were not written.

1 was born in London. on the 20th of May 1806, and was the eldest son of James
Mill, the author of The History of British India.!") My father, the son of a petty
tradesman and (I believe) small farmer. at Northwater Bridge. in the county of
Angus, was, when a boy, recommended by his abilities to the notice of Sir John
Stuart, of Fettercairn, one of the Barons of the Exchequer in Scotland, and was, in
consequence, sent to the University of Edinburgh at the expense of a fund

[ His wife, Harriet Taylor Mill.]
{'3 vols. (London: Baldwin, Cradock. and Joy. 1817 [1818]).]
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established by Lady Jane Stuart (the wife of Sir John Stuart) and some other ladies
for educating young men for the Scottish Church. He there went through the usual
course of study, and was licensed as a Preacher, but never followed the profession;

having satisfied himself that he could not believe the doctrines of that or of any
other church. For a few years he was a prlvate tutor in various fhmn]nmm

other means of support until 1819 when he obtained an appomtment in the India
House.

In this period of my father’s life there are two things which it 1s impossible not to
be struck with: one of them, unfortunately, a very common circumstance, the other
a most uncommon one. The first is. that in his position, with no resource but the
precarious one of writing in periodicals, he married and had a large family:
conduct. than which nothing could be more opposed, both in point of good sense
and of morality, to the opinions which, at least at a later period of life, he
strenuously upheld: and to which he had not, and never could have supposed that
he had. the inducements of kindred intellect, tastes, or pursuits. The other cir-
cumstance, is the extraordinary energy which was required to lead the life he did.
with the disadvantages under which he laboured from the first, and with those
which he brought upon himself by his marriage. It would have been no small thing,
had he done no more than to support himself and his family during so many years
by writing, without ever being in debt or in any pecuniary difficulty; holding as he
did, opinions of extreme democracy, and what is called infidelity, in a generation
during which those opinions were more odious to all persons of influence. and to
the common run of prosperous Englishmen, than either before or since: and being a
man whom not only nothing would have induced to write against his convictions,
but who invariably threw into everything he wrote, as much of his convictions as
he thought the circumstances would in any way admit of: being, it must also be
said, one who never did anything negligently; never undertook any task, literary or
other, on which he did not conscientiously bestow all the labour necessary for
performing it adequately. But he, with these burthens on him, planned, com-
menced, and completed the History of India; and this in the course of about ten
years, a shorter time than has been occupied (even by writers who had no other
employment) in the production of almost any other historical work of equal bulk
and of anything approaching to the same amount of reading and research. And to
this is to be added that during the whole period, a considerable part of almost every
day was employed in the instruction of his children; ? in the case of one of whom,
myself, whatever may be thought of his success, he exerted an amount of labour,
care and perseverance rarely if ever employed for a similar purpose, in endeavour-
ing to give according to his own conception the highest order of intellectual
education.

b[Cancelled text:] none of whom, until they were almost grown up, had any other teacher: and
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established by Lady Jane Stuart (the wife of Sir John Stuart) and some other ladies
for educating young men for the Scottish Church. He there went through the usual
course of study. and was licensed as a Preacher, but never followed the profession;
having satisfied himself that he could not believe the doctrines of that or any other
Church. For a few years he was a private tutor in various families in Scotland,
among others that of the Marquis of Tweeddale; but ended by taking up his
residence in London, and devoting himself to authorship. Nor had he any other
means of support until 1819, when he obtatned an appointment in the India House.

In this period of my father’s life there are two things which it is impossibie not to
be struck with: one of them unfortunately a very common circumstance, the other a
most uncommon one. The first is, that in his position. with no resource but the
precarious one of writing in periodicals, he married and had a large famiiy; conduct
than which nothing could be more opposed, both as a matter of good sense and of
duty, to the opinions which, at least at a later period of life, he strenuously upheld.
The other circumstance, is the extraordinary energy which was required to lead the
life he led, with the disadvantages under which he laboured from the first, and with
those which he brought upon himself by his marriage. It would have been no small
thing, had he done no more than to support himself and his family during so many
years by writing, without ever being in debt, or in any pecuniary difficulty;
holding, as he did, opinions, both in politics and in religion, which were more
odious to all persons of influence, and to the common run of prosperous English-
men, in that generation than either before or since; and being not only a man whom
nothing would have induced to write against his convictions, but one who invari-
ably threw into everything he wrote, as much of his convictions as he thought the
circumstances would in any way permit: being, it must also be said, one who never
did anything negligently; never undertook any task, literary or other. on which he
did not conscientiously bestow all the labour necessary for performing it adequate-
ly. But he, with these burthens on him, planned. commenced. and completed, the
History of India; and this in the course of about ten years, a shorter time than has
been occupied (even by writers who had no other employment) in the production of
almost any other historical work of equal bulk, and of anything approaching to the
same amount of reading and research. And to this is to be added, that during the
whole period, a considerable part of almost every day was employed in the
instruction of his children: in the case of one of whom, myself, he exerted an
amount of labour, care, and perseverance rarely, if ever, employed for a similar
purpose, in endeavouring to give, according to his own conception, the highest
order of inteliectual education.
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A man who in his own practice so vigorously acted up to the principle of losing
no time, was likely to adhere to the same rule in the instruction of his pupil. 1 “have
no remembrance of ¢ the time when I began to learn Greek. I have been told that it
was when 1 was three years old. My earliest recollection on the subject is of
learning what my father termed Vocables, being lists of common Greek words,
with their signification in English, which he wrote on cards and gave me to learn by
heart. Of grammar I learnt, until some years later, nothing except the inflexions of
the nouns and verbs but after a course of vocables, proceeded at once to translation;
and I can faintly remember going through Zsop’s Fables, the first Greek book
which 1 read. The Anabasis was the second 1 learnt no Latin until my eighth year.
Before that time I had read a number of Greek prose authors, among whom I
remember the whole of Herodotus, Xenophon's Cvropedia and Memorials of
Socrates, some of the lives of the philosophers by Diogenes Laertius, part of
Lucian, a little of Isocrates, and I think part of Thucydides: I also read in 1813 the
first six dialogues of Plato (in the common arrangement) from the Euthvphron to
the Theetetus inclusive, which last dialogue had been better omitted. as it was
utterly impossible I should understand it. But my father, in all his teaching,
demanded and expected of me not only the utmost that I could do, but much that 1
could by no possibility have done. What he was himself willing to undergo for the
sake of my instruction may be judged from “the fact, that I went through the whole
process of preparing my Greek lessons in the same room and at the same table at
which he was writing. and? as in those days Greek and English Lexicons were not.
and I could make no more use of a Greek and Latin Lexicon than could be made
without having begun to learn Latin, 1 was forced to have recourse to him for the
meaning of every word which I did not know: and this incessant interruption he,
one of the most impatient of mankind, submitted to, and wrote under that interrup-
tion several volumes of his History and all else that he had to write during those
years.

The only thing besides Greek that I learnt as a lesson during those years was
arithmetic: this also my father taught me: it was the work of the evenings and 1 well
remember its irksomeness. But the lessons were “not the most important part of the
instruction I was receiving. Much® of it consisted in the books I read by myself and
in my father’s discourses to me, chiefly during our walks. From 1810 to the end of
1813 we were living at Newington Green, then an almost rustic neighbourhood.
My father’s heaith required considerable and constant exercise and he walked
habitually before breakfast, generally in the green lanes towards Hornsey. In these

““¢[Earhier version:] cannot remember the ttme when I could not read. nor

49 Earlier version:] what T am about to relate. I must first mention, that I learned Greek in the
common manner. he set me a portion of a Greek author to make out. as I best could. the meaning, and
afterwards construe 1t verbally to him. Now 1 not only went through the whole operation of making out
the lesson in the same room and at the same table at which he was wniting, but

“~¢[Earlier version:] but a part and scarcely even the principal part of the instruction I received from
my fourth to my eighth year. The rest
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A man who, in his own practice, so vigorously acted up to the principle of losing
no time, was likely to adhere to the same rule in the instruction of his pupil. I have
no remembrance of the time when I began to learn Greek. 1 have been told that it
was when I was three years old. My earliest recollection on the subject, is that of
committing to memory what my father termed Vocables, being hists of common
Greek words, with their signification in English, which he wrote out for me on
cards. Of grammar, until some years later, I learnt no more than the inflexions of
the nouns and verbs, but, after a course of vocables, proceeded at once to
translation; and I faintly remember going through Asop’s Fables, the first Greek
book which I read.™! The Anabasis,'") which I remember better. was the second. 1
learnt no Latin until my eighth year. At that time I had read, under my father’s
tuition, a number of Greek prose authors. among whom 1 remember the whole of
Herodotus, and of Xenophon’s Cvropedia and Memorials of Socrates; some of
the lives of the philosophers by Diogenes Laertius; part of Lucian, and Isocrates Ad
Demonicum and Ad Nicoclem. 1 also read, in 1813, the first six dialogues (in the
common arrangement) of Plato, from the FEuthvphron to the Theewtetus inclu-
sive:'* which last dialogue, I venture to think, would have been better omutted, as
it was totally impossible I should understand it. But my father, in all his teaching,
demanded of me not only the utmost that I could do, but much that I could by no
possibility have done. What he was himself willing to undergo for the sake of my
instruction, may be judged from the fact, that I went through the whole process of
preparing my Greek lessons in the same room and at the same table at which he was
writing: and as in those days Greek and English Lexicons were not. and 1 could
make no more use of a Greek and Latin Lexicon than could be made without having
yet begun to learn Latin, I was forced to have recourse to him for the meaning of
every word which 1 did not know. This incessant interruption he. one of the most
impatient of men, submitted to, and wrote under that interruption several volumes
of his History and all else that he had to write during those years.

The only thing besides Greek, that I learnt as a lesson in this part of my
childhood, was arithmetic: this also my father taught me: it was the task of the
evenings, and I well remember its disagreeableness. But the lessons were only a
part of the daily instruction I received. Much of it consisted in the books I read by
myself, and my father’s discourses to me. chiefly during our walks. From 1810 to
the end of 1813 we were living in Newington Green. then an almost rustic
neighbourhood. My father’s health required considerable and constant exercise,
and he walked habitually before breakfast, generally in the green lanes towards

{*From here to p. 73, because of the density of allusion. names of authors and titles of
works are added only when Mill’s reference 1s not sufficient for easy identification. or when
the work is not part of his early reading. Full titles are given 1n the Bibliographic Index. and a
list of Mill’s early reading. with comments, 1s given in App. B.]

{'Of Xenophon. |

{*.e., Euthvphron, Apology, Crito, Phaedo, Cratylus. and Theaetetus.)
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walks I always accompanied him, and what I chiefly remember of them (except the
bouquets of wild flowers which I used to bring in) is the account I used to give him
daily of what I had read the previous day. /1 made notes on slips of paper while
reading’, and from these I used in the morning walks to tell the story to him. I say
the story, for the books were chiefly histories. of which I read 1n this manner a great
number: Robertson’s histories. Hume, Gibbon; but my greatest delight, then and
for long afterwards, was Watson’s Philip Second and Third. The heroic defence of
the Knights of Malta against the Turks. and of the Dutch revolted provinces against
Spain, excited in me an intense and lasting interest. Next to Watson my favorite
book of the historical sort was Hooke’s History of Rome. Of Greece I had seen at
that time no regular history, except school abridgments and the last two or three
volumes of a translation of Rollin’s Ancient History, from Philip of Macedon to the
end. But I read with great delight, Langhorne’s translation of Plutarch; and I had
Greek history in my daily Greek lessons. For English history beyond the time at
which Hume leaves off. 1 remember reading Burnet’s History of His Own Time,
though 1 cared little for anything in it except the wars and battles—and the
historical part of the Annual Register from the beginning to about 1788 where the
volumes my father borrowed for me from Mr. Bentham left off. I felt a lively
interest in Frederic of Prussia during his difficulties and in Paoli, the Corsican
patriot—but when I came to the American War of independence 1 took my part like
achild as I was, on the wrong side because it was called the English side; until $set
right by my father®. In these frequent talks about the books I read, he used as
opportunity offered to give me explanations and ideas respecting civilization,
society, government, morality, mental cultivation, which he required me after-
wards to “restate to him in my own words”*. He also made me read, and give hima
verbal account of, many books which would not have interested me sufficiently to
induce me to read them of myself: I particularly remember Millar’s Historical
View of the English Government, a book of great merit for its time, and which he
much valued: also Mosheim’s Ecclesiastical History, McCrie's Life of Knox, and
even Sewell’s and Rutty’s histories of the Quakers. Of voyages and travels 1
remember as part of my constant reading Anson’s Voyage which is so delightful to
most young persons, and a Collection in four octavo volumes (Hawkesworth's 1
believe it was) of Voyages round the World, from Drake to Cook and Bougain-

/T Earlier version:] Passing my time in the room in which he wrote, I had fallen into an imitation of
many of his ways and as in reading for his history he made notes on slips of paper of the main facts which
he found in his authonties, I made, as I fancied, similar notes on all the books I read

8-8[ Earlier version:] my father taught me or at least told me better

h=h[ Earlier version:] give him an account of, 1n order to shew whether I had understood what he had
told me and to ensure my remembenng it
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Hornsey. In these walks I always accompanied him, and with my earliest recollec-
tions of green fields and wild flowers, is mingled that of the account 1 gave him
daily of what 1 had read the day before. To the best of my remembrance, this was a
voluntary rather than a prescribed exercise. I made notes on slips of paper while
reading. and from these, in the morning walks, I told the story to him. for the books
were chiefly histories, of which 1 read in this manner a great number: Robertson's
histories, Hume, Gibbon; but my greatest delight, then and for long afterwards,
was Watson’s Philip the Second and Third. The heroic defence of the Knights of
Malta against the Turks. and of the revolted provinces of the Netherlands against
Spain, excited in me an intense and lasting interest.* Next to Watson. my favorite
historical reading was Hooke's History of Rome. Of Greece I had seen at that time
no regular history, except school abridgments and the last two or three volumes of
a translation of Rollin’s Ancient History, beginning with Philip of Macedon. But 1
read with great delight Langhorne’s translation of Plutarch. In English history.
beyond the time at which Hume leaves off, | remember reading Burnet's History of
His Own Time, though I cared little for anything in it except the wars and battles;
and the historical part of the Annual Register. from the beginning to about 1788.
where the volumes my father borrowed for me from Mr. Bentham left off. I felt a
lively interest in Frederic of Prussia during his difficulties. and in Paoli. the
Corsican patriot; but when I came to the American War, I took my part, like a chiid
as I was (until set right by my father) on the wrong side. because it was called the
English side. In these frequent talks about the books I read, he used. as opportunity
offered, to give me explanations and ideas respecting civilization. government,
morality, mental cultivation, which he required me afterwards to restate to him in
my own words. He also made me read, and give him a verbal account of, many
books which would not have interested me sufficiently to induce me to read them of
myself: among others, Millar’s Historical View of the English Government, abook
of great merit for its time, and which he highly valued; Mosheim’s Ecclesiastical
History, McCrie’s Life of John Knox, and even Sewell’s and Rutty's Histories of
the Quakers.!”) He was fond of putting into my hands books which exhibited men
of energy and resource in unusual circumstances, struggling against difficulties
and overcoming them: of such works I remember Beaver’s African Memoranda,
and Collins’s account of the first settlement of New South Wales."*! Two books
which 1 never wearied of reading were Anson’s Vovage, so delightful to most
young persons, and a Collection (Hawkesworth's. 1 believe) of Voyages round the
World, in four volumes, beginning with Drake and ending with Cook and

[*In Robert Watson, History of the Reign of Philip Il (1777). esp. Bk. VI, and Bks.
X-XIV.]

['Willem Sewel, The History of the . . Quakers (1722); and Thomas Wight and John
Rutty, A History of the . . . Quakers tn Ireland (1751).]

[¥David Collins, An Account of the Enghsh Colony in New South Wales (1798-1802).]
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ville * . I read few books of amusement properly so called: of children’s books, any
more than of playthings, I had scarcely any, except an occasional gift from a
relation or acquaintance—among those 1 had, Robinson Crusoe was preeminent
and continued to delight me through all my boyhood. It was no part however of my
father’s system to exclude books of amusement: though he allowed them very
sparingly. Of such books he possessed, at that time, next to none, but an early
friend and companion of his, Dr. Thomson the chemist, had many, and some of
those he borrowed purposely for me—those which 1 remember are the Arabian
Nights, Cazotte’s Arabian Tales, Don Quixote, and a book of some reputation in its
day, Brooke's Fool of Qualiry.

/In my eighth year I commenced learning Latin by means of teaching it to a
younger sister, who afterwards repeated the lessons to my father. From this time
other sisters and brothers being successively added as pupils. a considerable part of
my day’s work consisted of this preparatory teaching; and it was a part which I
especially disliked. The principal advantage which, as far as I am aware, arose
from it, was that I myself learnt more thoroughly and retained more lastingly the
things which I had to teach as well as learn; perhaps too. the practice it afforded in
explaining difficulties to others, may even at that age have been useful * . In other
respects the experience of my boyhood is not favorable to the plan of teaching
children by means of one another. The teaching, I am sure, is very inefficient as
teaching, and I well know that the relation between teacher and taught !is a most
unfavourable moral discipline to both. 1 went through the grammar and part of
Cormnelius Nepos and Casar’s Commentaries ™in this manner, but afterwards
added to the superintendance of these™ lessons, much longer ones of my own
which I repeated to my father in the usual manner.

In the same year in which I began Latin 1 made my first commencement in the
Greek poets with the /liad. After 1 had made some progress in this, my father put
Pope’s translation into my hands: it was the first English verse I had cared to read,
and became one of the books in which for many years I most delighted: I think I
must have read 1t from twenty to thirty times through. I should not have thought it
worth while to mention a taste apparently so natural to boyhood if I had not, as 1

‘{Cancelled text "] . and | have a faint remembrance of some folio collection 1n which I read an account
of the first circumnavigation of the globe. by Magellan [Mill may be referring to the account in John
Hamilton Moore, A New and Complete Collection of Vovages and Travels. 2 vols. (London Hogg,
{17807, Vol. I, pp. 13-15.]

/[Cancelled text:] 1 continue the, as 1t were, mechanical detail of my course of instruction n order to
finish it before entering on the influences of a more general kind under which I was placed in my early
years

*[Cancelled text:] . though of this 1 am not sure, because I am not certamn that 1 did remove any
difficulties
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Bougainville." Of children’s books, any more than of playthings. I had scarcely
any, except an occasional gift from a relation or acquaintance: among those I had.
Robinson Crusoe was preeminent, and continued to delight me through all my
boyhood. It was no part however of my father’s system to exclude books of
amusement, though he allowed them very spaningly. Of such books he possessed
at that time next to none, but he borrowed several for me; those which 1 remember
are, the Arabian Nights, Cazotte’s Arabian Tales, Don Quixote, Miss Edge-
worth’s Popular Tales. and a book of some reputation in its day, Brooke's Fool of
Quality.

