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Recent history has obundantly juttitled J . S. Mlll•e tear that th~ 

power of socl•tr over tbe la~ivlduol ~s llkely to tnereoso .tthout 

ltmlt If lt 1110re asot proweated. Ono of the 110st ob•lous pbenoraena ot 

our t~et hat beon the rite Gf ••·called totolltarlan system• of 

gowernoent; 8to•e• ubieb tteat the lndlvldual as a bel-a wltb no other 

end but tho tervlet ot tke state and wbleh ore prepared to use tho 

advanced ttchnlque• ~ioh •odero actentlttc reseoreh kat made available 

to them to mould tho individual as tbe pert•ct tool of the s.vatem. 

In spite ot tho •ost deetruettfe war ln humad hlltot.r totalltorlanlan 

bas aot been overthrown and twen now the world ls divided into t''IO camps 

between stotes wl1lcb claim to base their policies on tbe belief in the 

value of personal liberty and those 11d!1eb oonsideY the complete supptesslon 

ot individual treedom ln tbe namo of the etete to be juetltled. 

The danger to freedom, howotrer, doos not arise only from tho 

totnlltarlan Ideal. !Wen wtthih the so•lt.llled •tree world' pttoeeases are 

at work undermining the freedom of the lndbldual. The •trees and stro·tn 

of the •oold war• baYe toreed the freo 1110rld to learn many lessons froaa 

its opponents ond baYO made It nttee•sary that freedom •Jtoldd ~ defended 

wtth the ~apons ot oppression. 
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lore geoetally, the ~ntiauous growtk of population$ • populations 

demanding an erer-lacreaslag •taadard ot living •• tbe 4ontlnuou1 

1mprotements ln technl~o and the eowroepondtng tncroase ·tn speolalllatlon 

and dlYi1lon of lobour, and tbe Smprovemont ot eoamusleottons which bat 

knit coun~r~os elo1et togotbe~ witklft tbemaolvea, linked distant lond• 

togeth•l' end tmdG the lite of ea~- lndlvtdual olotely dependent on t he 

hehavtour .ot others tor distant trom ~ haYe made en e.er~tnerea~lno 

degree qf organllatloa, control end reo~ent•tlon o necessity. Not only 

have states wttbib 'heir boubdartes found lt ne~ssaty to exercise on 

ineraodng contJ'ol ofel' the eeon.onale life of tbetr people• bu.t t~e 

lnoreoslng interdependence of enc country on another ls foretng the paee 

towards lnte~atlodnl plannlag and 40ntrol. Within the .tree world the 

establlsbment ot tbe Europeaa oommon oerket, the iastltutlon of G supro­

n.attonal bftdy nnd tbe project tor tho plaDnod GXploltatlon ot fltomte 

powel" wl thin the bounds of tho e~o_, mQrk•t. Eurato., 1& pal'llapt the 

most obtlo~t illustration of tbls tendency, 

lt ls o serious quostlon, indeed, _.ether tho rise of totolltorian 

systet!ls oay aot simply be all extl'eme and ptnortod ease of· a general 

tendency t~rds lncreaaiog 40oial control over the lndlvldual: a 

tendency promoted by tbe genorol onusea 1 bave outltatd and dependeQt oot 

to muob on the aobltlone ot lndlvtduels ae on tb~ lneseopablo factsot the 

•ttuntloo. <I am not hero suggesting that tb& 'facts of the aituatton' 
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a•e independent ot tbe vllla of b1118n ladiYldutlt. It ls clearl)' possible 

to~ people to l~lt the growth ot population voluntarily or to deny 

themtelve• laercaatng well-being tn tbe nome of freedom. Tbo •ta<Stll of 

tile t1tuatton• only appeer 01 concreto ond objecstl•~ so long as oenaln 

human attitudes a~e os•umed to be conttont. So long. howe¥et, ae thete 

attltudos do ~tn conetaat there to a aense ln· which the •taets of tbo 

81tu•tloa' do detetmllte the oour•o ot deYelop!lent llfltblll certain broqd 

limits independently o~ the elms of any parttottlnr lndlvldual .or group of 

1nd1Ylduala.> 

It caa, ot oouraG, be argued tllat in spit.e ot tho increasing tendeney 

of moden times tOtiiBrds the control of the ,lnd!Yldual, modern man hos 

natly core personel liberty tbnn tho anvoge to o ptim1t1Ye COCJ;Junltf 

wbote lite ts narr~y elrcumscribed and bedaod about by inviolable oustoms 

ond tabool, It oan be argued al1o that tho very sctontlflt ndvonoes which 

make the mass conttol of 1Ddlvlduals by th~ state more ettectlve alco 

~ooaurably tncreose the opportunltlos to~ the exerolso ot lndlvldual 

freedom, 

'nlc10 ergllletata are lergely me, It ts possible that even tn the 

Soviet Union the lDd!vtdual hot o degree of 11beny ubo.m la tho pvnge 

vtllage or even powbops Mdlaeval Europe. I do aot bellGYe \hot tbls ls a 

cauee tor .complnconcy. It l$ not so impo~tant to look at the actual ttato 

ot attalrs ot the present tlmo as tbe dlrecttoh wh1cb events ore taking, 

Tbore tan be no doubt that the tecbolques now OVQ!loble, with \ho1e thot 



p~obebly utll becoae wnllable in tho futuro, mak~ it posttblc tor 

lndtYlduela all over the wowld to be subjected to n to~ ot control more 

~OIIlpleto ond all.....:Jlbraolng. thon tbnt to tthleh savage a1 llas ever been 

submitted ta the narrow coattDo• of the prlmttlYe flllage. lbllo I do 

not believe, tbea, that it is postible. ot.OYen deot~ablo, that tb~ trond 

ot otfoll'J should be eoopletelr rove~rettd. l do believe that lt ts of tho 

utr10st J.apottaDce tllat pooplo should be elOllf ln thoil' OWlS minds as to t1kJ 

froedGo Is to be tala d. It ts only w{ten people clcnrlJ appreolntc wby 

troedQ'a ls Important ud toluablo tlla.t thor csa doclde bow tar lt cen 

dghtlJ be llmlted oad bow fat .tt ts C~Gl'tlt aaorlfleing otbel' goods ln tbc 

name ()f l!b9rty, 

In such ttmoa as thoao, then. lt ls a blading obllg tlon oa all 

bellovers ln the value of liberty to oxamlno the toundatloas Gild btltls 

of their bellct, la such elrtumataneoo it GilD 40t. ! tltlnke bo tnel«t•cnt 

to exGClne tbe eollceptlotul ot tr•odom bt)ld by two of the Clost btporta11t 

t•lnket$ who ba•c contributed to the Liberal tradition, 

Job LoCke, the pbllosopher of the Bewoltitlcm of 1688. •• He of 

the latellectual toundowe ot the Bltltltb tJbernl tndltloo. His ttaqught 

provided also t~ boslG ot the Liberal doctrine• hold by Fr0neh tbintor• 

ot the eighteenth een,ury and, ludf d, of tblt tlflole Satelleotuol QOYoocnt 

kuo.n a• tbe lnllght~nt dbicb touad Its lntellootual oapltal la Parts. 

Idet)e f!utved t\'011 Locke are to be fouad enohr!Ped in the Amerlcen 

Deeletattoa of Independence nnd, mingled ftith ot•or ldoae derived tfOQ o 

Yel')' dlfftft" source, they .ont to fom tho ldoals bobl•d tha Freneh 

RcYolutlon. 



Jolla Stvatt 1111 wos not oaly a•soolatod wt th the gl'oup Jm_. ns the 

Pbllo1ophlo ltadleals - men •o CllaY at••t be "Garded as the ltitellectual 

archltocts of nlae,eeath-oentury Llbetalltm Ia Great BrltalD • but ln 

bta de.eloped tlloqbt he succeeded Ia tnne~cllag tile rigid llolt.a ot 

their earrow oreed and b bl• elta:v •oa Liberty• produeecl tdlot lt pethflpl 

the moat important and lnfluanttal detente of treodOIQ that hta ever beea 

written • a work that ts often described os the 'alaselo' delebee ot 
' lndlvldual f~ee~ 

It ls with tfie1o thlags la •llld tho• I propose to .. tne th 

eonceptloaa of treed held b.Y John Locke and John Stuart 1111. a, 'treodom' 

llere ·:r mean social or polltleal treedell • tho freedom of men lJi toclety, 

The tezm •tnec.tom• employed Ia tills 1nse, b_,.er, can be wdftatood In 

two rAOin ways, Froedom may bo noarded as tbe attr.lbute of the ladlYldual 

mell, as tbe liberty of the tndlYld\101 la society to ehoote tor himself ~~ 

to uko hJ.s eholcc etfe4StlYe without toar of panltllmont. It may, on t!le 

otb~ band, be ragarded os an attribute ot the soetol (lfOUP :r.tlter tllon of 

the lndl~tdual. Ulloa freemo is taldtr•tood ln tills .,.,. a eorrrntlft!tr le 

said to be tree wbe-. 1ts affairs are db•eo,od 1rt oceordaneo wtth the wisbes 

of tho majotlty In that tOia':\uul ty or at any rate •en l te affol'' an 

dlr ~~d bJ l~tdtvlduala -"• aro the~~sel••• memboro ot tbat ~«~m.~altJ. This 

ase of the tetll •tnedorl' h8s bceD IIGde popular in pbtloeopllte elJ"Qles' b, 
Rousaeou. Hegel and the 14t0•1Jegelians. It ts this klnd ot treodom that te 

iDYoked by politicians struggling to troe tbelr eountri~s from eontrol b,y 

o fonlgn ~. It h olwlous, hOW3¥0r, tbat f"edoo undu8tood Itt thltt 
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way does not ne .. stt1rlly laply tnedoo ln the other 1enae, It 11 porteetly 

poesiblo tor indit'lduals in countl'.le• that a~e ftee la the second sense 

to enjoy lt$• individual treodoa than othe.a ll•tng ln country 

'ln bondage' to a torelp ~· (I do not moan to sugtes' tb.ot: natlon•l 

lndepQntteoce ls tnelevant h'om tile 'polnt of vlow of persool liberty~ 

Cleorl)' the tnct thot • ocnoin comunlty ta ulldel' the tyoveralng outhoJ:1ty 

of QllOthel' potter may lmplJ "&t~lctl&ns on the liberty of lladtvlduals Sa 

that coomu11ty ~lob mlobt be removed when tbe commuaitJ becomes· ••elf• 

goYerabg*• Tile foot that a CG~aualty Jg fne does create tbe posdbllity 

of a greater atenalon of ind!vldttol llbeny. ftat po$dblU.ty, however. 

ueed aot unfortunately beeoao ootua I end tbere ls no nece1*&1'1 eoftlleOtloa 

between the tr of the coonulty and tbtJ treecbt of tho individuals wtlo 

meke u. up,) It !a ot the utmost tmportaneo. tbtllt to be cleu llltJlOh ot 

these t\00 aeanings w are employing when we spe k of treodom. Pollticlans 

con. and traquoutly do, use tho emotional appeal ef treodom ln the 

·tndlvidual sonto ln support ot ·~tbtng wblck has no ·nece•aary ~onnectlon 

wl th l t: ,advoca tos o·t totol I tnrt•n syaumt thcmsel •es may cv•n use the · 

magic of the word treettoo ln tli.o nnoe of ayst~s wbicll involve th() severe 

repres1ton ot !ndl'llduol Uberty. l alaall abow that fteedOl!l tus W'ldertteod 

by .lobn Loeke ond John Stuan Uill ts tho heedoa ot the tndlvtdual n•d 

not of t.fle groqp and thot thts ts oado ftect),.al'f by the netue of the 

otblcal orounds on wbtoh thotr eonceptlonaot freedom are based. 

Beliet in tho value oad impo1~nneo of f•oedQa ts easontlally en ethical 

belief. The eonceptlOft of freedom held hy a thtal{er wst nooesaarUy be 
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condittonGd by bls geftoral otbioal ldcoa. Tbo ldeaa of f~ held b7 

Lock and Mlll spring t~ and are lnt~toly roloted to. tbelr ethical 

thought os a tlllolo. In tbtt cnse ot J. s. Mill. tndeott. his Gonceptloa lt 

so cuch part ond peroel of blt gonerol ethical thought \hat it is very 

dltttcult to soparute lt out for rpoci•l consldoretion. In Chapters 2 & 6, 

tbcmtfoyo. I ·ohnll exat:~lne the othical ·thought of Locke end Mill ea a 

ba~kground to tbelr eonooptlonsof fr~od~. The othical thought of thece 

ttto tbinkort spriggs from voq difftrMt pbllosophio trodi tlont. X shell 

ott~pt to 1et ... esr ldOat in pertpoctlw to tome extent by glvlbg a brief 

aecOYnt ot tho intollectual sources of tholr pol! t!oal Uinfdng~ 

Closely connected ~th tr&edom lu tbe social sense ts the oge-old 

pYoblea ot· tho troodom of tile mll.. In Cbopters 3. a. 1 I shall ex.lno 

the wayD ta nhtdl Loclco and ntu tockle this problom. l aha~l try to 

sbO\;f bow thelr tl'oatment ot tl\e frCGdom ot tile mll shtlds light on their 

conceptions of froadom in the social sense and la the Coneluslon 1 shall 

~onstder bow tor \heir trcatrnont of thb p10blera provides adequt~te lluppon 

for their views ot trcedoo in the t iel tcDse. 

In eonnectloa with Locko•s conception ot troodom lt ts interesting 

and valuable to ~ine bis thaot.Y of the nature of personal ldonttty. 

1 sbnll m thi1 in tho first pe\'t of Chapter 3. 

Fo:r COJWeDloneo of tr•atmertt I shall separate chapter~; dealing td th 

tho t~ght of Loeko frGI".l tboso eopcened wltll that ot NUl. I shall 



.-.rial the OGml,)&riscm ~tweon th•ir Ylews of trcedtt.n and attempt to 

evaluate their jolat contrlbutlon t rdo a true plotu~ of tke 

Importance and value of treodom ln tbe Cone! uti em. 

..... ,. ................ . 

I ahould like to oxpreas rxy thanks to the authorlttos tosponalble 
tot grunting me o sch&larsblp to undertake the M. A. oaurse nnd to 
Profeasor Barratt, my Supervisor tor tbl$ tbesls. for nll his help 
oad advlco. 



CHAPTER 1 
9 

The debt whloh Locke owed to previous thinkers is easily obscul'ed by 

his tendency to olatm complete orlglnallty for hls thought and e•en to 

boaot ot his lgnonnee of earlier writers. In •The Eplttlc to the Beoder' 

at the COI!Inencu•,!m«mt of l'lls 'Euay Concerning Humah Understandt111J• lle oske 

the reoder, "not to expect anythiilg but what, being spun out of my owt 

coarse tbouohts. ls fitted to mon ot my oWJt iJlze •• •• • "l Again, ln o 

letter to the Bishop of lt()tconel' Jte says of Ills ldeas that they were spun 

barely out ot bls own thoughts and were not, that he knew of, derived from 

any other or1ginat. 2 This claim to ignorance of other writers was. 

however, largely an affectation: an otfcctatton elotelJ eonneoted witk 

that whtcb mado arltera of the period attempt to make the results ot years 

ot labour appear as if they were the eaauolly G«Dpoeed products of a fer1 

idle hours. (Several passages In 'The Epistle to the Reader' allow tbe 

extettt t~ whieh Locka was a disolple ot this llterawy tradltlon,) Despite 

these asset"tlons ~~ tgaoronce thore la in fact omple evldeneo to abow that 

Loeke bad road very widely In the literature ot bls own century at least. 

His knowledge of thesanclents •eoms not to have been yery eKtonsife though 

he must bnYe como tn contact m th 1ome of tbelr 1~1 in the work a of 

Cicero Wbem he frequently quotes and whom he recommends ln hts ' Some 

TbGUghts conoernlng Reading and Studylllff tor a Gentleman' as expressing 

the "qulntesscnee of pagan phlloaophy". a 

1 Epistle to the Reader, Works, Vol. 1, fourth page ot Epistle. 

3
2 vlde Letter to the B18hOP ot ~reester, Works, Vol. IV, page 49. 

lforks, Vol. III, page 272, 
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T~e tradition which exerted the greotett lnfluonce on Locke's ethlcel 

thlnklng and to which he can wltb 1ome quollfieatlons be aaid to ~long s 

that which attempted to baae •orality on "Natural Lew". Tbls tradition 

goes baok as for Gl the Stoles and uas eo~tlluod throughout the IIddle Ages • 

nottcseably in tlte writings of the gteatest of the scbolattle phUo•opbers, 

St. Thomas Aquinas. The writers In t~ls tradition Who most influenced 

Loeke1 however, were not the phtlosopbera of antiquity nor those of the late 

IUddlo Age~ tor whom he always expyessed tbe .saost eomplete contomptl but 

~lters of the aorenteentb oeatury who wore eagorly revlvlng the tradition 

and applying lt as a ool1ttlon to problems of the contemporary world. Oa tho 

Continent two great thinkers, the Dutch jurist. Grotius, nnd the Ge~an 

jurist. Puttendort,2 attempted to make the Natural Law tho basis of a 

ca.ptebensivc theor.r of international lnw. In England tbey hnd been proeedod 

at tbe end of tho stxtoanth centuty by Rt~ard Hooker Who is frequently 

quoted by Loeke with the approving epithet ot •the judtelous HookeY". In 

the second holt of the teventeentb century there had appeared o less uell• 

kaown group of thinker$ otteb known aa tbe Cocbrldgo Platoalsts. Tbls 

movement bad been 8tortod by two thlnkors, Cumbotland and Culverwell. Their 

1 Looke•s contempt for the sobolastle pbtlo•ophefa led him 
to ignore the dobt ho owd to Uodinenl thought. Tborc 
can be no doubt. bowa•er, tbot hls university edueotlon 
oust ba9e code him fornlliar at loost with the outlines of 
the thouoht ot tho great Uedlaoval thinkers, whllo Hooker, 
one ot tho wr1tors be most tre~ently quotes, lB clearly 
steeped in the Medtoeval tradition, The extent of Locke's 
debt to the Middle Ages has boen analysed by lrakowskl ln 
•Lea Sourees ~dllralos de la Pbllosophie de Locke', 
Parts, 1915. 

