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1869
1370.

TO PARKE GODWIN1
A[vignon]

Jan. 1. 1869

Dear Mr Godwin—

It gave me great pleasure to hear from you & especially to receive a letter shewing so
fundamental an agreement in our mode of thinking on the great questions of the
future. The emancipation of women, & cooperative production, are, I fully believe,
the two great changes that will regenerate society. But though the latter of these may
grow up without much help from the action of Parliaments & Congresses, the former
cannot. [ have always thought with you that the abstinence of many of the best minds
in America from political life was to a great degree accounted for by the fact that
America, as a rule, needs very little governing. But the present is surely a time in
which, even in America, the action of legislation & administration is of transcendant
importance; & in the old & complicated societies of Europe the need of political
action is always, more or less, what exceptional circumstances make it in America at
present. Moreover, a place in Parliament is, in England, a vantage ground from which
opinions can be promulgated to a larger audience & with a far greater probability of
being listened to, than from any other position except perhaps that of the editor of a
widely circulated daily paper. It was with this hope principally that I accepted a seat
in Parliament, & on the one subject at least, the political enfranchisement of women,
the results have far exceeded my expectation. It is doubtful whether there remains
anything of the first importance which I could more effectually help forward by being
in Parl'. Personal representation, the greatest political improvement after women’s
suffrage which remains to be made, I can help, perhaps as effectively, by my writings.
I am therefore quite content on public grounds to be no longer a member of the
House, while on private my release justifies and more than justifies, your
congratulations.

If you are in England in March or April I shall hope to see you & to compare notes
with you on many subjects both American & general.
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1371.

TO HENRY MAINE1L
A[vignon]

Jan. 1. 1869

My Dear Sir—

The painfully interesting papers2 which you kindly forwarded to me have impressed
me with a very strong sense of the degree in which official opinion has retrograded in
India since I ceased to be a regular reader of Indian official correspondence.3 When I
left the India House the feeling that the actual cultivators had claims upon us which
we could not ignore was leading to plans for revising in their favour, so far as was still
possible even the system established by Lord Cornwallis in Bengal proper;4 Act 10 of
1859,5 with the provisions of which I am very imperfectly acquainted, was, I believe
the fruit of this movement. Now, however, there seems to be a reaction towards
landlordism of the present English type, at the very time when in England opinion is,
though slowly, beginning to turn the contrary way. And, what is most of all
deplorable, this reaction seems to be chiefly among the younger men. I do not
maintain that the evil is to be ascribed to the constitutional change made in 1858,6 for
it is very probable that the mutiny & its consequences would have wrought the same
change for the worse if the old organ of government had continued. The greater fear
of the natives, & desire of conciliating the natives, which have existed since the
mutiny (“the natives” being as usual a mere synonym for the powerful classes, the
great landholders) have discredited the ideas of protection to the interests of the great
mass of the population which in a more or less enlightened shape had been the
animating principle of Indian government for a whole generation. The Talockdars of
Oude, the very men whose atrocities were the defence pleaded for the annexation of
the country,7 have been made by us greater men than they ever were; & now
everybody, even though a peasant, on whom it is possible to fasten the name of a
proprietor is in the opinion of an apparently powerful party, to be treated as if the land
& its inhabitants only existed for his benefit. These notions, which I am afraid are
ruling the local administration of the Central Provinces as well as the Punjab,
naturally find warm support from the ignorant, arriéré, prejudiced & bigotted Toryism
of Sir W. Mansfield.8 Until now the strong contrary convictions of Sir John
Lawrence9 have moderated the mischief, but India has now got an Irish landlord to
rule over her:10 & it is quite uncertain whether his official superior the Duke of
Argyll will be any check upon his landlordism.11 There has been no more determined
defender than the Duke, of the evictions, in utter defiance of customary & traditional
ideas of rights, which have depopulated the North of Scotland.

To look at the matter on another side: is it not monstrous that young settlement
officers]12 should have had it in their power, without express authorisation or
instructions from the Government to reduce to the condition of mere tenants at will in
a single district 46000 out of 60000 cultivators who had been declared at the former
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settlement to have rights of occupancy?13 & that too when they had been so declared
on the ground, equitable enough under the circumstances, of continuous occupation
for a minimum period of 12 years, which 10 or 15 years additional occupancy under
our rule had increased to a quarter of a century. All this disturbance of recognised
rights and authorised expectations, so great an evil anywhere & one of the greatest in
India, is incurred for the sake of a retrograde step in economics & social organisation!
[ hope I am not wrong in collecting from the discussion in Council that these divisions
of the Settlement officers will not be upheld unless when they would have been valid
divisions under the Act just passed.14 A great part of these however would have been
valid under the Act, especially in the case of tenants who have at any time made an
admission of their having no rights of occupancy, which I perceive they did in 19000
out of the 46000 cases, & I agree with you in profoundly distrusting these admissions;
not only for the very sufficient reasons stated by you in Council, nor only from the
great probability that the admissions were often obtained by unfair means, but also
from the little value which the natives of India habitually attach to admissions against
their own interest, because they have not been accustomed to expect that they will be
held bound by them.

Except the exclusion of so large a number of cases from its benefits, I do not see
much to complain of in the terms of the compromise established by the new Act. The
distinction between Khoodkaust ryots & Pyekaust ryots15 is familiar to all
administrators of Northern India, the former being understood to have an inherited
right of occupancy of ancient date, while the latter belong to families who have
arrived at a comparatively late period & remained on tolerance; though I am not sure
that the Pyekaust ryots are always strictly tenants at will. Supposing then that all are
allowed rights of occupancy who have a just claim to them, then, when there is no
evidence of a right to hold at a fixed rent, it seems as much as they could expect that
their rent should be fixed by law at 15 per cent less (your letter by a lapsus calamil6
says 15 per cent more) than the rent paid by tenants who have no right of occupancy.
It is however a defect that while there is a power given to the proprietor to buy out, on
certain terms of compensation the rights of the tenant, the Act gives no power to the
tenant to buy out the rights of the landlord. As was well said in the discussion, this is
as if the English Copyhold Commission,17 instead of enabling the copyholder to
redeem the legal claim of the lord of the manor, had empowered the lord to turn out
the copyholder for a compensation. This omission in the Act admits of being
corrected by subsequent legislation. But unless it is done this year you will not be
there to do it, & who can tell how your place may be filled?

It has given me great pleasure that your health does not seem to have suffered from
your residence in India. You will find abundant work for one like you in England,
much of it such as few have anything like your qualifications for performing. I hope
that such personal acquaintance with you as I have ever had the good fortune of
enjoyingl8 will be not only renewed but greatly improved after your return to Europe.
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1372.

TO DUNCAN McLAREN1
A[vignon]

Jan. 3. 1869

Dear Mr MCLaren—

I need hardly say that I am very much gratified by your kind letter. I know that you &
Mrs M Laren acted for the best & I agree with you that the publication of my letter to
her may do some good.2 As a rule however I prefer that my letters should not be
made public unless they were written with a view to the contingency of their being so,
& I have seen with regret several recent instances in which publicity has been given to
them without my consent:3 not that I shrink from exposure to criticism, which any
public man, even any writer, ought to welcome, from however hostile a quarter; but
because, when writing confidentially to friends who feel as one does oneself, one
takes many things for granted which would require explanation to general readers, &
one does not guard one’s expressions as prudence & courtesy would require one to do
in addressing oneself to those who differ from one. All the letters of mine which have
lately been published have been treated by the newspapers exactly as if they had been
written for the public & sent to the editors by myself.

It is, as a general rule, best, I think, to ask the writer’s consent before publishing a
letter. This is so flattering a thing to do that there can never be any difficulty in doing
it.

I am particularly pleased at your approbation of the last sentence of my letter4
because I can share in it myself, for it was dictated to me as I wrote it word for word

by my dear daughter. We always agree in sentiments but she sometimes can find
better words to put them in than I can myself.

1373.

TO MANTON MARBLE]1

Avignon

Jan 5, 1869

Dear Sir

I beg to acknowledge your letter of Nov. 7. I did not before know to whom I was
indebted for the copies of the World. I could perceive that they were sent on account
of the reports of the proceedings of the Labour Congress,2 and I availed myself of
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them to look through those reports, which are doubly interesting to me, by the
indications they afford of what is going on in the minds of Americans and in those of
the working men. In regard to the other matters touched on in your letter, I am very
glad to have your assurance that the payment of the debt in greenbacks is not
supported by the Democratic party.3 It is satisfactory at all events, to know that so
influential a democratic journal as the World is opposed to it. On the subject of free
trade, I have always counted on finding the Democratic party the sounder of the two:
and when the question of reconstruction is settled (which, to my thinking, it can never
be on the principles of the Democratic party) I look forward to a rearrangement of
parties, in which free trade will come into the first rank, and in which representation
of minorities may also become prominent: and I may then perhaps be more in
sympathy with the Democratic party, and less with those who oppose it, than [ now
am. Even now I have friends and correspondents among the Democratic party, and [
am as desirous to do full justice to that party as I am to all parties in my own country.
Neither do I see that any injustice was done them in my published letter.4 If they
allow their elected Convention to profess, for electioneering purposes, doctrines
which are not theirs, a stranger is not in fault if, until those doctrines are disavowed,
he concludes them to be the doctrines of the party: but I did not do so; I merely
expressed my alarm at their being in the programme.

I Am Dear Sir
Yours Very Faithfully

J. S. Mill

Manton Marble Esq
1374.

TO GEORGE W. SMALLEY1
A[vignon]

Jan. 6. 1869

Dear Sir

I am much obliged to you for sending me the Tribunes.2 I need hardly say that your
letters are most gratifying to myself personally, & that I have read with great interest
the picture of the elections as they presented themselves to your mind. In regard to the
West" election I think your first impression of the cause of my defeat was more
correct than your subsequent one.3 I may have lost a good many votes by the
Bradlaugh business, but not so many as to account for the great difference between
Smith’s number at the poll & mine.
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On one point I ought to correct your impression. You say it is reported that I spent a
great deal of money, some £1100, on my first election & was expected to spend as
much more on the second. I was not aware that such things had been said or thought
by any one. It is a literal fact that neither of my contests has cost me one penny
directly or indirectly. You are right in thinking that I both could and would have paid
the expenses had I thought it desirable on public grounds to do so; but having said that
I would not I thought it right to adhere to my word, for nothing does more mischief
than high-flown professions which are only intended to be taken cum grano salis by
the initiated.

Republican opinions certainly seem to have a much greater number of partisans in
Spain than was supposed,4 & the number is likely to increase as the prospect becomes
more familiar to people’s minds in the absence of any generally acceptable candidate
for the throne.5 But it strikes me that it would be a great mistake on the part of the
Republicans to include a President in their programme. They should have a mere
Prime Minister, removable by the Cortes. Even in America the inconvenience is very
great of having a President & a Congress who if hostile to one another, cannot either
of them get rid of the other for what may be several years: & in any Continental
European country the almost certain consequence of discord between the two
authorities would be a coup d’état by the one which has troops under its command.
There is nothing in Prim’s6 career which gives me the smallest confidence in his
being, that rarity among Spanish politicians, a man of principle; & if he becomes
President of a Spanish Republic it will be very likely with the full intention to take the
first opportunity of playing the game of Napoleon the Third,7 after which Spain will
be a Republic after the fashion of those of Spanish America,—a perpetual succession
of military dictators each supplanting his predecessor by a pronunciamento or a civil
war. That at least is my impression, grounded no doubt on very imperfect knowledge.

1374A.

TO EDWARD LYULPH STANLEY 1

Private.
Avignon

Jan. 7. 1869

Dear Mr Lyulph Stanley

When, during your assiduous attendance at the election proceedings in Westminster,
you spoke to me on the subject of an Association to claim for the working class
electors the right to an equal voice in the selection of Liberal candidates,2 I asked for
time for consideration before I could give a positive opinion as to the present
expediency of such an Association. The result of such consideration is, that I think the
time is come for such a movement. The defeat of the working classes in the elections,
and the subordinate position which has consequently been assigned to the men of
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advanced opinions in the formation of the government,3 have been so much noticed
and commented on by friends and enemies, that neither the working classes
themselves, nor their political allies, would be open to any fair accusation of causing
dissension by acting upon a fact so universally recognised; but would rather be in
danger of being supposed to acquiesce in it as right and necessary, if they did not
make some demonstration against it. When I happen to be in correspondence with any
organs of the working classes on political matters, I now make a point of inculcating
on them the justice and expediency of standing out for the choice of one of the Liberal
candidates when there are two seats, and for their claim to be consulted when there is
only one.4 And I should be happy at once to join the Association proposed by you and
your friends, whenever you are disposed to go on with the project. Only I should not
like to be (as you proposed) President of the Society, in as much as, many of my
personal friends being likely to be among its most active members, it would be
supposed that it [had] been set going by me in order that by its means I might be
reelected to Parliament; which would not be a desirable impression to give, either for
the Society or for myself. [ am

Dear Mr Lyulph Stanley
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill
1375.

TO ROBERT NICHOLSON1

Jan. 8. 1869
Sir

It would give me great pleasure if I were able to comply with the flattering request of
the President of the Philomathic Society?2 that I shd be present at the annual dinner of
the Society & it is from no indifference to the kind feelings of the members towards
me, expressed in your letter, that I beg to be excused from accepting that honour. It is
because I do not see my way to making a suitable return for it by delivering such an
address on any subject of general interest as the Society is accustomed to hear from its
invited guests on the occasion of its annual festivals without the employment of an
amount of time & labour which I can ill spare from occupations on which I am now &
shall be for some time engaged.