In my eighth year I commenced learning Latin, in conjunction with a younger
sister, to whom I taught it as I went on. and who afterwards repeated the lessons to
my father: and from this time, other sisters and brothers being successively added
as pupils, a considerable part of my day’s work consisted of this preparatory
teaching. It was a part which 1 greatly disliked; the more so. as 1 was held
responsible for the lessons of my pupils, in almost as full a sense as for my own: 1
however derived from this discipline the great advantage, of learning more
thoroughly and retaining more lastingly the things which 1 was set to teach:
perhaps, too, the practice it afforded in explaining difficulties to others, may even
at that age have been useful. In other respects, the experience of my boyhood is not
favorable to the plan of teaching children by means of one another. The teaching, 1
am sure, is very inefficient as teaching. and 1 well know that the relation between
teacher and taught is not a good moral discipline to either. 1 went in this manner
through the Latin grammar. and a considerable part of Cornelius Nepos!! and
Cesar's Commentaries, but afterwards added to the superintendance of these
lessons, much longer ones of my own.

In the same year in which I began Latin, 1 made my first commencement in the
Greek poets with the lliad. After I had made some progress in this, my father put
Pope’s translation into my hands. It was the first English verse I had cared to read,
and it became one of the books in which for many years I most delighted: 1 think I
must have read it from twenty to thirty times through. I should not have thought it
worth while to mention a taste apparently so natural to boyhood, if I had not. as I

[*Probably David Henry, An Historical Account of All the Vovages round the World
(1774), which includes Drake and Bougainville. rather than John Hawkesworth. An
Account of the Vovages Undertaken by the Order of His Present Majesty (1773), which does
not include either. ]

[T Excellentium imperatorum vitae. |

"[Cancelled 1ext*] (the teacher also betng without any real authomy ) [deleted first by HTM]
m-m[ Earlier version:] with my sister but afterwards added to the supenntendance of her |altered to
final reading first bv HTM}
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think, observed that the keen enjoyment of this brilliant specimen of narrative and
versification, is not so universal with boys as 1 should have expected both a priori
and from my individual experience. Soon after this time I commenced Euclid, and
somewhat later, algebra, still under my father’s tuition.

From my eighth to my twelfth year the Latin books which I remember reading
were the Bucolics of Virgil, and the first six books of the £neid; all Horace; the
fables of Phadrus; the first five books of Livy (to which from my love of the subject
1 voluntarily added at my leisure, the remainder of the first decad); all Sallust; a
considerable part of Ovid’'s Metamorphoses some plays of Terence; two or three
books of Lucretius; some of the orations of Cicero and of his writings on oratory;
also his letters to Atticus, my father taking the trouble to translate to me from the
French the historical explanations in Mongauit’s notes. Tacitus I do not think I
meddled with till my thirteenth year ” . In Greek I read the Iliad and Odyssey
through: one or two plays of Sophocies, Euripides and Aristophanes, but by these 1
profited little; all Thucydides; Xenophon’s Hellenics; “a great part of Demos-
thenes”, Aschines and Lysias; Theocritus; Anacreon; part of the Anthology: a little
of Dionysius; the first two or three books of Polybius; and lastly, Aristotle's
Rhetoric, which as the first expressly scientific treatise on any moral or psycho-
logical subject which I had read and containing, besides, many of the best
observations of the ancients on human nature and human affairs, my father made
me study with peculiar care and throw the matter of it into synoptic tables 7 .
During the same years I learnt elementary geometry and algebra thoroughly; the
differential calculus and other portions of the higher mathematics not thoroughly ¢ ;
for my father not having kept up this part of his early acquired knowledge, could
not spare time to qualify himself for removing my difficulties and left me to deal
with them with little other aid than that of books; at the same time continually
calling on me, with authority and indignation, to solve difficult problems for which
he did not see that I had not the necessary previous knowledge.

As to my private reading, I can only speak of what I remember. History
continued to be my strongest predilection. Mitford's Greece 1 used to be continu-
ally reading " . My father had put me on my guard against the Tory prejudices of
this writer, and his perversions of facts for the glorification of despots and discredit
of popular institutions. These points he used to discourse upon, exemplifying them
from the Greek orators and historians * with such effect that in reading Mitford my
sympathies always were on the contrary side to those of the author, and I could, to
some extent, have argued the point against him; yet this did not diminish the ever
new pleasure with which I read the book. Ferguson’s Roman history was also a

"[Cancelled 1ext:} ; as well as part of Juvenal, and a great part of Quintilran

°~°[Earlier version:] all Demosthenes (except the pnivate orations, which I read later)
P[Cancelled 1ex1:] like those in some of the treatises on the scholastic logic and metaphysics
9[Cancelled text:] , but very much the reverse

"[Cancelled texi:] . no book ever delighted me more

’[Cancelied tex::] which I read as my daily lessons: and he did this
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think, observed that the keen enjoyment of this brilliant specimen of narrative and
versification is not so universal with boys, as I should have expected both a priori
and from my individual experience. Soon after this time I commenced Euclid, and
somewhat later, algebra, still under my father’s tuition.

From my eighth to my twelfth year the Latin books which 1 remember reading
were, the Bucolics of Virgil, and the first six books of the £neid; all Horace except
the Epodes; the fables of Phzdrus; the first five books of Livy (to which from my
love of the subject I voluntarily added, in my hours of leisure, the remainder of the
first decad); all Sallust: a considerable part of Ovid’s Meramorphoses . some plays
of Terence; two or three books of Lucretius; several of the Orations of Cicero, and
of his writings on oratory: also his letters to Atticus, my father taking the trouble to
translate to me from the French the historical explanations in Mongault’s notes. In
Greek 1 read the lliad and Odyssey through: one or two plays of Sophocles,
Euripides, and Aristophanes, though by these | profited little; all Thucydides: the
Hellenics of Xenophon; a great part of Demosthenes. ZAschines, and Lysias;
Theocritus; Anacreon; part of the Anthology: a little of Dionysius; '*!several books
of Polybius; and lastly, Aristotle’s Rhetoric, which, as the first expressly scientific
treatise on any moral or psychological subject which I had read. and containing
many of the best observations of the ancients on human nature and life. my father
made me study with peculiar care, and throw the matter of it into synoptic tables.
During the same years | learnt elementary geometry and algebra thoroughly, the
differential calculus and other portions of the higher mathematcs far from thor-
oughly: for my father, not having kept up this part of his early acquired knowledge.
could not spare time to qualify himself for removing my difficulties. and left me to
deal with them, with little other aid than that of books:!"! while I was continually
incurring his displeasure by my inability to solve difficult problems for which he
did not see that I had not the necessary previous knowledge.

As to my private reading, I can only speak of what 1 remember. History
continued to be my strongest predilection, and most of all ancient history. Mit-
ford’s Greece 1 read continually. My father had put me on my guard against the
Tory prejudices of this writer, and his perversions of facts for the whitewashing of
despots, and blackening of popular institutions. These points he discoursed on,
exemplifying them from the Greek orators and histonans, with such effect that in
reading Mitford, my sympathies were always on the contrary side to those of the
author, and 1 could, to some extent, have argued the point against him: yet this did
not diminish the ever new pleasure with which ] read the book. Roman history,
both in my old favorite, Hooke, and in Ferguson. continued to delight me. A book

(*Dionysius of Halicarnassus. The Roman Antiquutzes.}
[*For the titles of many of the mathematical texts Mill used, see App. B. nos. 68-71,
81-3, 96-9, 107-13, 134-5, 149, 167, 174, 205-7.]
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favorite. Another book which notwithstanding what is called the dryness of the
stile 1 took great pleasure in was the Ancient Universal History: through the
incessant reading of which 1 had my head full of details of the history of the
obscurest ancient people, while in modern history with the exception of ‘detached
passages such as the Dutch war of independence I was at this time little interested’.
A voluntary exercise to which | was throughout my boyhood much addicted, was
what I called writing histories: of course in imitation of my father—who used to
give me the manuscript of part of his history of India to read. Almost as soon as 1
could hold a pen I must needs write a history of India too: this was soon abandoned,
but what 1 called a Roman history, picked out of Hooke, 1 continued for a long time
to employ myself in writing: after this an abridgment of the Ancient Universal
History: then a History of Holland, compiled from my favorite Watson and from
an anonymous history which somebody who knew my liking for the subject.
picked up at a book stall and gave to me. But in my eleventh and twelfth year 1
occupied myself with writing what I flattered myself was something serious, and
might be made fit to be published; this was no less than a history of the Roman
Government, compiled (with the assistance of Hooke) from Livy and Dionysius:
of which 1 wrote as much as would have made an octavo volume, extending to the
epoch of the Licinian laws. It was in fact an account of the struggles between the
patricians and plebeians, which now engrossed all the interest in my mind that 1
had previously felt in the mere wars and conquests of the Romans. 1 discussed all
the constitutional points as they arose, vindicated the Agrarian law on the evidence
of Livy (though quite ignorant of Niebuhr’s researches) and upheld to the best of
my capacity the Roman democratic party. A few years later in my contempt of my
childish efforts I destroyed all these papers, not then anticipating that I could ever
have any curiosity about my first attempts at writing or reasoning. My father
encouraged me in this useful amusement, though, as I think judiciousty, he never
asked to see what | wrote, so that I never felt that in writing it 1 was accountable to
any one, nor had the chilling sensation of being under a critical eye.

But though these histories were never a compulsory lesson, there was another
kind of composition which was so. namely writing verses and it was one of the
most irksome of my tasks. Greek or Latin verses 1 never wrote, nor learnt the
prosody of those languages. My father, thinking this not worth the time it required,
was contented with making me read aloud to him and correcting false quantities. 1
never composed at all in Greek, even 1n prose, and but little in Latin. But I wrote

~'[Earlier version.] a few detached passages such as the Dutch war of independence 1 was very far
from being similarly well informed [altered to final reading first by HTM]



AUTOBIOGRAPHY 17

which, in spite of what is called the dryness of its stile. I took great pleasure in. was
the Ancient Universal History:'*! through the incessant reading of which, I had my
head full of historical details concerning the obscurest ancient people. while about
modern history, except detached passages such as the Dutch war of independence.
I'knew and cared comparatively little. A voluntary exercise to which throughout
my boyhood 1 was much addicted, was what 1 called writing histories. 1 succes-
sively composed a Roman history, picked out of Hooke:!"! an abridgment of the
Ancient Universal History, a History of Holland, from my favorite Watson and
from an anonymous compilation;'*! and in my eleventh and twelfth year | occupied
myself with writing what 1 flattered myself was something serious. This was no
less than a history of the Roman Government, compiled (with the assistance of
Hooke) from Livy and Dionysius: of which I wrote as much as would have made an
octavo volume, extending to the epoch of the Licinian Laws. It was. in fact. an
account of the struggles between the patricians and plebeians. which now en-
grossed all the interest in my mind which 1 had previously felt in the mere wars
and conguests of the Romans. 1 discussed all the constitutional points as they
arose: though quite ignorant of Niebuhr's researches.!"! 1. by such hights as my
father had given me, vindicated the Agrarian Laws on the evidence of Livy. and
upheld to the best of my ability the Roman democratic party. A few vears later. in
my contempt of my childish efforts, I destroyed all these papers, not then antici-
pating that I could ever feel any curiosity about my first attempts at writing and
reasoning. My father encouraged me in this useful amusement. though, as | think
Judiciously. he never asked to see what I wrote; so that I did not feel that in
writing it 1 was accountable to any one. nor had the chilling sensation of being
under a critical eye.

But though these exercises in history were never a compulsory lesson, there was
another kind of composition which was so, namely writing verses. and it was one
of the most disagreeable of my tasks. Greek or Latin verses 1 did not write, nor
learnt the prosody of those languages. My father, thinking this not worth the time it
required, contented himself with making me read aloud to him. and correcting
false quantities. I never composed at all in Greek, even in prose, and but little 1n

[*The first volumes of Anon., An Universal History, from the Earliest Account of Time to
the Present (1736ff.).]

{"For the opening pages of this history, see App. A. pp. 542—6 below. See also App. C
for this and other early writings by Mill ]

[*Probably The History of the Republick of Holland, from Its First Foundation to the
Death of King William (1705).]

[*As revealed in his History of Rome, trans. Julws Charles Hare, er al.. 3 vols. (London:
Taylor and Walton, 1828-42).]
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many English verses; beginning from the time of my first reading Pope’s Homer,
when I ambitiously attempted to write something of the same kind, and achieved as
much as one book of a continuation of the //iad. “The exercise, begun by choice,
was continued by command”. Conformably to my father’s usual custom of ex-
plaining to me the reasons for what he required me to do, he gave me, for this, two
reasons which were highly characteristic of him. One was that some things could
be expressed better and more forcibly in verse than in prose: this he said was a real
advantage: the other was, that people in general attached more value to verse than it
deserved, and the power of writing it was therefore useful and worth acquiring. He
generally left me to choose my own subjects which as far as 1 remember were
mostly odes to some mythological personage or allegorical abstraction: but he
made me translate into English verse many of Horace’s shorter poems. I remember
his giving me Thomson’s “Winter” to read, and afterwards making me attempt to
write something myself on the same subject. I had read very little English poetry at
this time. Shakespeare my father had put into my hands. at first for the sake of the
historical plays, from which however I went on to the others ¥ . My father was
never a great admirer of Shakespeare the English idolatry of whom. he used to
attack in unmeasured terms. “He had little value for any English poetry except
Milton, Goldsmith, Burns, and Gray's “Bard,” which he preferred to his Elegv:
perhaps 1 may also add Beattie™. I remember his reading to me (unlike his usual
practice of making me read to him) the first book of The Fairie Queene: but I took
little pleasure in it. The poetry of the present century he set no value on—and I
hardly saw any of it till I was grown up to manhood, except Walter Scott’s metrical
romances, which he borrowed for me and which I was much delighted with—as 1
always was with all animated narrative. Dryden’s Poems were among my father’s
books and many of these he made me read, though I never cared for any of them
except Alexander’s Feast, which like the songs in Walter Scott 1 used to sing

“~*{Earlier version:] For some years after. my father made me keep up the practice of wniting verses
*[Cancelled texi:] : 1 was of course like all persons young or old, pleased and interested with them
*~"[Earlier version:] Milton’s poetry he did admire but did not think me of an age to comprehend



Udeto Diama
, | .
. Lr‘» mym sarber y«w.m.i Miiqu,
Idf me te tdl t/«} acleory tla/n,
41! j/m«f-fﬁm fww
M lu} [u{nm *t/u A‘uy‘f vflajl»
"ty /u/‘&ﬁ meﬂ {olists fad,
viwi youny Actesrn s dussm

. &»ur-J. motte? - / ; “ g0 .
Y ounlanss, crorm'd w«t‘ LNJ&/,/. oo
?MU‘AM lo«‘w i At )

m& Aqﬁ‘ and #u#[,ed:

%.,,..Jiq; leass u'»ry 1000l
4!,011 M;M‘ M h/u .

J oo T grove and goadirs ik,

11- t‘" o) OR w, MJI,
M L;Y“Ii‘onum ‘rlll’;ﬂu

Recto of “*Ode to Diana” MS
British Library

4
L 2



AUTOBIOGRAPHY 19

Latin: not that my father could be indifferent to the value of this practice, in giving
athorough knowledge of those languages, but because there really was not time for
it. The verses 1 was required to write were English. When 1 first read Pope's
Homer, 1 ambitiously attempted to compose something of the same kind, and
achieved as much as one book of a continuation of the /liad. There, probably, the
spontaneous promptings of my poetical ambition would have stopped: but the
exercise, begun from choice, was continued by command. Conformably to my
father’s usual practice of explaining to me, as far as possible, the reasons for what
he required me to do, he gave me, for this, as | well remember, two reasons highty
characteristic of him. One was, that some things could be expressed better and
more forcibly in verse than in prose: this, he said, was a real advantage. The other
was, that people in general attached more value to verse than it deserved, and the
power of writing it was, on this account, worth acquiring. He generally left me to
choose my own subjects, which, as far as I remember, were mostly addresses to
some mythological personage or allegorical abstraction;*! but he made me trans-
late into English verse many of Horace s shorter poems: 1 also remember his giving
me Thomson’s “Winter” to read, and afterwards making me attempt (without
book) to write something myself on the same subject. The verses 1 wrote were of
course the merest rubbish, nor did I ever attain any facility of versification, but the
practice may have been useful in making it easier for me, at a later period. to
acquire readiness of expression.* 1 had read, up to this time, very little English
poetry. Shakespeare my father had put into my hands. chiefly for the sake of the
historical plays, from which however I went on to the others. My father never was
a great admirer of Shakespeare, the English idolatry of whom he used to attack
with some severity. He cared little for any English poetry except Milton (for whom
he had the highest admiration), Goldsmith. Burns, and Gray's “Bard,” which he
preferred to his Elegy: perhaps I may add Cowper and Beattie. He had some value
for Spenser, and I remember his reading to me (unlike his usual practice of making
me read to him) the first book of The Fairie Queene: but 1 took little pleasure in it.
The poetry of the present century he saw scarcely any merit in. and I hardly became
acquainted with any of it till ] was grown up to manhood, except the metrical
romances of Walter Scott, which I read at his recommendation and was intensely
delighted with; as I always was with animated narrative. Dryden’s Poems were
among my father’s books, and many of these he made me read, but I never cared
for any of them except Alexander's Feast, which, as well as many of the songs in

[*For one of these, “Ode to Diana,” see App. A, pp. 549-50 below. See also App. C
for this and other early writings by Mill.]

*In a subsequent stage of boyhood. when these exercises had ceased to be compulsory.
like most youthful writers I wrote tragedies; under the inspiration not so much of
Shakespeare as of Joanna Baillie, whose Constantine Paleologus in particular appcared to
me one of the most glorious of human compositions. I still think 1t one of the best dramas of
the last two centuries.
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internally, to a music of my own. Cowper’s short poems I read with some pleasure
but never got far into the longer ones—and nothing in the two volumes interested
me like the little prose account of his three hares. In my thirteenth year I met with
the poems of Campbell, among which “Lochiel,” “Hohenlinden,” “The Exile of
Erin” and some others gave me sensations ] had never before received from poetry.
Here too I made nothing of the longer poems, except the opening of “Gertrude of
Wyoming.” which appeared to me the perfection of pathos.