2 Locke knew the works of these authors well ond toeommends 
them as essential reading tor e gentl an. Yldo Soce 
Thought• Concerning Education, Works, Vol. IX. pago 176, 
and slto SoMe Thoughts concerning Reading and Studying for 
a Gcntlecoo, Works, Vol, Ill. poge 272. 



work bad been followed by ottaes-s of wboa some of the best kaown were 

lhlchcote. Tlllottoft; and Rolph Cudworth. "ltb Mti~heoto•s seYrnonsl 

Locke s undoubtedly familiar and be Is sold to have been Locke's 
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tavoqrlte preacher. With Ralpk Cudworth bls atflliutlons were even closer. 

He f!peeitleaUJ fefgs to bls Wfltlnge and b hls •'thoughts concerning 

Education• I"tteGr!Dends Cudworth•o ~ Intelloctuol Systeo". 2 lfe was, 

moreover, a olo" hlend of the Cudworth family as · con be seen from Ills 

letters to ntoaas Cudtfonll. the soft ot the phllosopher. In his old age be 

found· a pleasant refuge 1n the bou•o of Lady Math • tho daughter ot 

CudwoJ:tb, at Oates. Tbero oan ba no doubt, then. thot he dS fully 

ooquainted wltb the thought ot tbe aehool nnd lt is with these thinkers that 

his $thical thought bear• the closest affinity. 

Tbe t.heory of "Natul't'll Low" uas o theory well calculated to BUlt tha 

neods ot the sefenteentb eentury, Ia on nge or religious division wben 

men fought one another over roltglous mutters ond ~en tbe eontestants 

tolled to roeogol•e any moral obllgatlona to their eneotes of different 

religious persuasion, tho Jleed t· s ooutely fol t tor SCI'ile eodo wh!cb coqld 

bridge the gap of rellgioue dlftorcnce# o codo Which could be considered 

•allrl without reteronce to any particular creed and whidl was bindiDO on 

all moA by virtue ot their humanity. It s wltb tbis ldea tn mind tbnt 

Grotlus and Puttendort bad revived tho lrleo of tbe law of Nature to provide 

a wlversally applleoble standard of ootoltty upon afllch to ground o cysteo 

of international law, 

1 In n letter to the Reverend Klag. Loeke says, "The sermons 
of Dt, Barrow, Archblobop Tillotson, and Mr, Ubichcote. 
are mosterploces ln this kind:" Uorks, Vol. X, page 306. 

2 Somo Thoughts Concerntno Edueatlon, Works. Vol. IX• page 185, 
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Tbe low·of Nature Wblch those thinkers took as the baels ot tbel~ 

moral systems was regarded as a law in same ooata tn•er~nt ln the nature 

ot tblngst Otten tbey thought of lt as analogous to the laws governing 

the oeeurrenoG of phenomooa in the material world. Thus wtalohoote ln 

bls •Somon Detore tbo Houee of Cormtonu• atked, "Mint oiller oreature ln 

aeture doth vary from the atato of its creation but man Who GVgbt to 

be most regular, eons,ant and uniform? It the rest ot tho ereatures thould 

do so the world would soon bo turned into a 4bUos end conluston.•l All 

were agreed that tho law. bGing part of the structure of tho W'llvorae, una 

independent of the wlll ot God and uould be valid even lt God eeaaed to 

exist. It was 'Wtllld !Meause of the ~tature of things and lltist remain valid 

so long as that nnture remained unchnnged. As Cudworth remarks, "the will 

and power of God have on absolute, tnflnlto ond unllmltod command upon 

the exleteneeo of all created thlega to make th to ba or not to be at 

pleasure: yet Wh~n ~hings exist they are what they are, this or tbat. 

abtol~tely or relatively, not by will or arbitrary ~and but by necessity 

of their own nature. "2 All tho•e writers too ldonttfled the law ot Nature 

w1 th a law of reo son., Tbot it to say, they regarded it as a law whieb was 

evident to reason If 1t wete rightly employed and W.1icll nason oould not 

consistently deny. ~ntural right ts the rule and dictate of Right Rooaon 

showing the ~ornl def~ity or moral neoeaslty there is In a.v act according 

\O its sultobloaess or vnsuttobloness to a moral nature.•3 For this reooon 

the low ls absolutoly unobangeable for o denlol of tbe law of reason ts 

sheer absurdity. God himself ~nnot ~honge lt tor, "though the powor ot God 

1 Mticheote, Works, Vol,. I, pago 140. 
2 Cudwor\b• 'A Treatise Co~eernlng Etetnol and ~utable Morality•, 

Chapter II, page 16. 
3 Grotiua, •eoncerntag tbo Rights ot War and Peace', Book I, 

Chapter I, XI. 
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be lntlnlte yet we ao)' say that thore ore some things to which tllla 

lntinlte power deos not $CtGnd boeauso tlte)' cannot be oxpress~d b)' prop­

ositions tbat oontoln nny sense but monlfestl1 impl)' a oontradlotlon •••• • as 

God cannot affect thot twloe two should not be tour aelther ean he that abet 

is latl"inslcally &vll thould not be w11. •1 TJa~ law of rea•oa 1.. aaoreoYOr. 

evident to any rational oreotare who ehooset to empley hla fenton at all. 

"There ls notll!no In 1 t btt t any man (bnving oa turnl perteotlon of w1 t and 

rlpeoeat ot judgm$bt) ~Y b)' labour and \revall !lad out.•2 It .ls a 1~ 

then. wlllcJa efert ratloaal bellO it eapable of bowlq ••d eanaot ladttd 

avoid klowlng unleta be dGltberotely lalla to employ hie reatoa. ~la 

means that tbe law of Nature 11 lll tile fullest ce110 ualveraal both 1MMu1o 

lt Is always the 1110 • rcasob cannot glvo a different verdlot ln dtfterent 

place• - and because 1 t appllea \0 all rational being! b)' Ylrtue of their 

reasoa whtcb ellablet th to apprelleJSd 1\t By tho same tokh too 110n by 

virtue. of his reaaon obeys the law of Nature in a ~~anaer d1ftet•t from tbat 

tn wb.idl other beings obey the laws of their nature. For man is oaP'ble of 

appreheodlag the la~ and thus by Ylrtue of Ills a'f.Hlson beOOMes a re~pemdble 

mot'81 agent endowed w:l th tbe right• ~d duties Jlaplted tn the moral law. 

Though, •• uo have see~. tho teventeenth-eentury exponent• of the 

theory ot the low ot Nature believed that tbot law oo'llld aot be chaaged oven 

by God and wot nlld independently ot 811 •lltonce. \hoy wen nevertheless 

agyoed that God did tn fact GQMond obedience to that law, God was botll 

1 Grotlus, •concerning the Rights of t~r and PeQeo•, 
Boot I, Chapter I, XI. paragraph 5. 

2 Richard Booker, 'Beclealattloal PolitJ•, Book X, Chapter VIII, 
tforks, Vol. I, page 233. 
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good end rational ud must necoaaarUr bo supposed to oca;msd that which 

is Sntrinslcolly good. God's will. ill feett dotto not ot mthout renton. 

lbe law of reason ln lts portectlon is that whlcb guides tbe aetlon ot 

HI• will. As Uh1ehcoto &GYG• *Those tb1ng, which we call 'inful hn•o an 

tntrlnsick aallgnity In thea; Qftd tberotoro aye fotbldden by God beeouae 

of thQlr naughtineas."l 

Tllouth St s agroed that God willed the lw of Noturo beoat~.ae lt MUI 

good. and that t low would be nlld lt God dld not oxla.t. there wa.s same 

doubt as to \ihethel' tho law could bo OOillldered ~bllqatory with_out the 

sanction ot dlvlne ooawnnd. Puttendort indeed matntalns that before the 

law ot Naturo eon obtain the toi'Ce of tno law. "it mu•t JecttaarUy be 

IUJ)posed tbot there h a (jod• \'Jho governs all tbiOUS by His provldeftee, 

ond thot He has enj olned us mortals, to observe tlleae dio.tat.es of our 

reaton as lows, prOFJulgated by Hlt.J to ua by the powerful aedlatton of that 

light whieb is born with us."2 Grotius, on tho otbor hon~ te • to have 

thought that u capacity to recogaats<t tho law was sutttciot to ftntk)r lt 

binding tndepen(!ontly ot aay external •anetion. And the 1amo vlow can be 

found ln ~!cbc~to's argument that the irrotlonaltty ot en evil net ls 

autfictent to noke lts atoldance obliGatory - "You will costly grant that 

what is against reason.ought not to be done at all ••••- eonnot •Y 

worse of a man than that ho is an Wlreasonable per1on, nor worse of an 

oetion than that lt ls contrary to reason . .. 3 

1· Wbiehcote, 'A So~on Detore the Bouso of Commons', 
Works, Vol .. I, page 140. 

2 Pattendorf• •The Whole Duty ot Man according to the 
Law of Na tu~ •, B®k x. Chapter III X. page 44. 

3 Wbieheoto, 'The Conversion of 1 Sinner•, 
Workt, Vol, I , Dlseourse XIX, poge 199, 
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A further aspect of tile law of Nature in whlcb all "fel'e ogreed wna 

tbot lt waa a law \111lob conceraed .all aot mel"ely as an lnd!viduol but oa 

a s~1ol betag, The writers on tllG lew of Hatute agNo tb3t law is 

concerned with tbo good ot tbe Whole bumoo tP~Cloe. !bus, as Puffondort 

says, "'Ibis is a f»PMAIIRtll tau of Motuto that every mon ougtit, o• much 

aa ln him ltos, to proserwe and proooto SocletJ, thot 11 the o=JtQro Qf 
laaklnd•"l Or, as Cumberland put tt. WSy tbo acme pa~lty ot feaso~ing, 

nature being our guldo, lt la in my opinion unl•eraelly ngreed <an~ ot 

necessity it must be so>, that the good or all ntloaals ls a (tl'OOtel' 

good than the like good of •ny part b~longlnv to th~ tald all or Wbole. q 2 

!hough the Natural Law theorists wero ooreed that the precepts of 

Natu~al Law were ln SG~e sense concerned with·r~n a• o social being nod 

telotlYn to the good or the •peclos ts a ~olo they did not go on to 

conclude that mofal rules must al~ys bo relative to the needs and 

eireuiQttaocea of particular eoc1et1os at particulnr times, X.uleed. oa I 

have shown, the yery contJ>o ot the Natural Law doetrino lay in the belief 

that cenaln morel proposltiont could be ahown to be obj ootife uad logieolly 

neOO$sory morol tfUtbt tulld at all tJaes and in all pleees, They oseurood. 

tor oxaaplo, that mon coul~ ~ sboml to possess eartoln rights. rights 

which belong to h1r:J as rnn and not as a mGtlber of any part1oular society, 
. . 

'tbeso dghtt wulrl bolottg to raan Ohl ia a 'state of not.u-re' \\'bleb 

precodcd the to~ntlon of politteally organ1sod society. Tbe7 do not eeom 

to haYe realised tbot tharo is an important sonso tn which rtgbts can 

1 Puffcndorf, 'Tbe Whole Duty of Ibn Aeoord1ng to tho Law of Nature', 
Book I Chapter III IX, peg• 44. 

2 Cumb~iood, 'Lows of L'tature•, Se~tton III. !JO{Je 135. 
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bo said to be etteated by soo&oty. aad tbat rigbts t'lre &lt«lYI relatl'fe to 

some extont to tho ettuoture of soelety witbln· t.il!ch thGJ are enjoyed, 

Ia assuming the existenoe or rights ln a pre-palltlcal state ol not~r• 

they cou be tald to have ostaruOd the ~lstenee in tbet state ot conditions 

~iticb are really the product ot o highly developed society. Tbc 

tmportonce ot thls diftteulty tot Loeko's conceptloa of treo~t will _be 

dlscutted fut,beY ln o later chapter. 

Ot tho t.rit.rs em the law of Nature, GI'Ottua. Putteado:rt auct. to some 

extent. Booker. wero anxious t.o follow out the eonsoque11oe9 of thelr 

p:rbeiples for politloal life, 'I!aey rocoonhed thftt tbe law ot ture 

implies a certain treodo:a ln mnn. ne teet that ma by virtu of his 

res$on ts capable ot O!'Prect·atlng the law ot reaacm makes lltro morall)' 

retponsiblo to' conduct hlt a•tlons lo aeeol'danee ldth thot lou. But lt also 

Implies t1tat man 11 entitled to go.ern blllself ln accordPnce with tlmt law 

aloa unless he ha• apoetfio lly atqulrod on oblifatloa YDlld uad~~ that latl 

to obey some otller authoflty. This was •.cogadsed to s•o extent by Booker, 

Grotius and l'utfendort but they taUod to cony lt to lt8 logical conclusion, 

They "re &gl'ood thot man could only owo an obllgotlon to obey na authority 

tt he hnd acquired that Obligetloa by e proml•• of obedtenco. Aeeordingly 

they troccd the orlgla of poliUeal •oc1ety to a •oatract by wbleb •• 

gave up tbelr power and promised to obey o political authority, The.y 

recagntaed also tbat the law of Nature provided on ab8olute stan~ard against 

wblcb tbe actions ot gover~~mont could be me nred: that tt iapllcd certain 

right$ whicb eould not •orally bo violated by an, government. 1n proetlco, 



11 

however, they did not epplJ thtst prlaelplee eonalstently. ThtY tYtl'e 

chary ot granting to the lnd1Vlduel a tight to rG$1at conatitutod 

authority oyon when tb.ot eutborlty • intrlagiiJIJ the S"ightt vuarenteod 

to them by the 1 " of Nature. Tho prii2Cipl• t bat mnt. owed no obll.gation 

ot obedience exeept ln eo far as he hQd aequlred tbet obligation by a 

Yoluntery co11tnct, was modified itt .aJ>lo s ya to ensure that go•"rnaottt 

once estoblithcd should be supre.e. Gretlus. tor ~plo, admits n 

<'.XG rtloa to th~ ptJ1nciple wh&ri he arguet t 10t a people " 1 bo ~elled 

to oDey if tbey have been ecmquered in jolt r. Hooker rond~red tbc 

prltteiple nugetory by aJVuiag that once a sociel group had proo.loed 

obedience to a ·eoustitvted authority thot promtso • biftdinu on all 

succeeding goneratJont on the otouds that the society \1188 a otJntlnulag 

corp~ration end did uot perish u!tb the individuals who raa~ lt up, so 

that it alght be said. "we were thou alive tn our prcdo~osors, ond they 

in their su.oeeaaors do UYo still ... 1 

Oao ot. the gre~t ~t d :feet~ tn tlw tboorios of tlte:Jo writers on t he 

la 1 ot N ture \'II tho absence of allY sati$lactory theory of knowloc.tcJe 

to explain how recaon came to underttand tbe law of Nature or, indeed. 

of whet reason ltsol:f was. ~tot!us, Puft.andott, el!cl, to :sooe oxtent, 

Hooker, tend to dismiss tho problem by aiaply assertilt{l tbet the moral 

principles of the low ot Nature are axt • ot reasoe twidettt in tt.emaolfet 

mthout noee•eity of proot. 'lbb att~t to a~tswer the problem was not 

tolt to bo euttrely satisfactory onrl recO\Irle was hafl to the awuaent that 

laws ~ieh ore aeceptod without question by oll rotionol beings muat be 

1 Hooke~ •Eocloalost1ca1 Polity•. Book I. Chapter X, 
~rim. Vol. I, pogc 246. 



to reaont the vatdiet of 'ttltton. Ia otJler wo'td-. tbat those 

or 1 prlootplos wtlioh are mtvorsallr aeooptcsd ~ast be tctt.POd to bt 

truo - d· nlld b)' vltUIO ot tholl' OCO ptan.;a b7 nll l'atlonol beings. 

a 1\" • t t thta precepts ot tho tbtunl Lett y be known 
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•t ot' thoM stu•• 1s W'llvor•l conseut.. "'l'he goneral 

of r.;$'l ls as t1to nntencc of God hto•oJ.t. For that 

t 11 times loerned. ' turo r 11 ust QCOds haN 

ltt. "1 1• t to 1 l.c tho pl'Obl ~,.. .as ~lcmrly 

uu tfst.aotory. Fow 1n the tltst pta it • doubtlvl wjetber tbore 

•• M)' •ueh un1Yersa1 ogre nt 011 ootal princtploJ ns tl' th ort 

rettu.ll'fJd and secondly the •~ fllot of uo t.atd'l'ltr~al 104l ta~ ot a 

~inGipl coul not 1n ittelt ~o.e ~hat prlnolple intriat1cal17 Ynlid. 

aueh inetitutions ttl slo•e-ry tJhieh •re eonsi,·o...t oontr r1 to the 1 w 

o£ Meturo. Grottus dld not t:lGke tbG r;o•itlQD any core ntisfaetory bJ 

811Juid{J that in tlltt obaonca of uy oomtlMly tudvtl'nl acceptance ot 

ooral pl"iuclple• th unanl~ ts wrdict or tho 1t ei-rlli d pooplet 

&hould be r.onsldored cisive.2 Tltls eleorly ~~ the •ole quettlona 

tur wb t ls to be takon •• tbo oritorlon ot ciYUlmtiOil? 

~nothor att pt to &Olvo the probl ftft the thocJ'fY of tnnato lt!C)!)s. 

Ace~!nu to this theory crrta1n basic p~inolplos are p~lnted and a~ped 

by Go{} upon tha rnlnd ot tlU eo tbat he Oltttnot but ~nl•e their volidl ty. 

1 Hooker, •eeclttioatleal Polity', Book I, Cbopter VIti, 
•Ol'kl• Yol. I, page 227. 

2 vide Gr~tlus, 'Coneerulaq the n·~ts ot ran~ Po co•, 
Rook 1. (~baptor z. xn. paragnp.b I. 