1376.

TO JOHN CHAPMANI1

Avignon
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Jan. 9. 1869

Dear Sir

I have heard from Mrs Max Kyllmann in answer to the letter I wrote to her asking for
a list of the names of those who subscribed the £120 to the Review at Mr Kyllmann’s
request.2 She says that she should be very glad to send their names if she “thought it
could be of any use to D' Chapman to open communication with them; but, far from
being friends of the Review, they none of them take interest in it, and they merely
subscribed to oblige Mr Kyllmann, who had failed to obtain help in other quarters.
Did I not know the difficulty my husband had at the time, I would gladly volunteer to
raise subscriptions. I need not say that I shall seize every opportunity that may offer
itself, and if a subscription of £5 can be of any good, I shall be very glad to hand it to
D' Chapman.”

I Am Dear Sir
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

D' Chapman
1377.

TO PHILIP HENRY RATHBONE1L
A[vignon]

Jan. 9. 1869

Dear Sir

I must beg you to excuse my delay in answering your letter, which has arisen from my
great reluctance to answer in the negative2 and my desire before doing so to consider
well all the topics which it would be possible for me to take up, and the points of view
from which they could be treated.3 I quite feel the force of your remark that to put
forth opinions which at first startle people often stimulates & prepares their minds
better than anything else that can be done. This is the principle I myself act upon, and
[several illegible words] 1 think with some success last year in my proposals on the
land question in Ireland,4 which while they were almost universally decried as violent
& extreme have had the effect of making other proposals, up to that time considered
extreme, be considered comparatively moderate & practicable.

Still it so happens that at the present juncture I can see no topic on which the public
mind is sufficiently prepared to welcome anything I might have to say on which it is
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not already so far convinced that what I could say would be of little practical use; and
it is not on such an occasion as this that one would like to put oneself in a position of
antagonism to one’s listeners, and insist on enforcing what one cannot but feel to be
unwelcome even if one is convinced that they are salutary truths.

Your great kindness, and that of the other gentlemen who have the management of the
P.S. in being willing to put off if necessary their annual festivals till a later date than
usual to suit my convenience makes me doubly reluctant to decline your kind
invitation, and I hope that you and they will not ascribe it to a want of appreciation of
so flattering a compliment but I feel myself compelled respectfully to decline their
application.

1378.

TO STANDISH O’GRADY1
A[vignon]
Jan. 16. 1869

Private

Dear Sir—

The reason why I think that a miracle could not prove supernatural power to any one
who did not already believe in the existence of some such power,2 is this, that we
never can know that any seeming miracle implies supernatural power. The
achievement of apparently impossible results by strictly natural means is a fact not
only within experience but within common experience. It is not even necessary to
suppose the employment of a law of nature not previously discovered. It is sufficient
to bear in mind the innumerable & truly wonderful exploits of jugglers, and,
supernatural power not being proved by the miracle, a fortiori it would not be proof of
a God.

If, however, any man possessed the apparent power of controlling not some particular
laws of nature but all laws of nature—if he actually stopped the course of the sun,
arrested the tides, changed the water of the sea instantaneously from salt to fresh, &
so on without limit; then indeed he would prove by the direct testimony of sense that
there existed a supernatural power & that he was possessed of it. The fact is that this
would be an experience as complete as, & the exact counterpart of, that which we
should have of creation if we had ocular demonstration of worlds similar to our own
called into existence by a Will.

But if the apparently supernatural power only manifests itself in the seeming
supersession of a limited number of natural laws, the hypothesis of its being done by
means of other natural laws would be, as it seems to me, intrinsically so much more
probable, that nothing but the proved impossibility of this could warrant the
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conclusion that the power was supernatural. And this proof of impossibility it is
evident could never be obtained, in the existing or very probable future state of human
knowledge.

1379.

TO JOHN PLUMMER 1

Avignon

Jan. 16, 1869

Dear Mr Plummer

A lady2 who has been exerting herself very much, and done a great deal, in the cause
both of the education of women and of the agitation for the suffrage for women in
Ireland, has lately published a novel, and has written to my daughter to ask her to use
any influence she can to make it known. Knowing how kindly you are disposed to
exert yourself in favour of new writers, it occurs to us that if you think the work good,
you would very likely be both able and willing to review it favourably in the Daily
News or elsewhere, and so help to give it circulation.3 (Miss Robertson says that she
scarcely knows any one connected with the press, but has always hitherto let her
books take their own chance, yet has not fared very badly, her last novel, “The Story
of Nelly Dillon” having got a long favourable review in the Athenaeum.)4

We have not yet read the work ourselves, but from what we know of Miss
Robertson’s writings we should suppose it to be good, and it is certain that she is an
industrious and public spirited writer. I have directed a copy of the novel in question
(“Society in a Garrison Town”) to be sent to you. [ am

Dear Mr Plummer
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill
1380.

TO WILLIAM THOMAS THORNTON1
A[vignon]

Jan. 16. 1869
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Dear Thornton—

I have to thank you again for one of your pleasant letters. I congratulate you on
having brought your book2 to a happy termination & most heartily wish it the success
with the public which I am sure it deserves. Your description of your feeling of
recovered liberty after the completion of your book would seem to describe my
feeling at having recovered the free disposal of my time. I also like you have a great
arrear of miscellaneous reading to bring up, & this is not yet getting itself done very
quickly in consequence of other arrears. The printer is making good progress with the
Analysis3 & I hope to succeed in the attempt to get it published by or soon after the
1% of March. From what you say I hope to have read your book before that time. I
have a good deal to read and study before I next revise my Pol Economy for another
edition.4

What you say of Sir S. Northcote’s weakness of character, giving up good reasons of
his own to bad ones of other people, explains to me much of his political life: how the
more vigorous will of Sir C. Trevelyan kept him true to his convictions as to
competitive examinations5 & how his honesty of purpose did not hinder him from
going all lengths with Disraeli though Disraeli did not convince his reason. I do not
know what sort of a Minister the D. of Argyll will turn out6 but I am glad you have
not got Bright7 who would have had much to unlearn, & very little disposition to
unlearn it. The two members of Council8 you mention are not good average
specimens, having been selected by the old body out of their own number in
consequence chiefly of their personal popularity, which was in itself not undeserved.

We are glad you share in our estimate of our terrace,9 which so far from being
suppressed, has been nearly doubled in size, we having increased the part of the house
of which it is the roof, & added a bath room thereto. Moreover Helen has carried out
her long cherished scheme (about which she tells me she consulted you) of a
“vibratory”10 for me, & has made a pleasant covered walk some 30 feet long where I
can vibrate in cold or rainy weather. The terrace, you must know, as it goes round two
sides of the house, has got itself dubbed the “semi-circumgyratory.”11 In addition to
this, Helen has built me a herbarium—a little room fitted up with closets for my
plants, shelves for my botanical books, & a great table whereon to manipulate them
all. Thus you see with my herbarium, my vibratory, & my semi-circumgyratory I am
in clover & you may imagine with what scorn I think of the H. of C., which,
comfortable club as it is said to be, could offer me none of these comforts, or more
properly speaking these necessaries of life. Helen says your room is not finished yet,
because as she is an architect & master mason all in one, she is carrying on the
improvements very slowly, not letting the attention to them interfere too much with
her other work. But you may be sure we have not altered the outward aspect of our
dear little cottage, which looks as small as ever, & you may be equally sure that [ am
lost in wonder & admiration of the ingenuity with which Helen has contrived to
manage it all. You will not be surprised to learn that among the other additions there
is a Puss-House. Altogether we are very comfortable, & only wish everybody could
be as comfortable as we are. The weather this year, though cloudy & wet, is still so
delightfully mild that we can still spend hours upon the terrace.
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1381.

TO EDWARD JONES1
A[vignon]

Jan. 19. 1869

Dear Sir—

I thank you for your pamphlet.2 It is truly a frightful consideration that the annual
number of pupils who pass the highest grade in the schools aided by Gov', i.e. who
leave the schools able to read a newspaper with understanding, is less than the number
of teachers (including pupil teachers) employed in the schools. To remedy such a state
of things as this requires a most earnest devotion of the administration & probably of
the legislative mind to the purpose. There is no doubt that, as you say, a simplification
of English orthography would facilitate considerably the task of learning to read. A
language which like the Spanish of the present time has reduced its spelling to a
perfectly uniform system has a great advantage over others. But it would take a much
longer time to effect a change in orthography than would be required to teach every
child in the United Kingdom to read with facility. There certainly is no necessity that
it should take “seven years of the best learning period of a child’s life” to teach him to
read. So great a waste of time only proves the wretchedness of the teaching. I myself
cannot remember any time when I could not read with facility & pleasure; & I have
known other children with whom this was the case. Such essays as yours, however, do
good, both by causing discussion, & by promoting useful though gradual change. The
Commission you propose would be useful in a similar manner but the Gov' may
perhaps not think that a subject which does not come within the province of direct
legislation is a suitable subject for a Government inquiry.3

1382.

TO HENRY VILLARDI1
A[vignon]

Jan. 19, 1869

Dear Sir—

I have had the pleasure of receiving your letter of the 21 stule, proposing on the part
of the American Social Science Association2 that I shd visit the United States as their
guest, & make a lecturing tour through the Northern States under their auspices.
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Few things could be more flattering to me than the high honour of such an invitation
from such a body; & your letter also contains proposals of a pecuniary nature on such
a scale of liberality as to convert a visit to the U.S. from an expensive pleasure into a
source of great personal profit.3

The shortness, however, of life & the numerous unexecuted literary projects which the
public duties on which the greater part of my life has been occupied have left on my
hands, & which require all the leisure of my remaining years for their fulfilment
admonish me of the necessity of dividing such time as [ am able to dispose of between
those undertakings & a rest more complete than would be afforded by a journey such
as that to which I am so flatteringly invited.

These are the considerations which compel me to decline an invitation so honourable,
& which if I had more leisure & a greater number of years of life in prospect, would
have been so welcome to me.

Allow me in conclusion to express to yourself personally my sincere
acknowledgments of the friendly & courteous terms in which you have communicated
to me the proposal of the Association.

1383.

TO MRS. PHILIPPINE KYLLMANN1

[After Jan. 22, 1869]

My Dear Mrs Kyllmann—

I shd have answered your letter much earlier than this, but that ever since I received it
I have been so indisposed with a bad cold & headache as to have been quite unable to
write.

Like you we regret that your efforts to improve the Manchester Com®® were not more
successful, but what you have done may perhaps prove of use in the future.

Mr Mill & I are members of the London Com®® & like the manner in which it is
carried on, & have much confidence in Mrs Taylor.2 We are sorry that you see
anything to object to in the form of petition used by the London Com®®, because it
was drawn up by myself & approved by Mr Mill before it was adopted. I do not think
that if you examine it closely it will be found in any degree to prejudge the question
of the admission of married women to the franchise. Mr Mill & I considered the
wording of it carefully, & it was written with the intention of leaving that question
open so that it could be signed both by those who do & by those who do not approve
of the admission of married women. It was certainly not the intention of the London
Com®® to express any opinion on the point, or to petition for the unmarried only. If
there is any defect in the wording, it is my fault, & Mr Mill’s (for we considered the
wording of this paragraph together) but I do not think that if the words are well
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weighed with a precise attention to their meaning they will be found open to this
objection. At all events we used what power we have over the English language to
leave the question quite unsettled; & it was on the assumption that we had been
successful in doing so, that the London Com®® adopted the form. We have found that
some persons have refused to sign the petition on the contrary ground to yours,
because they disapprove of the admission of married women.

The West. Review has been since its first establishment the organ of the most
advanced radical party in England both as regards politics & religious speculation; &
it was for a very long time the only organ in which anything of a very decidedly
liberal character could appear in print, & is still the only one in which articles of its
length can appear. It has been consistently of such (what are commonly called
“extreme”) opinions that it has been impossible to obtain a sufficiently large
circulation to make it profitable. It has often been carried on at a pecuniary loss, & it
is still not without great difficulty that the editor is able to manage it. This of course it
is not thought good for its interests to make publicly known, but it has been necessary
on several occasions to have recourse to the friends (& unfortunately they are but few
in England) of free speculation in politics & religion to tide over difficulties.3

We are very sorry to hear that your health is not good; we hope that your visit to
Germany may prove beneficial. We expect to be in England by the middle of March,
& shd be happy to see you at Blackheath if you do not start before then and if you shd
pass through London on your way.

1384.

TO JOHN TULLOCH1

Avignon

Jan. 30. 1869.

Dear DR. Tulloch

The three Essays which have been written this year for the Rectorial Prize are of a
high average of merit, though no one of them shows powers of original thought quite
equal to either of those to which the prize was awarded in the two previous years. The
one which stands highest in this respect is that which bears the motto Quceere verum
and as its other merits are at least equal to those of either of the others, I think it the
most worthy of the Prize.2 But the inferiority of the other two Essays is not very
great; and I should like to know the names of all the writers, as it would be a pleasure
to me to communicate with them and to send them some of my Books. There is no
part of my connexion with the University to which I look back with more satisfaction
than the response which has been made to my attempt to co-operate with the
University Authorities in encouraging a serious study of the Philosophy of Mind. I
hope that they are as well satisfied as I am myself with the results which have been
elicited.
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1385.