During this part of my childhood one of my greatest amusements was ex-
perimental science; not however trying experiments, a kind of discipline which I
have often regretted not having had—but merely reading about the experiments of
others. | never remember being so wrapt up in any book as I was in Joyce’s
Scientific Dialogues. and 1 devoured treatises on chemistry, especially Dr. Thom-
son’s, for years before 1 ever attended a lecture or saw an experiment. *

From about the age of twelve I entered into *another and more advanced stage in
my course of instruction—> in which the main object was no longer the aids and
apphances of thought. but the thoughts themselves. This commenced with Logic,
in which I began at once with the Organon and read it to the Analytics inclusive,
but profited little by the Posterior Analytics, which belong to a branch of specula-
tion I was not yet ripe for. Contemporaneously with the Organon my father made
me read the whole or parts of several of the Latin treatises on the scholastic logic:
giving each day to him, in our walks, a minute account of the portion ] had read and
answering his numerous and searching questions. After this I went through in the
same manner the “Computatio sive Logica” of Hobbes, a work of a much higher
order of thought than the books of the school logicians and which he estimated very
highly: in my opinion beyond its merits great as these are. It was his invariable
practice, whatever studies he exacted from me, to make me as far as possible
understand and feel the utility of them: and this he deemed peculiarly fitting in the
case of the syllogistic logic, its usefulness having been impugned by so many
writers of authority. Accordingly I well remember how, in his usual manner, he
first attempted by questions to make me think on the subject, and frame some
conception of what constituted the utility of the syllogistic logic, and when I had

*{Cancelled tex::] This was a very easy and pleasant part of my mental education and by no means the
least valuable par of 1t

Y| Earher version:] what may be called the third of the stages 1nto which my course of instruction
may be divided—that
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Walter Scott, 1 used to sing internally, to a music of my own: to some of the latter
indeed 1 went so far as to compose airs, which I still remember. Cowper’s short
poems I read with some pleasure, but never got far into the longer ones; and
nothing in the two volumes interested me like the prose account of his three hares.
In my thirteenth year I met with Campbell’s Poems, among which “Lochiel.”
“Hohenlinden,” “The Exile of Erin,” and some others, gave me sensations 1 had
never before experienced from poetry. Here, too, I made nothing of the longer
poems, except the striking opening of “Gertrude of Wyoming.™ which long kept its
place in my feelings as the perfection of pathos.

During this part of my childhood. one of my greatest amusements was ex-
perimental science; n the theoretical, however, not the practical sense of the word:
not trying experiments, a kind of discipline which 1 have often regretted not having
had—nor even seeing. but merely reading about them. 1 never remember being so
wrapt up in any book. as I was in Joyce’s Scientific Dialogues: and 1 was rather
recalcitrant to my father's criticisms of the bad reasoning respecting the first
principles of physics which abounds in the early part of that work. 1 devoured
treatises on Chemistry, especially that of my father's early friend and schoolfellow
Dr. Thomson, for years before 1 attended a lecture or saw an experiment.

From about the age of twelve, 1 entered into another and more advanced stage in
my course of instruction; in which the main object was no longer the aids and
appliances of thought, but the thoughts themselves. This commenced with Logic.
in which | began at once with the Organon, and read it to the Analytics inclusive.
but profited little by the Posterior Analytics.!*! which belong to a branch of
speculation I was not yet ripe for. Contemporaneously with the Organon. my
father made me read the whole or parts of several of the Latin treatises on the
scholastic logic:!"! giving each day to him, in our walks. a minute account of what 1
had read, and answering his numerous and searching questions. After this. I went,
in a similar manner. through the “Computatio sive Logica” of Hobbes, a work of a
much higher order of thought than the books of the school logicians. and which he
estimated very highly; in my own opinion beyond its merits, great as these are. It
was his invariable practice, whatever studies he exacted from me. to make me as
far as possible understand and feel the utility of them: and this he deemed
peculiarly fitting in the case of the syllogistic logic, the usefulness of which had
been impugned by so many writers of authority. I well remember how, and in what
particular walk, in the neighbourhood of Bagshot Heath (where we were on a visit
to his old friend Mr. Wallace, then one of the Mathematical Professors at Sand-
hurst) he first atempted by questions to make me think on the subject. and frame
some conception of what constituted the utility of the syllogistic logic. and when 1

{*The Prior Analytics and Posterior Analytics are parts of Aristotle’s Organon. ]

('These included Edward Brerewood. Elementa logicae (1637). Franco Burgersdijk,
Institutionum logicarum hibri duo (1660). Phillipus Du Tnieu. Manuductio ad logicam
(1662), and Samuel Smith, Aditus ad logicam (1656) |
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failed in this, to make me understand it by explanations. I do not believe that the
explanations made the matter at all clear to me at the time; but they were not
therefore useless; they remained as a nucleus for my observations and reflexions to
crystallize upon: his general remarks being interpreted to me by the particular
mstances which occurred to myself afterwards. My own consciousness and experi-
ence ultimately led me to appreciate quite as highly as he did the value of an early
practical familiarity with the school logic. I know of nothing, in my education, to
which I think myself more indebted for whatever capacity of thinking I have
attained. The first inteliectual operation in which 1 arnved at any skill was
dissecting a bad argument and finding in what part the fallacy lay: and though
whatever success I had in this 1 owed entirely to the fact that it was an intellectual
exercise in which 1 was most pg_r'sgyflhgli_dhr_ijled by my father: yet it is also true
that the school logic, and the mental habits acquired in studying it, were among the
principal instruments of this drlling. 1 am persuaded that nothing, in modern
education. tends so much when properly used, to form exact thinkers. who attach a
definite meaning to words and propositions. and are not imposed on by vague,
loose, or ambiguous terms. It is also a study peculiarly adapted to an early stage in
the education of students in philosophy. since it does not presuppose the slow
process of acquiring by experience and reflection, valuable thoughts of their own.
They may become capable of seeing through confused and self contradictory
thinking before their own thinking powers are much advanced; “to the great benefit
of those powers in their subsequent developement-.

During this time the Latin and Greek books which I continued to read with my
father were chiefly such as were worth studying not merely for the language, but
for the thoughts. This included much of the orators and the whole of Demosthenes,
some of whose principal orations 1 read several times over, and wrote out, by way
of exercise, an analysis of them. My father’s comments on these orations when 1
read them to him were very instructive to me: he not only drew my attention to the
knowledge they afforded of Athenian institutions, and to the principles of legisla-
tion and government which they illustrated, but pointed out the skill and art of the
orator—how everything important to his purpose was said exactly at the moment
when he had brought the minds of his hearers into the state best fitted to receive it;
how he made steal into their minds, gradually and by insinuation, thoughts which
if expressed directly would have roused their opposition. Most of these reflexions

*=*[Earlier version:) and nothing can more aid development by clearing the path of the thinker from
the mists of vague and sophistical language
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had failed in this, to make me understand it by explanations. The explanations did
not make the matter at all clear to me at the time; but they were not therefore
useless; they remained as a nucleus for my observations and reflections to crystal-
lize upon; the import of his general remarks being interpreted to me, by the
particular instances which came under my notice afterwards. My own conscious-
ness and experience ultimately led me to appreciate quite as highly as he did. the
value of an early practical familiarity with the school logic. I know of nothing, in
my education, to which I think myself more indebted for whatever capacity of
thinking I have attained. The first intellectual operation in which I arrived at any
proficiency, was dissecting a bad argument, and finding in what part the fallacy
lay: and though whatever capacity of this sort 1 attained, was due to the fact that it
was an intellectual exercise in which ] was most perseveringly drilled by my father,
yet it is also true that the schootl logic, and the mental habits acquired in studying it.
were among the principal instruments of this drilling. 1 am persuaded that nothing,
in modern education, tends so much. when properly used, to form exact thinkers,
who attach a precise meaning to words and propositions. and are not imposed on by
vague, loose, or ambiguous terms. The boasted influence of mathematical studies
is nothing to it; for in mathematical processes, none of the real difficulties of
correct ratiocination occur. It is also a study peculiarly adapted to an early stage in
the education of philosophical students. since it does not presuppose the slow
process of acquiring. by experience and reflection, valuable thoughts of their own.
They may become capable of disentangling the intricacies of confused and self-
contradictory thought, before their own thinking faculties are much advanced; a
power which, for want of some such discipline. many otherwise able men
altogether lack; and when they have to answer opponents. only endeavour. by such
arguments as they can command, to support the opposite conclusion, scarcely even
attempting to confute the reasonings of their antagonists: and therefore. at the
utmost, leaving the question, as far as it depends on argument, a balanced one.
During this time, the Latin and Greek books which I continued to read with my
father were chiefly such as were worth studying not for the language merely, but
also for the thoughts. This included much of the orators, and especially Demos-
thenes, some of whose principal orations I read several times over. and wrote out,
by way of exercise, a full analysis of them. My father’s comments on these
orations when I read them to him were very instructive to me. He not only drew my
attention to the insight they afforded into Athenian institutions, and the principles
of legislation and government which they often illustrated, but pointed out the skill
and art of the orator—how everything important to his purpose was said at the
exact moment when he had brought the minds of his audience into the state most
fitted to receive it; how he made steal into their minds, gradually and by insinua-
tion, thoughts which if expressed in a more direct manner would have roused their
opposition. Most of these reflections were beyond my capacity of full comprehen-
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were “beyond my capacity of full comprehension at the time.“ but they left seed
behind. I also read through Tacitus, and Quintilian. The latter, owing to his
obscure stile and to the scholastic details of which many parts of his treatise are
made up, is little read and seldom sufficiently appreciated. His book is a kind of
encyclopadia of the thoughts of the ancients on education and culture: and I have
retained through life many valuable ideas which I can trace to my reading of it,
even at that age. I read, too, at this time, some of the most important dialogues of
Plato, especially the Gorgias. the Protagoras, and the Republic. There is no author
to whom my father thought himself more indebted for his own menta] culture, than
Plato, and I can say the same of mine. The Socratic method, of which the Platonic
dialogues are the chief example, is unsurpassed as a discipline for abstract thought
on the most difficult subjects. Nothing in modern life and education., in the smallest
degree supplies its place. The close, searching elenchus by which the man of vague
generalities is absolutely compelled either to express his meaning to himself in
definite terms, or to confess that he does not know what he is talking about—the
perpetual testing of all general statements by particular instances—the siege in
form which is laid to the meaning of large abstract terms, by laying hold of some
much larger class-name which includes that and more. and dividing down  to the
thing sought, marking out its limits and definition by a series of accurately drawn
distinctions between it and each of the cognate objects which are successively
severed from it—all this even at that age took such hold on me that it became part
of my own mind; and 1 have ever felt myself, beyond any modern that I know of
except my father and perhaps beyond even him. a pupil of Plato, and cast in the
mould of his dialectics. ¢ T

In going through Demosthenes and Plato, as I could now read these authors as
far as the language was concerned with perfect ease. 1 was not required to construe
them sentence by sentence but to read them aloud to my father, answering
questions when asked: but the particular attention which he paid to elocution (in

“~9[ Earlier version:] of course lost on me

®[Cancelled 1ext:) (if 1 may so speak)

“[At this potnt in the draft Mill wrote and deleted a new paragraph that begins:] The strong moral
impressions yielded by the wntings of Plato also took great effect on me, nor was their wculcation
neglected by my father. Even at the very early age at which 1 read with him the Memorabiha of
Xenophon. . . [This continues with substantialiv the same text as the second, fourth, and fifth
sentences of the paragraph beginning below at 48.3, where Mill recopied it when he decided that the
moral impressions of Plato took effect “at a later period” )
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sion at the time; but they left seed behind, which germinated in due season. At this
time 1 also read the whole of Tacitus. Juvenal, and Quintilian. The latter, owing to
his obscure stile and to the scholastic details of which many parts of his treatise are
made up, is little read and seldom sufficiently appreciated. His book is a kind of
encyclopadia of the thoughts of the ancients on the whole field of education and
culture: and I have retained through life many valuable ideas which I can distinctly
trace to my reading of him, even at that early age. It was at this period that I read.
for the first time, some of the most important dialogues of Plato, in particular the
Gorgias, the Protagoras, and the Republic. There is no author to whom my father
thought himself more indebted for his own mental culture, than Plato, or whom he
more frequently recommended to young students. I can bear similar testimony in
regard to myself. The Socratic method, of which the Platonic dialogues are the
chief example, is unsurpassed as a discipline for correcting the errors, and clearing
up the confusions incident to the intellectus sibi permissus,'*! the understanding
which has made up all its bundies of associations under the guidance of popular
phraseology. The close. searching elenchus by which the man of vague
generalities "] is constrained either to express his meaning to himself in definite
terms, or to confess that he does not know what he is talking about; the perpetual
testing of all general statements by particular instances; the siege in form which is
laid to the meaning of large abstract terms, by fixing upon some still larger
class-name which includes that and more, and dividing down to the thing sought—
marking out its limits and definition by a series of accurately drawn distinctions
between it and each of the cognate objects which are successively parted off from
it—all this, as an education for precise thinking, is inestimable, and all this, even
at that age, took such hold of me that it became part of my own mind. I have felt
ever since that the title of Platonist belongs by far better right to those who have
been nourished in, and have endeavoured to practise Plato’s mode of investigation.
than to those who are distinguished only by the adoption of certain dogmatical
conclusions, drawn mostly from the least intelligible of his works. and which the
character of his mind and writings makes it uncertain whether he himself regarded
as anything more than poetic fancies. or philosophic conjectures.

In going through Plato and Demosthenes, since I could now read these authors.
as far as the language was concerned, with perfect ease, I was not required to
construe them sentence by sentence, but to read them aloud to my father, answer-
ing questions when asked: but the particular attention which he paid to elocution

[*Francis Bacon. Novum organum. in The Works of Francis Bacon, ed. James Spedding.
etal., 14 vols. (London: Longman, er al., 1857-74), Vol. 1. pp. 138. 157 (Aph. 11), 160
(Aphs. xx, xxi, xxii).]

["The term “vague generalities,” which Mill uses elsewhere (cf. pp. 113, 221 below).
comes from Jeremy Bentham. The Book of Fallacies, in Works, ed. John Bowring. 11 vols.
(Edmburgh: Tait; London: Simpkm, Marshall; Dublin. Cumming. 1843). Vol. Il, Pt. IV,
Chap. iii, pp. 440-8.]
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which his own excellence was remarkable) made this reading aloud to him “a most
painful task?. Of all things which he required me to do, there was none which I did
so constantly ill, or in which he so perpetually lost his temper witl with me. He had
thought much on the principles of the art of reading. especially the part of it which
relates to the inflexions of the voice, or modulation as writers on elocution call it
(in contrast with articulation on the one side, and expression on the other), and had
reduced it to rules, grounded on the logical analysis of a sentence. These rules he
constantly impressed upon me, and severely took me to task for every violation of
them: but ! even then remarked (though I did not venture to make the remark to
him) that though he reproached me when I read a sentence ill, and told me how 1
ought to have read it, he never shewed me: he often mockingly caricatured my bad
reading of the sentence, but did not. by reading it himself, instruct me how it ought
to beread. It was a defect running through his modes of instruction as it did through
his modes of thinking that he trusted too much to the intelligibleness of the abstract
when not embodied in the concrete. It was at a much later time of life when
practising elocution by myself or with companions of my own age, that I for the
first time thoroughly understood his rules and saw the psychological grounds of
them; and at that time ! and others followed out the subject into its ramifications
and could have composed a very useful treatise grounded on my father’s princi-
ples. He himself left those principles and rules unwritten. and unwritten they still
remain.

“My private exercises in composition during my thirteenth and fourteenth year
changed from historical to dramatic; though indeed they were historical still, for
my dramatic attempts were on historical subjects. Like most youthful writers 1
wrote tragedies: the first was on the Roman emperor Otho. the attraction to me not
being the character or fortunes of the hero, but the movement and bustle of that
portion of Roman history, as related by Tacitus. I wrote “a play” on the story of the
Danaides, and began two more, one on a subject from Tacitus, another from
Thucydides. What kindled my dramatic aspirations was not so much Shakespeare
as the plays of Joanna Baillie, among which Constantine Paleologus appeared to
me one of the most glorious of human compositions. I have read it since and I still
think it one of the best dramas of the last two centuries. ¢

A book which contributed very much to my education was my father’s History
of India. It was published in the beginning of 1818. During the year previous it was
passing through the press, and 1 used to read the proofsheets to him; or rather, to
read the manuscript to him while he corrected the proofs. The number of new ideas
which 1 received from this remarkable book, and the impulse and stimulus as well
as guidance given to my thoughts by its criticisms and disquisitions on society and
civilization in the Hindoo part, on institutions and the acts of governments in the

4-4[ Earlier version:] the supplice of every day
“=¢(This paragraph is a later addition written at left.]
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(in which his own excellence was remarkable) made this reading aloud to him a
most painful task. Of all things which he required me to do, there was none which]
did so constantly ill, or in which he so perpetually lost his temper with me. He had
thought much on the principles of the art of reading, especially the most neglected
part of it, the inflexions of the voice, or modulation as writers on elocution call it
(in contrast with articulation on the one side, and expression on the other), and had
reduced it to rules, grounded on the logical analysis of a sentence. These rules he
strongly impressed upon me, and took me severely to task for every violation of
them: but I even then remarked (though I did not venture to make the remark to
him) that though he reproached me when 1 read a sentence ill, and zold me how 1
ought to have read it. he never, by reading it himself, shewed me how it ought to be
read. A defect running through his otherwise admirable modes of instruction, as it
did through all his modes of thought, was that of trusting too much to the
intelligibleness of the abstract. when not embodied in the concrete. It was at a
much later period of my youth, when practising elocution by myself, or with
companions of my own age, that I for the first time understood the object of his
rules, and saw the psychological grounds of them. At that time 1 and others
followed out the subject into its ramifications, and could have composed a very
useful treatise, grounded on my father’s principles. He himself Jeft those principles
and rules unwritten. 1 regret that when my mind was full of the subject, from
systematic practice. I did not put them, and our improvements of them. into a
formal shape.

A book which contributed largely to my education, in the best sense of the term.
was my father’s History of India. 1t was published in the beginning of 1818.
During the year previous. while it was passing through the press, ] used to read the
proofsheets to him; or rather, 1 read the manuscript to him while he corrected the
proofs. The number of new ideas which I received from this remarkable book, and
the impulse and stimulus as well as guidance given to my thoughts by its criticisms
and disquisitions on society and civilization in the Hindoo part, on institutions and

A Earlier version:) another tragedy



28 EARLY DRAFT

English part—made my early familiarity with this book eminently useful to my
subsequent progress. And though I can perceive deficiencies in it now as compared
with a perfect standard, 1 still think it the most instructive history ever yet written,
and one of the books from which most benefit may be derived by a mind in the
course of making up its opinions.

The Preface to the History, one of the most characteristic of my father’s
writings, as well as one of the richest in materials for thought, gives a picture
entirely to be depended on, of the sentiments and expectations with which he wrote
the book. Saturated as the book is with the principles and modes of judgment of a
democratic radicalism then regarded as extreme; and treating with a severity then
most unusual the English constitution, the English law, and all parties and classes
who possessed at that time any influence in this country, he may have expected
reputation but certainly not advancement in life from its publication, nor could he
have supposed that it would raise up anything but enemies for him in powerful
quarters, least of all could he have expected favour from the East India Company,
on the acts of whose government he had made so many severe comments: though in
various parts of his book he bore a testimony in their favour, which he felt to be
their due, viz. that if the acts of any other government had the light of publicity as
completely let in upon them, they would probably still less bear scrutiny; and that
no government on record had on the whole given so much proof (to the extent of its
lights) of good intention towards its subjects.