Fr• these baste prllolplet tho wbole moral taw can then be tiedueed. 

tbls theoty reached lts moat extreae expression ln the thought of the 

Combrldge Plntonlstt ond CulveJT~ll ln 'A Dttcour•e of the Llgbt of 

Natul'e' olatas t.hot, "Tbere'e seattend ln the soul of mnn some seeds 
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of light *lch till lt wlth a vigorous pregnancy, With a multiplying 

frulttullness so that it brtnos forth o ~umeroue and sparkling ~sterlty 

of aecondayY notloas., ••• " 1 He Wttt oQ to elobOroto this idee ln even 

more luminous language, o_,lalniftg thot, "roaton thus by warmlag and 

brooding upon these first and oval principles of her own layi~J• it 

being tttelf quiekenod wltb en heawenly vigour. does thut hatch the 

Law Gt Natu~. • 2 The tllooty was not quite as ebturd as Locke made lt 

appear In tho ttrst book of hta •Essay Contenlng Huann Understanding•. 

It does not nectsaarlly require one to believe thot tho new-born babe 

comes into the world witb a complet~ tot ot cGttl principles. Putfendort. 

Indeed. don1et thlf absurd interprctotloa ot the theor,y. All that lt 

roqulrett. ho argues, ls that tbey at first sight Ioree the assent and 

got suCh root tn the mind ot man than notblag can afterwarde orodlcate 

the.. s At beet, however, tbe theory was inadequate as a solution of 

tho dlttleulty tor tt bod tlret to bG ptoted that there we•~ any tuch 

notions tmlversally implanted b the h*laft olnd. lbls eould only be 

ostobll•hed if It eould be shown that t.bore was a genuine, unanimous 

and unlYersal aeceptanee by all malklnd of certain moral principles. 

1 Culverwell, 'A Otteourae ot the Llght of Nature', 
Cbapter VII, page 81. 

2 lbld.,. pnge 82. 
3 vide Pufteadorf, • 'l'he Whole Duty of rJan Aceordlng to the Lott 

ot Netute'. Book I, Chapter XII. XII, page 47. 



It depended. in toot. upon the supposition ot unl••rtal eoa1ent ~icb 

did not VeYY obYtously exist. Secondly, the aaen fact that certain 

ideas baye been lapr lnted upoa tho minds ot all does not i• itself 

ensure that tbo1e principles are in themlelyes valid. Th~ fact tbot 

.e could not doubt certain prinolplos eould not establish thotr logical 

velldity • (they mtgbt have been loplanted in our mind$ by the 

omnipotent deceiver t'fbieb De1~ttea ~glned>. mtot •• needed wes a 

theory uhlcb would show not mer~ly thot certain principles could not 

in fact bo doubted but tbat they wre ln tbelr owa nature logically 

lndubltable. 

The writers on the leu ot Noture were, thea, Ulllted ln certain 

beltets. Tbey \lJOre ag..eod tbot there existed a uniYeraal, abtoluttt aad 

lnr.uattlble morel law mllcll \10S inherent ln ttte noturo ot tbings: \llbieh 

oould no'- be ohantyed by God Btmaelt ond wblcb was 'talid without nfe~once 

to Bla 10Utton1 that ihl$ law provided a atandar~ to meaeurt tho 

rlghtnoes or wroncnesa ot ell oetlons rmatever, the ~osuro of tbo will 

of God Blmselt. Tbey were agreed. too, tbat this law a evident to 

reason ond hence binding on oll rational hotngs, Furtbetmoro. that man 

by virtu ot hls reason \~S su~oot to tho low of Nature alono unless, 

and untll. bQ tnourrod obligations under that low to glve obedleDce to 

some other outbority. It is theoc principles ftbleb. aa I hope to show. 

form the ettsentlal basl~ of Loolce' s etbicel doctrine ond the ttortlnt 

point ot his theory of Uborty. 
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'lbe great disncttantttge ot tills th$0YJ bed beea tho absence of ony 

anelrst• of what ls oeant b1 rta•on and ~J we oen eoae to bow with 

eemlnty, Jt ftll to thls probl«a that ~eke ues laqel)' oddnsalng 

blmselt when ln hit 'Essay Coneenli){J llulnan Uada'fataad1og • llo ••t hlr11elt 

" analyo the ba•te end llmltt of llwann tutowloctJe. 

Though Loeko's ethloal urlting ls tl~lr rootod lA ~ho rationalist 

Ratunl Latl tradltt~n tbere is allOtbor doetrlne t4 be touod la his 

otbleal thoUght • dlftel'ellt troca. and Suched, becapatible with, tbo 

Matunl Law et.llto ... a thGOn' whtcll tar t'l equating good a ad etll w1 th 

tho dlctatee of a rational low, tdoatlfled than simply wltll pleasu~ n1d 

peltt. 'the soureos ot tbls bedulatle l(!ftftt ill Locke's tbooght are DO\ 

10 evt~ent a ere those of bts rationalist otllie. It t • likely, 

·however. that tbe bflueneo ot two pllUoeopbets. Gas•eadt and HobbGft ~~ 

largely ~apontlble tor this a~ct of b!s thought• 

Ole ot tile plallo•opbel"s tllo exoJtebed tbe et profouad tatluenee 011 

e.ery aapeet of ~ko•s thinking 18$ Plel'H Gaeseadt. (Aaron points oqt 

that Looke .as consldeJecJ by Lelblltz to be a ttemher ot the Gasscndlst 

part,..l) Tbls lnfluonoe •• exerted tbrougll tile t!lediUII ot Beralet • 

Looke knew PM""SCnally.2 Bomler s tho leadlrau expoaaat ot Gasseadl 'e 

Ylows on the Cottttneat at that t)Qc) and the authol' of on abridged edi·Uoa 

of bts works. Ga~tondt•s influence was err teet OD Locxe•s thoof1 ot 

1 vtde Aaron. 'John Locke', Second Edltioa. 
Oxford, 1955, page 31. 

2 vlde Ibid. • page 33. 



knowle•e ond ln thlo aphen tborc s o gront cone!!tpondenee betweon tbe 

thoaght of the two philoeopborc. For example, Gas•ondl bad insisted that. 

all knmrledge rluat ~ based on aenso cxpel'l®~l that the miad, before 

neeiYtrtU the lmprlat of senao lmprosrd.oJSo, could bo "Oarded ea o tabula 

rata end that n blind son oould acwcr underatond tho rJJeaaing t>f eolour, 

ao .. o doet man that of touad. Though Gossendt•s lntluonee uas stnng$tt 

tr~ thts spltero it ls pi'Obablo that bo hod SOO$ lntlueaao oa t.ooke'n 

ethical tftoutbt oleo. ta r:~etters ot mol'tllltJ Gasee~jdl aought to re•l•e 

tho moral doct•tne of Eptcuno, eoastdorebly mod!tled and sh<>l'rl · of 1 ts 

etbelst!e asaootatioa•• Rlahtly underatoode be a-vued, pl aurc ls tho 

msosure ot good aad the groctoat good lo tbc ttete of maxlm\111 pleaaure. · 

toliclty. this dld not noao. hor~o~, that one should nbnndoD oncaelt 

to debauChery. Epleurus hod eloarl.y dlst1ngu1sbed betwoen tbe pl~surea 

ot the rdnd ond pleasu:roc ot the body and bad stated tbat those of the 

mind wore s~pe~lor; tho highest atoto of pleasure. of oll betng tbat 

aeblevod b7 oae Who possessed o hcolthy body ond a tranqQ!l mind. With 

th11 Gasseudl ugNOd. aJgu!ng tbnt tho condition of lo11c!ty h oebteyod 

witon there ls a per fect b01'110ny betlveon body uad mind bl a ttato of 

c~~lete tron~t111ty.l Ploosure. tkBn. ls tbo grentoat, ladead tho only. 

good and v1rtue iB o good only bocauso ;,t 1 ts coanectton \d th pl()Qsure. 

Uerttl telenoe is. tn taet, a tclenoe ot prudence teac~ing ua lWtf to 

conduct oursolvas •o ns to !ncrcosG OUT happiuoss. The vi~tuos which 

this so1enoe- tenchos ore lows which condueo to htlpplaoss and it is for 

this ranson that they ~ra vnltd, 

1 vido 'lboatls, 'Lo Phllosophte de Gassendi • • Paris, 1889. 
Book III, Cbopto~ I, beginning page 339. 



Tbc other pJillo1opbet wbo•e tbotaght may beYe intlacnoed Locke's otldcal 

thought la this dlrectlo~ waa Tbomss Hobbes. Locke, lt is true, ta aoveral 

passage• ololms ignorance of Hobbes• work. In lth 'Sooond Roply to tho 

Bishop ot Worcester• for ~pte, be •ors. "l am not so well reod ln Hobbes 

or Spinosa as to be oble to say what wel'G their opinions in thls matter. ttl 

lt ahould be remembered, howoYer, that Locke uas very onxlous not_ to be 

assoel;ted wttt1 a thinker so l~atelleely unpopular as Hobbes and lt ls 

dlfttcult to bellove that be ~~ really as Ignorant ot Hobbes• work ns bo 

!~atnted, Hobboe• plallosophy s a souroe of great cont'to•eriY at tho tico 

and it would hardly keve ~~ po•tlble tor ~De who 110ved Ill tntellcotuol 

circles to hove boen tgaornnt ot tb~ moln te"otl ot bls tonchlng. In 

certain paasugos of his works, moreover, Locke shows that lie s ecsqualnted 

with tome of bls ltklo' at least, In the •sssay Concel'llil9 Humnn Understanding' • 

to~ example, he shows thot ha was acquainted wltb the Bobbeatan prln•lpl 

tbat the obligation to keep contracts dep~nds on the powet of tho comoon~ 

UGal th to punish. <"But 11 a Hobbtst be asked ahy, he will an~WGr. •Bocauao 

the public requires tt. and tbe Leviathan will pualsh you 1t you do not. • "2) 

If turther evidence is needed it eon be tound in tbo fact tbat Lotte possessed 

a copy of Hobbei"Lovlothan .. In b.ls pwlYota llbrary. a Loeke. lt is true, 

~s intenaely ho1tlle to mony osveocs of Hobbos' philosopby ond it ts 

probably tne that Bobbos• lntlueneo on him t s molnly aegottve. 'i'here oro. 

however, cewtaia eloee parnlleli betueen the thought ot tho 'wo pbllosophGro 

1 Mr. Loeko•s Soeond Rct>lY to the Dlshop ot ttoreestor, 
ltoR$, Vol. IV, pnqe 417 .• 

2 Rssay Canoorning Huoan Understanding, Book I. Cbopta~ III• 
Work$• Vol. I, pnge 36. 

3 Yldo Aaron., • John Locktf, tootnoto to l)tlSJO 30. 



on soce toplcs. Thts ls specially the eo3e .ttb certain aepeota of 

Locke's ethleol thought and it seoms likely that ln thlt sphere he uaa 

lnfiuenoed dlreetly by the thought ot the enrl ier t~inker. 

Hobboa soto out to treat a poU.t.lcal tl\ o-ry as an organi_, pert of a 

syttom of tlllilosophy e:tbrnolng the whole ttatul'G of man ond ot the universe. 

The basis of this syat was a lboroughuotug torialtsm, Hobbes indeed 

doclare$ thnt th~ tAnm •incorporeal aubstanc ' ls contradiotioa tn 

terma. l Notbit.\9, thea, eleilta but ma'ter and oot1on and ~~an must be 

wegarded as o oanplleatect fiOterial ohanlam octed oa by meol'lanieal force~ 

Sxternal lnflu~nees, he argued. noted oa aan througb tbe au:tdlUN of the 

soases anr1 set up o serle.s of ootloos itt tbe matter of the brau. 'l'bese 

motions are tr~quently transmitted from the broin to the otbor otgant. Tboy 

y be of two kinde - thote which enliven the vital prooe1ses nd cause a 

r.aovc.1!1ent towards tho obJ eet 11d!ich Jlas produced tltcat, and those which hlllder 

the vital processes ond couse a movement away froo til~ object which b•• 

caused them. Tile former oro pleasures, tltc latter pains. lbe seateh for 

pleasure and tbo avoldoneo of peln ore, then• the only possible motives of 

bd$Bn aetlon. 2 Good is siaply to be ldentltled with pleaeute end ovll with 

Oa th~se os8Umpti~ns man is lacapoble of any but soltlsh motives, Bo 

~n tuum no otber mowl atandatd but tlt"t of b18 own greatest pleesure. 

I1 o condition whero tbore exists no gore~omontal authority mea tlnd 

1 vldo Bobbos, 'Leviathan'• Part I• Chapter IV~ page 23, 
Ed, Oakesbott, Blackwell, 1946. 

2 vide Ibld. , Chapter VI. page 33, 



th~so19es in competition with oao oootber fer tbe mean• ot satisfaction; 

tbe tesult 1s e eeoseless strlto, a war of all oga!aet ell. Hobbes, lt is 

true. recogalses tbat roaaon eon dlscovo' a law for the regulation ot 

huaao eoadtlct. But this law of reason bod o vety d!tleNnt meonlag holD 

that Wbioh it bad tor tho Jattoaalists. Tbe .ar ot all against ell 

cwontes o condition of total lnsonutity .mere mao's lite ta ... eolltaJy, 

poo~. nastg, brutish aftd ehort. "l The individual ts capable 4! 

recogalttng that this stnto ~t oftatrs ta not in his beat ioterest and 

that Ito tJOUld ~ bette~ ott if oll wtre to live a~eordlug to a eodo. 

TltJs eode ls llobbts• latt ot roason. It ls slmply o eerlos of counlt)l$ 

of prudeneo basod ~ eolculnted eelf•lntoro&t. Ita oblet tenet ts to 

seok pence tlhettWor posa!blo ar1d. aen l t lo aot posalble. to malie uee 

ot all tJ!o odvautooes of war. Tbougk reason ehO\'IS that tho bast interest 

of eooh •uld be sene~ lt all l!Md ln aooordaneo with a o«1:1on code, 

howeYer, the code cnnnot be binding untll thero exiitl o polltleal 

authority. For tbero would be no advantage in oboytug tbe code unle•• 

one could bo cortaln that ovcn-yone elso wuld do so. Man. In fact• oatt 

only Yeoove bimsolf from the ln•eeur1ty ot the Mttato of Naturo" by 

establishtag o supremo power capable of boldlng all ta awe aod eapable, 

through hls powor to puatsk, of naking obedience to law. eol nc1dent w!tb 

aelt-lnterost. Tbc aovor$1gn ~u~e established, good and evil come to be 

equated utth posttiyo law tor he ts eopablc ot ensuring that dtsobedleneo 

to the law will be contrary to •elf·lntorost. 



Tbese, tbon. aro the cblot movements ut tho~gbt ubicb lntlueneod 

Locke~• ethical tbought,. 'l'ho first, ond by tar the most tmportnnt. 

tbet ot tile url ters on Natural Lott. Tbo second. that of HobbotJ oad 

Gassend1 tJbleh wont to the loft.tntion ot the becbntstitt olement ln 

Lockets thought. •traugoly to contrnat with his baste rotlonalist othlo • 

. , .... , ....... . 



QIAP'IER 2 

O.'J of 'bo diffleultiel etlOOUD'&.red Ia u o•tempt tO analyee Locke' • 

etbleol tftOitlht an••• troa tho te~ tllet he nefti pftlllh a complete 

and ••-~te "'" 01 the nbJ.n. ftoueh le ololmed that Mnlttr •• 

etpehle of ._.,at•••• Jle. llft'tl" eotuallr want so tar as w oOttstruOt a 

eomplne •ral .,.._ based em lilt ,vhetple. He • lndMd te,totedlr 

UlVed to do to by 1111 frl•d ol,._ who, In lftttr to Locke. ll)'t, 

"Gao thhu t •n aeed• lta1lft em to JO'l• aldeb Is Uat ,_ would tblat 

ot obllvlng the •rld tdtb a •treo,l• of QOIOte• dna up llC40wcU.nu to 

tho blatt 1ou frequently gl¥8 ta your BtaaJ• ot betng demoaatr&blo 

ooctrdbg 'o tho •Uaaattoo11Mthod.• 1 !c . ..,. be that \he ~t 

oo • !lhlel ia Gtaenl' •• tnt.Oildod a1 an lnlhfft 'o thl• roqaest but 

Locke nenr ll•llhed this ottd I:MWft published lt ao tho' DO ayet tic 

work oa the su~eot Ia to bo tound ~et hle work. 1he ~aterlelt for 

an ualyel of Locke ' • Gthlcal thought muat then be derlwd ti'CQ tbe 

rolatlnly acatteftd od frogJ~ontory fttfetancos to tho tubj oct ufilob are 

te bo fouad GJatetly In the •s.aay ConCOiatfttl Btaao UJufentc:uldlng• and 

l• the 'Treatl•o• ot Clril Gov..,.,.t•. ftoogJl thi• as tbat uo an 

uaablo to dlecovcw tahat Looke•a e\hleol tbOU«ht MUld uve meant in 

te1t'l ot detelld oppllcat.too w con diseo•u IJM genoral pwtnclplee 

ot bls fllllcal tblnfdnt and tlll1 t.a Gll tlet la aeo.a~ary for an Wlder­

ttandlD!J tjt tats oone4pt1oe ot fnotb:l. 

