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741. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 5. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

6. Benjamin Moran (1820-1886), assistant secretary and secretary of the United
States Legation in London, 1857-74. It was Moran who, in Dec., 1863, had transmitted
silver medals from the Union League of Philadelphia to JSM, Cairnes, and W. E.
Forster.



986 To John Elliot Cairnes Letter 741

more vague question, whether, in the opinion of Mr Ashworth,” or other
persons to whom business in both countries is familiar, the profits of capital
in the United States are or are not, higher than in England.

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

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

7. Henry Ashworth, author of A Tour in the United States, Cuba, and Canada
(London and Manchester, 1861).
8. See Letter 733.



Letter 742 To William Tallack 987

I take Macmillan, and was much interested by your article,® which makes
more distinct the idea I already had of the contract system in the mining
districts. Laing, in his Prize Essay,'® brought it forward many years ago as an
example of the cooperative principle.

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

Ever, Dear Sir, yours truly

J.S. MiLL

742. TO WILLIAM TALLACK1

Avignon
Jan. 18. 1865
SIR

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

J.S. ML
William Tallack Esq.

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

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

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

12. Rowland G. Hazard.

* #* % »

1. MS in Osborn Collection, Yale.

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

2. A Royal Commission, which included among its members Lord Stanley, John
Taylor Coleridge, John Bright, William Ewart, and Gathorne Hardy, had been ap-
pointed on July 8, 1864. Its findings were published in 1866 in Report of Commission
;(tf thde Provisions and Operations of the Laws of Capital Punishment in the United

ingdom,
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743. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!
Saint Véran, Avignon
Jan. 22. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

Jan. 31. [1865]
DEAR CHADWICK

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

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

3. George Peacock (1791-1858), mathematician; Lowndean professor of astronomy
and geometry, Cambridge, 1839-58; Dean of Ely, 1839-58; author of Treatise on
Algebra (2 vols., Cambridge, 1842—45), referred to by JSM in his Logic (8th ed.), II,
156 (II1, xxxiv, 6), in conjunction with De Morgan’s work.

* # * #

1. MS at UCL.

2. Address on Railway Reform (London, 1865), read at the first meeting of the
Department of Economy and Trade, of which Chadwick was president, of the NAPSS,
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question so completely decided by it as you seem to think. I cannot con-
veniently manage to be at the meeting this evening, but I shall be at the Club
on Friday® when I hope to hear the subject fully discussed by yourself and
others.

ever yours truly

J.S.Mi1LL

745. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES1

Blackheath
Feb. 4. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

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

2. The 6th ed.

3. Principles, p. xciv.

4. See Letter 741, n. 3.

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

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

Ever yours truly

J. S. MiLL

746. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 4. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J. S. MiLL
D~ Chapman
747. TO THOMAS HARE!
Blackheath
Feb. 4. 1865
DEAR S1r

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

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

8-33.

12 33 *® #* % »

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

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

* & & ®

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

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

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

With our kind regards to all your family I am

ever yours truly

J. S. MiLL

748. TO ROWLAND G. HAZARD!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 7 [18657]
DEAR SIR

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

I have been so busy with other subjects that I have not yet been able to
read your book on the Will.2 I preferred not to touch it until I could give
consecutive attention to it. I have read the greater part of your Essay on
Language® of which the purely metaphysical part pleased me much. The

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

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

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

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

. 6.
P * % #* =

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

2. See Letter 738, n. 2.

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

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

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J. S. MiLL

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

749. TO JOSEPH HENRY ALLEN1

Blackheath Park, Kent
Feb. 9. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1 am delighted that you now agree with me on the question of American
separation. D* Brown Séquard’s opinions* do not surprise me, both because
the scientific class have been very generally on the right side of the American
question, and because the actual sight of America generally corrects preju-
dices which 19 times out of 20 are the effect of pure ignorance. It is such
things as this which gauge the depth of British ignorance on all matters what-
ever outside of this island. What wonder that people are ignorant of America,
when they are equally ignorant, & equally ignorant of their ignorance, as to
Ireland? I agree with you in thinking Goldwin Smith entirely wrong in the
object of his last two letters.5

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

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

In haste
ever yours truly

J.S. MILL

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

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

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

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

Blackheath
Feb. 9. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

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

DEAR SIR

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

1. MS at Canberra.

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

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

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

1. MS at Melbourne.

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

I saw “Charlie in Australia” and thought it extremely good. I always take
the greatest interest in all you do, and shall hope to hear more from you,
when 1 see you, about the controversy in the Daily Telegraph® of which I
heard something but which my absence prevented me from seeing. I am Dear
Sir

very truly yours

J.S. ML

753. TO HENRY FAWCETT!

Blackheath
Feb. 10. 1865
DEAR MR FAWCETT

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

very truly yours

J.S. MiLL
Henry Fawcett Esq.

754. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!

Bllackheath]
Feb. 14. 1865

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

2. Not located.

3. On Jan. 5, 1865, a Mrs. M'Dermott appeared before a Westminster magistrate to
complain that her daughter Eliza, age 16, had been improperly induced to enter a
Catholic nunnery by Father Bowden of the Brompton Oratory. The Daily Telegraph
reported the case on Jan. 6, p. 6; on Jan. 9, pp. 4-5, in its second leader it attacked the
Brompton Oratory, summarized the case, and called for governmental visitation and
inspection of conventual establishments for both males and females. The resultant
controversy brought forth many letters both pro and con and several more leaders in
the Telegraph in January.

* * * *

1. MS at LSE .

* % = 8

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

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

755. TO MAX KYLLMANN1!

Bllackheath]
Feb. 15. 1865

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

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

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

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

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

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

2. See Rep. Govt., chap. vim.

3. See Letter 734, n. 10.

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

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

756. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!

B[lackheath]
Feb. 18 [1865]

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

757. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Blackheath
Feb. 22. 1865
Dear CHADWICK

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

5. For an abstract of one article by Louis Blanc, see Hare’s The Election of Repre-
sentatives, App. I, 3rd ed., pp. 340-43.

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

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

IR IR

1. MS at UCL.

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

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

ever yours truly

J.S.M1LL

758. TO HARRIET GROTE!

Blackheath
Feb. 22. 1865
DEAR MRS GROTE

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

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

With kind regards to Mr Grote

Ever dear Mrs Grote
Yours truly

J.S.M1LL

759. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath Park
Feb. 28. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

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

* * ¥ *

1. MS at LSE.

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

3. “Education at Public Schools,” North British Rev., XLI (June, 1864), 105-33.
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I have returned the proof of the article on Comte, and have asked the
printer for a revise. The second article is finished. I am Dear Sir

yours very truly
J.S. MiLL

760. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Bllackheath] P[ark]
March 2. 1865.

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

761. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 5. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

* X % *

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

762. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 6. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

ever yrs truly

J.S.M1LL
8. See Letter 760.
. % & =

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

Blackheath
March 6, 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

Shall I say anything from you to Lord Amberley?®

Yrs. very truly

J.S.MiLL

764. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

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

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

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

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

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

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

* * * *

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

Bflackheath] P[ark]
March 7, 1865

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

To be the representative of West® is an honour to which no one can be
insensible, & to have been selected as worthy of that honour by a body like
that in whose name you write not only without solicitation but without my
being personally known to them either in a public or private capacity is a
very signal one indeed.2 While it must ever command my sincere gratitude, it
is a proceeding which nothing but the truest public spirit could have dictated.
And the mode in which you propose to ascertain the sense of the electors
cannot be too highly applauded.® It is an example deserving to be imitated
by all popular constituencies & worthy of the rank which belongs historically
to Westminster as the head & front of the Reform party.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I am Dear Sir very sincerely & respectfully yours

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

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

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

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

With best wishes for your success at Leeds, I am

Dear Lord Amberley
yours very truly
J.S. MiLL
767. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!1
Blackheath
March 10, 1865

DEAR SIR

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

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

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

Ever y™ truly

J.S.MiLL

Monsieur Littré, membre de 1’Institut, 48, Rue de I'Ouest, Paris (four copies)
Monsieur Auguste Picard,? Place Coste Belle, Avignon, France.

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

Professor Bain, Aberdeen

Herbert Spencer Esq. 88 Kensington Gardens Square

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

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

Professor Cairnes, 74 Lower Mount Street, Dublin

Max Kylilmann Esq. Greenbank Fallowfield, Manchester

Viscount Amberley, 40 Dover Street

in all 14, leaving 6 copies for the author.