On learning however in the spring of 1819, about a year after the publication of
his History, that the East India Directors desired to strengthen that part of their
establishment which was employed in carrying on the correspondence with India,
my father declared himself a candidate for that employment, and to the credit of the
Directors, successfully. He was appointed one of the Assistants of the Examiner of
Indian Correspondence; officers whose duty it is to prepare drafts of despatches to
India in the principal departments of administration. In this office and in that of
Examiner which he subsequently attained, the infiuence which his talents, his
reputation, and his decision of character gave him, enabled him to a great extent to
throw into his drafts of despatches, and to carry through the ordeal of the Court of
Directors and Board of Control without having their force much weakened, his real
opinions on Indian subjects. Those despatches, in conjunction with his History,
did more than had ever been done before to promote the improvement of India, and
teach Indian officials to understand their business. If a selection of them were
published, they would, I am convinced, place his character as a practical statesman
quite on a level with his reputation as a speculative writer.
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the acts of governments in the English part, made my early familiarity with it
eminently useful to my subsequent progress. And though I can perceive
deficiencies in it now as compared with a perfect standard. 1 still think it, if not the
most, one of the most instructive histories ever written, and one of the books from
which most benefit may be derived by a mind in the course of making up its
opinions.

The Preface, among the most characteristic of my father's writings, as well as
the richest in materials of thought, gives a picture which may be entirely depended
on, of the sentiments and expectations with which he wrote the History. Saturated
as the book is with the opinions and modes of judgment of a democratic radicalism
then regarded as extreme; and treating with a severity at that time most unusual the
English Constitution, the English law. and all parties and classes who possessed
any considerable influence in the country; he may have expected reputation, but
certainly not advancement in life, from its publication; nor could he have supposed
that it would raise up anything but enemies for him in powerful quarters: least of all
could he have expected favour from the East India Company. to whose commercial
privileges he was unqualifiedly hostile, and on the acts of whose government he
had made so many severe comments: though, in various parts of his book. he bore a
testimony in their favour, which he felt to be their just due. namely. that no
government had on the whole given so much proof. to the extent of its lights, of
good intention towards its subjects; and that if the acts of any other government had
the light of publicity as completely let in upon them, they woulid. in all probability,
still less bear scrutiny.

On learning, however, in the spring of 1819. about a year after the publication of
the History, that the East India Directors desired to strengthen the part of their
home establishment which was employed in carrying on the correspondence with
India, my father declared himself a candidate for that employment. and, to the
credit of the Directors, successfully. He was appointed one of the Assistants of the
Examiner of India Correspondence; officers whose duty it was to prepare drafts of
despatches to India, for consideration by the Directors, in the principal depart-
ments of administration. In this office, and in that of Examiner, which he subse-
quently attained, the influence which his talents, his reputation, and his decision of
character gave him, with superiors who really desired the good government of
India, enabled him to a great extent to throw into his drafts of despatches, and to
carry through the ordeal of the Court of Directors and Board of Control, without
having their force much weakened, his real opinions on Indian subjects. In his
History he had set forth, for the first time, many of the true principles of Indian
administration: and his despatches, following his History, did more than had ever
been done before to promote the improvement of India, and teach Indian officials
to understand their business. If a selection of them were published, they would, 1
am convinced, place his character as a practical statesman fully on a level with his
eminence as a speculative writer.
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This new éemployment£ caused no relaxation in his attention to my education. It
was in this same year 1819 that he went through with me a course of political
economy. His loved and intimate friend, Ricardo, had shortly before published the
*book which made so great an epoch in political economy; a book which”* would
never have been published or written. but for the earnest entreaty and strong
encouragement of my father; for Ricardo. the most modest of men, though firmly
convinced of the truth of his doctrines, believed himself so incapable of doing them
justice in point of exposition and expression, that he shrank from the idea of
publicity. The same friendly encouragement induced Ricardo, a year or two later,
to become a member of the House of Commons, where during the few remaining
years of his life, unhappily cut short in the full vigour of his intellect. he rendered
so much service to his and my father’s opinions both in political economy and on
other subjects.

Though Ricardo’s great work was already in print, no didactic treatise embody-
ing its doctrines, in a manner fit for learners, had yet appeared. My father therefore
instructed me on the subject by a sort of lectures, * which he delivered to me in our
walks. He expounded to me each day a part of the subject. and 1 gave him next day
a written account of it which he made me write over and over again until it was
clear, precise and tolerably complete. In this manner I went through the whole
subject; and the written outline of it which ‘resulted from my daily compte rendu’,
served him afterwards as notes from which to write his Elements of Political
Economy. After this 1 went through Ricardo. giving an account daily of what 1
read, and discussing in the best manner 1 could, the collateral points which were
raised as we went on. On money, as the most intricate part of the subject, he made
me read in a similar manner Ricardo’s admirable pamphlets, published during
what was called the Bullion controversy. I afterwards went through Adam Smith,
and in this reading it was one of my father’s main objects to make me apply to
Smith’s more superficial view of political economy the superior lights of Ricardo,
and detect with logical exactness what was fallacious in Smith’s arguments or
erroneous in his conclusions. Such a system of instruction was excellently suited to
form a thinker; but it required to be worked by a thinker. as close and vigorous as
my father. The path was a thorny one even to him. and I am sure it was so to me,
though I took the strongest interest in the subject. He was continually provoked by
my failures *both where success could, and where it could not,* have been
expected: but in the main his method was right, and it succeeded. 1 do not believe
that any scientific teaching ever was more thorough, or better calculated for
training the faculties, than the mode in which logic and political economy were

#-8{Earher version:] occupation, relieving him from the necessity of writing for subsistence.

#~H{Earher version-] great work which gave to political economy so new and improved a form and
foundation This book, it may be remarked mcidentally,

‘{Cancelled text:] if they may be so called,
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This new employment of his time caused no relaxation in his attention to my
education. It was in this same year, 1819, that he took me through a complete
course of political economy. His loved and intimate friend, Ricardo, had shortly
before published the book which formed so great an epoch in political economy:*!
a book which never would have been published or written, but for the entreaty and
strong encouragement of my father; for Ricardo, the most modest of men, though
firmly convinced of the truth of his doctrines, deemed himself so little capable of
doing them justice in exposition and expression, that he shrank from the idea of
publicity. The same friendly encouragement induced Ricardo, a year or two later,
to become a member of the House of Commons; where during the few remaining
years of his life. unhappily cut short in the full vigour of his intellect, he rendered
so much service to his and my father’s opinions both in political economy and on
other subjects.

Though Ricardo’s great work was already in print. no didactic treatise embody-
ing its doctrines, in a manner fit for learners, had yet appeared. My father,
therefore, commenced instructing me in the science by a sort of lectures. which he
delivered to me 1n our walks. He expounded each day a portion of the subject, and 1
gave him next day a written account of it, which he made me rewrite over and over
again until it was clear, precise. and tolerably complete. In this manner 1 went
through the whole extent of the science: and the written outline of it which resulted
from my daily compte rendu, served him afterwards as notes from which to write
his Elements of Political Economy. After this 1 read Ricardo, giving an account
daily of what I read, and discussing, in the best manner I could, the collateral
points which offered themselves in our progress. On Money, as the most intricate
part of the subject, he made me read in the same manner Ricardo’s admirable
pamphlets, written during what was called the Bullion controversy. To these
succeeded Adam Smith;*) and in this reading it was one of my father’s main
objects to make me apply to Smith’s more superficial view of political economy.
the superior lights of Ricardo. and detect what was fallacious in Smith’s argu-
ments, or erroneous in any of his conclusions. Such a mode of instruction was
excellently calculated to form a thinker: but it required to be worked by a thinker.
as close and vigorous as my father. The path was a thorny one even to him, and I
am sure it was so to me, notwithstanding the strong interest I took in the subject.
He was often, and much beyond reason. provoked by my failures in cases where
success could not have been expected; but in the main his method was right, and it
succeeded. 1 do not believe that any scientific teaching ever was more thorough, or
better fitted for training the faculties, than the mode in which logic and political

[*On the Principles of Political Economy and Taxation (1817).]
[".e., An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations (1776).]

N Earlier version:] he had made me draw up
k=K Earlier version:] where success could not
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taught to me by my father. He not only gave me an accurate knowledge of both
subjects but made me a thinker on both; who thought for myself almost from the
first, and occasionally thought differently from him, though for a long time only on
minor points, and making his opinion the ultimate standard. If I could not convince
him that 1 was right I always supposed 1 must be wrong, but it sometimes happened
that 1 did convince him, and that he altered his opinion on points in the detail of
political economy which he had not much considered from representations and
arguments of mine. I state this to his honor, not my own: it at once exemplifies his
perfect candour and the real worth of his method of teaching.

At this point concluded what can properly be called my lessons. When I was
about fourteen 1 left England for more than a year and after my return though my
studies went on under my father’s general direction he was no longer my school-
master. 1 shall therefore pause here and turn back to matters of a more general
nature connected with the part of my life and education included in the preceding
reminiscences.

In the education which I have partially retraced, the point most superficially
apparent is the great effort to give, during the years of chiidhood, ‘an amount of
knowledge' in what are considered the higher branches of education, which is
seldom acquired (if acquired at all) until the age of manhood. The experiment

= L. e
A e

Latin and Greek commonly taught to schoolboys—a waste, which has led so many
of the reformers of education to propose discarding those languages altogether
from general education. If I had been by nature extremely quick of apprehension,
or had possessed a very accurate and retentive memory, or were of a remarkably
active and energetic character, the trial would not be decisive: but "in all these
natural gifts I am rather below than above par”. What I could do, could assuredly
be done by any boy or girl of average capacity and healthy physical constitution:
and °it is most encouraging to the hopes of improvement for the human race, that
education can do so much for persons of “not more than the ordinary” natural gifts.

There is one cardinal point in my education which more than anything else, was
the cause of whatever good it effected”. Most boys or youths who have had much
knowledge drilled into them, have their mental faculties not strengthened but

'~llAn incomplete verston deleted three lines earlier in the draft reads:] a large amount of book
knowledge

"[Cancelled text:) great

=i Earler version:} 1 am, as all are aware who have inimately and closely observed me, not only
not above par, but decidedly and greatly below it {/n an intermediate version, the corresponding text of
RI9/20r— “But 1n every one of these natural gifts. as all are aware who have inumatelv or closely
observed me. I am, 1o say the least. rather below than above par” —HTM altered “every one of " 10
read “all”. and deleted “as all are . . . observed me” and “10 say the least”. See App. G, p. 61011
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economy were taught to me by my father. Striving, even in an exaggerated degree,
to call forth the activity of my faculties, by making me find out everything for
myself, he gave his explanations not before, but after, 1 had feit the full force of the
difficulties; and not only gave me an accurate knowledge of these two great
subjects, as far as they were then understood. but made me a thinker on both. 1
thought for myself almost from the first, and occasionally thought differently from
him, though for a long time only on minor points, and making his opinion the
ultimate standard. At a later period I even occasionally convinced him, and altered
his opinion on some points of detail: which I state to his honour. not my own. It at
once exemplifies his perfect candour, and the real worth of his method of teaching.

At this point concluded what can properly be called my lessons. When I was
about fourteen 1 left England for more than a year; and after my return, though my
studies went on under my father's general direction, he was no longer my
schoolmaster. I shall therefore pause here, and turn back to matters of a more
general nature connected with the part of my life and education 1ncluded in the
preceding reminiscences.

In the course of instruction which 1 have partially retraced. the point most
superficially apparent is the great effort to give, during the years of childhood, an
amount of knowledge in what are considered the higher branches of education.
which is seldom acquired (if acquired at all) until the age of manhood. The result of
the experiment shews the ease with which this may be done, and places in a strong
light the wretched waste of so many precious years as are spent in acquiring the
modicum of Latin and Greek commonly taught to schoolboys; a waste. which has
led so many educational reformers to entertain the ill-judged proposal of discard-
ing those languages altogether from general education. 1f 1 had been by nature
extremely quick of apprehension, or had possessed a very accurate and retentive
memory, or were of a remarkably active and energetic character, the trial would
not be conclusive; but in all these natural gifts I am rather below than above par.
What I could do, could assuredly be done by any boy or girl of average capacity
and healthy physical constitution: and if 1 have accomplished anything, 1 owe it,
among other fortunate circumstances. to the fact that through the early training
bestowed on me by my father, I started. 1 may fairly say, with an advantage of a
quarter of a century over my cotemporaries.

There was one cardinal point in this training, of which 1 have already given some
indication, and which, more than anything else, was the cause of whatever good it
effected. Most boys or youths who have had much knowledge drilled into them.,
have their mental capacities not strengthened, but overlaid by it. They are

below, for an addinonal passage. subsequently discarded, in R19/20.}
°=?[Earlier version-] 1 am satisfied also that it could be done without the very considerable drawbacks
with which in my case 1t was accompanied and which have pursued me through Iife. { paragraph) One
drawback. which if 1t had existed would have rendered the whole of the intellectual educanon
worthless, did not exist 1n my case [The last sentence is marked with a line in the margin by HTM |
P=P[Revised version, subsequenily discarded, in R19:20v:} no considerable
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overlaid by it. They are crammed with mere facts and with the opinions or phrases
of others, and these are accepted as a substitute for the power to form opinions of
their own. And thus the sons of eminent fathers, who have spared no pains in their
education, grow up mere parroters of what they have learnt, incapable of any effort
of original or independent thought. Mine, however, was not an education of cram.
My father never permitted anything which I learnt, to degenerate into a mere
exercise of memory. He strove to make the understanding not only go along with
every step of the teaching but if possible precede it. His custom was, in the case of
everything which could be found out by thinking. to make me strive and struggle to
find it out for myself, giving me no more help than was positively indispensable.
As far as I can trust my remembrance, I acquitted myself very lamely in this
department; my recollection of such matters is almost wholly of failures, hardly
ever of successes. It is true, the failures were often in things in which success was
almost impossible. 1 remember at some time in my twelfth or thirteenth year. ? his
indignation at my using the common expression that something was true in theory
but required correction in practice: and how, after making me vainly strive to
define the word theory, he explained its meaning and shewed the fallacy of the
form of speech which places practice and theory in opposition: leaving me fully
persuaded that in being unable to give a definition of Theory, and in speaking of it
as something which might be opposed to practice 1 had shewn unparalleled
ignorance. In this he seems, and perhaps was. very unreasonable; but I think, only
in "being angry” at my failure. A pupil from whom nothing is ever demanded
which he cannot do, never does all he can.

One of the evils most liable to attend on any sort of early proficiency, and which
often fatally blights its promise, my father most sedulously guarded against. This
was self conceit. He kept me, with extreme vigilance, out of the way of hearing
myself praised, or of being led to make self complimentary comparisons between
myself and others. From his own intercourse with me I could derive none but a very
humble opinion of myself; and the standard of comparison he always held up to
me. was not what other people did, but what could and ought to be done. He
completely succeeded in preserving me from the sort of influences he so much
dreaded. 1 was not at all® aware that my attainments were anything unusual at my
age. If as unavoidably happened I occasionally had my attention drawn to the fact
that some other boy knew less than myself, 1 supposed, not that I knew much, but
that he for some reason or other knew little: or rather that the things he knew were
different * . My state of mind was no more arrogance than it was humility. I never

9[Cancelled text] when 1 happened to use the word idea, he asked me what an idea was: and with
much displeasure at my meffective attempts to define the word, at last gave me a definition which.
allowing 1t to be correct, had never been given by any metaphysician except Hartley. viz. that andea s
the type or remembrance of a sensation. A little before or after the same time | recollect {deleted first by
HTM]

"~"[Earlier version:] his vehement [altered by HTM and then Mill to read: the vehemence of his}
demonstrations of anger

*=5[Earlier version.) Through my whole boyhood I never was in the smallest degree
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crammed with mere facts, and with the opinions or phrases of other people, and
these are accepted as a substitute for the power to form opintons of their own. And
thus, the sons of eminent fathers. who have spared no pains in their education, so
often grow up mere parroters of what they have learnt. incapable of using their
minds except in the furrows traced for them. Mine. however, was not an education
of cram. My father never permitted anything which 1 learnt, to degenerate into a
mere exercise of memory. He strove to make the understanding not only go along
with every step of the teaching, but if possible, precede it. Anything which could
be found out by thinking, I never was toid, until 1 had exhausted my efforts to find
it out for myself. As far as I can trust my remembrance, | acquitted myself very
lamely in this department; my recollection of such matters is almost wholly of
failures, hardly ever of success. It is true, the failures were often in things 1n which
success in so early a stage of my progress, was almost impossible. I remember at
some time in my thirteenth year, on my happening to use the word 1dea. he asked
me what an idea was; and expressed some displeasure at my ineffectual efforts to
define the word: I recollect also his indignation at my using the common expression
that something was true in theory but required correction in practice; and how.
after making me vainly strive to define the word theory. he explained its meaning,
and shewed the fallacy of the vulgar form of speech which 1 had used: leaving me
fully persuaded that in being unable to give a correct definition of Theory. and in
speaking of it as something which might be at variance with practice, I had shewn
unparalleled 1ignorance. In this he seems. and perhaps was. very unreasonable: but
1 think, only in being angry at my failure. A pupil from whom nothing is ever
demanded which he cannot do. never does all he can.