1 Lotte-r. Molyneux to Locke, 
Mwk•• Vol. IX, page 291. 



Lock • • 9Et1CJ Coaoetnlii(J a-a Uaderataftdlag • le ••ually ngarded 

tt~~ply as an outtttlldJ.ag eoatrlbtltloll to uo tlteory ot knowle4Qe and 

tbe Jtal"tlDD polat of IUbte(JlOftt. enpbicsol epl8tOJUOlOQ1. tot ln o 

toa•• tiKt oQiilutlon t f the ,.,~,. of htaaJl koowlO{tJe for .tt10h \he 

B•1a1 lc so tess eel •• seeontl.ory to Locko•s la pcarpt•e. Tilt• •tn 

put'pO•o was to establish lbe cena1Dty ot nmal prlaolplea oo tlna 

tllaftotlc fOUJJdatlotJs. 'tilts it o..'ldo aaply ol«tal' itt th~ .,.,lstlt to ttl 

Reado'r' at the COC!J. cet'!Oftl of the Btaay W.on h• aays. -...., lt flt to 

tHublo th wttr. tbe blltorJ of tMt Es•J• I ahoald tell tllooa tbat 

tt• f¥t alx ftl('..lldt 1188tllla at tty ebanf)er• llftd cU.•eounltttJ on e subJoet 

"'1 .-.-te h'om tills. tOllftd tb«:~Mlns qulekly •t a ato.ac:t. by thO 

dtfflaultlet tbat Mae oil eM~ tlde ... . . lt lnto mr tboughtl 

th t • took a ttrOII'J e 1ne; bd tbat before we set ourtelw• upoa 

inqulrla# of that DOturo. lt 1 IJGftla&~ to be our Olb ei»Uttlot, 
0 ' 0 

and MO at ObJoou &ttr un•w•tandlDgs ~ or to •'- fitted to 

deal wlt.h. • 1 Tile subject of dlacueeloa, • 1 rn. •• "about tile 

pt!n~lple• of aor.allty and ttfellod tellgloa". 2 

Loeke'a '*"" II wttift!J t!te Bnay. U.. •• to ae good uo 
dtteat 10 obflo•• la ''- llet' •ltote orl Nu'unl Law. the ebsoaoe of o 

1088d '*" of lmottlod(JG on. '*'ell to bato their belief 1.11 a 110h1 law 



whlo11 .as evident to ••108· toetco. lib Oeaean••• WMlcl OUJ gl't'O tile 

JHJJDe 'bowle•e• .- aOMIIWll of neb aelf-eyldenoe tllat lt oould aot 

logloalb he doubted. Oaly ,._._ "-110• •s• "'" eltMI' telf-wldeot 

th •elns or daddeed by wlid togle~l ,..,. •• ,, trc- proposl&Jont 

JIOI"I.Sttg tucsll l&lf-e-tldOft~ «**ld be Rg81'ded at tmowled[Je. a.er,dli.lf 

elao. 10 ~,, .. 'bow ttmlJ t.t taal beld, •• oot boWl_. but te&•b or 

oplalo~t. 1 S.O lmowledae he thought to bo obtelnalllo to the field of 

•tollty od Ills P'"'pO& .. for ftcMl bt.lag tllnt ot de~M~ln:rottag tbt 

lrapottlbillty of ea1 lciOttlodge o'her tbae ~tat dol'lted by laduetl.e 

(feeenlltatlOb no. ape .. lenes, •• to •••blltfl aore ftrmly tho uroundt 

ot ab8olut• kllowledge le tm'Ol eubj eatt h:v ooalratng tiM ,.,oe•• ., 

whloh ktJOWledgo waa to1ned ud thowlntJ 01 ~lJ' wtllre bO\IIloctjJe ta W.ls 

at~fcst aonso tas, ttnd • not, poatlblt. IUs pufPOict b lllol't •• •to 

llqutre Jnto tlae otJ.ulttal, otnalntJ, aud extO.t ot bullae kaowletfoe, 

together with tllo powads Md d4lgreet ot belief. oplolo~ erul assebt. •••• " 2 

aad "to be ployod o• til tu~deY-lobouter t• eleo,lDg ttae grooad a little. 

and JICimOlllllJ • t the rabbllh tlaat lles Ia the., to bowloctge ....... a 

To aehlefe tilts l*J'PO•e ht• fll'st tnsk 1 to attack .Ut 1M 

to~•tdered a fal•o theory of the orltin• of h111Gn bowledae. the theory 

tltat tltet knowledge Gl!lglnoted tn laate Ideal tmpnsocd laclelibly aptm 

the '-aD aoul. 'tills U.eo17 •• felt to be entlrely tudequatea at bett 

lt mtnly olalmtd that oe~ela Sdoas ou1t be tete ea '"4 beeause a• a 

1 •tcle EaHJ Co .. coh1ng llma11 Uudorstand1ag, Book JV, Qepter 11• 
tfol"ka, Vol. II, page 304. 

2 Ibid. latmducctoa, Book 1, Cllapte~ 1. 
Works. Vol. 1, page 1. 

3 Bpletle to tbe dtr, Work•• Vol. 1. 



ttGf of psycJaologleal lafrt lt •• Jmposslblc t.o doubt tU.. ftl1 

cloarl)' _,lted no loalool ffOUftdS tor 'be Oft't btJ of tllo•t pdaftiplet 

andt • lao 

recel•ed upoa tltelr o.n o••llol'ltJ wltllGut aamlaetlon. I rmow not *' 
ay not be bellntd, or llCMr any oae•s prladple• ean be) qu: ttlontd. .. 1 

!bls did 101 meaa that lle doubted tbat cortal1 prllclplet YO 1 lf• 

otldoat. Oa tile eottMfJ he holcl tba' ~~• pwepo•tttoas wre telf• 

etldeatlJ trv• aad that t.n thelr ted tile allld •tald ,oroel•G 'he tntb 

*'a• tho aye dnb llgllt, oitlJ by being dlnoted t rtl• 11. • 2 Be merely 

wished to ottabllsh tltat tbll aelf--eYldoaco -... a loqlcal one erlslno 

froo tho logioal aatu.o of tho proponltloa eoneorne4 and aot dependent 

on a re suppo1od pqellolog!cal fact. Tile ¥lgour ot Lotke • a 

doalanclatlon of tho tracory of lanote ldeoa aroso cklet11 fl'CMI the fact 

that be t•lt It opoaed the _, to tlJl1 ataOUit of shedcly ttalnldllf ontt. 

tor hu:l ottobllGJtlno tile cattelatJ of knowledge, tended to uodftfllne 

a bellot In that cenataty alto(JeUIOl' by mall~ It on tnul'Y totm tlons. 

Tbo taleo tlleo17 of Innate lctoa• diapo,ed of, Loek tumetd to tlut 

CODitrt~otlfe teak ol tlabontl~tg hls ovm tboolf ot bottledge.. lJl tbla 

•ttempt lie '*'' " bi•Mlf flret tho cpost!ott •wet are the matel'lals 

\vbich fON t baets &f luaaa kbowled(re ond wllenco arc they dertved?• 

Uta aas.ey to this 1• that th~ oaterlals of bumon knowledge are derived 



u1 tiraatelJ trem mcpulet~ee. •tn that all ouw tmoWlef.\Ye is fou~tdetlt 

and tJca t..bat lt uttlmetely dert~• lttelt. • 1 Sxternal objeet•• lle 

holds, aot upon t.lte senses taJd ptedu~ tdeo• ln our tdltdl •ue tile 

tdad teeolYe& fttrthe~ ldeo1 IJf refleotlo., on Its own opentlont. 'Dleae 

twlD sources supply the bealc mat•tals of all ottt bwledgo. The ldeot 

furnllhed to us through tho two pi'Ocoseos ot 8etlsatlOtt ad wflee\loe 

r appea~ to aomptleatod patten. Th••e. ~Y•• caa bo anelySGd 

lot& thol• CfXl!pOl\ent e•siaplo i .. s• Ud tke$0 elaplG ideas n~ th• 

mu•le ualte ot ell bowl•ctge, Trio mind oan lne tbote slnple Ideal 

Ia en laflatty ot ys but It Mmtot. itself ereate o.-e aor en lt tt.l\l'OJ 

one that It alreadf pc)IMitos. " the urulereuadiog 1• o»oe ttored 

tdtla 'hete 1lmple l •• lt llae tbe powr to npeot, caJpete, end ual'o 

· tb ow• to on alntoat lntlolt• variety; and • eoe tee at. ploacuM 

Jletl complex 1 •• Bu~ tt is net Sn tho p6tfCW ot the t:tOtt exalted wit 

or tnla~ted tUJdontondtng, by ny quiekfte1s or vartetJ ot t.llougbt, to 

llyent or frame ono new tlmplt idetl tn the •Ind. ...... 2 '~bus, though It 

11 poltlble for tho at•d to eouscruot ldMf outsldo tho rr.nsge of 1 ta 

expnle11ee lt caa eoly dO eo b7 putting together simple tdao1 that fla" 

beets deriftd hom thlt •ouroe. It l• not potslble t& to• e OOACGptloa 

wllloh lllvol••• 1fmple ldeas whlch uo haw amr oxpwlencrecl. Hettce it 

lt lmpoa•tble tor tbe blldd fftOII, by oay reasoning or llrmfhat.Son. to 

form tho ideo ot colour Ol' tor ol!le abo bat no' tatted o pf.Jl$tpple to 

u•l• on deqnat !den ot tho. toato of that fruit, Tho bWAn tdad, '""• 



ln all lts opmtloat U ~ded bJ tbe ll•lts ••t to it bJ the mat•Yial 

oa wbielt It hal to work oad. •All tlltae 10bllme ~houghts which towel' 

obo'fo tho oloude, and roaclt 111 blgh aa aeowa lt1elt. take thelr rite 

ond footing llere; ln aU tllot oreet exteat wherela the mJ.IJd Mtnderl, 

ttl thoao ra.ot• apeeulatloatl it may tee to be elOftted wlt.h, tt ttln 

aot qu Jot beyond thole '*' whlolt eeeae ot reflto,IM haYO ofttrecl 

tor l ta contet'!)plotlon," 1 

Thu1 Looke btltued that tbe mato.-tals of all out bowle~e an 

simple ldoaa derived trem expetle.noe tnd to bo oonallteat lle allould 

&awe gou 011 to orgue Uet haaaD bowl•dle •• eoncened ea,IHlJ with 

these ldoaa. Yet Loole cUd not oetept tilts •• all, Be wet tll'alJ 

eoa•laoed of the reality of a world ext.ernal t.0 us aad lndltpendeat of 

our Ideas end ...,.., IJOUid tbat, •tt our fmowle4ge ot our ldea• tmll .. te 

f.ra tbca encJ naoh no lurthu, $te tlle.e 11 ooaetbing ftlnflu J.atorutedt 

our ~Met .aerlout ttaoughts tdll tJe of little more uee tftea the re•e•le• 

of a cnJ~Y brota. ... . • 2 Cenain of our lcleas. be argue1, ban, u lt 

•••• orebe~.ypes Sa tbe 11a\uro ot t.bs..,.. TllOJ rea$1ble ((llalltJes 111 

tbe objeeta wtch oaute then e.,d se ooo bo ald to ~-~••t • realltJ 

bO,road themtel•••• ~It 11 OYldent the atnd knows not tblnan ~dlatelr 

but only b1 the latene~~tlOIJ ot til• tdtas it bu ot tis • Our know1•4Je, 

therefore~ ls MOl, only 10 far •• theto i1 o contol'mltJ botwotn Ot.tt 

ldoos •11d the realUJ of t!llnga. " 3 1.'1118 _, of lookliJG at ldaoa botll 



ao tllo ttltlaoto objeeta of lalowledge. "wetsoe.eY ta the object of the -

tmdettttandlbO 1fleD a t'Aln thlnktu••• "1awd Mmet.lmel as th• to tile 

bowledae of teetMDO dittereat fiOII th•tel••• wllleh th&J Hpn••• 

lead1 1o coaaldenble 811blplt1 Ia Loottl•• tlaeory ol lcaowl..-e. 2 ftla 

at3blgulty afteota t.oetce•t •ole eonceptlort of tmowtedo• llol'ttcltJlg hll 

tlleot7 ot our bowledge of 110rol prtnolplet. 

Ftoftt the 11 tloa that the ~~at.erlalt ot our Tclowleclge an 

"*'rlcted bf the llaita ot OUI' _,.,, ..... LoOke .-on to..,_ tlaat 

Olll' bftledge of aubatocet tn the real .orld •• ntttloted to the 

o•semtloa of tbo Jta'tc!m of al.mple ldent JHH8ted to 1ft ~enee "'* 
sucll a aub.._ee •• ••omct. •z 881 o.r tpeelflct ldoaa ot tub1tancea 

are aotJJlng elM ht a csolleotlOIS of a oertalD lhllber ot lliaple ldeaa 

cc»aatdeted at wtlted 1ft oae \hl"lf•" 3 It •• lntpoatlble. le Uoutllt, 

to go· funJter than lhle ,.,d fom tile ldetl of a tubetnt l.a wld,ch tlte 

wnoo• qualltlct • ob"nc; lo o atngle obJeot oould be •lei to lehue 

814 11bf.dl could protlde • lorrleal fllltlaMtloa of tbe .. , ..... ot Ue 

quall11al • Obaene. OUr tdldt behg llltlttd to •ttrl•l• ctedftd tro. 
experteaoe •. * ooutd not tol8lblJ lema the ldao of uythtlalf .taleh ,., 

beltlad ue qualltlel ......... ,. .... r. tor ltloh. IUbttnt• ... 

h ... d a foflotD ••" aad Jae .ao eballtd 01l tt would "-. lit ill a IIIUGh 

better ea~e tbn the ladloa beton eeatloned who. ..,sag tlult the world 

•• MlfPOit•d br a peel el.,.•at, •• •lked what tbe olephaJlt. l'Oited •• 



to tlllcll Ilia aa..r •a. a peat tonolee. But ktna eg•h pressed 

to bow 111lat ga.e supp&rt to tbe broe.._.elcri to.-totse. NpU.f!d. 

IOI!IftldDOt be bew aot \1bat." 1 GuY 1 t. •*• of tubttuoet f)Vttide 

oot-telte• are J'Oitrieted to tha obtoned patton of oo-exletlno q1lalltlosl 

"ell tbe tdGa• we baM ot ponloulu dlttlt~ct sfWC• ot auhftalloet en 

notkl~~g blat MYOnl _.1natlona of dmple ldea" CJO-eXlltbG lt~ tuellt 

tbouglt .u.ow. cauee of their .son. at utcee the whole saab•tn ot 

lttelt ... 2 

Tile e rentonlug Wblcb led btm to Qttock tho old idea of eubstanee 

led bla also to attack tbo ldeD tbat we could discover real et••••• ot 

thlaaga coneapondlng to dlttorent "~eal ettonces•. All tJiet we bow 

about tbinge 11 tbot cutalll quelttlea eoexltt ln a certetn pattera la 

• atn;l• tblng._ Tile .-lltlet tn thaaael•o• have 10 logtoal J"elatlontbip 

With one 1110tlw. The .fa4t that gold 11 J•Uow. malleable. and dactUo, 

tor ed!lplo, cu.not be logically eomtoCted wltll t~ fact tbet lt 11 

soluble ln a qua regla. It ls bOpelet.. tllenftre, to 1eek to udol'$ncl 

tbe lane't oatun of tlllbtJt In nob way that It woalcl be posdble fJOm a 

bowlectre of ~at Gature to detlllae tbe quallttee wbloh the '"tag eoacmaed 

mut dltplnf• <Loete ledeect ttrtdJ belt.,.cJ tbat tubatanoee clid, tn tact, 

po•••• such lntenal cone\ltutlona tbat fna a Jmowledge ot tU!t tbe 

qualttlel t.bey displayed eould be deduced. lie •• eenaln• lloweYu, tba' 

1 Essay Collcenlou Bt.aan Uncter•\Gndbgo Book II. Gloptcw XXJU, 
lll»tks, Vol. 11, page 3. 

2 Iblc:t. page 11. 



tile ll • mtnd could not possibly attola to the knowledge ot theae "l'eol 

etseneea•.) lon •urt oocestarllJ be content ~th • knowledge of nomlael 

essello6s wtUoa oro j.aat dotin!ti•e deterlpttons baaed on tile ob~ned 

qua11tJ of things. Tile llw:tan rdnd, tlleretoro, · • J!en•lcttcl to gtOUplag 

thlnga on the baala ot obaQrY8d tlallo,..ltt•• aad t•ouuh tbel'e alght lo . 

reality exltt real cta•aea COI1efPOnd1ag to •tool ··•eeacoa~ this • 

lnelewnt to bUGCn kaowledlJo end clastltl•tlon of aubttoneet •• tat at 

m a • eoneorned rauat bo to a eertoln exteat arb1ttaJ1, bc)lng ba•ocl 

metelr on the obaotved •lmllorltlet ot thlfiDt. 

~ thls lt follows that our kaowl~o of sublteacta mutt be dor.lnd 

by generollsotion from tho obserratlon of tbe coexlttonee of ~alltles 

In th!nqa. Jt cannot poasoas tbat ltll•efldonoe and tfttultite eerta1nty 

required ot two knowlod{Je. 1 

It certoln knowledae is &aposslblo ot tho objoott of our experleneo 

tlllere, then, ls It to be toubtl? Looke's anS\101" ls that blowled;e •tghtly 

under1tood t• aotJdng aaore titan tho pttl$11>\lon ot the ogre t Ol' 

dJsaare«nent ot tft1 of our tdea•. *kllowledge th• •~• to me to be 

nothing but tbe perceptloo ot the coanectlon and agre nt or dtsogreooent 

and YOpUOnonc.y of any of o•r ideas. Ia tbts alone lt eontlsts. Where 

tb.lt poreeptlon ls, there lt lcoowlodgo aad whore lt l.s not. there though 

ue may laney, oueea or beliofe, yet we oluays cooe stiott of knowledge." 2 

1 fide Essay Coneernlng n Understanding. Book If, Chapter 111, 
Work a, Yol. n, pnges 334-340. 