TO HEWETT C. WATSON1

Avignon

Jan. 30. 1869

Dear Mr Watson

I am much obliged to you for your kind present. You are right in thinking that my
absence from Parliament will give me more time for botany. I am now looking
through my herbarium for the first time since the winter of 1864/5. But the scientific
interest of your book2 gives it a value to me beyond the purely botanical.

In regard to the Darwinian hypothesis,3 I occupy nearly the same position as you do.
Darwin has found (to speak Newtonially) a vera causa, and has shewn that it is
capable of accounting for vastly more than had been supposed: beyond that, it is but
the indication of what may have been, though it is not proved to be, the origin of the
organic world we now see. I do not think it an objection that it does not, even
hypothetically, resolve the question of the first origin of life: any more than it is an
objection to chemistry that it cannot analyze beyond a certain number of simple or
elementary substances.

Your remark that the development theory naturally leads to convergences as well as
divergences4 is just, striking & as far as I know, has not been made before. But does
not this very fact resolve one of your difficulties, viz. that species are not by
divergence, multiplied to infinity? since the variety is kept down by frequent
blending. The difficulty is also met by the fact that the law of natural selection must

cause all forms to perish except those which are superior to others in power of
keeping themselves alive in some circumstances actually realized on the earth. I am

Dear Sir
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

H. C. Watson Esq
1386.

TO EDWARD LOGAN1

A[vignon].
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Feb. 3. 1869

Dear Sir.

I do not believe nor I fancy does any one in the present day except Mahometans &
some other Orientals believe, that there is such a thing as destiny in the sense in which
you understand it. The only necessity in events is, that causes produce effects, &
means accomplish ends. Effects never come but through their causes. By avoiding, to
the utmost of one’s power, all the causes of an effect, one greatly increases one’s
chance of avoiding the effect. And if one desires an end, one greatly increases one’s
chance of obtaining it by adopting some known means. It is true, what we desire
sometimes comes to pass without any effort of ours, & what we dislike sometimes
happens in spite of all we can do to avert it: but our conduct has on the average many
times more effect on the fate of such of us as are not under the control of other people,
than all other circumstances put together. There is no doubt that if you adopt a sailor’s
life you have a greater chance of being drowned than in most other occupations,
because the causes which operate in that direction occur oftener & are less (though
still very much) under human control. It is not therefore by any argument founded on
destiny that you can hope to overcome the scruples of your parents but rather by
urging that all occupations are exposed to some evil chances, that one may be too
much afraid of death, & that if persons of good health & strength were to avoid a
really useful employment like that of a sailor because of its dangers the world’s affairs
could not be carried on.

1387.

TO HERBERT SPENCER1
Avignon

Feb. 3 1869.

Dear Mr. Spencer

I am much obliged to you for the opportunity of reading your reply to the criticisms of
the writer in the North American Review.2 It supplies some very useful elucidations
of your general doctrine, while it greatly increases my desire to know that as yet
unpublished part of your speculations which in the scientific order would have come
between “First Principles” and “Biology.” I have no doubt, however, that you judged
wisely in giving precedence to Biology and Psychology.

I extremely regret that your health should again have failed, but I earnestly hope you
will not allow any impatience at the interruption of your work to prevent you from
giving your brain as complete rest as is necessary to restore its tone. I am dear Mr.
Spencer

PLL v6.0 (generated September, 2011) 25 http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/254



Online Library of Liberty: The Collected Works of John Stuart Mill, Volume XVII - The Later Letters
of John Stuart Mill 1849-1873 Part IV

Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

Herbert Spencer Esq.

1388.

TO JAMES BEAL1
A[vignon].

Feb. 8. 1869

Dear Sir—

I certainly do think your original plan of municipal government for London,2
preferable to that of a single municipal government for the whole metropolis. When I
first heard of your plan it at once struck me as that which best met the real difficulties
of the case while it had also the advantage of being less open to unreasonable as well
as reasonable objections: this opinion has been confirmed by the additional
consideration which since the receipt of your letter I have given to it. I will endeavour
to put down what occurs to me, for any use you like to make of it except sending it to
the press. I rather regretted that you published the letter I sent you about police,3 not
that there was anything in its substance that I could wish to withhold from publicity,
but because in a mere memorandum for a friend, with whom one agrees generally in
opinion, intended to be used by him for what it may be worth as materials for forming
his own judgment, the same things are said in a different manner from that in which
one would address the public. Accordingly, though you used the precaution of stating
that the letter was to a private friend, the newspapers took no notice of that, but
judged the letter exactly as if it had been written for the public, & charged it with
dogmatism, arrogance, & what not. These accusations are not a very great evil, but
there are so many purposes for which one is bound to risk them that it is better not to
court such occasions unnecessarily and in the case of the letter I am now writing there
are special reasons against communicating it to those who are not to be taken into
practical council, which will appear in the very first things I have to say.

It is to my mind certain that Parliament will not tolerate the existence in its immediate
vicinity of another assembly resting on a broad basis of popular election, wielding the
power & disposing of the great amount of revenue which would belong to a single
body carrying on every branch of local administration for the whole of London. The
idea excited would be that of the “Commune de Paris” during the Revolution. If
therefore the plan adopted is that of a single assembly, one of two things will happen.
Either, first, the power of the body will be extremely curtailed. This may be done in
one or both of two ways: by leaving much of the administration in the hands of the
parochial bodies, the vestries & local boards, whom it is a great object to extirpate,
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root & branch; or by withholding many of the most important parts of the local
administration from the Council, & either leaving those parts in their present state of
general neglect varied by fitful parliamentary activity, or turning them over to a
department of the central government. These are modes in which the powers of the
municipal body may be brought within what Parliament would tolerate. The other
course which may be adopted is that of spoiling its constitution: either by adopting a
high electoral qualification, or by joining to the elected members a certain number of
members nominated by the government, or by making the assent of a Minister
necessary to their more important acts. All these systems would be more intolerable to
you & me & to most of those who think with us on general politics than even the
present irregularity & want of system, & would be far more likely to last. These
prudential reasons should, I think, prevent our friends from encouraging, or
consenting to support, any plan for a single municipality.

But even in itself, a single municipality in so enormous a city seems to me unlikely to
work well. There is far too much work to be done; the mass of details affecting only
particular neighbourhoods, would leave too little time or energy to the council for
maturing & carrying out general plans of improvement, and would, moreover, require
it to be more numerous than is quite consistent with that purpose. Those who hold up
as an example the local administration of Paris do not know what that administration
is. Letting alone the fact that every single person connected with it is a Government
nominee, it is not the fact that all Paris is under a single municipal administration;
there is indeed but one Council, but there are 20 mayors, each of whom administers
one of the 20 arrondissements. It is as much a double administration as that which
would be given by our two bills, except that England being a free country, our mayors
must have councils, and popularly elected ones, to assist & control them. I confess
also I shY not like to restrict to a single popular body all that exercise of the business
faculties on public concerns which does take place under the present local institutions
with all their imperfections & which in England, & still more in America trains many
men of no great ability or reach of thought to be quite capable of discharging
important public functions & of watching & controlling their discharge by others.
This is one of the great differences between free & unfree countries—practical
intelligence in public affairs not confined to the government & its functionaries but
diffused among private citizens. Our Vestries are bad schools, but yet those who
organize public movements & bring the people of the locality to act together for one
object, have mostly gained their first experience in the capacity of vestrymen & it
might easily happen that the too great concentration of municipal action might leave
London without a sufficient number of such persons.

1389.

TO T. E. CLIFFE LESLIE1
A[vignon]

Feb. 8. 1869
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Dear Mr. Leslie—

I have read your first letter in the Economist2 with great pleasure & your paper on La
Creuse3 with much interest & instruction. It is very important to put such points as it
contains before the conceited Englishmen who fancy they understand all that relates
to the land & politics of France when they do not know the first rudiments of it, much
less the many important matters you discuss. I look forward with great expectation to
the other papers which you announce as in prospect,4 & shall not fail to weigh well
what they say on political economy.

Many thanks for the trouble you have taken for M. Chauffard’s Mittermaier.5 I agree
with you in going the complete length with Bentham as to the admissibility of
evidence.6 There are I believe frequent cases like that you mention, of practical
mischief both to the accused & to others from his not being examined as a witness.
The one point on which alone B seems to me to be wrong is in allowing the judge to
interrogate. But I have recently seen it stated that the prodigious abuse of this power
which takes place in France, is in part owing to the fact that men are almost always
made judges from having been public prosecutors, i.e. persons the whole business of
whom it has been to find evidence of guilt: & not as with us from among barristers
who have equally often had the duty of finding evidence of innocence. The reason is
that the salaries of judges are not worth the acceptance of an advocate in good
practice, & the salaries are small because in France there are everywhere courts of
five judges or more where a much smaller number & in general one judge would
suffice: thus does a single error in a system engender a series of others.

The physical illustrations in my Logic7 were all reviewed & many of them suggested
by Bain, who has a very extensive & accurate knowledge of physical science. He has

promised me to revise them thoroughly for the next edition,8 & to put them
sufficiently in harmony with the progress of science, which I am quite aware that they

have fallen behind.
1390.

TO JOSIAH SHERMAN1
A[vignon]

Feb. 8, 1869

Dear Sir—

Your letter & the proposed address enclosed in it, reached me several days after the
meeting to which you invited me.2

I do not think I could go to the full length of what is claimed in the address. I am very
doubtful if the Gov' ought to release all who may lie in prison for being connected for
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instance with the Clerkenwell outrage,3 or for having joined in the Fenian invasion of
Canada.4 To those political prisoners who have shed no blood, or have shed it in the
way of what may be called fair or legitimate insurrection on Irish soil I would,
simultaneously with a fresh act of justice to Ireland, grant a full pardon with a public
declaration that it is done from the hope that the willingness practically shewn to
redress Irish injuries by legislation would induce the Irish in future to seek for redress
only in that way & would thus render legal punishment unnecessary: But in rebellion
as in war it seems to me that a distinction sh™ be made between fair weapons or modes
of warfare & foul ones. And a good deal of thought would be required to decide
exactly where the line should be drawn.

1391.

TO CHARLES WENTWORTH DILKE]1

Avignon

Feb. 9, 1869
My Dear Sir—

Ever since reading your book,2 which a variety of occupations prevented me from
doing until very lately, I have felt desirous of expressing to you the very high sense I
entertain of its merits, and the great pleasure which, as one who has turned much of
his attention to the same subjects, I have felt at seeing such a number of sound
judgments and such a sustained tone of right and worthy feeling, sent forth to the
world in a style so likely to command attention, and by one who has now the
additional vantage-ground of a seat in Parliament. It is long since any book, connected
with practical politics, has been published, on which I build such high hopes of the
future usefulness and distinction of the writer; showing as it does that he not only
possesses a most unusual amount of real knowledge on many of the principal
questions of the future, but a mind strongly predisposed to what are (at least in my
opinion) the most advanced and enlightened views of them.

There are so few opinions expressed in any part of your book with which I do not, as
far as my knowledge extends, fully and heartily coincide, that I feel impelled to take
the liberty of noting the small number of points, of any consequence, on which I differ
from you. These relate chiefly to India; though, on that subject also, I agree with you
to a much greater extent than I differ. Not only do I most cordially sympathize with
all you say about the insolence of the English, even in India, to the native population,
which has now become, not only a disgrace, but, as you have so usefully shown, a
danger to our dominion there; but [ have been much struck by the sagacity which, in
so short a stay as yours must have been, has enabled you to detect facts which are as
yet obvious to very few: as, for instance, the immense increase of all the evils and
dangers you have pointed out, by the substitution of the Queen’s army for a local
force of which both men and officers had at least a comparatively permanent tie in the
country; and again, that the superior authority in England, having the records of all the
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Presidencies before it, and corresponding regularly with them all, is the only authority
which really knows India; the local governments and officers only knowing, at most,
their own part of it, and having generally strong prejudices in favour of the
peculiarities of the system of government there adopted and against those of the other
parts. I observe that your preferences seem to be, as mine are, for the systems which
give permanent rights of property to the actual cultivator, which is best done in the
modern Bombay ryot-war system. I am sorry to say that there is at present a strong
reaction in favour of setting up landlords everywhere,3 and what is worst, I am told,
that this prevails most among the younger men (the hide-bound Toryism of Sir
William Mansfield assisting); and there is great mischief of this kind in progress both
in the Punjab and in the Central Provinces, notwithstanding the contrary predilections
of Sir John Lawrence. What will happen under the Irish landlord who is now
Viceroy,4 I dread to think.

But have you not, on the questions which concern the English planters, leant too much
to their side? You have yourself stigmatized their treatment of the natives; and what
better can be expected in a country where a station master kicks and cuffs the
passengers and a captain of a steamer kicks the pilot round the deck whenever the
vessel runs aground?5 If it could be right to make the breach of a contract to labour
for the planters, under habitual treatment of this sort from them and their low nigger-
drivers, a penal offence, the evil could not be so flagrant as your book shews it to be,
and as it undoubtedly is: Another thing to be considered is that either a most unjust
advantage would be given to European over native landholders and employers of
labour, or the same legal remedy must be granted to both; and I suppose, even those
who think that an English indigo planter and his underlings would not suborn
witnesses to depose falsely in a criminal court, will admit that a native landowner
would.