One of the evils most liable to attend on any sort of early proficiency. and which
often fatally blights its promise, my father most anxiously guarded against. This
was self conceit. He kept me, with extreme vigilance, out of the way of hearing
myself praised, or of being led to make self-flattering comparisons between myself
and others. From his own intercourse with me 1 could derive none but a very
humble opinion of myself: and the standard of comparison he always held up to
me, was not what other people did. but what a man could and ought to do. He
completely succeeded in preserving me from the sort of influences he so much
dreaded. 1 was not at all aware that my attainments were anything unusual at my
age. If 1 accidentally had my attention drawn to the fact that some other boy knew
less than myself—which happened less often than might be imagined—I con-
cluded, not that | knew much, but that he. for some reason or other, knew little. or
that his knowledge was of a different kind from mine. My state of mind was not

"[Cancelled text:] . for I was always conscious that I could not do many things which others could
There 1s nothing for which 1 am more indebted to my father than for thus effectually preventing the
growth of self conceut; for I affirm with confidence that I had not. at this peniod of life, the smallest
vestige of it [ The first fifteen words. to the end of the sentence, are marked with a line in the margin by
HTM The next three sentences in the text are written at left. originallv as an addion to this cancelled
passage.)
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thought of saying to myself. 1 am, or I can do. so and so. I neither estimated myself
highly nor lowly: I did not think of estimating myself at all. “I was sometimes
thought to be self conceited, probably because 1 was disputatious. and did not
scruple to give direct contradictions to what was said. 1 suppose I acquired this
manner from*“ having been encouraged in an unusual degree to talk on matters
beyond my age. and with grown persons, while I never had inculcated on me the
usual respect for them. My father did not correct this ill breeding and impertinence,
probably from not seeing it. for I was always too much in awe of him to be
otherwise than extremely subdued and quiet in his presence. * Yet with all this I
had no notion of any superiority in myself. 1 remember the very place in Hyde Park
where, in my fourteenth year, on the eve of my leaving my father’s house for a
year’s absence, he told me, that I should find, as I got acquainted with new people,
that 1 had been taught many things which youths of my age did not com-
monly know: and that many people would be disposed to talk to me of this. and to
flatter me about it * . What other things he said on this topic 1 remember *very
imperfectly*; but he wound up by saying, that whatever 1 did know more than
others, could not be ascribed to any merit in me, but to the very unusual advantage
which had fallen to my lot, of having a father who was able to teach me. and
willing to sacrifice the necessary trouble and time; that it was no matter of praise to
me. to know more than those who had not had a similar advantage, but the utmost
disgrace to me if I did not. I have a distinct remembrance, that the suggestion thus
for the first time made to me that 1 knew more than other youths who were
considered well educated. was to me a piece of information: to which as to all other
things which my father told me, 1 gave implicit credence, but which did not at all
impress me as a personal matter. 1 felt no disposition to glorify myself upon the
circumstance that there were other persons who did not know what I knew. nor had
I been accustomed to flatter myself that my acquirements, whatever they were,
were any merit of mine: but now when my attention was called to the subject, 1 felt
that what my father had said respecting my peculiar advantages was exactly the
truth and common sense of the matter, and it fixed my opinion and feeling from that
time forward. ¥

“~[Written at left (over several lines in HTM' s hand now erased and largelv illegible) and interiined
to replace Mill's original continuation of the cancelled passage given in the preceding note:] 1 have,
however, since found that those who knew me m my early boyhood thought me greatly and most
disagreeably self-concented. the reason of which was. that I was disputatious. and made no scruple to
give direct contradictions to what was said on things which 1 knew nothing whatever about How I came
by this detestable [altered to read: offensive] habit, 1 do not know Probably from being on the one
hand, accustomed to lay down the law to my younger sisters, and having no other companions to
withstand me, and on the other hand [HTM deleted “on things which I knew nothing whatever about”
and the beginning of the last sentence, and with several words written at left, now erased, probably
supplied Mill with the new beginming of the sentence in the present text ( “I suppose . . from”).]

*[Cancelled text:] My mother did tax me with it. but for her remonstrances 1 never had the shightest
regard. {deleted first by HTM)

w[Cancelled text in R23r (see the description in App. G, p. 608 below):]: and he then represented
the folly it would be to let myself be puffed up and made vain by such flattery
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humility, but neither was it arrogance. I never thought of saying to myself, I am. or
I can do, so and so. I neither estimated myself highly nor lowly: I did not estimate
myself at all. If I thought anything about myself, it was that I was rather backward
in my studies, since I always found myself so, in comparison with what my father
expected from me. 1 assert this with confidence, though it was not the impression
of various persons who saw me in my childhood. They. as I have since found,
thought me greatly and disagreeably self-conceited; probably because 1 was
disputatious, and did not scruple to give direct contradictions to things which 1
heard said. 1 suppose 1 acquired this bad habit from having been encouraged in an
unusual degree to talk on matters beyond my age, and with grown persons, while I
never had inculcated on me the usual respect for them. My father did not comrect
this ill breeding and impertinence, probably from not being aware of it, for 1 was
always too much in awe of him to be otherwise than extremely subdued and quiet in
his presence. Yet with all this 1 had no notion of any superiority in myself; and well
was it for me that I had not. | remember the very place in Hyde Park where. in my
fourteenth year, on the eve of leaving my father’s house for a long absence, he told
me that 1 should find, as I got acquainted with new people, that I had been taught
many things which youths of my age did not commonly know; and that many
persons would be disposed to talk to me of this, and to compliment me upon it.
What other things he said on this topic 1 remember very imperfectly; but he wound
up by saying, that whatever I knew more than others, could not be ascribed to any
merit in me, but to the very unusual advantage which had fallen to my lot, of
having a father who was able to teach me, and willing to give the necessary trouble
and time; that it was no matter of praise to me. if 1 knew more than those who had
not had a similar advantage, but the deepest disgrace to me if 1 did not. I have a
distinct remembrance. that the suggestion thus for the first time made to me. that I
knew more than other youths who were considered well educated. was to me a
ptece of information, to which, as to all other things which my father told me. 1
gave implicit credence. but which did not at all impress me as a personal matter. 1
felt no disposition to glorify myself upon the circumstance that there were other
persons who did not know what I knew: nor had 1 ever flattered myself that my
acquirements, whatever they might be, were any merit of mine: but, now when my
attention was called to the subject, 1 felt that what my father had said respecting my
peculiar advantages was exactly the truth and common sense of the matter, and it
fixed my opinion and feeling from that time forward.

It is evident that this, among many other of the purposes of my father’s scheme
of education, could not have been accomplished if he had not carefully kept me
from having any great amount of intercourse with other boys. He was earnestly

*“X[Earlier version, subsequentl altered to final reading. 1n R23r.] 100 imperfectly to nsk wnting
them down

¥[See App. G. pp. 608—10 below, for two addinonal paragraphs following the text at this point tn
R23v-25v.]
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bent upon my escaping not only the ordinary corrupting influence which boys
exercise over boys, but the contagion of vulgar modes of thought and feeling; and
for this he was willing that I should pay the price of inferiority in the accomplish-
ments which schoolboys in all countries chiefly cultivate. The deficiencies in my
education were principally in the things which boys learn from being turned out to
shift for themselves, and from being brought together in large numbers. From
temperance and much walking, I grew up healthy and hardy, though not muscuiar;
but I could do no feats of skill or physical strength, and knew none of the ordinary
bodily exercises. It was not that play, or time for it. was refused me. Though no
holidays were allowed, lest the habit of work should be broken, and a taste for
idleness acquired, I had ample leisure 1 every day to amuse myself; but as I had no
boy companions, and the animal need of physical activity was satisfied by walk-
ing, my amusements, which were mostly solitary. were in general of a quuet, if not
a bookish turn, and gave little stimulus to any other kind even of mental activity
than that which was already calied forth by my studies. I consequently remained
long, and in a less degree have always remained. inexpert in anything requiring
manual dexterity; my mind, as well as my hands, did its work very lamely when it
was applied, or ought to have been applied, to the practical details which, as they
are the chief interest of life to the majority of men, are also the things in which
whatever mental capacity they have, chiefly shews itself. I was constantly meriting
reproof by inattention, inobservance, and general slackness of mind in matters of
daily life. My father was the extreme opposite in these particulars: his senses and
mental faculties were always on the alert; he carried decision and energy of
character in his whole manner, and into every action of life: and this, as much as
his talents, contributed to the strong impression which he always made upon those
with whom he came into personal contact. But the children of energetic parents,
frequently grow up unenergetic, because they lean on their parents, and the parents
are energetic for them. The education which my father gave me, was in itself much
more fitted for training me to know than to do. Not that he was unaware of my
deficiencies; both as a boy and as a youth I was incessantly smarting under his
severe admonitions on the subject. There was anything but insensibility or toler-
ance on his part towards such shortcomings: but, while he saved me from the
demoralizing effects of school life, he made no effort to provide me with any
sufficient substitute for its practicalizing influences. Whatever qualities he him-
self, probably, had acquired without difficulty or special training, he seems to have
supposed that I ought to acquire as easily. He had not, I think, bestowed the same
amount of thought and attention on this, as on most other branches of education;
and here, as well as in some other points of my tuition, he seems to have expected
effects without causes.
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In my. as in all other education, the moral influences, which are so much more
important than all others, are at the same time the most complicated, and the most
difficult to specify with any approach to exactness “. 1 shall not attempt to enter into
the detail of the circumstances by which in this respect my character may have been
shaped. 1 shall confine myself to a few leading points. which are essential to a
correct account of my education®.

I was brought up from the first without any religious belief, in the ordinary
meaning of the term. My father, educated in the creed of Scotch presbyterianism,
had by his own studies and reflections been early led to reject not only all revealed
religion but the belief in a supreme governor of the world. 1 have heard him say that
work, of which he always continued to speak with respect, kept him. as he said. a
believer in Christianity for (if I remember right) a whole year; by shewing him that
whatever are the difficulties in believing that the Old and New Testaments
proceeded from a perfectly wise and good being, there are the same, and even
greater difficulties in conceiving that a wise and good being could have been the
maker of the universe. He considered Butler’s argument conclusive against the
only opponents for whom it was intended, those who, rejecting revelation, adhere
to what is called Natural Religion. Those who admit an omnipotent and all-
benevolent maker and ruler of such a world as this. can say “little” against
Christianity but what can be ° retorted against themselves. Finding, therefore, no
halting place in Deism, he remained in a state of perplexity, until, doubtless after
many struggles, he yielded to the conviction, that of the origin of things nothing
whatever can be known. These particulars are important, because they shew that

a-a[Earlier version in R25v:] : but what 1 can 1 will do towards describing the circumstances under
which in this respect 1 grew up from childhood, both as to direct teaching, and the indirect operation of
the moral atmosphere in which I lived

b=8[Earlier version:] nothing [altered to final reading first by HTM]

“[Cancelled text'} tnumphantly [deleted first by HTM]



CHAPTER 11

Moral Influences in Early Youth. My Father’s
Character and Opinions

IN MY EDUCATION, as in that of every one, the moral influences, which are so much
more important than all others, are also the most complicated. and the most
difficult to specify with any approach to completeness. Without attempting the
hopeless task of detailing the circumstances by which, in this respect, my early
character may have been shaped, I shall confine myself to a few leading points.
which form an indispensable part of any true account of my education.

1 was brought up from the first without any religious belief. in the ordinary
ism, had by his own studies and reflexions been early led to reject not only the
belief in revelation, but the foundations of what is commonly called Natural
Religion. 1 have heard him say, that the turning point of his mind on the subject
speak with respect, kept him, as he said, for some considerable time, a believer in
the divine authority of Christiamity; by proving to him, that whatever are the
difficulties in believing that the Old and New Testaments proceed from, or record
the acts of, a perfectly wise and good being, the same and still greater difficulties
stand in the way of the belief, that a being of such a character can have been the
Maker of the universe. He considered Butler's argument as conclusive against the
only opponents for whom it was intended. Those who admit an omnipotent as well
as perfectly just and benevolent maker and ruler of such a world as this, can say
little against Christianity but what can, with at least equal force, be retorted against
themselves. Finding, therefore, no halting place in Deism. he remained in a state
of perplexity, until, doubtless after many struggles, he yielded to the conviction,
that concerning the origin of things nothing whatever can be known. This is the
only correct statement of his opinion; for dogmatic atheism he looked upon as
absurd; as most of those, whom the world has considered atheists, have always
done. These particulars are important, because they shew that my father’s rejection

[*Joseph Butler. The Analogy of Religion, Natural and Revealed, to the Constitution and
Course of Nature (London: Knapton, 1736).]
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my father’s rejection of all religious belief was not, as many might suppose.
primarily a matter of logic and evidence; the grounds of it were moral, still more
than intellectual. He found it impossible to believe that a world so full of evil was
made by a being of perfect goodness. His intellect spurned the subtleties by which
men attempt to elude this open contradiction. His aversion to religion was like that
of Lucretius: “he regarded it with the feelings due not to a mere mental delusion but
toa great“ moral evil. He looked 1 upon rehgxon as the greatesmnﬁm.y.of.mmlty
ceremomcs. not connected with the good of human kmd and causing them to be
accepted as substitutes for real virtues: but above all by radically vitiating the
standard of morals; making it consist in doing the will of a being on whom it
lavishes “the most servile® phrases of adulation but whom in sober truth it depicts
as eminently hateful. 1 have a hundred times heard him say, that all ages and
nations have represented their gods as wicked, in an increasing progression: that
mankind have gone on adding trait after trait till they reached the most perfect
conception of wickedness which the human mind could devise. and called this God
and prostrated themselves before it. This /ne _plus uitra’ he considered to be
embodied in the idea of God as represented in the Christian creed. Think (he used
to say) of a being who would make a Hell—who would create the human race with
the infallible foreknowledge and therefore with the intention that the great majority
of them were to be consigned to infinite torment. #The time, I too believe, is not
very far distant when all persons with any sense of moral good and evil will regard
this horrible conception of an object of worship with the same indignation with
which my father regarded it. That they have not done so hitherto. is owing to the
_infantine state of the general intellect of mankind, under the wretched cultivation
which it has received. Such however? is the facility with which mankind believe at
one and the same time contradictory things: and so few are those who draw from
what they receive as truths, any consequences but those recommended to them by
their feelings: that multitudes have held the belief in an omnipotent author of Hell,
and have nevertheless identified that Being with the best conception they knew
how to form of perfect goodness. Their worship was not paid to the demon which

4~d{ Earlier version:] it was odious to him, not as an intellectual inconsistency or absurdity but as a

e=¢[Earlier version:] all {altered to final reading first by HTM}

-/ Earlier versions:] God of Christianity [altered currently to read:] consummation of wickedness

#=%[ Earlter version:] Human imagination, he said, never formed an idea of wickedness comparable
to this Assuredly this 1s a conception worthy of all the indignation with which he regarded 1t. But (it 1s
Just to add) such
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of all that is called religious belief. was not, as many might suppose. primarily a
matter of logic and evidence: the grounds of it were moral, still more than
intellectual. He found it impossible to believe that a world so full of evil was the
work of an Author combining infinite power with perfect ‘goodness and righteous-

ness. His intellect spurned the subtleties by Which men attempt to blind themselves
to this open contradiction. The Sabzan, or Manichzan theory of a Good and an
Evil Prmmple struggling against each other for the government of the universe. he
would not have equally condemned:; and I have heard him express surprise, that no
one revived it in our time. He would have regarded it as a mere hypothesis; but he
would have ascribed to it no depraving influence. As it was, his aversion to
religion, in the sense usually attached to the term, was of the same kind with that of
Lucretius: he regarded it with the feelings due not to a mere mental delusion, but to
a_great moral evil. He looked upon it as the greatest enemy of morality: first, by
setting up factitious excellencies.—belief in creeds, devotional feelings, and
ceremonies, not connected with the good of human kind.—and causing these to be
accepted as substitutes for genuine virtues: but above all, by radically vitiating the
standard of morals; making it consist in doing the will of a being, on whom it
lavishes indeed all the phrases of adulation, but whom in sober truth 1t depicts as
eminently hateful. I have a hundred times heard him say, that all ages and nations
have represented their gods as wicked, in a constantly increasing progression; that
mankind have gone on adding trait after trait till they reached the most perfect
conception of wickedness which the human mind could devise, and have called
this“God, and prostrated themselves before it. This ne plus ultra of wickedness he
considered to be embodied in what is commonly presented to mankind as the creed
of Christianity. Think (he used to say) of a being who would make a Hell—who
would create the human race with the infallible foreknowledge. and therefore with
the intention, that the great majority of them were to be consigned to horrible and
everlasting torment. The time, 1 believe, is drawing near when this dreadful
conception of an object of worship will be no longer identified with Christiamty;

and when all persons, with any sense of moral good and evil, will look upon it with
the same indignation with which my father regarded it. My father was as well
aware as any one that Christians do not, 1n general, undergo the demoralizing
consequences which seem inherent in such a creed. in the manner or to the extent
which might have been expected from it. The same slovenliness of thought, and
subjection of the reason to fears, wishes, and affections. which enable them to
accept a theory involving a contradiction in terms, prevents them from perceiving
the logical consequences of the theory. Such is the facility with which mankind
believe at one and the same time things inconsistent with one another, and so few
are those who draw from what they receive as truths. any consequences but those
recommended to them by their feelings, that multitudes have held the undoubting
belief in an Omnipotent Author of Hell, and have nevertheless identified that being
with the best conception they were able to form of perfect goodness. Their worship
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such a Being as they imagined would really be, but to their own ideal of excellence.
The evil is, that such a belief keeps the ideal wretchedly low; and crushes all
thought which has any tendency to raise it. Believers shrink from every train of
thought which would lead to a clear conception and an elevated standard of
excellence, because they feel (even when they do not distinctly see) that any such
would conflict with many of the dispensations of nature, and with many doctrines
of the Christian creed. And thus morality continues a matter of blind tradition, with
no consistent principle or feeling to guide it.

It would have been totally inconsistent with my father’s ideas of duty, to allow
me to imbibe notions contrary to his convictions and feelings respecting religion:
and he "impressed upon me from the first” that the manner in which the world came
into existence was a subject on which nothing was known; that the question “Who
made me?” cannot be answered, because we have no experience from which to
answer it: and that any answer only throws the difficulty a step further back, ‘ since
the question immediately presents itself, Who made God? He at the same time took
care that 1 should be acquainted with what had been thought by mankind on these
impenetrable problems. It has been seen how early he made me a reader of
ecclesiastical history: and he taught me to take the strongest interest in the
Reformation, as the great and decisive contest against priestly tyranny and for
liberty of thought.

I am thus one of the very few examples. in this country, of one who has, not
thrown off religious belief, but never had it. 1 grew up in a negative state with
relation to it. 1 looked upon the modern exactly as 1 did upon the Greek religion, as
something which in no way concermned me. It did not seem to me more strange that
English people should believe what 1 did not believe, than that the men whom 1
read about in Herodotus should have done so. / History had made the variety of
opinions among mankind a fact familiar to me, and this was but a prolongation of
that fact. This point in my early education, however, had incidentally one bad
consequence deserving notice. In giving me an opinion contrary to that of the
world, my father thought it necessary to give it as one which could not prudently be
avowed to the world. This lesson of keeping my thoughts to myself at that early
age, could not but be morally prejudicial; though my limited intercourse with
strangers, especially such as were likely to speak to me on religion, prevented me
from being placed in the alternative of avowal or hypocrisy. 1 remember two
occasions in my boyhood on which 1 felt placed in this alternative and in both cases
1 avowed my disbelief and defended it. My opponents in both cases were boys,
considerably older than myself; one of them 1 certainly staggered at the time, but

h=h| Earlier version:) indoctrinated me from the first with the opinion
'[Cancelled text:] without at all diminsshing it,
/[ Cancelled tex:t:] 1t never occurred to me to iook down upon them for it: {deleted first by HTM
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was not paid to the demon which such a Being as they imagined would really be,
but to their own ideal of excellence. The evil is. that such a belief keeps the ideal
wretchedly low; and opposes the most obstinate resistance to all thought which has
a tendency to raise it higher. Believers shrink from every train of ideas which
would lead the mind to a clear conception and an elevated standard of excellence,
because they feel (even when they do not distinctly see) that such a standard would
conflict with many of the dispensations of nature, and with much of what they are
accustomed to consider as the Christian creed. And thus morality continues a
matter of blind tradition, with no consistent principle, nor even any consistent
feeling, to guide it.