2 Baaa1 Coacomlng Human Dnderstondlng, Book tV. Clt•ptor 1, 
Works, Vol. Il, pag~ 287, 



Tills detlnltloa of fmowledQe s u~atlefactory o Locke '• Otllll &howlllf• 

x, nn ooatnl'Y to Ills own roquf.J'G'llOilt tllat botlledge • ld refer to e 

reol ltJ distinct from ideal, It ls en ~1• of tho dltflculttoa 

jmportad into hle UOI'k by the omblgutty ln Ills treotm•t ot idee• tbot. 

haa beet dl•ouoted abo•o• (ln Ida treatment of ki&OWledr.Je Locko •kat 

ellownco tor IUbjeote of tasowloclge wldoh cennot be adequatolJ de•crlbed 

ta tem• of tho ~JJt anti di~ent ot icfoaa. Tlds le aotlce­

eble la ltla treetalent of sensitive knowlectoe l . o. tile krlOwled(Je tbat 

ou tltnple ldeoa ropreactllt a "sUey outside thcaael•e• and ln llle 

belief tbat the O'Clsteuee ot God ia eapeble ,f logiool 'demoftstntton). 

Ktowletfoo ln ttae ltl'le\ eenee. tb-, wae ln tbe mate ely poltlble 

wben tbe mlnd •• not boufld to aceept lts ideas tr• expe•lence but 

•• free to constraet th• t~ i uelf by eordbtootion of rdmplo Ideal. 

In euofl eeses tile rnlad could oombbto ldoae 1b such o way that tho 

l'eeul,lag cOQplox ldea would postosa o dofittn'~ l e eons~ttutlon ... ch that 

a knowledge of lta propertte• oould bG loolcelly dodooed tr«1 1t. Tbo 

roa!nd. lft taet. betllQ froe to fl'8tle Its Ideas as lt plea21es oon conettuot 

the on the plaa of e bowabl.G .. reel esi$Jlee.. f1'0CI wbtoh ..-.otn.tna 

propoftltut ot tho complex idea can be declacocJ. The moat obvious 

ox.ple of tbll type ot kJtOWledge •• lllatlte:!Jattoe. In l!latkcntttla• tt 

was possibl e to deduce with loglool certaln\J the pi'Opo.-tles ot tl'lonales 

beeonse the ldoa ot a trlanglo wos eonstruoted by tho nind tn aecordonoe 

uitb o baste defla1tton. 



ftougla aethemattcs .as tltG aoat obw1ous .,.."1• of o epllere tdtbla 

llhlcth bowledge 11 tho •'riot ttnst OMlcl be o,_alaed Loeke dld aot tltlak 

lt •• the only one tn wbtoh tt was obtainable. In the tlrst plaoe he 

'hought t .bat. tho existence ot God c:ould be daDaltntttd with logleal 

cenaiat1• In the setoed plaoe be thought that r:~onl tty oo'd d be mach 

a mattet ot demoaattatloa. ltoral•• lo aJVUet, aYe oc tapablo ot 

. cJeraonstratlon •• matll«aatlos aad. •fWota aelf• e¥lckMt propolltlont, bJ 
eeeessary con1equeneee os Incontestable •• *•• l• •athelatlca, the 

IUMI ot rtoht end woa.g mtgbt .,. made oat co MJOilt that will apply 

bimtelf with the aaae lndltfetenOJ aad etteation to tbo ODe, 01 ht dots 

to the otbft of theee Hlonces. ~ 1 llol'allty, then, be J891nt •• ... 

subject of ce~alo knowledg baaed qpon solf·e•ldent prlndpltl evldelt 

to tho nason of aay * choote to 'lllat about the JIGtter. ftta 11 tho 

ee~~tnl tJtetll ln Locke•• etlltcal thought • that tlte moral law 11 a 

code baaed on ••lf.evtdeftt axloma •nd eYldeftt to reaaon. Uotal heha•lour, 

tluwefol'o, eon1tsts ln tlae tou et of eotiOD In aocotdoneo with the 

dictate• ot natoft. 

· oaly a\ the expen .. ot cuttlno It ott fl' nalltJ. 

• to be, like mathcmatiol, o science coflcerned wlth tile ag~\ and 

dltagroeeat ot ldeo• fnmed bJ the mlnd Jadlpeadently ot experleace. 



"I• tho t•e co~mer the tnth and etnalatJ of t10tal dltcOUrsea 

obttrocta tnm til~ llYOI ot men and the • )(tstenee of those Ylrtuea 

Sa the world whenof they tJ"ODt •••••" 1 It ls lacleed ptcelsoly 

b$oeuse 1110nltty ta btased upoa tho comparltoa et ldotaa ••• aN 

fNilG4 by tbe •tad ttaat h lt eepable of abtolute eettalaty for. ol 

in t•e case ot matta tlo•, tile •lad it able to ooanwct complex 

tcleat tn the flold of monllty anubd o "teal o••ee... Renee, lle 

so~ .. *r.Sxod modes, espo•lally tboee beloqlag to l't\ltty, beiDCJ mo•t 

of thea suoh «X!!bteotlona ottdea1 a• -'• alad tt togetluw ot Itt 0'11111 

dlolce, and 1111lereot there an aot o11110)'s et.ondiD(f pattern• to be found 

oxlatlng; • • • • • aar bo perfeetlJ and tnett:v defined." 2 aad, 

*'UpoD thta gJ"Ound it 11 that l • bold to Wtak that t!JOnlltY ls 

eapable of cleC!Ioattntlon, t well as matb-..ties; since tb~ pteclte 

roal e1Mnee of tho tblngt morol worde stand for 118J he perteetl1 falOIVD 

ond to tbe congwlt.J oad·lneongwlty ot the things tllemeelvos be 

oerta!blJ diiCO'fctted; in wbleh COnllst.S pol'feet ~o." 3 
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Locke tlau* ppeal'& ~· roduce morality t.o tile etudy of tile lqgioal 

implleatlon• of oonl tems ead it IIOUld s.- that 111 that ts neeesaary 

tor a complete atuclt of morollty 1s a good cliotlone_, troa wtalcb one 

eould tU•coYer 111tleb aonl ter.s uero included trt t deflnitlona of 

1 111ay Colcelftlag lhaan Und&ntandlftO, Book tV, Quaptor 1Vt 
Works, fol . II, page 359. 

2 lt.tct. Book Ill, Qapter Xl, 
tfol'kt1 Vol. II, page 271. 

3 Ibid. Book III, Chapter 11, 
Works, Vol. II, pogc 218. 



other te111s. LOeke In &led aee& the d.l ftleul ty to some extent one! 

OJ'QUGI tbat ol though mornUty Is an ontlrol)' abstra~ atudf it 11 not 

entirely dlYorcod from renltty bocouse, "If It bo true in speeulatlon, 

i . e, In ideo, that murder deserres tfeath, it will al•o he tne ln 

reality of aay a6tloa tbat oxlsta confomablo to that ldoo of murder, n 1 

The difficulty, howe.or, goo1 deeper than this for tho fact tbat x 

implies y eon ncfet gtYe rloe to o voluo judgment unless a standord 

ot vol~e dlttoreht t~. ond lndopondent of, the standnrd of logloal 

eoherenct lt lntl'oc.Neod. The cUftlcul Ues of Looke' • ayst«' asee all 

too obylou• when la tho Essay Ito attempts to give exoftlPlel of the 

da!lonstration of oorol propotltlons. To take one ex ple, he argues 

thnt. • 'Mlere there ls no proporty thero lt no iDjustlC4' Is a 

proposition a• certain as any demonstration In Euolids for tho idea 

of property, bolng a rtght t9 anything; anti tho idee to mlck the 

«tome ' Injustice' is given. botng the lnwalon OY vlolatlon ot Uat rlgllt; 

lt ta etldont that theae ldeas being thus ettobUahod, ond these names 

onnexed to tbem. l can as col'tainly tnow tJU sproposltloa to be t-rue as 

that o triangle bas three angles o~ol to two right one•. - 2 Tbla 

atguaent is eleoYlY tautologous; the eoncluston being aasucod tn the 

original dafinltloa of the terme. a, Locke's own ~tend rda lt ls ao 

oore than a •trifling propotitlon•. 

1 Eaaoy Concerning Human Understanding, Book IV. Choptor tV, 
Works, Vol. II, pngo 350. 

2 lbld. Book IV, Chapter IIT, 
Uorks, Vol. II, pO(Je 340. 



The central dittleulty with Loeke's rationalist ethic is 
' 

in(Joed tbot it is impossible hy nny lO{Jicol process to deduce thnt 

anything is right or wrong unloss o etatenent of value is included 

ln the original pror.:t1$es from which the .teduetlon l!l mnrlo. Value 

judgements ore qulte different in noture from statements ot logtc•l 

Implication, To say tbat •A" locrieally implies "B" does not tell us 

anything about tbo rightness or wrongness of ~" unless we havo alrondy 

ossurned that "A~ ls either right or wronu. This difficulty was clearly 

appreciated by Hume.l Any attemp~ to demonstrate a logieally necessary 

code of morals ts. then, bound to ~esult in the eonstructlrut ot n 

systeo ln wbieb tbe logical oons0quene.et of certain previously assuoed 

moral axio. 1s ond definitions ~ro displayed. It is ~possible by any 

logieol ·proeoss to break owoy froo a elrele and demonstrate the boste 

mornl premises th~selves. 

A turthor difficulty wltb Loeke's rationolist ethical theory. 

and. 1ndeect, witb any eth!er~l theory of this type, is that It ossumes 

that aetlons eo ho demonstrated to be either right or wrong ln tbolr 

own nature anrl without rafereneo to th~ c1reunstances 1n whlcb they oro 

perfarmed and the probable effects ot their Jkrtomonce. It this is 

not assumed the whole attempt to demonstrate morality must collapse. 

As Loeko himself roeognlses. lt ls impossible to demonstrate logieally 

neeesstlry propositions about tho nature ond bGhavlour of tbo objects 

of experience. Propositions of this kind eon never possess a'>solute 

logical eertainty and enn only be derlvod by Induction from experience 

1 vide Huoe. 'A Trootlse of Human Nnturo•, Book XII, 
Port 1, Section 1, Selby.Blgge edition, pogo 469. 



Csoe above) . If. then, lt be agreed tbot the rightness or wrongness 

of anything depends to some extent upon the effects it produeea, it 

will hnve to be omitted t tlot the attempt to deduce o lf)gically necessary 

r,ystem of mo~nlity ls doooed to follurea thot statoments of right and 

wrong con only be probable statements bns~d to some extent at leost upon 

generoUsat!on from experience. It is only too obvious, bowevor. thot 

mornl judgements cannot be made in abstraction from tho consequences of 

aetlona. Indeed. tho tonsequenees~ a~tions aro part ond parcel or the 

actions thorJscl vos. There is no sttch thing os o eond! tlon of lnttinsle 

drunkenness tn abstraction from the eonsoquenoes of being drunk, Tho 

diftioulty here is one with whicb Kant wos to urapple but to ~mteh Ito 

tailed to tln'"i o aatistactory answer. 

Amongst the circumstances \ihleb affect tbe moral complexion of eetions 

some of tho most important are clearly tho polttical, e~onomlc and social 

structure, moral a ttl · udes and oustoms of the society \'d. thin tvblch o 

particular aetlon ls performed. If one private lndtvldual Idlls another 

be comolts murder but when tho public executioner kills o condemned 

criminal ho is only performing his duty, The difference ln the moral 

nature of the tm acts of killing depenr1s upon tbe structure of society 

and the po$ it1on and function of the ~eoutloner within that society. 

Moral judgem~nts, then, eannot b& mode in abatrnction troo a social context, 

These baste dltftculties wltb Loeke's ntl•>naltst etblc wUl be considered 

further with rotercnec to his eoneeptlon of freedom i n a later chapter. 



Tlaougb lllen Locke ot taapts to 4Naco aonl pJopotltlons oa tho 

atl"let llnes be hos lold dowll ... ls loft uth Ml'e tdtllDO proposltlons, 

he does p~oto11 to deduce propoai tlona .tth a detlnlto posltlYe etblODI 

ccmtent. Thus lo tbe ' Second Treotloo of CiYll Gcwermont• he deducat 

from the natural ~llty of matt that, "ttoature• of tbe some spoele1 

and niJk, pi'Oill•euously born to all tho same odhllt.ogG• ot Natun, and 

the use et the s . faculties, Should also be ~al owe emongst anotbor, 

wltlaout aubordlnatlon or subj ectton, • •• ,, ", 1 Or. agel a, that. .,_., 

belag once born, ba" o l'lght to the1Y pre$el'fttloa, and conseq&tent17 

to moot ond drink and ltleb otbel' thlngt ot Notura efforu fotr thelr 

nbalstenco; ..... ., • 2 To obtain tucb propost tlons, however, Locke 

hal to C«Mte to gripe witb reality In a woy Which app 1'1 to be oxcluded 

b7 his on theol')' of moftl knotttletVo: for though St Ia cloor that tbese 

propos!tlona oontal1 posltlwe ethical content lt ls equally cleaY tb t 

tboy eannot be aclecpately descrlhed ia terma of tbe obaenod !r.lplleatlons 

of IIIOI'ol deftnltl >n1. Tbot Locke should Mfe beea URim'&I'O of thil 

1Acoosietonc.y ts ptObablJ duo to tho ambiguity ln bi& t~eatoent ot tdoaa 

tofdng them 1anetltues lUI tllo ultlmote obJeete of bowledge, •ometlmel 

at tile ~~Mne to the Jmowledgo of n reality beyond tJaea•elvoa. flat• 

ambtouJty, as llas betn pointed out bon, t.pona oonfualoa lato 'hit 

ulltle thoory of falotdectJe. 

1 Seeood Treatise of Civil Govonoent, Chaptel' 11, 
Uork1, Yol. v. paoe 340. 

2 Ibid.. Cbeptft' v • 
Works. Vol. v. pafe 352. 



llowot'e~ lncout!nont Locke .., hawe beeft 11 applying Ills principles. 

lti• aahl point It eleaf. Tliit la thet aonlltJ, lUe aathmattea. la a 

tubject capebl$ ot demonttratlonc that 10111 proposltlona, llto 

~~athoootlcel one" ean bo fino. wttb suoh cettallltJ and self-etldente 

tbat tll07 are logteally ln&apttable: tbat onltt.y aocordbglJ oonelttl 

tn a code of lew •tdent to reaaoa, • eode ulllob a ratlOhl bejng oannot. 

tall to apprehend tt Jle appllet Ills d11d to lt. Tbl• Mntnl th_. Is 

fot.md tftrot19hout Locke' s tnatQeJit of moral eubjeets. Ia tile 'Tftatlset 

of Clwll Go•el"Dl~Cmt'. tor oxanple, Locke nlntro&aoos tbe term •taw ot 

Ratui'O• hat oaly to ldenUfJ lt with the law of r•aiOD. lJa one patnao. 

lndeett. be tdentltlet tbo law of ftature with rea•• ltaolf. "Tho etate 

of Nature hot o lew of Nature to ge'fftft lt, ablott obllte• overy ODet 

aad a-ea-scm llllch ls that law, teaollel all Jlklacl who wtll but conault 

lt, that bol*.J all equal and lndopendeDt, no ono ought '" bet~~ anothor 

ln Jda lite, b()()ltll, Uberty or pottetsloe••••••" 1 Or, again, "The law 

tbat •• to gOYen Mom 1 tbe sene tbet we to gOYetn all 1111 ,otterlty. 

tho law of reaaon. • 2 

though Loctce tbolagbt that bowledge s oaly po1dble la Yft'J 

'IQttloted epheree ke did think that it wa possible to knorJ wltb ..-talaty 

not only ptoposltloal ln tile fleld ot math tle1 aad IIOhltty but olao 

certala propoeltion1 eoneetnlng reel exJs~ence. Moat !mpottant, bo 

tJtouollt it poadbl• to cllalonatrote ta alatoaoe of • a1l•wlle, all• 

1 Second Trentite of Cl•U Gowi'ID8Itt, Cttapte'f 11, 
ltorks, Vol. v. page 341, 

2 Ibid. atapter Vl, 
Works, Vol. v, page 3H1. 



,_.,tal onator. Row If It la poaslble to kaow that t .. aalwer1e 

Ia th IIOI"ktaanllllp of e Idle and good God thlt lllllt lllft aotlaequeftcet 

tor .onlltJ• Loelce ledMd ihotagllt tfaat • belief In tbe edatetaoe of 

God _, ODe of tllct ••• tlal .,. .. , of a IOUtsd IIOWl thtol')'. It •• 011 

tilt• aocouat tltat II• exoluded atllolatl 110111 tile tol entloa Jae would 

atencl to tft'IJ rellrlotal body fo-w ._ fel \ tlaet tllell' •w ot tDe 

extattt~ce ot God aede It tmpoaalhle for tMit u keep t.lth or to feel 

U•telwe• u..,.., the IUbjootl of aonl oblltotloL l tile edlttDee 

of Go4 Ia teet tom• toY Looko tbt 1101t lapodaat pr•l• "- 11hlob 

the ln ot naloi 11 to be •••"- !llu. lle •••.. -rae t of a 

,...., Bol~Q, lntlalte Ia poilltt'. goodaela and wlldomt 1tso1e w1'larlala-

lhlp we an end on .._ we depeaclc and o• lclea of ottwMlnt aa at~de'f­

,._lldlag nttoul oreaturtll beJag tuclh •• •• eleu Ia "'• wo1 d. I 

•ppoH, lf du17 eontlcJered ••• pul'ldd. attol'd noll teudatlo•• of "' 