In your plan for the improvement of the organ of Indian government in England, you
shew a just and enlightened appreciation of the necessity of making the organ a
permanent one, in the sense of not going out with the Ministry. But this will not, and
cannot be, if the organ is a Secretary of State, or any member of the Cabinet. No one
who does not go out when the majority in Parliament changes, will, or ought to have a
voice in the Cabinet which decides the general policy of the country. Neither is it
likely to be thought right, nor indeed would it be right, that the Government of the
empire should have no voice, not even a negative one, in the administration of its
greatest dependency. If, then, the head administrator of India were not to be in the
Cabinet, we should find that a Cabinet minister would be set over him to control him,
as one was set to control the Court of Directors: and the nominal administrator, being
only one person, and that one of inferior official rank, would have no power of
resistance and would sink into a mere deputy. Would this be any improvement? I have
always myself thought that a Board or Council for India, with a Cabinet minister to
control them but not to sit among them, was the really best system for India: and I
have given my reasons for this in the concluding chapter of my book on
Representative Government.6 It is, however, impracticable to go back to this: and
under the present system I think your own opinions will lead you to the conclusion
that the Secretary of State must necessarily change with the Government and that the
real knowledge of India which you hope to obtain in him by making him permanent,
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can only be found in a Council of advisers with at least as great powers as the present
Council. It is quite another question whether the Council ought not to be more rapidly
renewed. I am much disposed to think with you that its members should only be
appointed (and should, exceptis excipiendis, only hold their seats) for five years: but, |
think, they ought to be fully as numerous as at present, that all the different systems of
administration in India may have somebody there who knows them well enough and
has sufficient sympathy with them to correct any misunderstanding to their advantage.

You suggest that we should issue a proclamation declaring that for the future we will
“invariably recognize the practice of adoption of children by the native rulers, as we
have done in the case of the Mysore succession.”7 But this is what was actually done
by Lord Canning’s famous Proclamation:8 and the hesitation about Mysore only arose
from a doubt whether the great peculiarities of that case did not afford to those who
disliked the Proclamation, some ground for contending that to that particular ruler (or
nominal ruler) our faith was not pledged: It is a significant fact that not a single native
ruler, with the doubtful exception of Dharwar, and the certain one of a few Delhi
Jagendars to whom had been granted some amount of independent jurisdiction, went
against us in the mutiny.9 The Hyderabad State did us real service by standing by us.
The native princes are much more influenced by fear of anarchy, and of possible
Sivajees10 and Hyder Ali’s,11 than by dislike of us.

I have noticed a few minor inaccuracies of fact on Indian matters; surprisingly few,
considering all the circumstances. You say that the Persians and Afghans are Sheeahs,
while our own Mussulmans are orthodox.12 The Afghans, unless my memory totally
deceives me, are firm Soonees, the only Sheeahs in Afghanistan being the
Kuzzilbashes, 1.e. the Persian traders and settlers. Again, there are a good many
Sheeahs in India, and I even think that the royal family of Oude were so.

It is rather harsh to call the Bengalees (p. 366) mere savages. As you doubtless know
that some of them are the most cultivated of all the Hindoos, I conjecture that the
Bengalees you mean are the Southals, or the wilder Garrows, Kookees, &c. and “the
tribes of Central India” in the same passage are the Goands, Coles and other
Aborigines. “Central India” includes the large province of Nagpore, or Berar, and the
Sanger and Nerbuddo districts formerly attached to it; territories as popular,
peaceable, and highly cultivated as most parts of India.

The working of the system of native assessors in courts of justice I only know
practically in the case of the criminal international tribunals we have established in
many districts—and in which the assessors are persons of some consequence: and
there, having reviewed hundreds of the trials, I can testify that their opinion is often
given against that of the presiding British officer, and that he shews considerable
practical deference to it, especially as to the amount of punishment, for the sake of
reconciling the native chiefs to these tribunals.

I was puzzled when I came, at p. 382, to the assertion, that “Switzerland is the home

of the worst of bigotry and intolerance.” This is quite contrary to my impression of the
religious condition of Switzerland.
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You see that in order to find fault with anything, I have very soon got down to
extremely small points, or to such as have very little to do with the general scope of
the work. If there is any criticism of a somewhat broader character that I could make,
I think it would be this—that (in speaking of the physical and moral characteristics of
the populations descended from the English) you sometimes express yourself almost
as if there were no sources of national character but race and climate—as if whatever
does not come from race must come from climate, and whatever does not come from
climate must come from race. But as you shew, in many parts of your book, a strong
sense of the good and bad influences of education, legislation, and social
circumstances, the only inference I draw is that you do not, perhaps, go so far as I do
myself in believing these last causes to be of prodigiously greater efficacy than either
race or climate or the two combined.

Thanking you most sincerely for the great pleasure and the very valuable information
I have received from your book, I am

My Dear Sir,
Very Sincerely Yours

J. S. Mill

C. W. Dilke Esq. M.P.
1392.

TO JOHN CHAPMANI1
Avignon

Feb. 16, 1869

Dear Sir

When your letter reached me, I happened to be particularly busy, and some days
elapsed before I had time to read the article of which you forwarded to me a proof.
My opinion of the article is such as it would be very painful to me to express to a
writer your account of whom excites so much personal sympathy, and whose errors, if
they be so, are on the side of Liberty; but I differ so completely from the practical
conclusions of the article, not only on the points you mention but on almost every
other, and a great proportion of its arguments both when I do not, and in the few cases
in which I do agree with it, seem to me so weak and shallow, that I should regret to
see the Westminster Review identifying itself with the writer’s opinions. A review in
which the writers assumed the sole responsibility of their articles by affixing their
signatures, would be in a rather different position. The Westminster used to have a
department for articles which it thought worthy of publication without wishing to
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commit the Review to any greater degree of approval. Would it not be possible to put
the article into that department?2

Respecting the French system of relief of the poor,3 what inaccuracy there is in the
statements of the article is in saying that the French government “leaves the relief of
the poor to private benevolence.” The poor have in France no legal right to relief, nor
is relief granted (any more than in England) directly by the State; but very large sums,
raised by taxation, are annually granted by the municipal councils, which are not, as
in England, confined to a few towns, but cover the whole country; and these bodies
also undertake the expenditure of sums contributed for the purpose by individuals.
That the French poor are ‘quite as well if not better off than in England’ is difficult
either to prove or disprove: the question has too many meanings, and requires
consideration of so many circumstances. But if they are better off, it certainly is not
for the reason alleged, for the public and private charity of France has precisely the
same demoralizing effects as an ill administered poor law.

Your idea respecting Mr Peabody4 is good. I think the best mode of carrying it out
would be to endeavour to interest him in the position of the Review without making a
direct application for money, as he must be so overwhelmed with the number of such
applications that his spontaneous impulse must always be to reject them. I am not
acquainted with Mr Peabody, and cannot give an introduction to him; but one of my
friends and correspondents at New York. Mr Brace5 (whom perhaps you know)
seems to me a likely person to be able to judge in what manner it may be best to
approach him; and, if you approve, I will advise with Mr Brace on the subject.

With regard to the new edition of my father’s Analysis,6 there is, forunately for the
book, but unfortunately for the Review, a serious obstacle to Mr Grote’s writing a
review of it, namely that he is himself the author of some of the notes. I should have

no difficulty in getting the sheets beforehand, and the book itself will, I hope, be
published very early in March.7

I Am
Dear Sir
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

Dr Chapman

1393.

TO CHARLES WENTWORTH DILKE1
Avignon

Feb. 19. 1869
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Dear Sir—

If my letter gave you pleasure, yours has repaid it, not merely by the good part in
which you have taken my criticisms, but because it contains things which confirm the
best points of the conception I had formed of you from your book. What you call a
“traveller’s trick” of gathering information from prejudiced and interested persons on
both sides of every question is a trick which I wish many travellers would imitate, for
it is simply the only way to form even an approximate judgment of the truth. But this
mode of enquiry though the only one which brings out the most precious materials of
knowledge, very much disturbs the process of adopting opinions ready made.

My object, however, in writing, is not to say this, but to express the pleasure it will
give me to see you when I return to England, which will be in the course of next
month, and to answer, as well as I can, your question about Tocqueville’s
manuscripts.2 The person who is sure to possess full information about them and who
probably has them in his charge is M. Ch. Revel,3 ancien Conseiller d’Etat whose
address when I last corresponded with him (which however was several years ago)
was 8 Rue du Marché d’Aguesseau, Paris. Or you might apply to the publisher of the
collected edition of Tocqueville’s Works,4 Michel Lévy,5 Rue Vivienne.

I Am Dear Sir
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

C. W. Dilke Esq. M.P.
1394.

TO FRANCES POWER COBBE]1

Avignon

Feb. 23", 1869

Dear Miss Cobbe,

I have lately received communication from the American publisher Putnam,2
requesting me to write for their Magazine, and I understand that they would be very
glad if you would write anything for them, more especially on the Women question,3
on which the Magazine (a new one) has shown liberal tendencies from the first. The
communications | have received have been through Mrs. Hooker,4 sister of Mrs.
Stowe5 and Dr. Ward Beecher,6 and herself the author of two excellent articles in the
Magazine on the suffrage question,7 by which we had been much struck before we
knew the authorship. I enclose Mrs. Hooker’s last letter to me, and I send by post
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copies of Mrs. Hooker’s articles and some old numbers of the Magazine, the only
ones we have here; and I shall be very happy if I should be the medium of inducing
you to write on this question for the American public.

My daughter desires to be kindly remembered, and I am,

Dear Miss Cobbe,
Very Truly Yours,

J. S. Mill

P.S.—May I ask you to be so kind as to forward Mrs. Hooker’s letter to Mrs. P. A.
Taylor, as she will see by it that Mrs. Hooker has no objection to put her name to a
reprint of her articles.

1395.

TO HEWETT C. WATSON1
A[vignon]

Feb. 24. 1869

Dear Sir—

The mode in which Convergence2 seems to me to combine itself with divergence in
the generation of species, resembles what happens in the growth of a tree. The shoots
from one of the larger branches approach & meet those from another, so that a large
part of the growth of both is in the direction contrary to divergence, while yet the
general circumference constantly enlarges, so that divergence, though limited by the
counter-principle is yet in respect of the distance between its extremes, perpetually
widening.

I do not understand that when Darwin adopted as his title “The Origin of Species by
means of Natural Selection” he meant by “origin of species” the cause of there being
any species, or any diversity in organic nature. He seems to me to mean what you
mean by the Formation of Species,3 viz. the origin of the species which now exist on
the earth.

But I have not yet read, though I hope soon to have time to read, his latest & longest
work.4
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1396.

TO WILLIAM WOOD1
Avignon

Feb 24, 1869

Dear Sir

Want of time has prevented me from immediately answering or acknowledging your
letter of Jan 31; but you must not suppose, when this is the case, that I overlook your
letters or that they are not both interesting and useful to me.

I have not forgotten the list of books which you wished for; but hitherto when I have
seen one of them in a bookseller’s catalogue and have had time to go for it (not liking
to buy a book without seeing it) I have found it gone. I may be more successful now,
when my time will not be occupied by Parliament. It is unlucky that all the books you
ask for the loan of, are books that I have not got. I wish there were any good history
of the period you mention in England. Some portions of that period have been written
about, but I do not know what books to recommend.

I am not acquainted with the letter you mention of Mr. Odger;2 but though he may
have made an occasional mistake of judgment, I have a very high opinion of him both
as to intentions and intelligence. Mr. Hartwell3 was not one of those working men
whose candidature I helped though I was asked to do so: but though I myself knew
nothing to his disadvantage, I had not evidence in his favour, as I had in the other
cases. With regard to yourself, I have now had considerable means of judging of you
from your letters, and as far as those means extend I should certainly say that you are
one of the working men whom I should be glad to see in Parliament.

I am afraid, however, we should differ about the Factory Laws; though I doubt not
that there are points in their working which require to be looked to, and probably
defects which you would be able to point out. You seem, however, to object to their
principle when you say they imply “either that the English manufacturer is of such a
grasping spirit that he must needs be curbed lest he should overwork the juvenile
portion of his employes as to deteriorate the population of the country; or, on the other
hand, that the English parent is so needy or sordidly ignorant or brutishly cruel that he
may not be trusted with the care and welfare of his own children, but that the State
must undertake these duties for him.” Of the two things which you thus put
alternatively, I believe both to be true: not, of course, true in all cases, or up to any
extreme, but true to a sufficient extent and of a sufficient number to make it disastrous
to leave the children, without legal protection, to the mere discretion of any kind of
parents and any kind of employers of labour.

With regard to Boards of Arbitration, I do not as far as I am able to judge of the
subject, think it possible to constitute an authority sufficiently capable, sufficiently
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trustworthy, or sufficiently likely to be trusted by both sides, to make it at all
admissable that their award should be legally obligatory, unless the two parties to the
dispute have beforehand voluntarily agreed to be bound by it. In this case they should
of course be held to their pledge.

I am, however, so much occupied, that I have not time to write out my ideas on either

of these subjects, and am forced to be content with a brief indication of them, which I
do not wish published. [ am

Dear Sir
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

Mr William Wood
1397.