3. Amberley’s “Political Economy” appeared in WR, n.s. XXVIII (July, 1865}, 106~
33, as a review article on the People’s ed. of JSM’s Pol. Econ.
% # ® *
1. MS at LSE. MS of the list also at Canberra.
2. The preceding Letter. 3. See Letter 532, n. 2.
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768. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath Park
March 11. 1865

DEAR SIR

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

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

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

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

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

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

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

2. On Ireland. See Letters 728 and 761.

3. See Letter 761.

4. Principles, p. 414.

5. Not identified.
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769. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath Park
March 11, 1865
My DEAR GROTE

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

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

With our kind regards to Mrs Grote, believe me

ever yours truly

J.S. ML

770. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Blackheath Park

March 11. 1865.
DEAR SIR

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

1. MS at Brit. Mus.

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

3. “Grote’s Plato,” ER, CXXIII (April, 1866), 297-364; reprinted in Dissertations,
Brit. ed., IT1, 275-379, Am. ed., IV, 280-384.

4. See Letter 763,

* % ® »

1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. Published in Duncan, I, 155-56, Spen-
cer’s reply of March 13, MS also at Northwestern, is in Duncan, I, 156.
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with some of your opinions>—a thing for which I should never think of
apologising to you or any other advanced thinker: but it has so happened
that though our points of agreement very greatly exceed in number and im-
portance those of difference, the latter are those respecting which, accident-
ally, most has been said to the public, on my side at least. What I have now
written, however, will give a very false impression of my feelings, if it raises
any idea but that of minor differences of opinion between allies and fellow-
combatants. In a larger volume® which I shall soon have the pleasure of offer-
ing to you, there will be little or nothing to qualify the expression of the very
high value I attach to your philosophical labours.

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML
Herbert Spencer Esq.

771. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Blackheath
March 15. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

3. Hamilton.

*® ® & &

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

2. See Letters 741, 745, 760, and 762.



1012 To Thomas Bayley Potter Letter 772

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

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

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

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

772. TO THOMAS BAYLEY POTTER!

Blackheath Park, March 16, 1865.

DEAR SIR,—Nothing can, to my estimation, be more desirable than that
you should take an active part in the projected Reform Conference (the
London Conference).2 It is of vast importance that any great public cause
should be taken up by men who are not (in the phraseology of the great
English revolution) self-seekers; and you, having been at the head of a
valuable popular organisation,® would very probably be urged to render a
similar office to the new one which it is proposed to form. Of course the

3. See Letters 761, n. 5.

% ¥ ¥

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Lastly, I could not support the ballot.

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

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

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

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

J.S. M1LL

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

B[lackheath] P[ark]
March 16. 1865.

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

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

774. TO GEORGE GROTE!

Blackheath
March 17, [1865]
My DEAR GROTE

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

Ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL

775. TO LORD AMBERLEY?

Blackheath Park
March 18, 1865
DEAR LORD AMBERLEY

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

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

L )
1. MS at Brit. Mus.
LN I )

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

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

With our kind regards to Lady Amberley, I am

Dear Lord Amberley
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL
776. TO [HENRY PITMANJ!

Blackheath Park, March 18, [1865]

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

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

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

J.S.MiLL

777. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!

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

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

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

March 18, p. 6. The speech was on the extension of the suffrage.
% % ¥

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

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

* ® ® =

1. MS at Arsenal.

2. Charles Duveyrier (1803-1866), earlier, one of the leading writers among the
Saint-Simonians. See Earlier Letters.
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Aurons-nous bientdt la suite de votre travail sur les Evangiles?® Si la
seconde partie vaut la premiére sa valeur sera grande. J’attends avec un vif
intérét votre opinion sur les écrits attribués 4 Saint-Jean.

Veuillez me rappeler au bon souvenir de votre frere,

votre tout dévoué

J.S.MiLL

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

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

J.S. MILL.
William Todd, Esq.
779. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!
Blackheath
March 22. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

3. Apparently d’Eichthal did not complete this work. See Letter 628, n. 2.
* * ® *
1. MS not located. Published in Newcastle Daily Chronicle, May 23, 1865, p. 3.
William Todd, identified only as a grocer of Gateshead, and author of Parliamentary
Reform. The Franchise. Being a series of articles originally published in the Newcastle
Weekly Chronicle (Newcastle-on-Tyne, 1865). The main principle of Todd’s plan was
to base the franchise on payment of a house tax rather than of the poor-rate, and he
offered a scheme for the machinery to carry out his proposal.
* * * *