It would have been wholly inconsistent with my father’s ideas of duty. to allow
me to acquire impressions contrary to his convictions and feelings respecting
religion: and he impressed upon me from the first, that the manner in which the
world came into existence was a.subject on which nothing was known: that the
question “Who made me?” cannot be answered, because we have no experience or
authentic information from which to answer it; and that any answer only throws the
difficulty a step further back. since the question immediately presents itself, Who
made God? He, at the same time, took care that I should be acquainted with what
had been thought by mankind on these impenetrable problems. 1 have mentioned at
how early an age he made me a reader of ecclesiastical history; and he taught me to
take the strongest interest in the Reformation, as the great and decisive contest
against priestly tyranny for liberty of thought.

I am thus one of the very few examples, in this country, of one who has, not
thrown off religious belief, but never had it: 1 grew up in a negative state with
regard to it. I looked upon the modern exactly as 1 did upon the ancient religion, as
something which in no way concerned me. 1t did not seem to me more strange that
English people should believe what 1 did not. than that the men whom I read of in
Herodotus should have done so. History had made the variety of opinions among
mankind a fact familiar to me, and this was but a prolongation of that fact. This
point in my early education had however incidentally one bad consequence
deserving notice. In giving me an opinion contrary to that of the world, my father
thought it necessary to give it as one which could not prudently be avowed to the
world. This lesson of keeping my thoughts to myself, at that early age, was
attended with some moral disadvantages; though my limited intercourse with
strangers, especially such as were likely to speak to me on religion, prevented me
from being placed in the alternative of avowal or hypocrisy. I remember two
occasions in my boyhood, on which 1 felt myself in this alternative. and mn both
cases I avowed my disbelief and defended it. My opponents were boys, consider-
ably olma)%lﬁne of them I certainly staggered at the time, but the subject
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the subject was never renewed between us; the other, who seemed surprised and
somewhat shocked, did his best to convince me, but it is hardly necessary to say,
without effect.

*The great advance in liberty of discussion which is one of the points of
difference between the present time and that of my childhood, has greatly altered
the moralities of this question; and I think that few men of my father’s intellect and
public spirit. holding with such intensity of moral conviction as he did, unpopular
opintons on religion or on any other of the great subjects of thought, would now
either practise or inculcate the withholding of them from the world; unless in those
cases, becoming rarer every day, in which frankness on these subjects would risk
the loss of means of subsistence. On religion in particular it appears to me to have
now become a duty for all who{being quziliﬁcd in point of knowledge. have on
mature consideration satisfied themselves: that the current opinions are not only
false but hurtful, to make their dissent known. At least those are bound to do so
whose station, or reputation, gives their opinion a chance of being attended to.
Such an avowal would put an end, at once and for ever, to the vulgar prejudice that
what is called, very improperly, unbelief, is connected with any bad qualities
either of mind or heart. The world would be astonished if it knew how great a
proportion of its brightest ornaments, of those most distinguished both for wisdom
and virtue, are complete sceptics in religion: many of them ‘ refraining from

- avowal, less from personal considerations, than from a conscientious though in my

opinion a most mistaken apprehension lest by speaking out what would tend to
weaken existing beliefs they should do harm instead of good.

Of unbelievers (so called) as well as of believers, there are many species.
including almost every variety of moral type. But the best among them, as no one
who has opportunities of knowing will hesitate to say (believers rarely have that
opportunity), are more genuinely religious, in the best sense of the word religion.
than those who exclusively arrogate to themselves the title. Though they may think
the proofs insufficient that the universe is a work of design, and assuredly believe
that it cannot have a Creator and Governor who is perfect both in power and in
goodness, ™ they "have that which constitutes the principal worth of all religions
whatever, an ideal conception of a perfect character which they take as the guide of
their conscience”; and this ideal “of good“ is usually far nearer to perfection than

k=K% I These two paragraphs are a later addition written on a separate sheel .

Cancelled text:] . it should be said to their credit,

"™ Cancelled text:] or the world woulid not be what 1t is,

"~"[ Earlier version:] pay a truly religious homage to an ideally perfect Being. to whose approbation
they habitually refer every thought and action [ “whose approbation” altered by HTM to read: which]
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was never renewed between us: the other, who was surprised and somewhat
shocked, did his best to convince me for some time, without effect.

The great advance in liberty of discussion, which is one of the most important
differences between the present time and that of my childhood, has greatly altered
the moralities of this question; and I think that few men of my father’s intellect and
public spirit, holding with such intensity of moral conviction as he did, unpopular
opinions on religion, or on any other of the great subjects of thought. would now
either practise or incuicate the withholding of them from the world. unless in the
cases, becoming fewer every day. in which frankness on these subjects. would
either risk the loss of means of subsistence, or would amount to exclusion from
some sphere of usefulness peculiarly suitable to the capacities of the individual. On
religion in particular the time appears to me to have come. when it is the duty of all
who being qualified in point of knowledge, have on mature consideration satisfied
themselves that the current opinions are not only false but hurtful, to make their
dissent known: at least, if they are among those whose station, or reputation, gives
their opinion a chance of being attended to. Such an avowal wouid put an end. at
once and for ever, to the vulgar prejudice. that what is called, very improperly,
unbelief, is connected mﬁfities either of mind or heart. The world
would be astonished if it knew how great a proportion of its brnightest orna-
ments—of those most distinguished even in popular estimation for wisdom and
virtue—are complete sceptics in religion; many of them refraining from avowal.
less from personal considerations. than from a conscientious, though now in my
opinion a most mistaken apprehension lest by speaking out what would tend to
weaken existing beliefs, and by consequence (as they suppose) existing restraints,
they should do harm instead of good.

Of unbelievers (so called) as well as of believers, there are many species,
including almost every variety of moral type. But the best among them, as no one
who has had opportunities of really knowing them will hesitate to affirm (believers
rarely have that opportunity), are more genuinely religious. in the best sense of the
word religion, than those who exclusively arrogate to themselves the title. The
liberality of the age, or in other words the weakening of the obstinate prejudice.
which makes men unable to see what is before their eyes because it is contrary to
their expectations, has caused it to be very commeonly admitted that a Deist may be
truly religious: but if religion stands for any graces of character and not for mere
dogma, the assertion may equally be made of many whose belief is far short of
Déism. Though they may think the proof incomplete that the universe is a work of
design, and though they assuredly disbelieve that it can have an Author and
Governor who is absolute in power as well as perfect in goodness, they have that
which constitutes the principal worth of all religions whatever, anideal conception
of a Perfect Being, to which they habitually refer as the guide of their conscience;
and this ideal of Good is usually far nearer to perfection than the objective Deity of
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the objective Deity of those, who think themselves obliged to find perfection in the
author of a world so crowded with suffering and so deformed by injustice.*

PMy father’s moral convictions, entirely dissevered from rehigion, were very
much of the character of those of the Greek philosophers: and were delivered with
the force and decision which characterized all that came from him. Even at the very
early age at which I read with him the Memorabilia of Xenophon, 1 imbibed from
that book and from his comments a deep respect for the character of Socrates; who
stood in my mind as a model of ideal excellence: and 1 remember how . at the same
time of life, my father impressed on me the lesson of the “Choice of Hercules.” At
a later period the lofty moral standard exhibited in the writings of Plato, took great
effect on me. My father’s moral inculcations were at all times mainly those of the
“Socratici viri”: justice, temperance, veracity, perseverance; readiness to brave
pain and especially labour; regard for the public good: estimation of persons
according to their merits. and of things according to their intrinsic usefulness; a life
of exertion. in contradistinction to one of self indulgent indolence. These and other
moralities were mostly conveyed by brief sentences, uttered as occasion arose, of
stern reprobation or contempt.”

But though direct moral teaching does much. indirect does more; and the effect
my father had on my character, did not depend merely on what he said or did with
that direct object, but also, and still more, on what manner of man he was.

In his views of life he partook of the character of the Stoic, the Epicurean, and
the Cynic. In his personal character the Stoic predominated: his standard of morals
was Epicurean, in so far as that it was utilitartan, taking as the sole test of right and
wrong, the tendency of actions to produce pleasure or pain. But he had (and this
was the Cynic element) scarcely any belief in pleasure: at least in his later years, of
which alone on this subject I can speak confidently. He deemed very few pleasures
worth the price which at all events in the present state of society. must be paid for
them. The greatest miscarriages in life he considered attributable to the over-
valuing of pleasures. Accordingly, temperance in the large sense intended by the
Greek philosophers—stopping short at the point of moderation in all indul-
gences—was with him as with them, almost the cardinal point of moral precept.
His inculcations of this virtue fill a large place in my childish recollections 7 .
He thought "human life a poor thing at best,” after the freshness of youth and of
unsatisfied curiosity had gone by. This was a topic on which he did not often speak,
especially, it may be supposed, in the presence of young persons: but when he did,

P~P[This paragraph onginally followed the paragraph ending at 46.3 (see 46*~* above} The
substance of it was first written and cancelled several pages earlter (see 24‘ above) ]

9[Cancelled text:] ; applied, as in childhood they necessarily were. chiefly to over induigence mn
amusement

""{ Earlier version:] the most fortunate human life very little worth having,
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those, who think themselves obliged to find absolute goodness in the author of a
world so crowded with suffering and so deformed by injustice as ours.

My father’s moral convictions, wholly dissevered from_religion, were very
much of the character of those of the Greek philosophers; and were delivered with
the force and decision which characterized all that came from him. Even at the very
early age at which I read with him the Memorabilia of Xenophon, 1 imbibed from
that work and from his comments a deep respect for the character of Socrates: who
stood in my mind as a model of ideal excellence: and I well remember how my
father at that time impressed upon me the lesson of the “Choice of Hercules. ' *! At
a somewhat later period the lofty moral standard exhibited in the writings of Plato
operated upon me with great force. My father’s moral inculcations were at all umes
mainly those of the **Socratici viri”; " justice, temperance (to which he gave a very
extended application), veracity, perseverance. readiness to encounter pain and
especially labour; regard for the public good; estimation of persons according to
their merits, and of things according to their intrinsic usefulness: a life of exertion,
in contradiction to one of self-indulgent sloth. These and other moralities he
conveyed in brief sentences, uttered as occasion arose, of grave exhortation, or
stern reprobation and contempt.

But though direct moral teaching does much, indirect does more; and the effect
my father produced on my character, did not depend solely on what he said or did
with that direct object, but also, and still more, on what manner of man he was.

In his views of life he partook of the character of the Stoic. the Epicurean, and
the Cynic, not in the modern but the ancient sense of the word. In his personal
qualities the Stoic predominated. His standard of morals was Epicurean. inasmuch
as it was utilitarian, taking as the exclusive test of right and wrong, the tendency of
actions to produce pleasure or pain. But he had (and this was the Cynic element)
scarcely any belief in pleasure; at least in his later years, of which alone. on this
point, I can speak confidently. He was not insensible to pleasures; but he deemed
very few of them worth the price which, at least in the present state of society. must
be paid for them. The greatest number of miscarriages in life, he considered to be
attributable to the overvaluing of pleasures. Accordingly, temperance, in the large
sense intended by the Greek philosophers—stopping short at the point of modera-
tion in all indulgences—was with him, as with them, aimost the central point of
educational precept. His inculcations of this virtue fill a large place in my childish
remembrances. He thought human life a poor thing at best, after the freshness of
youth and of unsatisfied curiosity had gone by. This was a topic on which he did
not often speak, especially, it may be supposed. in the presence of young persons:

{*See Xenophon, Memorabilia. .n Memorabilia and Oeconomicus (Greek and English).
trans. E. C.Marchant (London: Heinemann: New York: Putnam’s Sons, 1923). pp 95-103
(Bk. I1. Chap. 1. §§21-34).]

1'See Cicero, Letters to Atticus (Latin and English). trans. E. O. Winstedt, 3 vols.
(London: Heinemann; New York: Macmillan. 1912). Vol. I, p. 230 (Bk. XIV. Letter 91.]
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it was with an air of profound and habitual conviction. He would sometimes say
that if life were made what it might be, by good government and good education, it
would then be worth having: but he never spoke with anything like enthusiasm
even of that possibility. He never varied in rating intellectual enjoyments above all
others, even in their value as pleasures, independently of ulterior consequences.
The pleasures of the benevolent affections he placed high in the scale; and used to
say. that he had never known a happy old man, except those who were able to live
over again in the pleasures of the young. For passionate emotions of all sorts, and
for everything which has been said or written in exaltation of them, he professed
the greatest contempt: he regarded them as a form of madness; “the intense™ was
with him a bye-word of scornful disapprobation. He regarded as an aberration of
the moral standard of modern times. compared with that of the ancients, the great
stress laid upon feeling. Feelings, as such. he considered to be no proper subjects
of praise or blame; Right and wrong, good and bad, he regarded as terms having
reference only to conduct; to acts and omissions; there being no feeling which may
not lead, and does not frequently lead, either to good or to bad actions: even
conscience, even the desire to act right, often leading people to act wrong.
Consistently carrying out the doctrine. that the object of praise and blame should
be the discouragement of wrong conduct and the encouragement of right, he
refused to let his praise or blame be influenced by the motive of the agent. He
blamed as severely what he thought bad actions when the motive was a sense of
duty as if the agents had been consciously evil doers. *He would not have accepted
as a plea in mitigation for inquisitors, that they conscientiously believed burning
heretics to be a sacred duty. But though he did not allow sincerity of purpose to
soften his disapprobation of actions, it had its full effect on his estimation of
characters;® no one prized conscientiousness and rectitude of intention more
highly, or was more incapable of valuing any person in whom he did not feel
assured of it. But he disliked people quite as much for any other deficiency.
provided he thought it equally likely to make them act ill. He disliked, for instance,
a fanatic in any bad cause, as much or more than one who adopted the same cause
from self interest, because he thought him still more likely to be practically
mischievous.™*! And thus his aversion to many intellectual errors. or what he
regarded as such, partook. in a certain sense, of the character of a moral feeling. '
This sentiment, though persons who do not care about opinions may confound it
with intolerance, is inevitable to any earnest mind. Those who, holding opinions

[*InR31rMill's wife commented at left, begmning opposite this point in the draft text: “It
is indeed generally true that knaves do less mischief in the world than fools. A dishonest man
stops when he has got what he wanted a fool carries on his foolishness thro him on to his
descendants.”]

*~*[Earlier version in R3Ir (see App. G, p. 611 below):] Such considerations, however, though he
did not suffer them to influence his praise or blame in particular nstances, nfluenced his general
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but when he did, it was with an air of settled and profound conviction. He would
sometimes say, that if life were made what it might be, by good government and
good education, it would be worth having: but he never spoke with anything like
enthusiasm even of that possibility. He never varied in rating intellectual enjoy-
ments above all others, even in value as pleasures, independently of their ulterior
benefits. The pleasures of the benevolent affections he placed high in the scale; and
used to say, that he had never known a happy old man, except those who were able
to live over again in the pleasures of the young. For passionate emotions of all
sorts, and for everything which has been said or written in exaltation of them, he
professed the greatest contempt. He regarded them as a form of madness. “The
intense” was with him a bye-word of scornful disapprobation. He regarded as an
aberration of the moral standard of modem times, compared with that of the
ancients, the great stress laid upon feeling. Feelings, as such, he considered to be
no proper subjects of praise or blame. Right and wrong, good and bad. he regarded
as qualities solely of conduct—of acts and omissions; there being no feeling which
may not lead, and does not frequently lead, either to good or to bad actions:
conscience itself, the very desire to act right, often leading people to act wrong.
Consistently carrying out the doctrine, that the object of praise and blame should
be the discouragement of wrong conduct and the encouragement of right. he
refused to let his praise or blame be influenced by the motive of the agent. He
blamed as severely what he thought a bad action. when the motive was a feeling of
duty, as if the agents had been consciously evil doers. He would not have accepted
as a plea in mitigation for inquisitors, that they sincerely believed burning heretics
to be an obligation of conscience. But though he did not allow honesty of purpose
to soften his disapprobation of actions, it had its full effect on his estimation of
characters. No one prized conscientiousness and rectitude of intention more
highly. or was more incapable of valuing any person in whom he did not feel
assurance of 1t. But he disliked people quite as much for any other deficiency,
provided he thought it equally likely to make them act ill, He disliked. for instance.
a fanatic in any bad cause, as much or more than one who adopted the same cause
from self-interest, because he thought him even more likely to be practically
mischievous. And thus, his aversion to many intellectual errors, or what he
regarded as such, partook, in a certain sense, of the character of a moral feeling.
All this is merely saying that he, 1n a degree once common. but now very unusual.
threw his feelings into his opinions; which truly it is difficult to understand how any
one, who possesses much of both, can fail to do. None but those who do not care
about opinions, will confound it with intolerance. Those who. having opinions

estimation of persons. [At left HTM pencilled a question mark and several words. now erased. of which
“of them influenced hus dislike of partcular persons™ can be made out. Just above these, opposite the
ending of the preceding sentence in R31r (“as if the agents had been consctousiv exil-doers’ ). she
wrote “Inquisitors” .]

"[Cancelled text in R31r:] In this surely he was fundamentally right
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which they deem immensely important and their contraries prodigiously hurtful,
have any strong feeling of care for the general good, will necessarily dislike those
who think wrong what they think right, and right what they think wrong. “They
will not. or at least they ought not, to desire to punish them for their sincere
opinions, and this forbearance, flowing not from indifference but from a conscien-
tious sense of the importance to mankind of freedom of opinion. is the only kind of
tolerance which is commendable. 1 grant that an earnest person may dislike others
on account of opinions which do not merit dislike. But if he neither himself does
them any ill office. nor connives at its being done by others, he is not intolerant. nor
does he err because he judges them by his own standard. but because his own
standard is wholly or partially wrong; and because his antagonism to the opinions
he dislikes is a stronger principle than his desire to enlarge and rectify his own
doctrines.”

“Personally 1 believe my father to have had much greater capacities of feeling
than were ever developed in him. He resembled almost all Englishmen in being
ashamed of the signs of feeling. and by the absence of demonstration, starving the
feelings themselves. In an atmosphere of tenderness and affection he would have
been tender and affectionate; but his ill assorted marriage and his asperities of
temper disabled him from making such an atmosphere. It was one of the most
unfavourable of the moral agencies which acted on me in my boyhood. that mine
was not an education of love but of fear. I do not mean. for 1 do not believe, that
boys can be induced to apply themselves with vigour, and what is so much more
difficult, perseverance, to dry and irksome studies, by the sole force of persuasion
and soft words. Much must be done and much must be learnt by children, for which
rigid discipline and known liability to punishment are indispensable as means. It is
no doubt a very laudable effort, in the improved methods of modem teaching, to
render as much as possible of what the young are required to learn, easy and
interesting to them. But when this principle is pushed to the length of not requiring
them to learn anything but what has been made easy and interesting, one of the
chief objects of education is sacrificed. 1 rejoice in the decline of the old brutal and

“=“[Earlier version in R31:] We must try actions and characters by our own standard, not by that of
the person we judge of If our standard 1s nght, we ought to like or dislike others according to its
dictates. If persons err in their judgments by following this rule. or rather obeying this necessity. 1t can
only be because their own standard is wholly or partially wrong: and because they do not strtve to
enlarge and rectify their standard by appropriatmg what of good there may be in those of others. [The
last twenty-four words (“and because they . . .” ) are written ar left to replace: an mquisitor judges a
heretic to deserve the fire in this world and damnatlon in the next. When my father crrcammlejl%e his
standard was too narrow, and omitted some of the elements of right judgment which might have been



AUTOBIOGRAPHY 53

which they hold to be immensely important. and the contraries to be prodigiously
hurtful. have any deep regard for the general good, will necessarily dislike, as a
class and in the abstract, those who think wrong what they think right, and right
what they think wrong: though they need not therefore be, nor was my father,
insensible to good qualities in an opponent, nor governed in their estimation of
individuals by one general presumption. instead of by the whole of their character.
I grant that an earnest person, being no more infallible than other men. is liable to
dislike people on account of opinions which do not merit dislike; but if he neither
himself does them any ill office, nor connives at its being done by others, he is not
intolerant: and the forbearance, which flows from a conscientious sense of the
importance to mankind of the equal freedom of all opinions, is the only tolerance
which is commendable or, to the highest moral order of minds, possible.