~t1 t111d tulta of aatloa •• •Jgtat pla• 110t litJ ... ~«" the toleece1 

capable of dM.ot!dnttoar . • • •• " 2 DeU.ef la . the extn•ee ot God It, 

tit•• tundameohl to a true et•tal qst• but tlttt cloet net ... ., that 

monl!ty 1• dapelldeftt on tbe ftbltftr)' wUl of Gee!& that tke dlftereace 

betwee tlollt ud wtODCJ la aillplf that God hat, at a &latter of teet, 

eltjolaed the oae aad pl'OIIlblted ••• otlw. <Loete does soaettmes •Jce 

use of tile lclto of God Sa nell a wy tat llllalltJ eppaan to be tile · 

pnduct ot Hlt arbltn11 tdll but tllla beloao• to GGothft ltpeo\ of 



Locke' s eilaled Uouoht wlalOil tdll be dtaoutml below.) Go6. ta-.dt 

dOt• aot aet orbttrarilJ bttt 111 aec:ofdaooe wlt" tltat ulllcla 11 

la$rlnalM11J rtoht. Tile .onl eodl reYtaled t.• tbt Sorlpturee ls la 

ttae •Ia lctentteal with tile dletatea of reasoa and Locket OOOitefttlJ 

1'...-dt tile Sfttpturet as tile eunet ptde to the 1101'81 law. 1'lte 

toltt lt oontale• eould laawe been dit..,.,.red bJ tile uaalded ••• of 

rea1oa tiat God ilea iMft llt to •k• "* lbuldaatlJ clear to all bJ 

poaltlye ft'felatlOD. ftouth , ., II poe1lble to atrlft •t. o lmowl~e 

of Utili bJ naeoa alone lt ls ualao to learn tile tllrougll ll'nlatioa 

and thh t• bow 110at .- ban edlle to ka• th-. •st ls oo &J.nlshlng 

to ttmtlatiOJI, tllat na10n ''"' lte aathage too, to ue ttutls 

Nftlatlon laas cllaooftnd. lilt l t 11 .... mlttake w tblok, that beoaute 

.-eon -.ftlt'lt til to 11s, • llad the tlrst ..nata bowle~e af th• 

Irani tbeaoe; anct in that oleer evldlllet w 1ow posse•• tJa-. • 1 

!here i,, howenr, uotllu tlt1101Y of 110nllty to be fOUDcJ Jn Locko'a 

etbloal thought' a ueer, la eomplete oontraat to hit belle ethteal 

p1'laclplel. Acocwdbo to tlsla thea11 good and eyll are to be equa'ed 

elalply wltlt pleaaure acl paln. "Ttatag• tlltb aM tood and ewll, OAlY Ia 

·nfe""ot to plee•w or pal•• Tbat we eell good, wltleh ts opt to 

eavse or lacnaso pleasure. or dlltielsb pala ,,. ust or clle to proouM 

or pwe•ewte •• in the po•o••ton of 811)' ottaer good, or ahsonde of aa1 

.. u .• • 2 t'bts ol••lr npresoDts aa entirely dlffestent approaoh 10 



mont pi'Obleu. So tar h"oo the tttnclaH ot good being Uat •tell 

ntacm Shows to be lnll"llltlMlly rt(Jiat. tile •taeda•ct. as to •• tbls 

~eat l• <*'Cft~Md. ls to INt ••su¥&d b7 tbe plea1urtt Ol" pda that 

aa mloe brbcJ• ~ lt.t perfofiM1. On tlllt tlleo_, aGtlon• can onlJ be 

Obllt••o~ if lt be aJaowB t.ut It lt to ou-r edfutege to perfom 

t1l• aad Locke aJUU•• ~at thero ato two .are b)' wlaich eetJoas beeoM 

binding on us • elt.Jaet UnU(JII tiM pleaeue ott pala tlttiJ brl.Dg tlpGJI ut 

· Ia tile OJ"dlnary eourso of Ulnga or J)y vtftv& ot tM .._,l'dt ead pualth­

IIIOats .Uob God attadeJ to tllelr pertormaaee 01' a.olctuee. ~11 te0011tf 

_, b7 wh1 ch actloae an de obltaawS'J tec~~ecl to Looko by fa I' t.lle 1101t 

aponent to• tile pales ud pleo•n• wllleh God oaa ltalow en laflalt.el)' 

gnater thaa tbo10 of tills WOl'ld. Afbe nwatt&b a.-cl pualt....,tl ot 

aaotJaft life, alelt tile AlralofltJ he• establlthed aa the eafo~eata 

of Bls law. are ot Wlllght enough to d&~emlne the chotec agatatt wftateYer 

pleo$Urt or pat• this lito oa!l sttow. •ea the eterntl ttete tt coatlderecl 

but In Ita bare posa!blllt1• wtttoll nobody cart Ire lfl1 doabt ot." 1 

Morality. thea~ comet to «**tltt In dtnotlDG our action• ln aeeonuce 

with a ratlottal •loulatlon ot the ,al.-c and pleGtuYea ltrr.Jr to result 

from thelt pertomo11oe or aYOidano~. "J..onl good end .. u. tlletq le 

oaly the e<mfo:Jmlt)' or dlpgreement of OUl' 'f01Mhl'Y eotlene to some 

law, tlttueby good o~ evil la drawa on u• by tile tdll and I'O'IG" ot tile 

law-mokertu•••., 2 The oont•••t bet.oen tbl1 way of looklDO .- morall'J 

and Locke'• utual rattonallnle ethic 1 pi"Obabl1 ob•ouftd ter bla by 
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pet"totmatace u avoldaace of .cenela attlon -4t Ae bo •• O'!)arinoed tbat 

God 1!'\'mO~dld t • ln lta&lt good and pulsbtd wbot •• of ltnlf 

ev11. tt •• ., tor 1W:t to at.ttM tlaat. tbo 'fOIUltl ot a '"'11 rational 

oal0U11tion of the pl pres or pains likely to tellll t t.- etl1 btiOD 

e.motlJ oo!nolcltd with tha dtotatts ot nn• Pft001Ylng the lutrln•te 

rlghtnost or wroegne 1 of notlona. lo t1tt1 t1a1 l t a poatlble tor kiM 

to bold thfae two different t~teartea ot morolity tdthout obtcrv!WJ tm.r 

eontndlot:lmu tho rdt nd 1 tJcs glvon hy Cod kino tJtd llltlell 

ts Ia itself rl hJ ttlso the moot profttabto. (TIUJ aontndl~!on, 

hoWI:rfe~, oaunot so eatUy be :rosolvQd. It fOOd and otll n10 roolly to 

be equetod wltb pleanre oad ptrt. !low •~ we to oceount to., tllo ectlOJla 

ot God llmeelt? Wo !lave pl'eNnablJ to outJPG .. ttlnt God ettablllhee laws 

simply ao ae to giYc ~"tmselt tb G test aaotaat of ploattaro. Thtt \1JOIIld 

nn tba\ mnl let'18 ure the ubS~ft!1 pro•c.t of tile w!U of God 

obligatory onl1 ~usc God lias tetaa ftt to tow01.'d t tr obMWnDCO 

end punlth tbtlt brcaoh. tile only uey out ot thl• clltttoultr J.a to 

as ~t God JIOU!Dtdt ond pardshcc tdlat is l t10l t r!gJat Ol' woag bu1 

f.hle lmpllo• euotlltt •tencfal'd of rSgh~ end wr aud that pl tute a•d 

poln an not reelly tile ul t:imole atebtklrds ot good ud ev-U. ) 

~h tho hedonlatle ttlftdard ~toh Locke lnt!Oduces into hts 

ethical •h0011 Is reallJ In coatradlctloc ~th his moro usual wetl«nnltstl~ 

principle• lt hes GOCJethlng !n commoa wttlt thect. 'l'bougb a diftewat 



standard of o4*! ead etll l• htft cod It l• attll twe tbat Mnl 

boftaylour oon1latt iD betoo guldod b)' reasoa: n~Pil l!Otf ao lonp• 

~ls e salf-etldeDt mont lmf bu~ ladlecttea tile plee~~t~rea or patus 

we caa ~ to follow a eenata l!ee of actlOJ'l. Tho batS s of naonl 

actloa l• 11 tact acttoa tn aeeor nee wltb 1CetoD an-1 tbe pHterenoo 

of rica to 7lrtue ls n "rlanitoat 1G'Oia{f juc%fmelst ... 1 

The nell \•eta et Loeite•s otlll«sl CM\t~t ~ tlrm, tllcwouolll)' 

fttlonallst. His mal• o-.vument ta that Ue t.20hl lew ecmttsss ln a 

stntee of self•evtdent prtnclples togetltm' w:ltrt the eoBiequenMt that 

can b~ toateally deduced ~ ''· This syst Is erldent to tbe reatcm 

ot aoJ lfho cJ\ootes ,, opptr tdMelt to lt. Rtoht oct!()B ls tb.-s actloo 

Ia OCCOYdance wills reason aed QJt ls caonl tn so ter •• 1t11 acts la 

accot nee with reason•s dtctatoa. It 11 1hletore the posseJslon ot 

nato. *!ell aekes • a t101'8l bft!ng, ffW U 11ake1 JlS. eapeblct ot 

.-eetYlli~Jt 8lld notiDCJ !JS aee~tbDCG tdtftt 1 eoral law: a law ttaelt 

tile oobo~t of no•ra• It is rea--. ~-. 1e11 1'6lsel man eboft 

the bJ'tlte.;: 1ttd .._.ith ploee~ b~ alroott equal to nnvele." 2 

There •n tndeed be found tn his worir the other thooJ')' of atOJalltr. 

dlaoasled abo'Je. wbioJa maftoa plGente end pain the ultimate utt•rte ot 

good aed tJYll JOt ~a on this tiJeory MJ&llt1 at tlao bt.tiMn leYel meaa1 



t•tekiog wo take we COGt batt to tltia .. Uat. mont belaaYiou •• actl01 

11 aoeo&'danoo wlat lftiODI tllfto pl'bolple of oll vlr'- uct exeellcmq 
. . 

11Q la • pllfQ ot dftJiag our•et••a the Mtisf•ctloP of our owa dtllftl 

""'" ttatoD ·.,.. aot Qltlol'-lse ' '-"l •net "lie tllet. bel DOt tt117 

over lab lacllDatlont, be tll•t bowl lot how to rellet. the &mpon.anit.J 

of pretent pl•aure or pal~tt tow tho sake of •t nn•on toll• Jtlll Is 

flt to he done •nte tbe tne p»iloJplt of lfh1.ue 8ftd IJl .,,, •nd 11 

11 nget ot aeYel' belllt fOOd tor aDJtblllnu• •. 2 To aCt r-ltlat11• 

then, lt ttmply to oMJ reaton aad llltJ Ss a monl be1DIJ b)' •l~u• ot hl• 

oapaottr lo'r nttoul aettcm. Thle 11 th eentnl oonclorloa ot IAeke•s 

etttloal ~ht. ud lt Is on till a that ••• l4n of ,....._ depeade. 

••••••••••••••• 



BefOI'e p~IIJ to ooetldt.- Looke '• oonoepUoa of frM• '' Sa 

aeoea•~ •o lOok at 1111 ateoat. of two olo•ly .'telated ptohl• .. 

-~"tl'ttly. the pfthl• of ,..._, t•ttlr •• of ,.., oa.ttlt_.., a 
l•dl•t."-1 penoetlltJ •• ,....,. ue pnbl• ot tile , .. ._ •t ue 

,..., '"""' Locke •• tHataeat ot pertoJial ldeatltr 11 to be fouad !a hlt 

'~••1 Con~lag laaal1 Uradlmt.ondlag •. (Whoa tooko oor.apotod dae tlrtt 

edlttou ot tho BtiiJ ho cloea DOt 10M to Ita" btea ..... of the probl• 

ellcl ateptH XXVll ot Boolc _II 1iMrO JaG dtala w1th '''' probl •• adclod 

in tllo •eoond edition. J JleJo lle , ... a tho pi'Oblc ot per-soaal ldentltJ 

and lndlYldual pel"SOUalit1 ot ooe ntpett, ol tJte probl of tdenltr ta 

g•enl. Looko feoogliMs that J.ctantltJ ls a Hat wblolt OlD be uted 

w1U. vtl')'lllQ r:.oo!rl.n; . II t flrn plato lt oaa be uMt! to 11110 th •lmpl• 

identity ot a '"lao wltJa lt.Mlf. Titus he 1111, •ataen • tee en,UhtJ to 

be Ia aay plaee 11 8ll1 httaat ot ,....... • 8ft lalfl CbG lt at. t t tdll) 

thlt tt l• Cht ...., tklag and bOt aaothw ... ._" I OJt It GalS be •ted t.o 

aea• tile ldantltJ of the Amtt thiog thJOUVfl tlllo. 'tblt 11 t.ho lctlatltt 

of a tlltao willet& mn• tbmtJfi taa wlt1lout change •• ._ .._. tho tdo • 

it 11 attrJbutod to tnl'J • ol ell ~ tllltat th$Y .," 'tthlt lllllellt 

tllltn_la we eoneldlt' th41ltt to~~ner .clnoaee, an' 10 .,.,. • OCitpeM the 

Pl'Ctlftt. • 2 Sl1ce tt b ody po•elble for oae thlng of tbe ...e tS.tJ to 

1 BS88J Colscenlag . D lfadordartdleg. Book II, Qmpt4W xxnt, 
WOrks, Vol. II, pago 44. . 

2 lbltl. 



•l•t •* • gt.- '* ud pleM till• l6mtltJ .. n be deftneflaUl 

nteHD" t.o ortgla h ..,... and tlu • -rtaat. lhtfttott. tbat had •• 

beglaatna. I• the ..., thlllll' aDd tha' llfltlell Juacl • 41lfffttltt ~tetrtaaiiiJ 

ln ,._ ud pleoe tnm that, It aot tile taae bu' dl•erM. • 1 ftlt V.• 

ot 1 tltJ Looke oell• '&dfttlty ot tub~W~·oe•. Tate tu. ldMtltJ, 

,.......,, ean be ated Ia other ••· It 18 andll quite a dltt8ftlt 

.... wben lt le opplled to tS•teg ••te~ or to tadl'fldaal ,ermalltr. 

We often "" tlto "tm ldeatlty •en tJMre lt no l6.mt.ltJ ot IUbdallO. 

•• ell; ell we applJ ''to ll'fbg 111ttu. fe• __,le: •aa oak ttoldftt 

h• a plant to o gnat ttee ud tll01l loppet:ft Is •tlll the aa111 oakt 

·ad a aolt. pow up to a taoreo, aoae\tmoa tat, ,_,, .... lh•• lt ell 

the wtaU• tle a ll•r•ea t,llouglt in both the• eaHs tbete ~MY be a 

IIUlfGit. ehaaae of tbo porta; •o tJa.et truly they are not el~r of tHI 

t.he ,.. ma•••• of mat.tw, thouoh lbey bo truly one of t the .-. 

oak, tmd tho otber tlte ~tae horae. • 2 ft• ldlatlty hre l& ut H 

identity ot aub•tan• '' all. Tile euhttaaoe whlell •ke• up • 111'lag 

. body ls eonttnuellr chanol••tr. ne ldentltJ wltlol te Mat l'ltn ta 

ldcmtity of orpul•ot.IOll. "'!bat betao t hen ont plaot willa has IJUall aa 

Ot!gan.118tloa ot J*l'tt te oao oofleftl!t '-elf penakldCJ of OH ~ lite, 

tt contlauee to be tile ta11e plant •• long •• Jt partaket of tho .-e 
llte. 'hough that ltte be «SSOI'JtaDlcahd te new putltlel ot metter fltallJ 

uDl,~d to tbe . 11Yl~Q plaDt, 1ft a l!ke oontllled ~~goftlaatlon eoato~ble 

to t1Hit so~t of pleats." 3 TJle eame pl'lnetplCJt he argue•, applte• Itt tlao 



aaee of 111ft d lite ldelltltJ of a ~&~n la tho ldGntltJ of tat; bodllr 

ots•latlott, •a ttidpatiOil of tlae oorltlmled lifo, b1 

tteatlJ tloe&log particles of matter. In tuoooetton YltallJ anlted 

to th - GJOMlsed body." l Tile I otlt)' of man. tt.on. tlk• Uat 
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of pleato attd 011lmala ls the ldeatity of blt bodllr OI\JDI .. tlo• •• 

Loek• argaet tt.t lf w tlf? to pla t l&mtttr ot ua b aGJ otlln 

pltu'Jlple w eholl 1114 It lmpotalble to eatabllsb a ortttrloft of .rtat 

conttltotet the 11111 without &.tau vlolet~ee to tile ordlaa17 u•• ot 

laoguege, If. tor .,.,1., ae atter\ tlaat the ldfttltJ of meJJ contlsta 

Ia tho ldontlty of ort tulal aoul thea lt wlll k postlble to» 

"Seta• I el, Soontea, Pllate. St. Aattln, and Caeear Borgl.. to be 

tilt .... aau. ror lf the ldlatltJ ot the tottl elcme eetes the 

a aod there be notllt~~g ln tM 118tute of lllltter f/llJ the ,.. ladlrit:Wl 

tplrit me)' aot be ualtGct to diffo~e~~t bocttos, lt tdll be poaslble lhet 

t~M lt.tDf lo dll'h11t agts, and ot dt.ffenllt talpeft, •1 Jaan 

been the .,.. n ••••• • 2 Tile 1 of •o ls til_.. dapeftdaat on tile 

.Idee ot • cmal11 bHllr OJVUltattoa. Lotte lllastn\ea tM• pold 

by quotiDtJ G 1t017 about a panot that tould .,.., and aot tnt.elllgGiltlJ. 

He a~VHt tbat eftn If ~ant llko J*ftOtt could llabl,ually act 

tetloael11 the, oould oot ~tobt.ly· be ealled ~ 3 

Though LoCke plaeea tbo ldentltJ ot aaau Jn that of bodlly 

org .. l18tloa he dist.l~ga!ahte t.hla fr Identity ot pertodeltt.y. Tbe 



t•• 'pel'IOft • • be 'lllatklt lmpll•• -.etlalng dlffeteilt f1'0II tile t•• 
••a• and ldttlttty of petton&lltJ' Is dltfetot from.. alld h-.cJ Ia.,. 

peadellt of, the ldeaCit1 ot 'he h..u bod,y. The ldta ol a ptl'IOI le 

OISU"ly dlftuetat fftll Ute t&ta ol ltocb'. It h "•e ldla of •tt 
ldentlaal tblaktng being, •a tlllnldfttJ tntolltgeft being, that bat reaton 

aacl reneotloa a•d caa oone!de~ ltnlf e• lt1elt ..... "I 'tills, llouever. 