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

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

3. In his letter of March 13, Cairnes said: “I see my observations on American
wages and profits in their connexion with the theory of profit did not hit the mark; and
I fear I must now relinquish the hope—I might say the ambition—of doing this, as on
the assumption that the exposition I gave was correct—which you concede to me~1I am
unable to perceive where the difficulty lies: in short the scientific problem seems to me
to be solved.”
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has been given by myself in a subsequent place, Book III, ch. xix, 2 (vol. ii.
p. 156 of the fifth edition. )*

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

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

780. TO HENRY FAWCETT!

Blackheath
March 22. 1865
DEAR MR FAWCETT

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

Dear Mr Fawecett
ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

4. Principles, p. 619.

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

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

* * %

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

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

Bllackheath] P[ark]
March 22. 1865

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

782. TO THOMAS HARE!

Blackheath
March 23. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

2. See Letter 776, n. 2.

*® % & &

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

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

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

Ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

783. TO JOHN PLUMMER!

Blackheath
March 24, 1865
DEAR SIR

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

In haste
yours very truly

J.S.MILL

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

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

* % & »

1. MS at Melbourne.
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784. TO LOUIS BLANC?

Blackheath Park
le 25 mars 1865
MoN CHER MONSIEUR Louis BLANC

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

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

Tout & vous

J.S. MILL

785. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath
March 25. 1865
DEAR SIr

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

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL

786. TO AUGUSTUS DE MORGAN!

Blackheath Park
March 27. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

1. MS at Bibliothéque Nationale. 2. Not located.

3. Lettres sur PAngleterre, 1st ser. (Paris, 1865-66); 2nd ser. (Paris, 1866—67).
* * * *

1. MS at LSE. 2. Of his first article on Comte.

* * *

1. MS and MS copy at UCL. In reply to De Morgan’s letters of Feb. 5 and March
26, published in Sophia De Morgan, Memoir of Augustus De Morgan, pp. 328-31.
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read it again for the fourth or fifth time, and find a great deal of meaning in it.
To understand it entirely I must wait for your promised paper.2 But I have
little doubt that you will find out, and make intelligible at all events to psy-
chologists, whatever there is to be found out in that direction.

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

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

Yours very truly
J.S.MiLL

787. TO HARRIET ISABELLA MILL!

Blackheath
March 27, 1865
DEAR HARRIET

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

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

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

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

* * % =

1. MS in 1943 in the possession of Mr. S. M. Colman. See Letters 542, 645, and 792.



1024 To Lord Amberley Letter 788

on the 11th. The interpretation you put upon the reservation of certain lands
is probably the true one.
I enclose stamps for 1s 4d which if I remember right was the amount of
surplus postage one of my letters cost you.
JS.M.

788. TO LORD AMBERLEY1

Blackheath Park
April 2, 1865
DEAR LORD AMBERLEY

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

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

Dear Lord Amberley
very truly yours

J.S.MiLL

789. TO JOHN CHAPMAN!

Blackheath
April 2. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

2. See Letter 775.

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

. * % % =

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

I am Dear Sir
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

790. TO EDWIN CHADWICK1!

Blackheath
April 4. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

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

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

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

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

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

1. MS at UCL.

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

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

Blackheath
April 6. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

2. See Letter 779.

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

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

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

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

ever yours truly

J.S. MiLL

792. TO HARRIET ISABELLA MILL1

Blackheath
April 6 [1865]
DEAR HARRIET

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

JSM.

793. TO RICHARD HOLT HUTTON!

Blackheath Park
April 7. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

6. Letter 765.

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

8. The well-known grocery firm.

9. The firm founded in 1837 by Robert Debenham (1786-1854).
- w @

1. MS at LSE. See Letter 787.
. % o n

1. MS at LSE.

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

proprietor and editor of Sp. in 1861.
2. See Letters 776 and 780.



1028 To Thomas Bayley Potter Letter 794

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

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

The subscriptions I have as yet collected are

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

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

R. H. Hutton Esq.

794. TO THOMAS BAYLEY POTTER!

Blackheath Park, April 7, 1865.

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

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

I am, dear Sir, yours truly

J.S. ML
3. See Letter 781.