TO JOSEPHINE BUTLER1
[March, 1869]

I am of the opinion that every kind of effort, whether social or political, in favour of
women should be encouraged, so long as it is honest and genuine; and I am persuaded
that those who are in earnest will inevitably be led by experience to see the absolute
necessity of political enfranchisement as both the foundation and the safeguard of
human worth and happiness.

1398.

TO EDWARD LIVINGSTONE YOUMANSI1

[March? 1869]

Dear Sir—

I have delayed answering your letter until I could tell you that the book on “The
Subjection of Women” has gone to press. Mr Longman is apprised that Messrs
Appleton accept his terms for this work, & he will make the necessary arrangements
with their London agent respecting the plates &c.2 It will rest with Messrs Appleton
to authorize the publication of any extracts in anticipation in the Journal.3 To me it
cannot be otherwise than agreeable. The book will be published in London some time
in May.4
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I inclose in the form of a short letter to yourself,5 what you wished me to write on the
subject of Mr Herbert Spencer’s works.

1399.

TO EDWARD LIVINGSTONE YOUMANS1

[March? 1869]

Dear Sir—

You ask my opinion concerning Mr Spencer’s “First Principles” & “Principles of
Biology” as contributions to the advance of thought.2 I answer that I attach to them,
in that respect, the very highest value. I am the more completely disinterested in this
high estimation of them, as their line of investigation is extremely different & remote
from my own, & [ am far from being prepared (I do not know if Mr Spencer himself
is prepared) to consider the long series of his conclusions as definitively proved. Still,
it is not solely as a wonderful exhibition of connected & systematic thought, that these
works appear to me worthy of admiration. They seem to me to hold a most important
place in the scientific thought of the age. Within the present generation several large
& comprehensive generalizations have made their way into Science—the Unity &
Conservation of Force, the Darwinian theory of organic development, & (though this
is rather a branch of the last) the hereditary transmission of acquired faculties. All
these theories rest, in part, on well ascertained facts, while all of them, even the first,
& much more the two others still remain hypothetical as to a great part of the extent &
the application claimed for them. At this critical period in what will probably turn out
to be one of the great transformations in Science, nothing could be more fortunate
than that some person, with faculties so peculiarly adapted to the purpose as Mr
Spencer’s shd have taken up the explanation of Nature on the new principles
synthetically, setting out from them as true, & working out in detail what sort of an
explanation they are capable of affording of the complicated world in which we live.
Until this attempt was made, the theories in question, considered as universal laws of
nature, could be neither verified nor disproved. And arduous as the attempt is, no one
who studies these works of Mr Spencer is likely to deny that it has been made by a
mind equal to it, & that it will mark a step in the progress of thought even if posterity
should pronounce it (which I certainly do not expect) to be a splendid failure. Of Mr
Spencer’s other writings it is unnecessary at present to say more than that I consider
the contributions made to the analytic study of the human mind by the “Principles of
Psychology” alone an ample foundation for a distinguished philosophical reputation.

1400.

TO GEORGE LAIDLAW1

Black Heath Park
Kent
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March 7, 1869

Dear Sir:

I beg to acknowledge your letter of the 8th ultimo, with its inclosures respecting a
plan for systematic emigration to Canada. The time is very favourable for the
reception of such a plan in this country, as attention has of late been called in an
unusual degree to the miserable state of the English agricultural laborers, and to the
possibility of making emigration available for their relief; and Mr. Goschen,2 the new
President of the Poor Law Board, has declared in Parliament that the subject is under
his consideration, with a view, however, to the United States rather than to Canada.3

It would be highly desirable that the promoters of your plan should enter into direct
communication with Mr. Goschen, and that he should be enabled as soon as possible

to judge what amount of assistance the Canadian Government may be willing to offer
toward the cost of the emigration.

I Am, Dear Sir, Yours Very Faithfully,

J. S. Mill

G. Laidlaw, Esq.
1401.

TO THOMAS HENRY HUXLEY 1

Blackheath Park
Kent

March 9, 1869

My Dear Mr Huxley

It gives me great pleasure to cooperate with you in so useful a project.2 My daughter
Miss Helen Taylor, and I, request that we may be put down as members, and I inclose
our subscriptions for the first year and a donation of £5.

If you are disengaged on Sunday next, will you give us the pleasure of taking an early
dinner with us at five? There is a North Kent train from Charing Cross at 4.5, and my
house is about ten minutes walk from the Blackheath station at the extreme further
end (the last house but one) in Blackheath Park. [ am
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My Dear Mr Huxley
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

Professor Huxley

1402.

TO AN UNIDENTIFIED CORRESPONDENT1

Blackheath Park, Kent

March 11, 1869

Dear Sir—

Immediately on receiving your letter of January 19, I wrote to Sir Charles Trevelyan,
who is the principal author of Competitive Examination as applied to the Civil
Service in England and India.2 He at once undertook to write to you, and to furnish
you with all the information in his power, and I presume he has done so before this
time. The question seems to me, if possible, even more important in the United States
than in this country. I have long thought that the appointments to office, without
regard to qualifications, are the worst side of American institutions: the main cause of
what is justly complained of in their practical operation, and the principal hindrance to
the correction of what is amiss; as well as a cause of ill-repute to democratic
institutions all over the world. If appointments were given, not by political influence,
but by open competition, the practice of turning out the holders of office, at every
change in politics, in order to reward partisans, would necessarily cease, and with it
nearly all the corruption and the larger half of the virulence of mere party conflict. I
have been delighted to see that Mr. Jenckes’ measure3 meets with increasing support
from disinterested opinion, though it will have to encounter the utmost hostility from
the professional politicians who are the great perverters of free government. . . .

J. S. Mill
1403.

TO WILLIAM LONGMAN1

B[lackheath] P[ark]

March 12. 1869
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Dear Sir—

D" Youmans probably thought (as I did myself) that time did not allow of making any
arrangement for the Analysis. But he hopes to do so for any of my future writings &
he has no objection to your conditions.2

You are a much better judge than I can be of what publication it is advisable to send
copies to. Only I should recommend adding the Revue des Deux Mondes, and I wish
two copies each instead of one to be sent to Mr Bain, Mr Findlater & Mr Grote; at my
expense if necessary. I inclose an additional list of persons & public bodies to whom I
wish presentation copies to be sent on my account.

I was not aware that you were waiting for instructions as to the payment of the
balance into Prescott’s3 but I will attend to the matter in future.

1404.

TO JOHN TULLOCH1

Blackheath Park
Kent

March 12.1869

My Dear Sir

I send today by book post to your address, the three Essays which competed for this
year’s prize.2 Would you kindly inform me whether books addressed simply at the
University of St Andrews, would reach the writers?

I have directed Mess™ Longman to send you a copy of the new edition of my father’s
“Analysis” of which I beg your acceptance, and also a copy to the University. I wish
to send copies to the gentlemen who gained the previous year’s prizes, but I have

unluckily mislaid the address of Mr. Stewart. I should be much obliged to you if you
would kindly send it to me. [ am

My Dear Sir
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill
The Very Reverend

Principal Tulloch, D.D.
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1404A.

TO JOHN VENN1

Blackheath Park
Kent

March 15. 1869

Dear Sir

Your letter reached Avignon after I had left for England, but has followed me here. In
reply I beg to say that you are free to make unrestricted use of my former letter,2 and
it would give me much pleasure to hear of your success.

[ Am
Dear Sir
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

J. Venn
1405.

TO HENRY REEVE]

Blackheath Park, March 16th
[1869]

Dear Sir,

Would it suit the “Edinburgh Review” to take an article from me on Mr. Thornton’s
book on Labour?2 The book is of great ability; and, though there is much of it with
which I do not agree, I think it a really important contribution to political economy, as
well as to the particular subject of which it treats. My object would be to recommend
the book to the consideration of thinkers, pointing out at the same time how far, and in
what, I think it erroneous; which is chiefly in some of its premises, for I agree
generally in its conclusions, respecting trades-unions, co-operation, and the ultimate
future of labour.

I Am, Dear Sir, Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill
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1406.

TO WILLIAM WOOD1

Blackheath Park Kent

March 17. 1869

Dear Sir

The National Society for Women’s Suffrage has decided to try to get up a petition to
Parliament this year from every borough in England in favour of Women’s Suffrage,2
to be sent up to one of the members for each borough. The Society has found friends
and correspondents in all but about ninety boroughs, and a list of these ninety has
been sent to my daughter that she may endeavour to find friends in some of them who
will interest themselves in getting signatures to a petition. Among these boroughs
which the Society has as yet no correspondents is Stoke upon Trent, and remembering
the interest you expressed in the subject last year, my daughter has asked me to ask
you if you will take up the matter. What is wanted is simply to give away copies of
the pamphlets circulated by the Society, to such people as you think will be
influenced by them or who will give them away in turn among their friends, and to
solicit signatures to the petition as widely as possible, giving a copy of the petition to
be filled in with signatures to everybody who you think will be willing to interest him
or herself in getting it filled. There is no need that the petition should be sent up for
two or three months, so that there is time to get in plenty of signatures, and the
London Society will be happy to send down any number of pamphlets, circulars, and
printed copies of the petition for signature. We forward by this post some copies of all
of these, and if your Mother and yourself will in this manner procure a petition, even
if it be not numerously signed it will be rendering a useful service to this great cause. I
am

Dear Sir
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

Mr William Wood
1407.

TO HENRY REEVE]

March 18th [1869]
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Dear Sir—

I shall have much pleasure in writing a notice of Mr. Thornton’s book for the
“Edinburgh Review,”2 and shall, of course, put what I have to say in a form
somewhat different from that in which I should write for another publication. My own
point of view does not exactly coincide either with that of Mr. Thornton or with that
of the “Edinburgh” Reviewer to whom he refers;3 and, of course, I must be free to
express my own view, and that only. Mr. Thornton is certainly a defender of trades-
unions, to the extent of thinking that their existence is an important defence and
protection to the operatives, and that they often cause a rise of wages when, though
right and desirable, it would not otherwise have taken place. On these points, I think,
Mr. Thornton has fully made out his case. On the other hand, he condemns some of
the aims and rules of trades-unions; and is quite alive to their liability to carry their
legitimate aims (rise of wages and diminished hours of work) to a length which may
injure both themselves and their employers by driving the trade elsewhere. For the
correction of this evil he looks to the lessons of experience and increased intelligence,
and to amiable discussion between the parties. In these various opinions I entirely
agree, and I should feel bound to express them in anything I write on the subject. It is
for you to decide whether they would be unsuitable for publication in the “E.
Review.”

With regard to your suggestion for reviewing the Report of the Commission,4 do you
purpose that this should be done in the same or in a separate article? Since, in that
case, it would be necessary to express an opinion on the question of prohibiting by
law those employments of trades-union funds which may be decided to be
illegitimate; and, moreover, of giving efficacy to the legal prohibition by the
appointment of a public prosecutor expressly for its enforcement. These are very
grave questions, and I am not yet prepared to give a final opinion on every part of
them, though I am clearly against adopting some of the recommendations of the
majority of the Commission, as reported in to-day’s papers.5 I think that the
systematic enforcement of legal penalties against strikes, even for undesirable objects,
would be the commencement of a feud between employers and workmen, and
between workmen and the Government, more internecine than we have ever yet seen.

I Am, Dear Sir, Yours Ever Truly

J. 8. Mill
1408.

TO CHARLES WENTWORTH DILKE]1

Blackheath Park
Kent

March 19 [1869]
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Dear Sir

If you are in town at Easter, I should be very glad to see you, if you would like to
come down and dine with me on Easter Sunday. I dine at five, and there is a train by
the North Kent railway from Charing Cross at 4.5. My house (the last but one at the
further end of Blackheath Park) is about ten minutes walk from the Blackheath
station.

Or I shall be here either of the two following Sundays April 4 and 11, and should be
happy to see you on either day, either in the morning or to a five o’clock dinner; but
after that, I am returning to Avignon for a month or two.

I Am Dear Sir
Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

C. W. Dilke Esq., M.P.
1409.

TO PASQUALE VILLARIL

B[lackheath] P[ark]
March 19. 1869

J’avais remarqué, mon cher M. Villari, que depuis longtemps je n’avais pas de vos
nouvelles; cette intermission n’est que trop expliquée par la lettre que je viens de
recevoir. La sympathie la plus vive et la plus sinceére ne peut presque rien pour
consoler dans un si grand malheur.2 Dans ’affreuse souffrance des premiers temps
c’est presqu’une moquerie que d’en offrir. Maintenant le temps est venu pour vous de
ce profond abattement, cette perte de tout intérét dans la vie, que je comprends si bien,
et qui serait presqu’aussi dur a supporter, s’il n’y avait un moyen un seul, de
soulagement, pour celui qui est capable de trouver un attrait dans le travail
désintéressé pour le bien des autres. Ceux qu’une grande douleur privée a dégotités de
tous les intéréts personnels, ont souvent fini par trouver une véritable consolation et
un renouvellement d’energie dans la concentration de leur sensibilité et de leur
intelligence sur des travaux ayant pour but I’amélioration morale, intellectuelle ou
physique de leur semblables. C’est 1a ce que j’espere pour vous. Vous €tes un homme
trés précieux pour votre pays, trés supérieur par la pensée et par les talents au niveau
commun des hommes dans quelque pays que ce soit. Nul pays plus que le votre n’a
besoin de ces qualités dans ses citoyens et aucun n’offre un champ plus vaste et plus
propice pour les exercer. Vous avez un amour de votre pays qui je suis slr, n’a pas
sombr¢ dans le naufrage de votre bonheur personnel. Tout ce qu’il y a de soulagement
possible dans un malheur comme le vétre, vous 1’éprouverez quand vous vous
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sentirez capable de vous remettre a quelque travail important pour le bien général, et
de nature a exiger toutes vos forces intellectuelles.