11 cmiy po•dble tltrougl& "CIIat OOilloleu,..as wltloh le l•aepaftblo ,..._ 

tllllllclng. t~nd. os It IM!II to •• e•ttntlal to itt lt beleg lmpoltlble 

for uy one to pereelYo wltllout percelvibg tat fte elMs peroetn ... 2 

'111e ftstlngulshing ehanotulltle ot a ,.,..,, tllu, If tbat he la a 

contlauou•, aelt•eoototou•• tbtu•tng bel_, end It lt la ooattnutty ot 

consctouaaelt that pettonal lcktntlty COlldtts. So long 01 a man eo 

recall oft'tola aote at Ilia CMVD he ls the hiH man a1 p&rto~• tlto•• 

oo•• and lt la oaly •• lle 11 OOJUIG1014t of audl aota that lae e&n he 

nld to be tbe .-a petlort that pertol'Md ''-' "os for as tbtt 

OOD80loueneas can be extended boetwa•d• to any pett a.-loa o~ thouv•c 
so far reoohe• the lde•tltr ott t P'tiOft•" 3 

IdeutitJ of posrsonaltty. ho •rtae•• ""' aot u.-•attUy lnJplJ 

tdentlty ot ••batonoe tltbor aoteYlel or tmmete~lal. lf It be poa•tble 

lol' dttf..-ent tht•king •ubetanaea to ttare tllQ ~attt eoo10!outness as t t 

'' tor dlffennt uatel'lal penlelos to rtttlre of th nme l1Yillf 



orgGAt&atloll11 th~ lt wlU be possible tor tile $maG petttm t& be mode 

up ot dltterent tlltuklag substances. The ertterle of por801lal ldeatttr 

it not ldGatltJ of oubstaaee. tlbterlal 01' bPG-tetlal, but con\lautty 

of ocm•olouaaeae. It ls logloolly possible tor t:teb 11Ylug ot 4ltteftllt 

timet to bo tile taae pertort' nnd to~ mte aaJS to possess two pemnolltles. 

"Could we auppcuJe two cl!$tl•un lneomJualcoblo ooascloua•eseet actSUI tile 

same bo•• the Ole oonttutlr by day, 'he otller b)' algllt; and on tile 

othol' side, the tame eonsetousness eotli!J by lattml& tuo dlttbet 

bodies: I .elk tn the ttnt case. wllether tho clay ond tho Jtlgbt •• 

would not be two ts dtsttnet persons, • Soerot41 and Plato? Aad wbetllor, 

in the •eooad eose, there would not be oue potaon la t\ill dtstl•ct bodlo•• 

os muell et oae ID8lt ts the $at1e tn two distlnet tlothlhtla." I ttblf 

anldr to tile problEkl ot •~ co•$\ltutos personal i4entlty 1s opell to 

many objections. The olossb~ objection brought og&btt It 11 that •f 

ftol~'s pfthlem. Suppose a bo1• tilo •s beaten tor oteoliafJ opple; • he 

orows up, beooaes on otfieel' and eapturos a OU~tdard. Later tn !Jte 

llo ls prCMIOted to tlu) rank of Goflenl. At tltG time Jte eoptured tho 

atandaYd be ~s eoaactons of ho•S-cr been beaten tor stosll"lf applee. 

At the time he bocmmo, a gonerel he ws .oosdout of llat'IIIJ captus-od the 

sten•rd but he was raot co•acloua of taavlag Jleea bctoteo for steall~~g 

appltt. Tills wlU 110n11 tltot t.lto mon who eaptuted the etoadal'd oos the 

soae person who stole the apploB. The moe d.o btCOOle a toottftll •s tho 

nmo peraon ns tllo oftteor who Ottptttt<WJ tbc standard. But tile geaoral 

~v • not the nme pal'SM os tbe boy dlo stole ttte apples. Tllf.e lo ab•urd. 

1 18Sil)' ConoetnlrttJ ftumtJn Underst&&dltttJt Book ll, QaptO'r Jmlt 
WOrk$, 'VtJl. II, pQUO 62, 



A tunJaer cllfttcultF lt tnt lt taUs to t.ake aocou1t ot '" fact 

tbt people c1o toroet thlngl .tu.»t the pottlbllltJ of ••••rt~~g 

tfteu aoelu • the pll.,._t)Jl o£ .-ella .. 1tblle. oa tlte otllet hand. 

t.JieJ ot1ea leYe riYld •mtmowl•a' of tbb)g• wblcJt Jaa.s newer Uppened 

or whteb they llate bad noth.l19 to do w1tJJ. 11ae dltllcultlet ot tilt 

''""' "''e beelt ... l, .. cl lit .. ·~lele ., A. new. 1 toekct'l 

t•at.nt of ,w801181ltJ llaa boon exemllled aad ostlolted ill the llglat 

of Daoellaa dlal"'lo by J . w. Bucltoa. 2) 

Loote gees oa to a~ue tba' It Se •• aat ldaatloal. oonti"uoua 

OODiof.OatiiGtl tllat ... II tae •bjeot of ttohl ftlpOIItlbllltJ• A 

pel'IOO. he argues, ean be lleltt ttefiM*Itble ealy tor 11bat a. It aousolooe 

of baV'leg peJ"fomod. To pt~nlth aocue•• tw .-eQliiQ Whloh tae oould 

amr , • .._ •• lall •• ... let be to pulu oae ,.,,_to tile acttcm• 

ot •ot~Mrt "it tllo . ._ Soontet wkl~g ud altepleg do aot plftake ot 
lite .-a eoaaolout~~ee.. Soonus lllklttt aad tlnplao le DOt U.. .-e 
putOa. M41 to paaleh Soaates Wlklag fot tltat deeptng Soon1e1 

thftght. o.ad tMkl~t~ Soorate• •• rsiMI' eoaseloua oft uou14 be tao aore 

tlgllt, tlletl to pual.rJ oa$ ctda tor ..tlat hls bJOtbe:r-ttrlo 41d. •••• beeause 

tiMlr •••••• wen 10 IDe Ulot they ld not be dlttlllf\lllhedt • . ... • 3 

• 



Ltoke, thee .coasldelrl tlaa\ what ~~akea 111 latltdclul lcleattcal 

periOft 11 eontlaulty ot ~oaaolousneu, The lndlwlduel por101 alght be 

cte•ortbed a1 the .t tillate reasoftlag Wilt. Itt s-..ttty eooalttt ta that 

tt ond It el011t 11 eoa•etou• of lt1elt •• ttaelt aDd of Its p11t aot .. 

tbougla1e ood expe-rlencer 1 tts 0111. It ts as this ultllla\• uaSt of 

nttoaal eoasctou•e•• tnt o per.- l., tbo sa),je6t ot 110nl napoaslbllltr. 

A por101a 11 tetpontlblt foY tlaote oft,aad Uoae only, of eleb he te 

CODadou• as belag lllt .... This eonoeptlOI of .Ut coattitutes 

per1oeal tdantltJ t• of CODilderablc iatpottance to aa ua .. rttaradti(J of 

Loeke • 1 ooaoeptlon of fnedolll. 

w msma O£ w au. 
t.oote•t tnatlleftt of tho texed pl'Obl• of tile tnecto. of tJle will 

ls to be touad 1D hts obaptu on the ldea of POWI" in Book U of the 

•sa1ay Co•eenhg a..aan Undlrataacllag•. LoGe sees to ,_h toua4 tlae 

queatloa of fneclom end neeeell$1 oae of tile 1101t botfltng lle •• 

called upon to an8Wf. Rle ttnt att_,t to an..., lt .as rad!tcllJ 

changed ln the second odltiont a ebange tbat ke explotn1 ln , .. 

•£plstle to the Ieeder• at the coaaeaeecont ot tfte E11a1 .. • t I llad 

there wrst concerning libel1J and the will, I tlaouglat deaenecl aa 

aceurote e Ylew, as I .as eopablo ofj••••• Upon a closer lntpeotto~ 

toto tbe ~rklng ot men•s mlnda, and a at~leter examination of thole 

~l••• and news they are turned by I hoye food ~ton somealult to 

alter tbe thoughts I to~rlJ hod ooneernlag that, whlcb olYes the 

latt detetrnlottlon to the will in all woluntary actions. Thla I 

cannot forhear to aelkncxvlodo" to tho wrld with os much tnoclom and 



teedla•• .. at I t tltJtt publialled what thoa •• to me to be tlgbt... l 

Locke • • atte~Pt to on~t,.er UG pfOhl• of the tnedom ot 'he wlll 

la1gelJ COJJilst• lss dGaytog tllat uy p~bl extn.. fnedom. le 

argue•, ts tlaplJ a potlll' to. exeeute tibet cme pyeten. Tho will 11 

powu ot p~eterlncr Ode ootloa to amothor. "'DIItJ ot least.. I &hlilk 

e.ldont • that ~ ttnd tn our1elvee n powaY to bco'- OT forbear, oontlnu 

Ol' end teweral thoughts ef out minds, end aottone ot our body, baelr 

by the ellolcse ot pJOt~e• ot the mlnd. Tldt ~ lelt tbe alacl hal 
' 

to prefer tho eonstderatlon of oar !del, 1 tbo torbealing to ooa•ldrr 

It: Ol" to prefft tbe motloa of 1111 pad f. the body to lts rest, lt 

that which eall tbo Wllt.• 2 "o wlll. tbea. 11 ad •bllltJ to 

make etteotiYo Cbolce and to ask aftethor tbo will ls tree .11 eo 

ebsu.-dlty. "'f this be so I lone lt to be eoolldeHd. whetlter lt 

I1J81 not help to put an d to tlaat lono agitated. aad, I tblllk, 

unreasonable. beeeusa untntellltlble ~ettlon, •lz. Wbetb.r man'• wlll 

be free or ao? Fol" lt I mhtoke eot. tt tollowt b what. I baye ~al~ 

that tho question itlelt it altogetber ~roper; and lt lt •• 

ln•tunttlcent to ott whether ~n•e utll be tree,aa to a1k uhetbor blt 

~16ep bo lltft, ol" bla Ylltuo •quaret ••••• • 3 Tle .ttl, 1adeed. ta 
I 

almply a power or ability ucl to a1k wltetller the will la free la to alft 

Wbetbo~ oae tbllltJ con poltea• another: "o queatlOb at tlrst 

altltt too grosalJ absurd to moke e dispute. or need on answer. .. 4 Tile 

........., 

1 Eplttl• to the Reader, des, Vol. 1. 
2 Jr.IL~iml\li,Hft!~ntrJ&IrtMI: Book 11, Qaoptet m. 
S lbtd. page 319. 
4 Ibid. page 321. 



error, h tlllnks, hal tte aoureo ln the habit of ealllag powre ot 

the 11lDd •tatultlos" ud thea treating tll•ae fatultlea as lf they 

weYe eot powers but exlttlng eatitlet. It ls tbts •1 ot tolklDlJ 

.tllob llas 1-' mn to talk ot tile 1flll •• • tldng, 1'8tfter ttuus as • 

~ ot' aCIDethtng else. It '* hoe this urot that aea oome to .,eak 

of the tdU opentlng on the waderttondlncr or th uadftstonding on tile 

will. Thlt •r of speeklDg !a, howevel'. abeu~d. -Aiad y aa 

pnpea-ly •.Y tbat lt: Ia the lllnglng facul tJ slogs, tad tbe dentiftg 

faculty dance•, as tbat tlte tdll clloote8, or the uaderttandlng ooncetyesa• l 

The question a• to nether tho will t• free or not ts, tftea, an 

obtu-rdity. Frteckn eannot be attriblltod to the wlll but only to t.le, n • . 
A egent ls fne, he argues, .tlen he Ia able to pel'fom or not to 

petfollt on action as tbo obotee of llil mlad direets, Where lle does u h!!Ye 

tllQt power he Is not freea •the ideo of liberty 1t the ldeci ot a pouer 

ln ony agcmt to do or forbear aoy particular a.Clon, aeeot'dlng to 
4
the 

deteatnatl•• or thought of the ralnd. wbfte., either ot th ls 

pQferred to the otllua wttero either ot theca 11 not ln the power ot 

tllo agent to be produced by hllll aocordlng to hls tolitio. tllue he 

Sa not et ltbert1: tbt ageal Is u11der aeoeaalty, • 2 A D lkl~g 

alona a cllftttde, for example. ls tree to Jt1tlP ewe.- tM edge or not 

to Jump but onco lle bt J&aped bo is no loagu treo bf)oause be ba• ao 
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1-.er the ,_., to fall or aot to fell •• Itt etaooaea but lllltt uevltably 

eoetln\le falllag. LooJ(e goes oo 10 a~gue tbat a man 1111 be uadeY 

noceaaltJ tWeD when ite ls 4oiiiJ SOII.l8tll~ng •toll plea"' bl~~e ... Afaltn 

tuppOae o aaan to b& •ntect. tlhlle fa1t. atl.ep. Into a roe~~ wbete Ss a 

peraoo he looo• to ... and apeak - "'' end tltero loeked fell 11 IMJ'hd 

lllt po.at to gat outa ae a•t••• od i• olad to tt~td blmtelt In so 

detlrablt ~~y, wbleb 'e stays wlll'-011 to. I . e, prefers his 1\81 

to tOlJ&t ... 1-. I aek ls ilot thls. ate:v folunt•ry? I "'ink taobodt will 

doubt Ita ead yet belllfl lo~Jced faal l• lt ls efl.dent ll$ f.e oot •t 

1lbeft1 not to stay, lle bat ttot freedom to be tone. • 1 Fnedart t~tt~• 

IIIJ)lte• the genuine pottlbU1t1 of aafdna a eholoo oad eanylag lt tato 

ettMt. Whe~r tl&et poedblltty does aot exltt eton if tllo aoertt bo 

coopell•d to do a~hlag he woulcl ebOote GftYWD111• 11 not tree. 

'tbough Loeke appear• to dt•les tho que•t.ton of the tn.d-. of Ue 

wlll as an abiUrclltJ fie does ett.-pt an .... , to tbe quettloa wbetber 

the obo104 of the mind it clote~mlned and whet It lt that cltt.Qrdnel lt. 

Hit e.newer ln tfte tlrn etU.tlon of tile Batll)' 11 that trt. oboloe of tile 

•lad la tn .. l tablJ detemlned and •tel!ll1no.t by somoth.log ou••.&cte 

itself. ..I, tk•n a 11011 lndltterent to be pleated cw not plea•ed mon 

wltb one tbiq than onotlaer? 11 lt ln hlt et&otCG, whotlter be will or 

will not be better pleated with ellO th111{J than enotlle~ And to thle I 

think neryo11e•a experience Is teody to 1!18ko aaswor rto. F~ ulleaoe lt 



followt ..... tJaat til• wUl ol' pretQence la dnetntlno·t.y SG~Mtlt.lntf 

wtt&out lt8elf." 1 

pleature and pale so that 'be mtad lneYlhblf Ohoo••• ~be greaten 

plonnre and Locke goo• on to arvue that this ®as not da'net trcn 

n • s troedcQ at all. tt would be 110 a«ant.~• to • lt bla tdll 

operated by ehallCC. le l t, Ito ••ks, wonll tilt 

"to be ot l•berty to pliJ the tool? .. 2 

ot treedem. 

Loeke's fltft D11Mr co Ue ptobl ot tree wlllt tllett• lea.ot 

men no real f1oeocJDa ot choice at en. All lhllall oetlona a•• ~lDefl 

eltller by .cenal faotor• tdllol& vr.,..,, , ... elteloo ot the will ftcn 

~lag ettoetl•e or elte by the •••••f1 telldltaUo11 ot tile wld 

by tke 91 te•t pteaaure. Look• tadttd h'P•• that tbla doee ..ot . 

dettrotll••• fteodoll wt by lfeedoll u ae tile WtftltnJ.Jted •"il'i'J 

ot the w.tu. We atgkt aay tbet la~~HD acttea an ecwened b)' two 

aeotttlt&... Pirat, \bo neoe••ltJ ~led ., -.tef.btl eoadltlObl .. d 

leeottdly, the neoe••rr *'tmlnatlou of the wlll llf ttte greates~ 

pleasure. Looke s s to 1MB., no •r• bJ treedotl than aotlon• 

ooatro11e4 br this tetond aeoessltr oJoee. Be ak•• ao ollowaa lot 

aetlo~at wbtcsll are not '*'••.arllr det.eJlltlle4 la oee ot these ..,,. 



8Dswel l6 t pYObl 

ot tile det.oataatloa of the will but be produces • tbeoi'Y ot tl&o 

operation ot tbo wlll wb.tcll leaves eo.e nota tor geftUlne freedom of 

ehoJoe, Ia tbia edltl04 LoeJco tr1et to glYO a new Utory f)f tle 

detomlutloa of tile will enologous to the eo "ml deteJminatloa ot 

.went• ln tile phydoal WG'l"ld by pllysloal forces. On thls theo_, tlaat 

Wtlob detOJIIInet tile will la not tbe gl'eotnt Ideal good <or ullat ls 

the same thing1 t•e greetest ett•lnablo pleoaure> but o preseat 

•lttlno Pfll or Ull$illa•••· "To rttum, then. to tllo tnquil'Y• lbat 

lt 1 t that &tte.mlnos Uo will ln ngal'cl t.o oar oct lOlls? Aad that. 

apon ~eond thou;hta. I am apt to illlaglne Is not, •• ls geaemllJ 

IUJPO'ed. tllo (JHater good in •iewt but loot (and for tho 1101t pan 

tbe 1101t pnatlDg) unea1lDOI8 o •n ts at pretent under ... I Tile 

woeaoa tor tbta 11 that for a tauae to opwate It l!lUit be preacmt. 