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

Blackheath Park
April 9, 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

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

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

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer I am

Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S.M1LL

1. MS at LSE.

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

* * »on

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

Blackheath
April 11. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

I leave for Avignon this evening.

yours very truly

J.S. ML

798. TO HENRY FAWCETT?

Paris
April 12, 1865
DEAR MR FAWCETT

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

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

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

% % % =
1. MS at LSE. 2. See Letters 780, n. 3, and 793.
3. They were not published. 4. See Letter 782, n. 3.
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which I have seen give no idea at all of what was said, but I was glad to see
that the Times reporter stated well and clearly the plan itself. Altogether it
will have had a lift upwards by the meeting.
Iam Dear Mr Fawcett
yours very truly

J.S.MiLL

799. TO JAMES BEAL!

[Avignon]
[April 17, 1865]

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

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

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

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins. Published in Elliot, II, 22-26, in Daily News, April
21, 186S, p. 4, Morning Advertiser, April 21, p. 3, and The Times, April 21, p. 7. In
reply to Beal’s of April 12, 1865, MS also at Johns Hopkins. Elliot dates as of April 19,
but see Letter 800. The MS copy in the Chadwick collection at UCL is in Helen
Taylor’s hand; the last page of the MS copy contains JSM’s letter to Chadwick of
April 17.

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

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

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

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

2. 1 prefer a mixed system of direct & indirect taxation to either alone. If
the attempt were made to raise so large a revenue as ours after all due re-
trenchments would still be exclusively by direct taxation, I do not know of any
taxes, in themselves just, which, under such strong pecuniary temptation,
would not be successfully evaded. The evasions of the income tax are already
a disgrace to the national morality. I would in no case tax any of the neces-
saries of life; but if even a working man expends in luxuries for himself, &

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



1034 To James Beal Letter 799

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

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

7. 1am decidedly of opinion that landed property sh® be subject to the Pro-
bate Duty, & that property in settlement should pay succession duty on its
full value & not, as at present, only on the value of the life interest.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

yrs ever truly,
J.S. MiLL

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

3. The cheap editions of JSM’s works.

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

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

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

very truly yours
J.S. ML

802. TO JOSHUA FAYLE!

Avignon
April 24, 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

yours very faithfully

J. S. MiLL
Jos. Fayle Esq.

1. MS at LSE.

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

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

% 5 »

1. MS at LSE.

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

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

3. Letter 799.
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803. TO WILLIAM E. HICKSON1?

Saint Véran
Avignon
April 24, 1865
DEeAR HICKSON

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

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

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

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

ever yours truly

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

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

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

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

4. Cobden died April 2, 1865.

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

Saint Véran. Avignon
April 28. 1865

DEeAR CHADWICK

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

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

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

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

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

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

J. S. MiLL

805. TO GEORGE JACOB HOLYOAKE!

Avignon
April 28 1865
DEAR SIR—

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

Iam
yours very truly

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

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

LR N I

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

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

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

Saint Véran, Avignon, April 30 1865

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

807. TO WILLIAM LONGMAN!

S[aint] V[éran]
April 30, 1865

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

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

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

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

LR IR IR

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

2. Longman had reported that Rep. Govr. had been advertised in error at two
shillings instead of 2s5.6d as the agreement specified, and Pol. Econ. at 5s instead of
7s (on the first four thousand copies, after which the price was to be reduced to 5s).
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thought it advantageous to begin at once with the lower price. I would make
any sacrifice rather than consent to fixing the price of the Pol. Ec. higher than
the one announced, as it would look like breaking faith with the public. But
I feel the same objection as before to binding myself by a permanent engage-
ment which would prevent the plates from ever returning to me. I am most
willing that you should retain as many copies beyond the 8000 as will indem-
nify you for what you would otherwise lose by your mistake. The loss being
2/6 on each of 4000 copies, 2000 copies additional at 5/— would compensate
you for this, but would leave you losers by the paper & press work of the
2000 & for that I am ready to add as many more copies as you think sufficient
to indemnify you, leaving the stipulation about the subsequent sale as it al-
ready stands, viz, that you should continue to publish the editions at half
profit for five years after the sale of the whole number of copies agreed on.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

* % # =

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

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

809. TO JOHN PLUMMER!
Avignon
May 1. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer I am

Dear Sir
ever yours truly

J.S.MILL

810. TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT!

Avignon
May 1. 1865
DEAR SIrR

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

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

* % ® »

1. MS at Melbourne.

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

L 2R R I )

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

J.S.MiLL

811. TO HENRY SODEN!

Avignon
May 2. 1865

DEAR SiR—I have just received your letter, dated 25th Feb”.