Vous trouverez peutétre que je parle bien a mon aise de travail a un homme accablé
de douleur, étant moi méme dans un état de contentement personnel que je n’avais
éprouve de longtemps. En effet, je suis comme un soldat licencié€ qui retourne a ses
foyers pour y jouir du plus grand privilége qu’une vie de travail puisse offrir, le libre
choix de ses occupations. Pendant que j’étais député je ne jouissais cette liberté que
pendant trois ou quatre mois de 1’année. Pendant ce temps je vaquais a mes études
philosophiques, et j’avais préparé une nouvelle édition du grand traité de psychologie
de mon pére,3 avec des notes par moi méme et par d’autres de ses successeurs dans la
méme €cole philosophique. Cette nouvelle édition vient d’étre livrée au public, et
I’exemplaire que je vous avais envoy¢ avant de recevoir votre lettre, vous parviendra,
j’espere, en peu de jours. Maintenant je vais publier un travail ou la question des
femmes4 est traitée avec plus d’étendue que dans tout ce qui a paru jusqu’ici en
faveur de leur affranchissement. Cette cause fait ici un progres tres rapide, et un si
grand nombre de femmes, et des plus distinguées, ont répondu a I’appel qui leur a été
fait, que le succes, bien qu’encore ¢éloigné, ne me le parait plus autant qu’il y a trois
ans. Ce petit traité vous parviendra, j’espere, peu de temps apres 1’autre.

Je tiens plus que jamais a avoir de vos nouvelles, et je vous prie de m’en donner
fréquemment. De mon cot€ j’espere avoir a I’avenir plus de loisir pour vous écrire.

1410.

TO HENRY FAWCETT1

Blackheath Park
Kent

March 22. 1869

Dear Mr Fawcett

I have considerable difficulty in judging from outside of any question of political
tactics, during the present transitional state of politics. And the questions you put to
me are essentially questions of tactics;2 for, on the substantial issues, there can hardly
be any difference of opinion. The landlords undoubtedly get what they have no right
to; for though they are charged a fair price for the tithe, the State, in one sense of the
word, pays that price for them, by lending them money at a much lower rate than they
themselves can borrow at; just as it lends them its money or credit for the
improvement of their land. Thus it undoubtedly makes a present to them; but as that
present costs itself nothing, consisting only in giving them the benefit of its better
credit, the Government may be right, as a matter of tactics, in granting them this
advantage, which costs nothing to anybody. Again, to employ the resumed national
property, or a part of it, in education, would be a far better application of it than the
one proposed; but the measure would then no longer tend to a reconcilement of
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religious differences. The application of any of the money to the Queen’s Colleges or
to undenominational schools, would be vehemently opposed by the whole Catholic
party. The battle of unsectarian education will have to be fought, but we may hope to
fight it with better support if this measure has first passed, retaining completely the
character of a healing measure. It seems to me too that Ireland has a just claim on the
general taxation of the empire for all that it requires in the way of education: and
inasmuch as unsectarian education is contrary to the wish of the great majority of the
Irish people, that at least can with much greater propriety be charged upon general
taxation, than upon a fund belonging to Ireland, as the Church property does. What
can be said on the other side of both these points will occur to yourself; and I am by
no means against criticising these provisions of the Bill in a speech. With regard to
any directly hostile movement against them (which would certainly be unsuccessful) I
doubt if any advantage would arise from it equivalent to the bad effect of an apparent
want of unanimity in the Liberal party in carrying through this measure. I do not feel
able to give a more positive opinion on the subject.

My daughter desires to be kindly remembered to Mrs Fawcett and yourself, and [ am

Dear Mr Fawcett
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

Henry Fawcett Esq. M.P.

1411.

TO ALFRED HYMAN LOUIS1
Bl[lackheath] P[ark]

March 22, 1869

Dear Sir—

The idea of an Academy of Moral & Political Science has often presented itself to my
mind; as it could hardly fail to present itself to any one who has been all his life
speculating & thinking on social questions & who has studied the institutions and
ideas of foreign countries. But the result of the thought I have given to the subject, has
always been unfavourable.

The Society, or Academy, would either be a public body, or a mere private
association. If a public body, the original members would be named by the
Government; subsequent vacancies might be filled up, as in France, by the votes of
the body itself. If the Gov' acted honestly in the matter, which we will suppose it to
do, it would appoint the persons of highest reputation as writers or thinkers on moral,
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social, & political subjects without (it is to be hoped) any regard to their opinions; for
to pay any regard to these would simply mean to exclude all whose opinions were in
advance of the age. This then being supposed, what sort of a body would be the
result? An assemblage of persons of utterly irreconcilable opinions, who would hardly
ever be sufficiently unanimous on any question to exercise, as a body, any moral or
intellectual influence over it; while amidst this medley of opinions there would be an
assured majority in favour of what is conservative & commonplace, because such is
invariably the tendency of the majority of those whose reputation is already made. In
consequence, the subsequent elections by the members, to fill vacancies, would be
decidedly worse than we are supposing the original choice to be; for men of the
highest eminence would often not be elected if any of their opinions were obnoxious
to the arriéré majority. Guizot,2 Thiers,3 & Cousin4 while he lived, ruled the French
Academy of Moral & Political Sciences & very few who were not of their opinions
were, or now are, admitted into it.5 The Académie Frangaise rejected Littré,6 the man
who by his single efforts was doing admirably the whole work which the Academy
was specially appointed to do. Even Academies of physical science in which there is
less difference of opinions, always consist, in majority, of trained mediocrities, while
the men whose footsteps mark the great advances in science often do not succeed
during their whole lives in obtaining admission. Originality, scientific genius, is in
general looked shyly upon by the majority of scientific men; & it is of the majority
that Academies, however honestly constituted, will be the representatives.

If, on the other hand, the Society was not a public organised body, but was composed
of volunteers rallying round some common standard, it would not materially differ
from any voluntary association of persons agreeing in some of their opinions & would
carry no more weight than any other set of men who unite to assist and back one
another in the propagation of their particular doctrines.

It does not seem to me possible by any combination, to make the collective force of
scientific thought available as a power in social affairs. The French Academies never
have been such a power: the Academy of Moral & Political Sciences is neither
consulted, nor, as a body, puts forth any opinions, or exercises any moral or political
action, except by offering prizes for Essays. Its Transactions, consisting of the papers
read before it, are published, but one seldom sees them quoted or referred to. Its
individual members have such influence as their talents or character may give them,
but collective influence it has none.

Having given you the reasons which make me fear that the results you anticipate from
the formation of an Academy of M. & P.S. would not be realised, allow me now to
express the great pleasure which our short conversation gave me & the satisfaction I
should have in cooperating with you on the subject of the Alabama claims7 & I doubt
not, on many other important matters. There is such a lack of energy & earnestness in
all classes above manual labourers, & those who have any wish or capacity for
improved ideas are so shrinkingly afraid of what will be said of them & so daunted by
the smallest obstacle that it is a dies albo notandus8 on which one meets with any
man of intelligence who feels and thinks as you did both in the Commons SocY,9 in
our conversation afterwards & now in your letter.
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1412.

TO HENRY REEVEI

March 22nd [1869]

I was much surprised at what seemed like a proposal on your part to write reviews
both of the Trades-Union Commission Report and also of Mr. Thornton’s book;2 and
I am not at all surprised to find that your meaning was to include a review of both in
one article. This, however, will not suit me, nor, indeed, could I undertake a review of
the Trades Commission Report,3 even separately, for a considerable time to come;
and I do not intend to defer writing on Mr. Thornton’s book until I write on the Trades
Commission Report. For this and various other reasons, with many apologies for the
trouble I have given you, I decide to withdraw my proposal altogether. I am much
obliged to you for your willingness to insert an article by me on a subject in which
there are considerable differences of opinion between us, and remain, dear Sir, yours
very truly,

J. 8. Mill
1413.

TO THEODOR GOMPERZ1

Blackheath Park
March 23, 1869

I am not sure whether, when I last wrote to you, I mentioned the work in which I was
engaged, of preparing a new edition of my father’s “Analysis of the Phenomena of the
Human Mind” with Notes, bringing up the subject to the latest improvements in
psychology. This is now complete, and the notes, to which Mr Grote has contributed,
and in which Mr Bain has given, in a condensed form, the most important thoughts of
his systematic treatises, form I think a very valuable addition to the original work. I
hope you have received the copy I directed the publisher to send. . . . How is the
edition (of the translation)2 proceeding? . . .

1414.

TO WILLIAM GEORGE WARD1

29th March, 1869.
The purpose of those who have projected the Society2 mentioned in your letter is a

laudable one, but it is very doubtful whether it will be realised in practice. Oral
discussion on matters dependent on reasoning may be much more thorough than when
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carried on by written discourse, but only I think if undertaken in the manner of the
Socratic dialogue, between one and one. None of the same advantages are obtained
when the discussion is shared by a mixed assemblage. Even, however, as a kind of
debating society on these great questions the Society may be useful, especially to its
younger members. But my time is all pre-engaged to other occupations, and I do not
expect any such benefit, either to others or to myself, from my taking part in the
proceedings of the Society, as would justify me in putting aside other duties in order
to join it.

It is very natural that those who are strongly convinced of the truth of their opinions
should think that those who differ from them do not duly weigh their arguments.3 I
can only say that I sincerely endeavour to do the amplest justice to any argument

which is urged, and to all I can think of even when not urged, in defence of any
opinions which I controvert.

1415.

TO EDWARD WILLIAM FITHIAN1

Blackheath Park
Kent

April 6. 1869

Dear Sir

Under the explanation given in your note, and in the understanding that the local
Committee are to act in concert with, and under the general guidance of, the
Committee of the Commons Preservation Society, I am willing to be a member of the
Blackheath Committee, though unable to attend its meetings. I am Dear Sir

Yours Very Truly

J. S. Mill

E. W. Fithian Esq.
1416.

TO WILLIAM WOOD1

Blackheath Park Kent

April 6. 1869
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Dear Sir

It is not desired that the petitions should be presented simultaneously.2 They are
presented as they come in; and there is seldom a sitting of the House at which one or
more are not presented. But as they will not be too late any period of the session, it is
worth while to keep them back as long as there seems a prospect of obtaining more
signatures to them.

The rules of the House require that petitions should be in manuscript not print. The
printed copies are circulated for signature, and the signatures afterwards cut off, and
pasted or gummed on to the manuscript; not forgetting, however, that there must be at
least one signature on the very sheet on which the petition is written.

When I leave unnoticed any point in your letter, you may safely ascribe it to want of
leisure. Your views on the registration of voters being very much in accordance both
with my own, and with those which seem to me to be generally entertained by the
Liberal party, I had no particular reason for dwelling on the subject.

I am glad we do not differ fundamentally on the subject of the Factory Acts. I am
quite prepared to find that the provision for education in those Acts, though effectual
in some cases, is almost inoperative in others, and that even as regards hours of labour

the machinery of the Acts is often not efficacious.

I return Mr Melly’s3 letter, and am

Dear Sir Yours Very Truly
J.S. Mill
Mr William Wood

1417.

TO LORD AMBERLEY1

Blackheath Park
Kent

April 9, 1869
Dear Lord Amberley

It gave me much pleasure to hear from you, and to find my anticipation confirmed,
that you would enjoy your liberation from trammels as much as I do myself.2 There
certainly is no blessing in human life comparable to liberty; for those at least, who
having any good uses to put it to, can indulge themselves in it with a good conscience.
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I envy you the pleasure of having got to a Latin classic.3 I hope to be able to give
myself the same satisfaction by and by. I have not read a Greek or Latin book for at
least half a dozen years, with the exception of Plato, whom I read quite through
preparatory to reviewing Mr Grote’s account of him.4 Cicero’s philosophical writings
are very pleasant reading and of considerable value historically, as our principal
authority for much of the speculations of the Greek philosophical sects, and a brilliant
specimen of the feelings of the best sort of accomplished and literary Romans towards
the close of the Republic: but as philosophy they are not worth much, and I like his
Orations and Letters better. It is true I am much interested in everything that relates to
that great turning point of history, the going out of what was left of liberty in the
ancient world; and that calm after the storm, that tragical pause at the beginning of the
down-hill rush, which is called the Augustan age—so solemn in its literary
monuments,5 so deformed by the presence of Augustus in it.6 No historian has treated
that cunning, base, and cruel adventurer as he deserved, except Arnold in the Enc.
Metropolitana,7 and Ampere in “L’Empire Romain a Rome”:8 merely because Virgil
and Horace flattered him.

But this kind of reading after all is but recreation, unless one is making a particular
study of history in order to write it, or for some philosophical purpose. Psychology,
ethics, and politics in the widest sense of the term, are the really important studies
now, both for one’s own instruction, and for exercising a useful influence over others.
The Endowed Schools Bill9 will do a great deal of good, if the proper use is made of
the powers which it assumes; and Forster’s speech10 shews that he at least intends to
do the best. Let us hope that he will have sufficient firmness of his own, and sufficient
support from others, not merely to carry the Bill, for that is little, but to work it
according to the recommendations of the School Inquiry Commissioners.11 I honour
D' Templel2 and Acland13 for producing so good a report, for I have no doubt it is
mainly their doing.