It will be admitted. that a man of the opinions, and the character, above
described, was likely to leave a strong moral impression on any mind principally
formed by him, and that his moral teaching was not likely to err on the side of laxity
or indulgence. The element which was chiefly deficient in his moral relation to his
children, was that of tenderness. 1 do not believe that this deficiency lay in his own
nature. I believe him to have had much more feeling than he habitually shewed,
and much greater capacities of feeling than were ever developed. He resembled
most Englishmen in being ashamed of the signs of feeling, and, by the absence of
demonstration, starving the feelings themselves. If we consider further that he was
in the trying position of sole teacher, and add to this that his temper was constitu-
tionally irritable, it is impossible not to feel true pity for a father who did. and
strove to do, so much for his children, who would have so valued their affection,
yet who must have been constantly feeling that fear of him was drying it up at its
source. This was no longer the case, later in life and with his younger children.
They loved him tenderly: and if I cannot say so much of myself, I was always
loyally devoted to him. As regards my own education, 1 hesitate to pronounce
whether I was more a loser or gainer by his severity. 1t was not such as to prevent
me from having a happy childhood. And I do not believe. that boys can be induced
to apply themselves with vigour, and what is so much more difficult, perseverance,
to dry and irksome studies, by the sole force of persuasion and soft words. Much
must be done, and much must be learnt, by children. for which rigid discipline, and
known liability to punishment, are indispensable as means. It is, no doubt. a very
laudable effort, in modern teaching, to render as much as possibie of what the
young are required to learn, easy and interesting to them. But when this principle is
pushed to the length of not requiring them to learn anything bur what has been
made easy and interesting, one of the chief objects of education is sacrificed. ]
rejoice in the decline of the old brutal and tyrannical system of teaching. which

found scattered among the judgments of those whom he condemned. }
v=Y33[ For an earlier version of this passage in R31v-34r, see App. G. pp. 611-14 below .}
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tyrannical system of teaching. which however did enforce habits of application;
but the new, as it seems to me, is training up a race of men incapable of doing
anything which is disagreeable to them. 1 WW@QM in
education, can be_dispensed with; but I am sure that it ought not to be the
predominant element; and when it is carried so far as to preclude love or confidence
on the part of the child to those who should be the unreservedly trusted advisers of
after years, and perhaps to seal up altogether the fountains of frank and spon-
taneous communicativeness in the child’s character, it is an evil for which a large
abatement must be made from the benefits. moral and intellectual. which may flow
from any other part of the education.

During this first period of my life, the habitual frequenters of my father’s house
were limited to a very few persons, mostly little known, but whom personal worth,
and more or less of congeniality with his opinions (not so frequently to be met with
then as since) disposed him to cultivate; and his conversations with them 1 listened
to with interest and instruction. My being an habitual inmate of my father’s study,
made me acquainted with the most intimate and valued of his friends, David
Ricardo, who by his benevolent countenance and kindliness of manner was very
attractive to young persons. and who after I became a student of political economy,
sometimes invited me to breakfast and walk with him in order to converse on the
subject.” I was a more frequent visitor (from about 1817 or 1818) to Mr. Hume,
who, born in the same part of Scotland as my father, and having been, 1 rather
think. a younger schoolfellow or college companion of his, had after his return
from India renewed their old acquaintance, and who coming like many others
greatly under the influence of his intellect and energy of character, was induced
partly by that influence to go into Parliament, and there to adopt the line of conduct
by which he has eamed an honorable place in the history of his country. Of Mr.
Bentham I saw much more, owing to the *close intimacy which subsisted between
him and my father”. I do not know at what time they became first acquainted. But
my father was the earliest Englishman of any great mark who thoroughly under-
stood and in the main adopted Bentham's general views of ethics, government, and
law: and Bentham accordingly valued his society highly and *they became intimate
companions” in a period of Bentham's life during which he admitted much fewer
visitors than was the case subsequently. *At this time Mr. Bentham passed some
part of every year at Barrow Green House, in a beautiful part of the Surrey hills, a
few miles from Godstone, and there 1 each summer accompanied my father on a
long visit. In 1813 Mr. Bentham, my father and I made an excursion, which

»-*[Earlier version in R34v:] greater closeness of my father's connexion with um [HTM under-
scored and queried “connexion” and then wrote at left the version that Mill copied into the present
text.]

*=X[Earlier version in R34v-] made an intimate companion of um [altered by HTM to read. they
became very intimate companions)

»=¥58[ Earlier version in R34v—35r.] When we lived in Newington Green my father used to dine with
Mr. Bentham (at the very considerable distance of Queen Square Place) every Tuesday. Dunng each of
seven or eight years Mr. Bentham passed some part of the year in the country, and my father with the
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however did succeed in enforcing habits of application; but the new, as it seems to
me, is training up a race of men who will be incapable of doing anything which is
disagreeable to them. I do not. then, believe that fear, as an element in education,
can be dispensed with; but I am sure that it ought not to be the main element; and
when it predominates so much as to preclude love and confidence on the part of the
child to those who should be the unreservedly trusted advisers of after years, and
perhaps to seal up the fountains of frank and spontaneous communicativeness in
the child’s nature, it is an evil for which a large abatement must be made from the
benefits, moral and intellectual, which may flow from any other part of the
education.

During this first period of my life, the habitual frequenters of my father's house
were limited to a very few persons. most of them little known to the world. but
whom personal worth, and more or less of congeniality with at least his political
opinions (not so frequently to be met with then as since) inclined him to cultivate:
and his conversations with them 1 listened to with interest and instruction. My
being an habitual inmate of my father’s study made me acquainted with the dearest
of his friends, David Ricardo, who by his benevolent countenance, and kindliness
of manner, was very attractive to young persons. and who after | became a student
of political economy, invited me to his house and to walk with him 1n order to
converse on the subject. I was a more frequent visitor (from about 1817 or 1818) to
Mr. Hume, who, born in the same part of Scotland as my father. and having been. 1
rather think, a younger schoolfellow or college companion of his, had on returning
from India renewed their youthful acquaintance, and who coming like many others
greatly under the influence of my father's intellect and energy of character. was
induced partly by that influence to go into Parliament, and there adopt the line of
conduct which has given him an honorable place in the history of his country. Of
Mr. Bentham I saw much more, owing to the close intimacy which existed
between him and my father. I do not know how soon after my father’s first arrival
in England they became acquainted. But my father was the earliest Englishman of
any great mark, who thoroughly understood, and in the main adopted. Bentham's
general views of ethics, government, and law: and this was a natural foundation for
sympathy between them, and made them familiar companions in a period of
Bentham’s life during which he admitted much fewer visitors than was the case
subsequently. At this time Mr. Bentham passed some part of every year at Barrow
Green House, in a beautiful part of the Surrey hills, a few miles from Godstone,
and there 1 each summer accompanied my father in a long visit. In 1813 Mr.
Bentham, my father, and 1 made an excursion, which included Oxford. Bath and

whole or part of his family (1 being always one) used to accompany him At first the time occupied by
these annual excursions was from one to three months. and the place was Barrow Green House. m a
beautiful part of the Surrey Hills a few miles from Godstone. In 1813 part of the time usually passed at
Barrow Green was devoted to a three weeks tour 1n which my father and I accompamied Mr Bentham
and which included Oxford. Bath and Bnstol. Exeter. Plymouth. and Portsmouth |deleted and altered
by HTM to produce the two sentences that Mill copied into the present text|
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included Oxford, Bath and Bristol. Exeter. Plymouth, and Portsmouth®. In this
journey I saw many things which were ° instructive to me, and acquired my first
taste for natural scenery, in the elementary form of fondness for a “'view.” “In the
following winter we left Newington Green, and moved into a house which my
father rented of Mr. Bentham, in Queen Square. Westminster”. From 1814 to 1817
Mr. Bentham lived during half of each year at Ford Abbey, in Somersetshire (or
rather in a parish of Devonshire surrounded by Somersetshire), and “these inter-
vals 1 had the advantage of passing at that place®. This sojourn was, 1 think, an
important circumstance in my education. Nothing contributes more to nourish
elevation of sentiments in a people, than the large and free character. of their
habitations. The middle age architecture. the baronial hall and the spacious and
lofty rooms of this fine old place, so unlike the mean and crampcd externals of
English mlddle class life, gave thc feeling of a larger and freer existence., and were

the Abbey stood; which ‘were riant and secluded, umbrageous, and full of the
sound of falling waters.

9l owed another of the fortunate circumstances in my education, a year's
residence’ in France, to Mr. Bentham’s brother, General Sir Samuel Bentham. 1
had seen Sir Samuel Bentham and his family at their house near Gosport at the time
of the tour before mentioned (he being then Superintendant of the Dockyard at
Portsmouth) and also during a stay of a few days which they made at Ford Abbey
shortly after the peace, before going to live on the Continent. In 1820 they invited
me for a six months visit to them in the South of France, ultimately prolonged to

‘[Additional text in R35r.] even then [deleted by HTM]

=4[ Earlier version in R35:] In the next following winter, we left Newington Green and moved into
the house, No. 1 Queen Square. looking into Mr Bentham's garden and rented by him. which he
allowed my father to occupy at the rent he himself paid for it. In this house we lived until 1831. My
father paid the rent direct to the head landlord. so that Mr. Bentham's participation was simply
equivalent to being security for the rent. I am particular in mentioning these circumstances because
statements have been made exaggerating greatly my father's personal obligations to Mr. Bentham The
only obligation. in money or money's worth. which he ever, to the best of my knowledge and belief,
received from Mr. Bentham, consisted of the visits to the country which | have mentioned, and these
visits were of no remarkable length until the four years subsequent to 1813 (HTM pencilled “bv Dr
Bowring” in the margin opposite *statements have been made” (in the fourth sentence). and “mali-
ciously” opposite the next word (“exaggerating” ), and then deleted and altered the text to produce the
single sentence that Mill copied into the present text.]

b=t Earlier version in R35v:] during those months my father and the whole family were domiciled
with him [altered by HTM 10 read: each summer | passed 1o the beautiful scenery of this place]

“=‘[Earlier version in R36r:] though not picturesque, were nant and secluded, and full of the sound
of falling waters.'*' {This 1s altered by HTM to produce the version that Mill copied into the present text.
There follows in R36 a note, which HTM first altered in several places, then deleted entirelv and marked
“omit”:} (a) Note  The mode of life at Ford Abbey was the following. Mr. Bentham and my father
studied and wrote in the same large room (a different room however in summer and in winter). My
father commenced at about seven. summer and winter: and as Mr. Bentham did not make his
appearance till some time after mine. 1 and the other children worked at our lessons in the same room
during those two hours. The general hour of breakfast was nine, but Mr. Bentham always breakfasted at
one oclock among his books and papers, his breakfast being laid early in the moming on his study table.
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Bristol, Exeter, Plymouth, and Portsmouth. In this journey I saw many things
which were instructive to me, and acquired my first taste for natural scenery, in the
elementary form of fondness for a “view.” In the succeeding winter we moved into
a house very near Mr. Bentham’s, which my father rented from him, in Queen
Square, Westminster. From 1814 to 1817 Mr. Bentham lived during half of each
year at Ford Abbey, in Somersetshire (or rather in a part of Devonshire surrounded
by Somersetshire), which intervals I had the advantage of passing at that place.
This sojourn was, 1 think, an important circumstance in my education. Nothing
contributes more to nourish elevation of sentiments in a people, than the large and
free character of their habitations. The middle-age architecture, the baronial hall,
and the spacious and lofty rooms, of this fine old place, so unlike the mean and
cramped externals of English middie class life, gave the sentiment of a larger and
freer existence, and were to me a sort of poetic cultivation, aided also by the
character of the grounds in which the Abbey stood; which were riant and secluded,
umbrageous, and full of the sound of falling waters.

I owed another of the fortunate circumstances in my education. a year’s
residence in France,*! to Mr. Bentham's brother, General Sir Samuel Bentham. 1
had seen Sir Samuel Bentham and his family at their house near Gosport in the
course of the tour already mentioned (he being then Superintendant of the Dock-
yard at Portsmouth) and during a stay of a few days which they made at Ford
Abbey shortly after the peace, before going to live on the Continent. In 1820 they
invited me for a six months visit to them in the South of France, which their

[*For Mill’s Journal (MS. British Library) and Notebook (MS, Dr. A. J. Mill) of this
year, see Anna J. Mill, ed.. John Mill's Bovhood Visit 1o France (Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1960).]

The party at the general breakfast consisted of my father and mother, Mr Bentham's amanuensis for the
ume being, and the visitors. if. as not unfrequently happened. any were staving n the house Before his
one oclock breakfast Mr. Bentham regularly went out for the same invanable walk. a circuit of about
half an hour. in which my father almost always joined him. The interval between breakfast and this walk
my father employed in hearing lessons, which, when weather permitted. was always done in walking
about the grounds. The hours from one to six my father passed in study and this was the time regularly
allotted to us children for learning lessons. Six was the dinner hour, and the remainder of the evening
Mr Bentham passed 1n social enjoyment. of which he had a keen relish. 1 was never present on these
evenings except a few times when Mr. Bentham goodnaturedly sent for me to teach me to play at chess.
(End of Note). [Bentham’s amanuensis at that tyme was John Flowerdew Colls ]

4-438] Earlier version in R37r:] It was to Mr. Bentham's interest in me that I was indebted for another
of the fortunate circumstances in my educauon, a year's residence in France For it could only be on Mr
Bentham’s account that his brother, General Sir Samuel Bentham, invited me. at the age of fourteen. for
a six months visit to him in the South of France. ulttmately prolonged to nearly a twelvemonth: Sir
Samuel and his family being only shightly acquainted with my father, and having seen me only twice.
the first time at their house near Gosport. 1n the three weeks tour before mentioned (Sir Samuel being
then Superintendant of the Dockyard at Portsmouth): the second time on a visit of a few dayvs which they
paid to Ford Abbey shortly after the peace, before going to live in France [HTM deleted the first
sentence, and altered the rest to produce {except in minor particulars and the order of the sentences) the
second and third sentences of the paragraph n the present text.]
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nearly a twelvemonth?. Sir Samuel Bentham, though of a character of mind very
different from his illustrious brother, was a man of considerable attainments and
general mental powers, with a decided genius ¢ for mechanical art. His wife, a
daughter of the celebrated chemist Dr. Fordyce, was a woman of strong will and
determined character, much general knowledge, and great practical good sense in
the Edgeworth stile: she was the ruling spirit of the household, which she was well
qualified to be. Their family consisted of one son (the eminent botanist) and three
daughters, the youngest about two years my senior. /I am indebted to them for
much instruction. and for an almost parental interest in my improvement”. When 1
first joined them. in May 1820. they occupied the Chateau of Pompignan (still
belonging to a descendant of Voltaire’s enemy) on the heights overlooking the
plain of the Garonne between Montauban and Toulouse. # 1 accompanied them on
an excursion to the Pyrenees, including a stay of some duration at Bagnéres de
Bigorre, a journey to Pau., Bayonne. and Bagnéres de Luchon, and an ascent of the
Pic du Midi de Bigorre. In October we proceeded by the beautiful mountain route
of Castres and St. Pons from Toulouse to Montpellier, in which last neighbour-
hood (a few miles north of Montpellier) they had just bought the estate of
Restincliere, which they set about vigorously to improve. * During this sojourn in
France 1 acquired a familiar knowledge of the French language and considerable
acquaintance with French books; I took lessons in various bodily exercises, in none
of which however 1 made any proficiency; and at Montpellier 1 attended the
excellent winter courses of lectures at the Faculté des Sciences of the University,
those of M. Anglada on chemistry, of M. Provengal on zoology, and of M.
Gergonne, on logic, under the name of Philosophy of the Sciences. I also went
through a course of the higher branches of mathematics under the able private
tuition of M. Lenthéric, a professor at the Lycée of Montpellier ‘. But the greatest
advantage which 1 derived from this episode in my life was that of having breathed
for a whole year the free and genial atmosphere of Continental life. This advantage
I could not then judge and appreciate, nor even consciously feel, but it was not the
less real. Having so little experience of English life, and the few people 1 knew
being mostly such as had at heart public objects of a large and personally

¢[Cancelled text in R37r:] (1f such a word may be so used)

1N Earlier version in R37v:] They treated me 1n every respect like a child of the family. and did all
that advice and admonition could do to correct many of my various deficiencies and render me fitter for
the ordinary purposes and imtercourse of life. 1 wish that their judicious kindness had had all the effect
which 1t deserved and which they had reason to expect [ Before delening the whole of this passage., HTM
altered the first sentence to read: They did all that advice and admonition could do to correct my varous
deficiencies.}

8[Additional text in R37v:] After a few weeks they removed to Toulouse, taking me with them. and
early in August {all but the last three words deleted by HTM]

h{Cancelled text | Their headquarters however dunng the whole tume of my stay with them were at
Montpellier, where 1 remained with them until the middle of April. [deleted first by HTM ]

‘[Cancelled tex:.] and a most excellent teacher
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kindness ultimately prolonged to nearly a twelvemonth. Sir Samuel Bentham,
though of a character of mind different from that of his illustrious brother, was a
man of very considerable attainments and general powers, with a decided genius
for mechanical art. His wife, a daughter of the celebrated chermist Dr. Fordyce,
was a woman of strong will and decided character, much general knowledge. and
great practical good sense of the Edgeworth kind:!*} she was the ruling spirit of the
household, as she deserved, and was well qualified, to be. Their family consisted
of one son (the eminent botanist) and three daughters, the youngest about two years
my senior. 1 am indebted to them for much and various instruction, and for an
almost parental interest in my welfare. When I first joined them, in May 1820, they
occupied the Chateau of Pompignan (still belonging to a descendant!™ of Vol-
taire’s enemy) on the heights overlooking the plain of the Garonne between
Montauban and Toulouse. 1 accompanied them in an excursion to the Pyrenees,
including a stay of some duration at Bagnéres de Bigorre, a journey to Pau,
Bayonne, and Bagneéres de Luchon, and an ascent of the Pic du Midi de Bigorre.
This first introduction to the highest order of mountain scenery made the deepest
impression on me, and gave a colour to my tastes through life. In October we
proceeded by the beautiful mountain route of Castres and St. Pons, from Toulouse
to Montpellier, in which last neighbourhood Sir Samuel had just bought the estate
of Restincliere, near the foot of the singular mountain of St. Loup. During this
residence in France 1 acquired a familiar knowledge of the French language, and
acquaintance with the ordinary French literature: I took lessons in various bodily
exercises, in none of which however I made any proficiency; and at Montpellier 1
attended the excellent winter courses of iectures at the Faculté des Sciences. those
of M. Anglada on chemistry, of M. Provengal on zooiogy, and of a very accom-
plished representative of the eighteenth century metaphysics, M. Gergonne. on
logic, under the name of Philosophy of the Sciences.!*) I also went through a
course of the higher mathematics under the private tuition of M. Lenthéric, a
professor at the Lycée of Montpellier. But the greatest, perhaps, of the many
advantages which 1 owed to this episode in my education, was that of having
breathed for a whole year the free and genial atmosphere of Continental life. This
advantage was not the less real though 1 could not then estimate, nor even
consciously feel it. Having so little experience of English life, and the few people 1
knew being mostly such as had public objects, of a large and personally disin-

[*A reference to the characters in Maria Edgeworth’s works. such as Moral Tales for
Young People. 5 vols. (London: Johnson. 1801). and Popular Tales. 3 vols. (London.
Johnson, 1804).]

|'Jean Louis Georges Lefranc de Pompignan, son of Jean Jacques Lefranc de Pompi-

nan.