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

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

IR I I

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

Soden has been identified only as a resident of Melbourne.

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

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

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

812. TO WILLIAM E. HICKSON!1

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 3, 1865
DEAR HICKSON

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

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

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

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

2. See Letter 803, n. 5.

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

ever yours truly

J. S. MiLL

813. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!

Avignon
le 5 mai 1865

Je voudrais bien, mon cher d’Eichthal, pouvoir répondre a votre lettre,
comme M. Blackie,? par une lettre en grec: IToA\oD ye kal 8el; émel wavrés
raXhov, & oike, Bovhoiuny dv.> Assurément la nation grecque vous doit
de la reconnaissance, ainsi que, en second lieu, 4 M. Duruy.* Du reste,
elle me semble déja bien avancée dans le chemin de la restauration gram-
maticale de son ancienne langue. Jugez de ma satisfaction quand j’ai vu, dans
la redaction de sa nouvelle Constitution,® qu’elle avait repris possession com-
plete du cas datif. Aprés cela il ne lui reste guére a reprendre que linfinitif,
chose trés importante, mais nullement plus difficile 4 regagner.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Bien des salutations a votre frére et 3 Duveyrier,

Tout 2 vous

J. S. MILL

814. TO EMILE LITTRE!

S[t] VIéran]
May 11. 1865

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

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

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

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

% # 5 #

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

2. See Letter 763, n. 3.

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

Si un journal a dit que je sollicite des électeurs, ce journal se trompe: ce
sont des électeurs qui m’ont sollicité. On m’a porté candidat presque malgré
moi. J’ai refusé de rien faire de ce que font ordinairement chez nous les can-
didats. Je n’ai fait que ce qu’ils ne font guére c. 4. d. une profession de foi par-
faitement sincére. Au reste je pense avec M. Comte que, sauf des circon-
stances exceptionelles et transitoires, la place des philosophes n’est pas dans
le gouvernement, et malgré mes 35 ans des fonctions administratives je ne me
regarde pas comme une exception. Vous savez que dans I'idée que je me fais
des assemblées délibérantes, elles doivent étre un lieu de discussion plut6t que
d’action, et si je consentais a y siéger ce serait pour n’y exercer qu'un pouvoir
spirituel. P. L. Courier* disait que, presque seul parmi les Frangais, il ne
voulait pas étre roi: si’on me nommait & la chambre jy serais probablement
le seul député qui ne voudrait pas étre ministre.

815. TO FREDERICK DENISON MAURICE!

S[t]V[éran]
May 11. 1865

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

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

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

2. Hamilton.

3. Chap. vi1, “The Philosophy of the Conditioned, as Applied by Mr. Mansel to the
Limits of Religious Thought.” A bitter controversy between Maurice and Mansel had
followed the publication in 1858 of the latter’s Bampton Lectures, The Limits of Reli-
gious Thought. Maurice replied in What is Revelation? (Cambridge, London, 1859).
Mansel responded with An Examination of F. D. Maurice’s Strictures on the Bampton
Lectures of 1858 (London, 1859). Maurice then published a reply to this in 4 Sequel
to the Enquiry What is Revelation? (Cambridge, London, 1860).
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I sympathize with the feeling of (if I may so call it) mental loneliness which
shews itself in your letter & sometimes in your published writings. In our age
& country, every person with any mental power at all, who both thinks for
himself & has a conscience, must feel himself, to a very great degree, alone.
I sh? think you have decidedly more people who are in real communion of
thoughts, feelings & purposes with you than I have. I am in this supremely
happy, that I have had, & even now have, that communion in the fullest de-
gree where it is most valuable of all, in my own home. But I have it nowhere
else; & if people did but know how much more precious to me is the faintest
approach to it, than all the noisy eulogiums in the world! The sole value to
me of these is that they dispose a greater number of people to listen to what
I am able to say to them; & they are an admonition to me to make as much of
that kind of hay as I can before the sun gives over shining. What is happening
just now is the coming to the surface of a good deal of influence which I had
been insensibly acquiring without knowing it; & there are to me many signs
that you are exercising a very considerable influence of the same kind, though
you yourself seem to think the contrary.

816. TO JOHN PLUMMER1

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 11. 1865
DEAR Sir

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

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

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer

ever yours truly

J.S.M1LL
1. MS at Melbourne. 2. See Letter 772, n. 1.
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817. TO HENRY BOWIE!