It will be very pleasant to see you and Lady Amberley at Avignon,14 if we do not
sooner. With our kind regards to her I am, Dear Lord Amberley

Very Truly Yours
J.S. Mill

1418.

TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES1

Blackheath Park

April 9, 1869
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Dear Mr Cairnes

First and foremost let me express the great pleasure it gives me to hear of the
progressive improvement in your health. Seeing how well the dry and stimulating
climate of Nice seems to have agreed with you, and that it has not disagreed with M"™
Cairnes, I confess to some misgiving as to the prudence of your passing next winter in
the damp and depressing climate of this island, which is dampest and cloudiest when
it is mildest. But you, and your medical adviser, are better judges than I can be.

With regard to the “Analysis”,2 for which you thank me so warmly, I know no one on
whom it is better bestowed, nor any one to whom it was a greater pleasure to offer it. I
shall have another book to offer you very soon; a volume of about the size of the
“Liberty”, on the “Subjection of Women.” It is not specially on the Suffrage question,
but on all the questions relating to women’s domestic subordination and social
disabilities, all of which it discusses more fully than has been done hitherto. I think it
will be useful, and all the more, as it is sure to be very bitterly attacked.

I am on the point of sending to the Fortnightly the first part of a review of Thornton’s
book;3 the purely economical part. I shall be very desirous of knowing whether you
agree with my judgment of the book from the purely scientific point of view. I feel
pretty sure you will concur in what I have written on the so-called wages fund, a
subject on which I expressed myself in my Political Economy as inaccurately as other
people, and which I have only within the last two or three years seen in its proper
light. On the other subject on which you think Thornton vulnerable, the losing sight of
the population principle, it would have been better, perhaps, if he had added a few
pages on the relation of that question to his doctrine; but I have no idea that he has
changed any of the opinions which are so strongly expressed in his former writings on
that subject.4 Most of the notices of his book have been just what you describe: but
there have been two lately, which probably you had not yet seen—a most crabbed and
cantankerous one in the Spectator,5 and a very friendly and generous one (apparently
by Mr Hill) in the Daily News.6 It is very amusing in this and other cases to see how
the tyros in Political Economy think themselves bound to give no quarter to heresies,
being afraid to make any of the concessions which their masters make.

With regard to Gladstone’s bill, it was at first a disappointment to find that nothing
better was to be done with the Church property than what is proposed.7 But I do not
know how to complain; for the only better use to which the funds could be put is
Education, and it was hardly to be desired that the Government should force on the
fierce quarrel about Irish Education with the Church question still unsettled.8 Besides
the probability that to do so might have compromised the passing of the measure it
would, even when carried, have no longer been of any efficacy in allaying Irish
discontent, unless, indeed, a complete surrender had been made of education to the
priests. At present, this bill, at least, has been made completely satisfactory to
Catholic feeling, and it will be all the more practicable to fight the education question
hereafter—when there is some hope that English elementary education may first have
been settled, on something like an undenominational basis.
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Another reason against throwing any avoidable difficulty in the way of Church
disendowment, is that its completion will open the way for the land question. It has
been for some time apparent that when the religious supremacy of Protestantism is at
an end, the Presbyterians of the North, and even many Orangemen, will join hands
with the tenantry of the South on the land question, and the junction is coming to pass,
even more quickly than could have been expected. The motion brought forward by
Johnstone9 and seconded by the O’Donoghue for the repeal of the Party Processions
Act, 1s a very significant incident.

I agree with you that the tithe rent charge is a very good tax; but it could not have
been taken for state purposes, and it would have been a very inconvenient property to
be held by Commissioners for the management of Hospitals, &c.

I look forward with great pleasure to seeing you but not at Blackheath in May, for it
would be making little use of our recovered liberty not to spend in the South, for the
first time since 1865, the beautiful spring months. We leave for Avignon next
Tuesday, and expect to be back here early in July.

I Am
Dear Mr Cairnes
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

J. E. Cairnes Esq.

1419.

TO WILLIAM FRASER RAE]1

Blackheath Park
Kent

April 9, 1869
Dear Mr Rae

I have not seen Mr M°Lean’s pamphlet,2 nor have I any pamphlets or other works
expressing the Protectionist doctrines held in Canada or Australia. [ have only seen
these doctrines put forth in newspapers which I have not kept. But there is a very
good summary in Mr Dilke’s “Greater Britain”3 of the arguments which he himself
heard used in the Colonies, particularly in Australia, and which he considers to be
those which are mainly influential with the supporters of Protectionism there.

The pseudo-scientific arguments for Protection are given at wearisome length in H. C.
Carey’s “Social Science”,4 which, take it for all in all, I consider to be about the worst
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book on political economy I ever read: an opinion which I was amply prepared to
justify immediately after toiling through it. This book gives Protectionism the prestige
of scientific authority in the United States, but its elaborate reasonings are not likely
to be those which carry conviction to the multitude. I take it that the popular argument
is, as stated to me by Mr Wells,5 and in the Essay by D" Leavitt6 to which the Cobden
Club has given its medal—that if American labourers are compelled to compete with
the pauper labour of Europe, they also will be reduced to pauperism. The fallacy is
plausible, and a good many of the English freetraders would be puzzled to give it a
satisfactory answer. If you can make the answer such as the general reader will
understand, you will do a very valuable work.

I Am Dear Mr Rae
Very Truly Yours

J. S. Mill

W. F. Rae Esq.

1420.

TO THOMAS CARLYLE1

Blackheath Park
Kent

April 12. 1869

Dear Carlyle

I have just received, through Mrs Grote, the two volumes of Evelyn,2 to gether with
your kind note. The former I had entirely forgotten. The latter would have revived, if
they had ever been dormant, many old memories and feelings.

Blackheath Park, Kent, is a sufficient address. We are, however, going abroad

tomorrow, but mean to return in the summer; and any communication from you—not
to mention your bodily presence—would be always most welcome to

Yours Truly

J. S. Mill

Thomas Carlyle Esq.
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1421.

TO JOSHUA GIRLING FITCH1
Bl[lackheath] P[ark]

April 12. 1869

Dear Sir

I am very happy to learn from your letter of April 10 that our opinions do not differ so
materially as I was afraid they did. May I be permitted to suggest the good which you
might do by putting the substance of your letter into a communication to the Editor of
the Fortnightly,2 who I have no doubt would be happy by inserting it to correct
whatever unintended injustice my article may have done you & at the same time to
give the benefit of your high authority to the essential doctrines of the article.

1422.

TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL1
Avignon

le 18 avril 1869

Mon Cher D’Eichthal

Je n’¢étais pas a St. Véran lorsque votre lettre du 30 mars y est parvenue, et je I’ai
regue trop tard pour me servir du bulletin de vote que vous m’avez adressé: Du reste,
I’association2 n’avait pas besoin de mon vote. Le choix du personnel doit
ordinairement rester a ceux qui prennent une part active aux travaux. Quant a moi, je
suis un membre tres inutile de 1’ Association, bien que vivement intéressé a son but.

Si je reste quelquefois longtemps sans donner de mes nouvelles a un ancien ami
comme vous, il ne faut I’attribuer qu’au manque de loisir. Je recois, pour mon
malheur, un trés grand nombre de lettres, dont beaucoup ont besoin d’une réponse, et
méme d’une réponse réfléchie et soignée, portant sur des choses publiques ou privées
ou je suis personellement désintéressé; et lorsque j’ai, a grand peine, distrait de mes
occupations le temps nécessaire pour remplir ce devoir, il ne me reste, en général ni le
temps ni I’énergie d’écrire a mes propres amis a moins d’une nécessité pressante. J’ai
donc a les prier d’user de I’indulgence envers moi, et de ne me conserver pas moins
leurs bon sentiments.

Je vous envoie un mandat de poste pour la souscription annuelle. Si je la dois plus

d’une année, je vous prie de vouloir bien m’en avertir. J’ai lu tous vos articles dans le
Temps,3 et je vous félicite du progres de I’ Association. Je voudrais bien pouvoir
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féliciter également la Grece sous le rapport politique; mais 1’insurrection Crétoise,4
qui semblait lui promettre des avantages précieux, n’a servi que de leurre, et a
seulement laissé les Grecs encore plus dénués qu’auparavant des ressources
nécessaires pour le bon gouvernement de leur pays. Je n’ai pas besoin de dire que
toutes mes sympathies sont avec eux; mais dans 1’état présent de I’Europe, la Grece
n’a pas d’autres chances d’agrandissement qu’en travaillant a la prospérité intérieure.
Contrairement a une opinion malheureusement tres répandue, je crois les Grecs tres
dignes et trés capables d’un gouvernement libre. Mais ils souffrent du fléau de toutes
les nations dont les citoyens n’ont pas I’habitude ou le loisir de s’occuper de la chose
publique, sans remission. Ils laissent les affaires nationales a des hommes qui
pratiquent la politique comme un métier pour vivre, et qui partout, méme aux Etats-
Unis, s’ils ne sont pas contenus par une opinion publique forte et prononcée.
conduisent les affaires dans le sens de leur propre intérét pécuniaire. Je ne vois a cela
de remede permanent que dans une grande prospérité matérielle, qui permettrait a un
nombre considérable d’hommes intelligents de mener une certaine attention aux
intéréts publics de front avec leurs propres affaires. Ajoutez a cela les bonnes voies de
communications qui permettraient une combinaison plus facile entre des efforts
aujourd’hui isolés, et la Grece ne serait plus exploitée comme elle 1’est aujourd’hui
par des place-hunters.

Votre Toujours Affectioné

J. S. Mill
1423.

TO JOHN ELLIOT CAIRNES1
Avignon

April 19. 1869

Dear Mr Cairnes

On the day of our arrival here, I received your kind note. I will have your copy of the
book2 sent, as soon as it is published, to the address you mention.

I cannot feel very positive in my opinion as to the questions of policy connected with
the proposed disposal of the Church property, especially as you do not agree with
me.3 But my impression has been, all along, that it would have been extremely
difficult to pass a bill for disendowment through even the House of Commons,
without deciding, in the Bill itself, what should be the application of the funds. People
are very suspicious in Church matters, and a large proportion of the warmest
supporters of dissndowment would have suspected the Government of meditating
some employment of the money which they did not yet dare disclose; probably, to
give it, in some form, to the Catholic clergy.
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If, in your journey to Aix, your way lies through Avignon, I hope you will give us an
opportunity of snatching a sight of you as you pass. If so, perhaps you will kindly
write me a line a few days before the time when we may expect you, so that we may
not be absent on an excursion exactly at the time. We do not intend to make any long
journey this year; nevertheless we shall not be quite stationary here through the
spring, but shall make many excursions of a few days or a fortnight’s length in the
neighbourhood, and probably some as far as the Pyrenees. But we shall always be
returning here for our letters, &c and resting in the intervals; and as our movements in
this respect will be decided chiefly by our inclinations and the exigencies of weather,
if we had any reason to expect either you or Mrs Cairnes at any particular time we
would arrange to be at home for that time.

My daughter and myself desire our best regards to M"™ Cairnes, and I am

Dear Mr Cairnes
Ever Yours Truly

J. 8. Mill
1424.

TO ELIZABETH CADY STANTON1

Avignon, April 25, 1869

Dear Madam—

You have done me the honor to inform me of the Convention about to be held in New
York on the subject of Woman’s Suffrage,2 and you ask me for a letter on the
occasion. I would gladly comply with the request, but the cause, in America, has
advanced beyond the stage at which it could need a recommendation from me, or
from any man. It is not to be believed that the nation which is now engaged in
admitting the newly-liberated negro to the plenitude of all political franchises, will
much longer retain women in a state of helotage which (as is truly remarked in the
letter of invitation issued by your Association) is now more degrading than ever,
because, being no longer shared by any of the male sex, it constitutes every woman
the inferior of every man. The late glorious struggle has shaken old prejudices, and
has brought men to a feeling that the principles of your democratic institutions are not
mere phrases, but are meant to be believed and acted upon towards all persons; and I
am persuaded that the political equality which is now refused to no one else, will be
conceded to women as soon as a sufficiently large number of them unite in
demanding it. I therefore heartily wish success to the approaching demonstration.
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I Am, Dear Madam, Very Sincerely Yours,

J. 8. Mill
1425.

TO EDWIN CHADWICK1

Avignon

May 2. 1869

Dear Chadwick

Lord Russell’s bill,2 and its favourable reception by the Lords, are no further of
importance than as shewing the need which the Lords feel of strengthening their
position. So small a number of life members would do little good even if they were
always honestly selected, which they will not be. A few good names may be put in at
first, but, as a rule, the life peerage will be a refuge for the mediocrities of past
administrations. If now and then a thoughtful and vigorous man gets in, he will, no
doubt, have the means of publicly speaking his thoughts, but to an inattentive
audience; for the Peers are too stupid and too conservative to be moved, except by a
party leader who they think will carry distinctions to the utmost limits of
practicability; and the public pay little attention to speeches in the House of Lords. I
doubt if a Second Chamber can ever again carry weight in English politics, unless
popularly elected. I feel sure, at all events that nothing less than what I proposed in
my book on Representative Government,3 will enable it to do so. These are my
opinions; but I do not wish to throw cold water on anything which acknowledges an
evil, and points in the direction of improvement.