’ [*N}ill’s MS notes of the latter part of this course are 1n the Mill-Taylor Collection. British
Library of Political and Economic Science, London School of Economics: a contemporary

“Traité de logique™ by him (see App. C. no. 31), partly based on the course. is in the
Pierpont Morgan Library ]
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disinterested kind, 1 was then 1gn0ram o_f the low moral tone of Engllsh society
generaily; the habit of, not indeed professmg but takin g for granted in all modes of
implication, that conduct is of course always directed towards low and petty
objects; the absence of high feelings which manifests itself by sneering deprecia-
tion of all demonstrations of them, and by general abstinence (except among the
more fanatical religionists) from professing any high principles of action at all,
except in those preordained cases in which such profession is put on as part of the
costume or formalities of the occasion. I could not then know or estimate the
difference between this maniére d'étre and that of a people like the French with
whom elevated sentiments are the current coin of human intercourse both in
writing and in private life; and though doubtless / often evaporating in profession,
are yet, 1n the nation at large. kept alive by constant exercise. and stimulated by
sympathy so as to form an active and living part of the existence of multitudes of
persons and to be recognized and understood by all. Neither could I then appreciate
that general culture of the understanding which results from the habitual exercise
of the feelings and which is thus carried down into the most uneducated classes of
the Continent to a degree not equalled in England among the so called educated. 1
did not know how, among the English, the absence of interest in things of an
unselfish kind, except sometimes in a special thing here and there, and the habit of
not speaking to others, nor much even to themselves, about the things in which
they are interested, makes both their feelings and their intellectual faculties remain
undeveloped, or develope themselves only in some single and very limited direc-
tion, and reduces them to a kind of negative existence. All this 1 did not perceive
till long afterwards: but I even then felt, though without stating it clearly to myself,
the contrast between the frank sociability and amiability of French personal
intercourse. and the English mode of existence in which everybody acts as if
everybody else (with perhaps a few individual exceptions) was either an enemy or
a bore. In France, it is truc, the bad as well as the good points of individual
character come more to the surface and break out more fearlessly in ordinary
intercourse, than in England, but the general manner of the people is to shew, as
well as to expect, friendly feeling wherever there is not some positive cause for its
opposite. In England it is only of the best bred people (either in the upper or middle
ranks) that as much can be said .

In my way through Paris to the South I stayed some days and in my return
Iseveral’ weeks in the house of M. Say, the political economist, who was a

/[Cancelled text:] much oftener professed than felt, and when felt, |deleted first by HTM]
[Cancelled text.] . and only so far as such feeling and demeanour can be maintained by a few, among
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terested kind, at heart, I was ignorant of the low moral tone of what, in England, is
called society: the habit of, not indeed professing, but taking for granted in every
mode of implication, that conduct is of course always directed towards low and
petty objects; the absence of high feelings which manifests itself by sneering
depreciation of all demonstrations of them, and by general abstinence (except
among a few of the stricter religionists) from professing any high principles of
action at all, except in those preordained cases in which such profession is put on as
part of the costume and formalities of the occasion. I could not then know or
estimate the difference between this manner of existence, and that of a people like
the French, whose faults, if equally real, are at all events different; among whom
sentiments, which by comparison at least may be called elevated, are the current
coin of human intercourse, both in books and in private life; and though often
evaporating in profession, are yet kept alive in the nation at large by constant
exercise, and stimulated by sympathy. so as to form a living and active part of the
existence of great numbers of persons, and to be recognized and understood by all.
Neither could 1 then appreciate the general culture of the understanding, which
results from the habitual exercise of the feelings, and is thus carried down into the
most uneducated classes of several countries on the Continent, in a degree not
equalled in England among the so called educated, except where an unusual
tenderness of conscience leads to a habitual exercise of the intellect on questions of
right and wrong. I did not know the way in which, among the ordinary English, the
absence of interest in things of an unselfish kind. except occasionally in a special
thing here and there, and the habit of not speaking to others. nor much even to
themselves, about the things in which they do feel interest, causes both their
feelings and their intellectual faculties to remain undeveloped, or develope them-
selves only in some single and very limited direction; reducing them. considered as
spiritual beings, to a kind of negative existence. All these things I did not perceive
till long afterwards: but I even then felt, though without stating it clearly to myselif.
the contrast between the frank sociability and amiability of French personal
intercourse, and the English mode of existence in which everybody acts as if
everybody else (with few. or no, exceptions) was either an enemy or a bore. In
France, it is true, the bad as well as the good points both of individual and of
national character come more to the surface. and break out more fearlessly in
ordinary intercourse, than in England: but the general habit of the people is to
shew, as well as to expect, friendly feeling in every one towards every other.
wherever there is not some positive cause for the opposite. In England it is only of
the best bred people, in the upper or upper middle ranks, that anything like this can
be said.

In my way through Paris, both going and returning, 1 passed some time 1n the
house of M. Say, the eminent political economist, who was a friend and correspon-

a multitude incapable of making suitable response [ marked with a line in the margin by HTM )
“Y{ Earlier version:] as much as three {altered to final reading first by HTM)
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correspondent of my father, having become acquainted with him on a visit to
England a year or two after the peace. | remembered M. Say as a visitor to Ford
Abbey. He was a man of the later period of the French Revolution, a fine specimen
of the best kind of old French republican. one of those who had never bent the knee
to Bonaparte though courted by him; a thoroughly upright and brave man. He lived
a quiet and studious life, made. 1 should think. happy by warm affections, public
and private. He was acquainted with many of the chiefs of the Liberal party: but the
only one of them whom 1 remember seeing at that time was M. Temnaux, the
manufacturer. who then lived at the beautiful place formerly Necker’s at St. Ouen.
The other persons of note whom 1 saw were M. Destutt-Tracy: M. Dunoyer; M.
Duméril the zoologist; M. Clement-Desormes. the chemist: a more eminent
chemist Berthollet, who was a friend of Sir S. Bentham but not of M. Say, being on
the opposite side in politics; and I have pleasure in the recollection of having once
seen Saint Simon. not then known as the founder either of a philosophy or of a
religion but considered only as a clever original. ™The chief fruit which I carried

away from the society 1 saw. was™ a strong interest in Continental Liberalism, of

which 1 always afterwards kept myself au courant as much as ofrEngrlish politics.
After passing a few weeks at Caen with an "early” friend of my father’s, I returned
to England in July 1821.

m-m[Earlier version ]Inexpenenced as | was, ] carried away little from the society I saw. except [ zhe
first four words, “little”, and “except” all underscored by HTM
=" Earlier version ] old college
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dent of my father, having become acquainted with him on a visit to England a year
or two after the peace. He was a man of the later period of the French Revolution—
a fine specimen of the best kind of French republican, one of those who had never
bent the knee to Bonaparte though courted by him to do so: a truly upright. brave.
and enlightened man. He lived a quiet and studious life, made happy by warm
affections, public and private. He was acquainted with many of the chiefs of the
Liberal party, and I saw various noteworthy persons while staying at his house:
among whom I have pleasure in the recollection of having once seen Saint-Simon,
not yet the founder either of a philosophy or a religion. and considered only as a
clever original. The chief fruit which I carried away from the society I saw, was a
strong and permanent interest in Continental Liberalism. of which I ever after-
wards kept myself au courant, as much as of English politics: a thing not at all
usual in those days with Englishmen, and which had a very salutary influence on
my development, keeping me free from the error always prevalent in England. and
from which even my father with all his superionty to prejudice was not exempt, of
judging universal questions by a merely English standard. After passing a few
weeks at Caen with an old friend of my father’s.!*! I returned to England in July
1821; and my education resumed its ordinary course.

{*Joseph Lowe. ]
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For the next year or so 1 continued my old studies, with the addition of some new
ones. When I returned my father was just finishing for the press his Elements of
Political Economy, and he made me perform as an exercise on the manuscript,
what Mr. Bentham practised on all his own writings, namely, making what he
called “marginal contents™; a short abstract of every paragraph, to enable the writer
more easily to judge of, and improve, the order of the ideas, and the general
character of the exposition. Shortly after this. my father put into my hands
Condillac’s Traité des Sensations. and the “logical and metaphysical” volumes of
his Cours d'Etudes:; the first (notwithstanding the superficial resemblance be-
tween Condillac’s psychological system and my father's own theory) rather as a
warning than as an example?. I am not sure whether it was in this winter or the next
that 1 first read a history of the French Revolution. I learnt with astonishment that
the principles of democracy then apparently in so insignificant and hopeless a
minority everywhere in Europe, had borne down everything before them in France
thirty years earlier, and had been the creed of the nation. As may be supposed from
this, 1 had previously had a very vague idea of that great commotion. 1 knew
nothing about it except that the French had thrown off the absolute monarchy of
Louis 14th and 15th, had put the king and queen to death, guiliotined many
persons, one of whom was Lavoisier, and had ultimately fallen under the despot-
ism of Bonaparte. But from this time the subject took an immense hold of my
feelings. It allied itself with all my juvenile aspirations to the character of a_

a=9[Earlier version:] first four (the logical and metaphysical)

b=%Earlier versions'] M. Gergonne’s lectures had already given me Condillac's view of the analysis
of the mind. 1 read these books 1n a useless. neffectual way. not seeing any fallacy in them, but not
gaining from them any grasp or command of the subject. When my father afterwards questioned me and
made me give him an account of Condillac’s system he shewed me that Condillac’s seeming analyses of
all mental phenomena into sensation amounted to nothing, that he paid himself in words, and that 1 had
proved myself quite willing to be paid 1n words. 1 remember the impression which thts phrase, which
was then new to me, of paying 1n words, made on me [altered to read:] 1 was not then capable of



CHAPTER 111

Last Stage of Education, and First
of Self-Education

FOR THE FIRST YEAR OR TWO after my visit to France, I continued my old studies.
with the addition of some new ones. When I returned, my father was just fimshing
for the press his Elements of Political Economy, and he made me perform an
exercise on the manuscript, which Mr. Bentham practised on all his own writings,
making what he called “marginal contents™; a short abstract of every paragraph, to
enable the writer more easily to judge of, and improve, the order of the ideas. and
the general character of the exposition. Soon after, my father put into my hands
Condillac’s Traité des Sensations, and the logical and metaphysical volumes of his
Cours d’Etudes;, the first (notwithstanding the superficial resemblance between
Condillac’s psychological system and my father’s) quite as much for a warning as
for an example. 1 am not sure whether it was in this winter or the next that 1 first
read a history of the French Revolution.!*! 1 learnt with astonishment, that the
principles of democracy. then apparently in so insignificant and hopeless a minor-
ity everywhere in Europe. had borne all before them in France thirty years earlier,
and had been the creed of the nation. As may be supposed from this. I had
previously a very vague idea of that great commotion. I knew only that the French
had thrown off the absolute monarchy of Louis X1V and XV, had put the king and
queen to death, guillotined many persons, one of whom was Lavoisier. and had
ultimately fatlen under the despotism of Bonaparte. From this time, as was natural,
the subject took an immense hold of my feelings. It allied itself with all my juvenile
aspirations to the character of a democratic champion. What had happened so

[*Probably Frangois Emmanue! Toulongeon, Histoire de France. depuis la révolution de
1789, 4 vols. (Paris: Treuttel and Wurtz, 1801-10).]

perceiving. until 1t was explained to me. the superficiality and fallacy of Condillac’s psvchological
theory: so radically inferior to Hartley’s. notwithstanding the apparent resemblance. My father pointed
out to me, that Condillac’s seeming analyses of all mental phenomena into sensatuon. amounted to
nothing. and that he paid himself and endeavoured to pay others in words [In both of these discarded
versions HTM attempted alterations. and in the second she underscored “unnl it was explained to me”
and “My father pointed out to me, that” ]
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democratic champion. What had happened so lately, seemed as if it might easily
happen again: and the greatest glory 1 was capable of conceiving was that of
figuring, successful or unsuccessful, as a Girondist in an English Convention.

In the course of the winter of 1821/2 Mr. Austin. with whom at the time when I
went to France my father had but lately become acquainted, allowed me to read
Roman law with him. At this time my father. notwithstanding his abhorrence of the
chaos of barbarism called English law. had turned his thoughts towards the bar as
on the whole less ineligible for me than any other profession: and these readings of
Roman law with Mr. Austin, who had made “Bentham’s best‘ ideas his own and
added many others to them, were not only a valuable introduction to legal studies
but an important branch of general education. With Mr. Austin I went through
Heineccius on the Institutes, his Roman Antiquities, and part of his exposition of
the Pandects: with the addition of a considerable part of Blackstone. It was on this
occasion that my father. as a needful accompaniment to these studies, put into my
hands Bentham's principal speculations, as interpreted to the Continental world
and indeed to the world in general by Dumont, in the Traité de Légisiation. The
reading of this book was an event in my life: one of the turning points of my mental
history.

My previous education had been, in a great measure, a course of Benthamism.
The Benthamic standard of “‘the greatest happiness™ was that which I had always
been taught to apply: I was even familiar with an abstract discussion of it contained
in a manuscript dialogue on government, wrtten by my father on the Platonic
model ¢ . Yet in the first few pages of Bentham it burst on me with all the force of
novelty. What thus impressed me was the chapter in which Bentham examined the
common modes of reasoning on morals and legislation, deduced from phrases like
“law of nature.” “right reason.” “the moral sense,” “natural rectitude.” and the
like, and characterized them as dogmatism in disguise. imposing its own senti-
ments upon other people by the aid of sounding phrases which convey no reason
for the sentiment but set up the sentiment as its own reason. This struck me at once
as true ¢. The feeling rushed upon me that all previous moralists were superseded,
and® that here indeed was the commencement of a new era in thought. This
impression was strengthened by the manner in which Bentham gave a scientific
form to the application of the happiness principle to the morality of actions. by
analysing the various classes and orders of consequences. But what most of all
impressed me was the Classification of Offences; which is much more clear,
compact, and imposing in Dumont’s redaction than in the original work of

LLINTY

“~¢{Earlier version.] all Bentham's

“Cancelled text:] , which 1 had diligently studied

¢~¢[Earlier version:} . and ] immediately conceived a sovereign contempt for all previous moralists:
and felt
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lately, seemed as if it might easily happen again; and the most transcendant glory 1
was capable of conceiving, was that of figuring, successful or unsuccessful, as a
Girondist 1n an English Convention.

During the winter of 1821/2, Mr. John Austin, with whom at the time of my visit
to France my father had but lately become acquainted, kindly allowed me to read
Roman law with him. My father, notwithstanding his abhorrence of the chaos of
barbarism called English Law, had turned his thoughts towards the bar as on the
whole less ineligible for me than any other profession: and these readings with Mr.
Austin, who had made Bentham’s best ideas his own, and added much to them
from other sources and from his own mind. were not only a valuable introduction
to legal studies, but an important portion of general education. With Mr. Austin I
read Heineccius on the Institutes, his Roman Antiquities, and part of his exposition
of the Pandects; to which was added a considerable portion of Blackstone.!*! It was
at the commencement of these studies that my father, as a needful accompaniment
to them, put into my hands Bentham's principal speculations, as interpreted to the
Continent, and indeed to all the world, by Dumont, in the Traité de Législarion.
The reading of this book was an epoch in my life; one of the turning points in my
mental history.

My previous education had been, in a certain sense, already a course of
Benthamism. The Benthamic standard of “the greatest happiness” was that which
1 had always been taught to apply; I was even familiar with an abstract discussion
of it, forming an episode in an unpublished dialogue on Government, written by
my father on the Platonic model. Yet in the first pages of Bentham it burst upon me
with all the force of novelty. What thus impressed me was the chapter in which
Bentham passed judgment on the common modes of reasoning in morals and
legislation, deduced from phrases like “law of nature.” “right reason,” “the moral
sense,” “natural rectitude,” and the like, and characterized them as dogmatism in
disguise imposing its sentiments upon others under cover of sounding expressions
which convey no reason for the sentiment, but set up the sentiment as its own
reason.!" It had not struck me before, that Bentham's principle put an end to all
this. The feeling rushed upon me. that all previous moralists were superseded, and
that here indeed was the commencement of a new era in thought. This impression
was strengthened by the manner in which Bentham put into scientific form the
application of the happiness principle to the morality of actions, by analyzing the
various classes and orders of their consequences. But what struck me at that time
most of all, was the Classification of Offences; which is much more clear,
compact, and imposing. in Dumont’s redaction. than in the original work of

{*William Blackstone, Commentaries on the Laws of England (1765-69).]

["Mill's wording here 1s closer to the version in Jeremy Bentham's An Introductton to ihe
Principles of Morals and Legislation (London: Payne, 1789), Chap. ii. §xiv n. than to that
in Pierre Etienne Louis Dumont's redaction in Traités de législation civile et pénale. 3 vols.
(Paris: Bossange, Masson. and Besson. 1802), Chap. iii of Principes généraux de
législation, Vol. 1, pp. 10-21.]
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Bentham from which it was taken. Logic and the Dialogues of Plato, which had
formed so large a part of my intellectual training, had given me a great relish for
accurate classification: this taste had been strengthened and enlightened by the
study of botany, on the principles of the so called Natural Method which 1 had
taken up with great zeal / during my stay in France: and when 1 found scientific
classification applied to the large and complex subject of Punishable Acts, under
the guidance of the ethical principle of Pleasurable and Painful Consequences
followed out in the method of detail introduced into these subjects by Bentham, I
felt taken up to an eminence from which 1 could survey a vast mental domain and
see stretching out in the distance, intellectual results beyond all computation. As 1
proceeded farther. to this intellectual clearnes