Avignon
May 13. 1865
SR

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

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

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

818. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 15. 1865
DEAR CHADWICK

I have been so very busy, and have had, besides, so many letters to write,
that I am very tardy in replying to your interesting letter of April 29. We were
greatly amused by the “election humours” which it communicates, and by
the comments you report on the injudiciousness of my second letter.2 I do

1. MS at NLS.

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

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

* % * =

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ever yours truly

J.S.MiLL

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

819. TO PARKE GODWIN!

Avignon
May 15. 1865

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

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

7. Probably the one reproduced in Elliot, II, opp. p. 233.

* * * »

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

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

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

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

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

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

DEAR SIR

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

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

I have the Saturday Review.

With our kind remembrances to Mrs Plummer I am

Dear Sir
yours very truly
J.S. MiLL
821. TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL!
Avignon
le 23 mai 1865

MoON cHER D’EICHTHAL

Merci de votre brochure sur “I'usage pratique de 1a langue grecque comme
langue internationale™? et des deux journaux grecs de Trieste.® La premiére
me fait désirer la complétion de 'ouvrage dont elle forme le commencement.

1. MS at Melbourne.

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

% # * »

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

2. See Letter 813, n. 6.

3. One of these was probably the periodical referred to in n. 6.
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Les derniers montrent bien 'enthousiasme que votre proposition excite trés
naturellement chez les esprits Helléniques. Je lis assez facilement le Grec
moderne, & quoi, en effet, il suffit de posséder une certaine connaissance de la
langue ancienne, et d’avoir lu une grammaire quelconque de la moderne:
car, dans le vocabulaire, toute ce qui n’est pas grec ancien est une imitation
assez dréle des mots occidentaux et surtout frangais. Je n’ai jamais ri de meil-
leur coeur que lorsqu’a ma premiére visite 4 la poste aux lettres d’Athénes, je
vis devant moi une affiche commencant par ces mots: ‘H yewxn dicvfovois 78
‘EXArikwy éruocokadewwy *Eidorouel.?

Je trouve 'article de Littré® fort bon, et votre letire dans la Clio® excellente.
Ce serait, sans doute, difficile de faire dans la langue ordinaire la restauration
grammaticale que vous proposez. Mais aprés tout ce que les Grecs ont déja
fait dans ce genre, il ne faut désespérer de rien. D’ailleurs Pinstruction que
regoivent 4 peu prés tous les enfants (au moins méles) dans I'ancienne langue,
rend ces changements beaucoup moins difficiles, puisque les formes restaurées
seraient tout d’abord comprises.

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

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

Ce serait une bonne fortune pour moi que de vous voir 3 Avignon: mais,
pour le moment, je n’en ai guére P'espoir; car je me propose de partir en cinq
jours pour une tournée dans les Cévennes et en Auvergne, aprés quoi je ne
serai ici que pendant deux ou trois jours au commencement de juillet avant de
partir pour I’Angleterre, ol je passe habituellement la moitié de I’année.
L’élection de Westminster n’est pour rien dans mon retour. Cette élection se
fait absolument sans moi.® Je ne compte pas du tout sur le succes, mais s’il
arrive, il en sera d’autant plus honorable pour moi et pour les électeurs.

Je vous serre la main.

J.S. ML

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

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

6. Clio was a Greek paper published in Trieste.

7. John Stuart Blackie.

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

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

Avignon
May 24, 1865
DEAR SIR

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

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

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

* * O *

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

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

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

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

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

I am Dear Sir
yours very sincerely

J.S.MiLL
Edwin L. Godkin Esq.

823. TO WILLIAM WHEWELL?!

Avignon
May 24. 1865

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

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

1. MS draft at Johns Hopkins, as is also Whewell’s letter of May 15 acknowledging
JSM’s gift of a copy of his Examination of Sir William Hamilton’s Philosophy. Pub-
lished in Elliot, 11, 36-37.