I should not at all wonder if Gladstone in what he said to you, did hint at a life
peerage: though perhaps what he meant was, to hold out hopes that you might be
supported by the Government in a future candidature for the House of Commons. I
should be more glad if it were the last; but I do not mean that I should advise you to
refuse the former, for as it would be obviously a tribute to your legislative capacity, it
would doubtless increase your weight. Ever yrs truly

J. S. Mill
1426.

TO ARMAND LALANDE]1
A[vignon]

May 2. 1869
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Dear Sir—

Your letter has followed me here, & I have read it with great interest. As a piece of
English composition it is quite remarkable as the production of a foreigner; & I agree
in a great part of its substance. Mr Lowe has certainly much exaggerated the strength
of the case against the shilling duty on corn.2 I however differ from you on one of the
leading points of your argument, viz. where you aim at proving that the price of corn
would not fall by the whole amount of the duty taken off, but by a smaller amount,
dependent on the degree in which the importation of corn may be increased by the
abolition of the duty. This argument was urged formerly during the discussions which
preceded the repeal of our corn laws3 & I had occasion to contest it at that time. It
seems to me that your argument errs by stopping short at demand & supply as the
final regulators of price, without going on to that which in the last resort, adjusts the
demand & supply to one another, viz. Costs of production (including all cost
necessary for bringing the article to the place of sale). If from any permanent natural
calamity smiting the soil with sterility the cost of production of wheat were increased
by a shilling a quarter, I apprehend that the price of wheat would rise by that amount,
plus the ordinary profit upon it, even if there were no diminution of supply. Whether
the supply would be finally diminished or not would depend on whether the rise of
price caused a falling off in the consumption. But the conditions of production having
been altered, the average price (that which the producer looks forward to & calculates
upon) must accommodate itself to the new conditions. And the same thing happens if
instead of a natural calamity, we suppose the artificial burthen of a tax, which though
levied only on a part of the corn consumed, enables all the remainder to command on
the average the higher price necessary for bringing in that part: Supply & demand
determine the perturbations of price; but (when the article admits of unlimited
increase) not the permanent, or average, price.

I think, therefore, your argument fails in one important point; & though some of your
other arguments remain valid notwithstanding, I do not think them sufficient to
outweigh the advantage of getting rid of the last remaining shred of Protectionism.

But I do not therefore dissuade you from publishing your paper.4 It is written in a way
to command attention, & so many intelligent persons will think your opinion correct
& mine erroneous, that it is right that the opinion shd have a fair hearing. The only
newspapers however which would be very likely to insert such a paper would be the
Conservative journals, Standard, Herald, &c. & with them I have no relations.
Probably it would have a better chance either with them or with the Times if sent by
yourself.

1427.

TO GUSTAVE D’EICHTHAL1

Avignon

le 8 mai 1869
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Mon Cher D’Eichthal

Je serai heureux d’étre de quelqu’utilité a votre fils.2 Je puis lui donner des
recommandations a quelques familles de Manchester, entr’autres a M. Bazley,3
député de Manchester, a M. Potter,4 qui a succédé a Cobden comme député de
Rochdale, et une ou deux autres. Les enverrai-je directement a son adresse (chez
Bryan Peacock et C'°?) ou a vous-méme a Paris?

En effet, je suis avec le plus grand intérét le mouvement électoral du moment.5 Ce
serait trop de bonheur s’il pouvait aboutir comme celui auquel vous le comparez, a un
changement de majorité. Mais on ne peut pas espérer autant. Ce serait déja beaucoup
qu’un notable accroissement dans le nombre de I’Opposition.

Qu’une revolution soit désormais possible ou non, la plupart de la classe aisée parait
encore la craindre beaucoup, et je crois qu'une partie de la classe ouvriere, méme dans
le midi, I’espére toujours. Des hommes intelligents d’ici pensent que la tendance plus
libérale qui se montre parmi la classe moyenne a surtout pour cause la crainte que le
systéme du gouvernement actuel ne pousse a une catastrophe, et qu’au lendemain
d’un triomphe libéral les mémes hommes redeviendraient conservateurs. On se plaint
aussi que les hommes d’opposition qui reparaissent sur la scéne politique sont pour la
plupart des démocrates autoritaires de I’école de la Convention, et non des hommes de
la nouvelle école libérale. J’aimerais beaucoup a connaitre votre opinion sur ces
choses.

Je lirai avec grand intérét votre écrit sur la prononciation grecque.6 C’est un sujet qui
m’intéresse beaucoup, et le peu que j’en sais s’accorde essentiellement avec ce que je
crois étre votre opinion.

Tout A Vous

J. 8. Mill
1428.

TO A. M. FRANCIS1

Avignon

May 8. 1869

Dear Sir—

I have received your letter & I will answer its different points seriatim.

1. My letter to Mr. Holden2 has been much misunderstood if it is supposed to indicate
any change in my opinions on the sphere & functions of Government in the
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economical affairs of societies. The only opinion I intended to withdraw was that
which recommended, in certain cases, temporary protective duties in new countries to
aid the experimental introduction of new industries. And even on this point I continue
to think that my opinion was well grounded but experience has shewn that
protectionism, once introduced, is in danger of perpetuating itself through the private
interests it enlists in its favour, & I therefore now prefer some other mode of public
aid to new industries, though in itself less appropriate.

I quite agree with you that in Australia there are many important requisites of
prosperity which the Gov' ought not to consider it beyond its province to provide. One
of these is the one you mention—works of irrigation. I have long looked forward to
the time when Australia would feel the need of tanks like those of Southern India,3 to
retain through the dry season the surplus rains of the few rainy months. This however
is a work on a great scale requiring combined labour & therefore difficult to
accomplish with your present population.

I took no part in the discussion about the purchase of the Telegraphs4 because it was a
mere experiment of which I do not foresee the result. I shd object to the purchase of
the railways until the smaller measure shall have approved its policy by its success.
And in no case does it seem to me admissible that the Gov' should work the railways.
If it became proprietor of them it ought to lease them to private companies.

2. With regard to lands I am still, like yourself, in favour of the Wakefield system.5 I
should however highly approve of selling the lands subject to a land tax, if the Gov' is
in a condition to enforce its payment without a cost exceeding the worth; a difficulty
which seemed fatal to this plan at the time when Wakefield wrote.

3. On the importation of Polynesian labourers6 I am afraid we differ more widely. If
the South Sea islanders came to Queensland spontaneously, the province would have
every reason to welcome their coming. But I have the most deep rooted distrust of
plans for sending emissaries to induce them to come, even by no worse means than
brilliant representations. And I do not believe that any laws, which it is possible to
enforce among an English population, will protect ignorant & uncivilised strangers
living with them as servants, against outrageous abuses of power. If the experiment
ever answers it is probably with Chinese, who are a more fearless & vigorous race &
are able to make themselves very unpleasant to those who ill treat them. But the
common English abroad—I do not know if in this they are worse than other
people—are intensely contemptuous of what they consider inferior races, & seldom
willingly practise any other mode of attaining their ends with them than bullying &
blows. I therefore most positively object to putting such victims in their power. If
there are no other means of preventing labour from being over scanty, then I am afraid
the inconveniences of the climate must be taken with its advantages. But | shY think
that the agricultural population of England & Ireland would furnish (agreeably to one
of Wakefield’s principles) a sufficient number of young married couples to supply in
a moderate number of years the labour required.

If in the expression of these opinions I have been rather brief & abrupt, I beg that you
will attribute it to my occupations & to the haste with which they oblige me to write.
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1429.

TO T. E. CLIFFE LESLIE1L
A[vignon]

May 8, 1869

Dear Mr Leslie—

You should not take the editors & their ways so much au sérieux.2 You must
remember that your writings are intended for the public good, & that the editors are
not half such good judges of that as you are. Consequently it is for you to make them
take your articles just as you would make them take medicine, without any amour
propre at having made it up for them yourself, & so put in a little sugar now & then if
need be. Now, having made a real success with your amusing as well as useful articles
of travels,3 the editors ask you for more of the same, & you should give it them,
wrapping up good doctrine in this form. You should be no more on your dignity with
them than with children. To a man like yourself most of them are children, as regards
their motives & the objects they have in view. Morley indeed is better, but I dare say
he is a good deal bothered & he probably thinks that Chauffard’s Mittermaier is a
subject that can wait better than most.4 I should be vexed if the paper that you wrote
to oblige me should have any unpleasant effect on your relations with him.

I agree with you in exceedingly disliking the insolent & domineering affectations of
Fitzjames Stephen. In pol. economy he is exceedingly ignorant, but not the less
presumptuous. On other matters, however, he is able to do some useful work, & he is
undoubtedly a clever man. My daughter begins to have some doubts whether he is
thoroughly an honest man, either in word or deed. It is certain that he says & does
oddly inconsistent things. He is always brutal, even at his best; that however is
apparently in him a radical defect of temperament, which if he is otherwise an honest
worker for good, might have to be overlooked. It is certain that he is very vain, & that
may be the cause of many of his defects in which vanity is not apparent, as of the
boyish boast that he always goes to sleep at the P.E. Club.5 Has he then so much time
to spare; or does he mean that he comes because he cannot get sleep elsewhere? But
he is full of this sort of fanfaronnade, which is offensive enough, but which we may
excuse if he is in earnest about anything. One cannot help hoping he is because he is
clever enough to do a good deal of good or of mischief.

I shall read with great interest your paper on profits.6 If it is not in print before I
return to England, perhaps you would not mind letting me see it in MS. I am open to
conviction, but at present I cannot see that you are likely to be successful in anything
more than in shewing that the doctrine respecting value & cost of production is true
within wider limits of error—is true much more roughly & only in the gross, than is
often supposed by political economists. This I am quite prepared to admit.

PLL v6.0 (generated September, 2011) 63 http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/254



Online Library of Liberty: The Collected Works of John Stuart Mill, Volume XVII - The Later Letters
of John Stuart Mill 1849-1873 Part IV

I am very happy on all accounts that you have been appointed to the Examinership7
—& on my own account that you are likely to bring on your question at the Club in
July8 for I count upon being present at that meeting. I read & was glad of M. de
Laveleye’s letter in the Economist.9 The prospect of an account of Servia & Bosnia
from so good an observer & thinker is very agreeable.10

Sumner’s speechl 1 if serious is almost frantic. Probably however (& that is
unpleasant enough) what it means is a wish not to settle the Alabama question at all
but to keep the wound unhealed. One does not know what to say or do until it appears
whether this is a passing gust or a permanent mood of the American mind. Perhaps it
is but a reaction from Reverdy Johnson’s ill-advised & ill-timed soft sawder.12

We saw Cairnes on his way through Avignon to Aix les Bains, & you will be glad to
hear how wonderfully he has improved in health. He can now walk for a short time,
without even a stick, on level ground, & for the first time speaks as if he had some
hopes of being restored to active life.

I do not understand Lord Dufferin.13 Why shd he wish to receive from me a
production of which he thinks so unfavourably that my sending it to him of my own
accord would have been almost a piece of bravado? A compliment of the sort he
seems to desire from me is only suitable towards a fellow worker in the same cause,
or a private friend, & Lord D. is neither: but as | shd be sorry to refuse any request of
the sort from you, I will do what you asked if you wish it, on the ground that Lord D.
is a friend of yours.

1430.

TO GEORGE JOHN GRAHAM1

Avignon

May 11, 1869

Dear Graham

I will with great pleasure be your surety for the additional £1000.

It does seem as if this time a Bankruptcy Bill will really pass,2 and those personally
interested will be no longer kept in uncertainty concerning their future. I greatly doubt
the expediency of the change, as far as relates to the abolition of your office:3 but
apparently the mercantile men will have it so. In other respects this bill seems a little
better than the very bad ones we have had lately, but still very different from what it
ought to be.

If the bill passes, you will have more time for the subjects in which you were so

deeply interested in our younger days,4 and in which I have always thought that the
engrossing and anxious nature of your daily occupations has cost to the world very
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valuable contributions. I have myself been greatly indebted to those searching
discussions, at Mr Grote’s house in Sun Court,5 of some of which the “Analysis”
itself was the text, and to the value of which no one contributed more, if anybody so
much, as yourself.

I had long had the project of publishing an annotated edition of the Analysis; and now
when Bain’s treatises and the progress of physiology have raised up a certain public,
disposed to listen to the Association view of Psychology, the republication will
probably place the book in its deserved position as a text book of that view of the
science.

Ever, Dear Graham,
Yours Truly

J. S. Mill

G. J. Graham Esq.
1431.

TO T. S. CREE1L
Avignon

May 17, 1869

Dear Sir

I thank you for your letter, as I am always glad to have my opinions and arguments
subjected to the criticisms of any one who has studied the subject. It appears to me,
however, that your remarks do not touch the scientific exactness of the propositions
laid down in my article in the Fortnightly Review, but only the practical importance of
the cases to which they are applicable. Now, though I am far from agreeing with you
as to this, I have not discussed it in the article. My object, on this occasion, was to
show that the door is not shut on the subject by the insuperable law of nature.

It is one thing to say that labourers, by combination, cannot raise wages (which is the
doctrine of many political economists), and another to say that it is not for their
interest to force up wages so high as to reduce profits below what is a sufficient
inducement to saving and to the increase of capital.

I have written a second article on the subject, which will be printed in the next