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

very truly & respectfully yours

824. TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 28. 1865
DEAR Sir

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

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

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

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

2. See Letters 809, 812, and 819.

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

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

5. “Liberalism and Democracy,” Reader, V (May 20, 1865), 566-67. On a speech
in the House of Commons on May 3 by Robert Lowe, attacking de Tocqueville and the
advance of democracy. Robert Lowe, later 1st Viscount Sherbrooke (1811-1892),
politician, MP for Kidderminster, 1852-59, for Calne, 185967, and for London Uni-
versity, 1868—80; chancellor of the exchequer, 1868-73.
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the leader, by Huxley,® particularly so, notwithstanding what I venture to
think heretical physiology, which, however, he clearly sees, and as clearly
shews, not to affect in the smallest degree the moral, political, or educational
questions, either as regards negroes or women. I wish, however, that the
Reader did not cultivate a tone of flippant attack, often on very slender
grounds which is infinitely more offensive than damaging to the persons at-
tacked. The Saturday Review, with much more real matter, manages these
things much better. Do you know the editor?” He seems to me to be amen-
able to good influences, and worth cultivating.

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

Ever yours truly
J.S.MiLL

825. TO EDWIN CHADWICK!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 28, 1865
DeAR CHADWICK

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

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

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

7. JSM probably means the new editor of the Reader. William Fraser Rae, rather
than John Douglas Cook (18087-1868). editor of SR, 1855-68.

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

* % % *

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

J.S. MILL.

826. TO THOMAS HARE!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 29. 1865
DEAR SIr

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

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

2. See Letter 782, n. 3.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

With our kind regards to all your family

ever yours truly

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

827. TO HERBERT SPENCER!

Saint Véran, Avignon
May 29. 1865
DEAR SIR

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

7. See Letter 769. 8. See Letter 761, n. 6.
% ® & @

1. MS draft and MS copy at Northwestern. In reply to Spencer’s of May 26, MS
also at Northwestern. First paragraph of JSM’s letter is in Spencer, Autobiography,
1I, 141, and most of the second paragraph in Duncan, I, 154-55.

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

I am Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. ML

828. TO MAX KYLLMANN1

S[aint] V[éran]
May 30, 1865

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

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

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

5. See Letter 791, n. 3.

* % * *

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

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

2. See Letter 826, n. 5.

3. See ibid., n. 6.

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

Avignon
May 31. 1865

DEAR SIR

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

Iam Dear Sir
very truly yours

J.S. MiLL
W. F. Rae Esq.

830. TO CHARLES LORING BRACE!

[June, 1865]

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

1. MS in the Osborn Collection, Yale.

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

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

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

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

Bagnols les Bains, Lozere
June 7, 1865
DEAR Sir

I am writing to you from a little place in the mountains of Central France,
where we are making a short excursion. I have not liked to write until I had
read your treatise on Freewill.2 I have now done so, with great admiration in
many respects, but I am unable to say that it has made any alteration in my
opinion. It is very clearly thought and expressed, and draws some metaphysi-
cal distinctions which though quite correct are often disregarded, for instance,
that fundamental one between volition and choice. There is great acuteness
too in much of the polemic with Edwards,? though I think that he might have
found much to say in reply to it, and that you have sometimes refuted rather
his expressions than his thoughts. But I do not find that your arguments in
any way touch the doctrine of so-called Necessity as I hold it. You allow that
volition requires the previous existence of two things, which the mind itself
did not make, at least directly, nor, in most cases, at all: a knowledge, and a
want. You consider as the peculiarity of a free cause, that its determinations
do not depend on the past, but on a preconception of the future. But though
the knowledge and the want refer to what is future, the knowledge and the
want themselves are not future facts, but present, or rather past, facts, for they
must eXist previous to the volitional act. You seem to admit not only that the
knowledge and want are conditions precedent to the will, but that the charac-
ter of the will invariably corresponds to that of the knowledge and want,
and that any variation in either of these determines, or at least is sure to be
followed by, a corresponding variation in the volition. Now this is all that I,
as a necessitarian, require. I do not believe in anything real corresponding
to the phrases Necessity, Causal Force or the like. I acknowledge no other
link between cause and effect, even when both are purely material, than
invariability of sequence, from which arises possibility of prediction. And
this it seems to me, on your own shewing, exists equally between volitions
and the mental antecedents by which you allow that they are and must be
preceded.

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

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

2. See Letter 738, n. 2.

3. Book II of Hazard’s treatise is entitled “Review of Edwards on the Will” (Jona-
than Edwards’ 4 Careful and Strict Enquiry into the Modern Prevailing Notions of
that Freedom of Will which is Supposed Essential to Moral Agency, Vertue and Vice,
Reward and Punishment, Praise and Blame, first published in 1754).

4. Chap. xv1, “Sir William Hamilton’s Theory of Causation.”