'l'bo ldea ot future pleoaun ta tile ideo ot saaethltae wbtcm ls abstnt 

Ul\ .. lt la ogoisat tho aeturo of \htnga, that utult le ab&eltt thould 

operat• wllere It ls not. • 2 1'1lo cottteoplatloa ot a tut\tl'e good oaa1 

tbetJ, only aet as o eaut• dottatin101J tile choleo of the .Sll In 10 fer 

•• lt ptOducet an exlttent. prosent unealllneaa. "It .., be said tha\ 

abteot good mor. by OOD'tG!t)llo,ioa_ be brought bcl1e to tlao mlad and 



made preatDt. 'l'bo tdoa of it lndeocl 11a1 bo tn tlte mtn~ aed Ylewad 

•• pMeeat "etet but 110thtng wlll be Ia the 111lad •• • prelelll v dt 
oble to OOUDtetbaleact tile f~l of Uf uMa1la••• whtdl we are 

•udir, till tt J01tes our deft~ and the aoeaalnota of th t hal the 

preYal&ntf ln detetmiftlDO \ho will. • 1 Tile wlll. thei'Gtore, Is 

cleteNlaed not by t.ae cooteJpletlon of the onatnt pos1Dle tyood but 

by the pftiMe& of e ape to anloa ln the tom ot pneetal uuea1lneu. 

aud it • tbo relative atreugta of these GJCletl"f poltla wbiela detet~.alnel 

whlctb will latluence tbo ottotee of tbe olnd. ..,.,.. greatest pre•t 

•neasln •• Is tho apur to a~lcm, that ll eoattutly mott Mt, aad for 

tile 1101t part detOI'Qlaee tho wUl lrl lts eholee of the """' ao,loa. • · 2 

'be strongtb of tfJo dasll'e pJO'foked ill utJ by tba oontemplotlOI ot 

•b•CDt good ls aDfol'ttsDGtelJ aot la dt"ot ptOpOnlol) to ue actual Y tue 

of the good lteolf. '111e eoatemplatloo of the greateft ,OOd ..,, ln 

fott. produee lese pfts()ftt uneosloeas Ia ua than tbe tiDilt ot sa:aothlag 

relatlftlJ t r ivial, "Tbl•, I tblnk, any 011e ..,. obaene ,., b!lleelt and 

•therl .. tfta\ t.llG treat• tldble good cbes not elwyt nt•e 's 

de•lnl J.Q propot\lon to tile Gle&tn 1$ lt Gl)l)elfft tad II aebotdedt.Jedt 

•• haftl Uougll CYery little tfOUble mOM• u1 aad eeta u• 011 uork to 

ttt 1'ld of t•." S A drtaotal'd. fol' eampl~. lilY reeogntse that hit 

drlnldDG ts costlag bfaa hts· bealtll. bit aoJS81, and e¥entvally the "" 

1 &a$8Y <:oaocmJlng Unrlerftandl~J. Book It. Cllaptft XU, 
~h 37 lath~ Seooad Sditlmu 
Fnter 1 1 Bdltlon, Vol. l, pag" S36w33T. 

2 lbld. p&l'lllrtPb 4lt 
Ibid. ,au•• 339-UU. 

3 Ibld. ngraph 45a 
ibld. pqe 342. 



poaslbtllty ot obtatalag Ills boloyed llttUOI'. Be 1107 MeOp!" Dat 

the good he la lodng by hit OC*I'se of aet.loa fer oatwelgJts tu 

pleasute llo &lel'l•e• ti'CIII drllt and the idle ellttter of hll ~aloas. 

Yet onee ho teals u.easlness at aloetng bla friends aad ftlt eupa bo 

11 toroed book to tile teft'fft. TJae pretent- uneostaeaa oatwel9bs the 

cont.aapletioe of the greoter good 1nd bta 9cKJd tetoluttoat afe •tt 

aalcte. Tills aeeouat1 tol' the dU a ot lbO MD wo -.plaillect 

"Video malton p10bocpe ••• det.,.on ht(Uor. • It teOOtmt• for the 

oppaftat lrn\loraall\f of bt~~~u behatiour tor lf l'!MJa•t action•..,. 

roallJ datewmlaed by the oontamplatioo of the greotott good tbe 

coa'~atlon of lDttnite a~d eteroal blppla•••• er~ tf it Mare 

84D_at•rect •• a ael'e posstldllQ, U~DUld "ICI(JUlal'lJ orad eoadeatly 

dete,.lae tbe will tn all tae tueeGtllYe aettons lt dlzeot•c 11d 

thea wo alloul d keep eonttaatly ead 1teedlly Ia oar cour•• tOP*'ds 

~ ..... wlthou' ever Haodl~g ttlll, or cttncstli!J ~ aetloet to UJ 

other eads.. 1 

'thll uw tlleolf of the dete~mlqtloD ot tile will ..,_., de _, 

for o aw ,, .. of tile opeqtton of the wtn. a Ylew wlell allttVt o 

cenata IIIOUJlt of •oom tor oe~ulne t"tedall of eh<llet. toen now 

argue• that the mlnd •• •n ablll\7 to tul,ead the execut!OI of cwea 



til• ao1t JH••li!!J dttalr Tblo glyea ti® for """ to coatcnplate tile 

objects ot desln bofftO the !lied 8lldt 111 tllrowldll itt wetgltt lftto tbe 

balllt)#e, to taflwtlleo action lsl the directlOII of tbe ntlooal17 prefe~ble 

al tfl"llatlve. "''Il-. belllll Ia us n gft8t •111 IM~a&laqsu. alway a 

sollcttleg aad r•d:J to detemlae the rdll, lt ta a•tuftl. as I 1Ul¥e *Aldt 

thtt the peate•t ud •tt pnadtttJ pould detumloe the tdll to die '""" 

aotloo; an4 80 It dote tor the moat part, but not elt~~~Yt. For tlae 

lllncl laarino ita liOJt ea•••• ~. ... a .,._ to. suspend the execution ed 

ml1fao$loa of of''' dtslreta ..... 11 at llbertr to COttllder the 

obJ ••• ot tit ecomiae tr.a• on oll alc!e.. e1d tgtJ tiiGII wttll otflel'e• • 1 

1ft tbe period of ••lf'Halon 1'83toa ts able to opence. It doe• aot 

won Clll a dinet 'PUt to aotlo~a J.ttelt. It slrtply IUbj.-. lbe object• 

ot de 1~ to ntloal coet«aplnloa a!ld bg that coat-.letloll laoreGnt 

tJIC) ttttenutJa of the deeln for , ... obJ eet of ntlot~al oJiolce- X• tbla 

wY lt alters tbo bllueo of torcse• aad dtnctt tllo will towardt the 

nalat the "nnt~ dolro for lodQ enough to enable reotofl to dlnet. 

tllo tdU Ia ta¥OUt of a r•tSoaal eholee.. "TTal• is the taillge on tlbieb 

tuna the llbftty ot iatellaotual belaga. ta the&~ caatteot end~Qoura 

atte., o ateody pl'Oa.utloa ot tho felleltJ - t t daey Mn wapeacl 

thJs prosGCt~ttoa 111 penloular eosea. tlll tbey Jtaye looked bolero 

th end into ed tllar~sol•eg 1ifletll~ tllat partloulel' Ullltl ..r.ldl lt 

thf!ll p~lorrod or aired lle 1.rJ tho wy to their 111 cmd, pd ttakt 

0 ml pert of that lcb 11 .tbolr ,,., ... good. ... a 
1 te101 r'4n~lll9 .._., Uodtrsta•4llt9, Boo' 11. atnpter m , 

,.ngraplt «J In the Sectmd Bdttloru 
Frater's ldttto.n, Vol. 1. poge 348. 

2 Ibid. paiagnpk 58s · 
lbJ~ page 349. . 



Loote•s tnetlleat ot the qUettloa c.t flteedca ud aeee.•tty ll 

coodact.ed tro. begluillf to Gad oa tJle 11edonlttlo tbeory of ht1118a 

aottwtlOJt \lbfolt Jaae bell dl•catted ill ooueo\iott witlllals ''Jtloal 

t.Jtoory. Ill the flr1t editlOI lle • .,.,, tn• , .. Ollolce 11 

co.ple,ely del~lned b,r ~ Gttatett plDGSQJe sa ·prolpeet. Tblt 

... ,.. Pet ao ttue llbel't;v txlet8 elld thlt t"- dll\lftctlon .,.,..,.. 

freedom and ileOGttliJ lt tldplr Ue diltlottlob betwen a~tl011 

•Wftdlaed by oxttn'llal r~ctors eacl '"'•• detexmlaed by the lattraal 

aeoe1dtr ot tile ~tGJmlDI,ioa of •tae trlll by the' Ql'fttelt pl•nH. 

Ia tbe M4$oad editlon, boMNI'e a aew potai of vt• attorn tor tile 

lbalted operat.lcm of .fne ellolee. ma. till• It alle.td fol' It ls 

seotk to eootlat b an ahlllt.y t.o ~at th t.edlau opentloa of 

the auoogett ••tn so tllat ohoi te oan tdtS.Ielr h ciK .. llled In 

aecordaeco with tllG •••cUet ot l'hSOO. t• ao 181', tfleb, •• Loot• 

allow tor OilY tfeecl• et cltoleo at all lt CODiltts l• tho potdblllty 

of ...... _ mloeal , ... 

rr. Looke•a oonaldentloa ot treedta Md JMe&eslt.)" tht pollt . . . . 

alto ...rgel ttt.t tnedofl Of ... ll bll a\11001 ftlatiODI ecM&Iiltl 

l• ,..,._ " •• 1• •ceordaaee wlta tbG actual prefueaee of ble 

•lod. Thl• oonoept!oa of ffetdOa ~lJt• tbe poa1lbtltt1 ot 

tltemtlft oouroa ot 1otiM. Lode Js tl .. r oa ttt. pota\ that ... 

OUftot be •ld to be !Yeo lt lle Ia olftJI • eholee wen Uougb tile 

thiDI lee '' oo.pellecJ to do sa ••tthlno be woolct e~aoo .. ...,. '- flee 



10 do eo. Tilt ltlpll.eatloa• of_.,,,.,.. ot Looke•e ,,.. .... , tf 

tretdcll end fttOttii'J wUl dt••••td at pea'u J.,O la tiM ""' 

chapter. 

• •••••••••••••• 
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'!'ll.e •Two 'heed set of· Go•erfl!le t • trom wblch ue malt dtav most of 

ou1' mater tal for o Jtudy of t.oeke • • idea of ffte«<Im sutfel' from one 

lmpomnt· defect. ThJ wel'6 not, like his 'Essay Conetfllllt9 Duman 

OaderetandlDSJ •, acodemto phtloeophla wo'tke givbg an lmpawttal an•lysl~ 

ot th~ tl'Ue p~lnelplos uftdetlYlllt'J the authol'l ty ot the state. Tliey tlftO 

wtltten pattl;v to• this purpoee but portly for tbe a.ore directly pnctical 

purpose of justifying tbe refolutlon and settlement ot ·1680. Part of 

l.ooke'a puQOJG was t.o "attabllsh the throne of our grqnt. reatQrer. our 

pft8eftt Kt»g WUU•; •• • • • ud to JusUty to the world tbe people ot 

England, wboee love of thetr Jult and ~atutt1 rights. -'th tbel~ 

resolution to presette thomt saved tbe nation when lt wae oa tbe ter;v 

brink of slaYery and ruin." 1 Tblt, bowoveri wat only part~~ Locke's 
t 
l$tGntton. Tbo Tlesti•os were written paftly 11 a detoneo of •• actunl 

ext•tlpg etote of affairs but portly alao as o philoso lc ~lnntlon 

ot tho prlne1ples undQ1'lylng all politically o~:ganited societies. Though 
f 

Lo~ke writes with a~ eye to the e•t•porafY situation ln England be· alao 

writ•• In tel'lllt ot ptinelplet ot UJSlve•ael eppllcailu. prinelples which 

in so;e ca1et do not tally wttb tho fa~ts ot the Revolution settlement. 

The '"rk, thoa, Is partly o polltteal pempblot ond partly a phllolophic 

OXII:llltotion of "Ttie 'tne Ortg1118l, Sxtent ud Bald ot Civll Gover~~Mnt" 

<aab-tltle of the Socoad Trenttse>. Locko la neve~ noted for consistency 

and men we hawo to de.-t•e our oateriol from sueh n work as tbls \10 should 

expect t:he lnconslsten~los to be eyen more glarlftg thon usual. LoeJce'• 

1 The Preface to the TWo Treatises ot Govornment. 
Works, Vol. V, page 209. 



68 

polltioal thought is, tn foet, eopable of widely dlffetrent latorpretotlons 

and any attempt to anolyse hls political oonoeptloas mutt laevltablJ 

invol•e a certain element ot tnbjectlve j udgement. Ia eplt., of tills. 

howe.er, I bell~ve that lt ls posalblo to get o clear pleture ot tke 

eentral points ln Looke' s conception of heed-. a ~oneeptloa consistent 

td th, and tadeed dependent on. Ills atd tude to etllleal pl'Oblems in goneral, 

Loeke•s conception of freedom ls ln its essentials a Heesear:v 

eorollet.Y ot hls ethioal thought. Loeke's etblcal thought, as baa been 

shown ln a prevlout chaptor (see above, Chapter 2). varied between .not 

might be deecribed as e pure ratlcmallst theory and a llecJoal•ti~ ono. 

Oa the first theo11 tmrollty consisted lD a code ot behaviour 

lntTinalcally tight nnd evldont to teoeon. Tbls wns tho dominant theory 

la Looke•s ethical thought. It ~&8 ltQ soutee Ia tho DGturel law 

tradhloft, e tradition wbioh ea11 be traced baoJc to tile Stoics but whlch 

MUJ k®WD tG Loako ehlellJ through tbo QCWQnteenth-cGDtury ~'ll"lters 11ho 

~~ade aatU-ral latJ the b~;~ds of tl1e!r aorol and loool tlt~rltdng. (See 

oboYe, Cbopter 1.> It le tbls thoory whteb ppears lu tbe •TWo treotlsed 

of GOvet'MJpt• and tho morol law ls th.ere equated wltb a natunl law 

1ttelf a law of teatOJS. Tho aeeoad theory equnhd good and cwll tdth 

pleasuro and poln. It is lees ktportut in Locke's etbical tlteught but 

lnfluoncet bls eoneep\ton ot tho treedQI of the vtll. <See above. 

Cbepttl' 3. > To .etioflevor ospeet of hte ettslcal thought w turn, howcwer, 

we find ope COIII!lOil ol~ent. Ill botb ooaes aoral behaviour coa~• action 

ll'l BMordanoe with tile dictates ot reeaoa. 'lhts may mean eetlag lll 

aooorclanee with o law whiell teeiOD fhowa to M lnttin.-tcully right or 



.. 

lt may mean nctlng la o way wbtch reason •kows to be the •os\ profitable 

ln te~ma ol pleasure and pain, In either ca•e to aet •orallJ ts to obey 

reason, It ls, tlaen, the potseSilOD ot reasoa whltb maktt r.n ~P'tbl' ot 

morel action. Loc:ke, aa tua$ boen stto"'* obof6, beliewes 'hat hJJUatt tHedOII 

of ebolce aonslato tn the po8slb111t1 ot reststlng desire and tollowlag 

reason, (See ebOve, Chopter 3, hrt II.> It 11 ttea"• wleh mGket lt · 

poaslble fOT aon to teel a sense of motol obligatio~. It it rea•on, 

therefote, whloll 111kes man a monl beill9 a11d :rottes hlm ebo•e the brutot. 

From tkls, Locke•s conception of treedom follows ea e aecestar,y 

corollary. lf mon is a moral being by vlr$uo of Ills reaton and •oral 

nctlo» le action. ln aeoordlnee .tth teasop then the pQsses•lon of reason 

ntt automatically Imply a right to the freedom to dlreet oae•s octlvttles 

by that light, This rtgbt is lmpllclt in tbo ~atufo of .au as a rotloaal 

being. It is no mote than tbo right ot a mol'81 being to act caorallyr the 

right ot a man to be a man- To deprive o man of tbis r1gbt will be 

ecmtrary to ~eason fo~ lt will be treating 1111n as less than a ••· 

However much lt .. , bo 1ntrlngod the rlgbt eon never disappear tor lt ls 

implied .111 tho coneeptlotl ot o ntloaal being and must contteue 'o be 

val id as long as a man r~tains his feaaon. TbJs coneeptton ot aan•s right 

to treedam is clearly expr•s$ed In til$ Second Treotlte of ClvU Gove~at, 

Hen Locke aruue;~ that mao • e right to freedom depends directly on tbe 

poaseaelon of rentoa ubioh enables hlo to know. lho moral law. "The treo<bn 

thGn ot men, mul liberty ot aeting aoeordlng to bla o.m wnt. t• grounded oa 

bh baviag t-.IOtl, -teb it able to ltastruot btm in that l•w be 11!1 to govon 

hlmaelf by, ond C~Gk$ him know how tar be Is loft to the treedoa:a of Ills 0\liGdD.. "1 

1 Second Treatise ot Civil GoveJDBent. Cbaptor VI, 
Works. Vol.. v, page 373. 



The prlactple that the right to treedom de~ada upon tho po•sctltoa 

ot roosoa has os Its ClOIWoYat that tlto•e litO do not pofuloss, or b&Ye not 

yet ·tbe une ot reasoa. aro not freo. Chtld•ea, t•o~efoto. botore the1• 

reefJ(JU ts fully defflopod an -r!ghtlJ under the control nl theSt ptrreats. 

-Th• law that .off to uo•en Adam, •• the SOflO that 11011 t{) gofern all liSa 

pO$tt'tYl ty • tho law of 'tea ton. But. bls oflaprtng hevl~tg anothE.tr way of 

ODt:ftr.eo into tfle world, ...... that produced them lgaornru:, anc! 1dth6Ut tbo 

usa of roaton, they .-. not presently undel' tbat law. .,. ... Md A&atn ' s 

children being not pwseDtly, os soon ac hom, unrlor- this taw ot tootol, 

· were not p"'on\ly free."' 1 Where . SQ'.le detect bas poJmanently deptived 

nnyoao &f the us<l ot ~ason. as ta t ile cate of tdlota end lu»atlcs1 tao 

re:JOine pemanently in t11tolago &nd oust bo guiflod by tho 1"00801 ot othots. 

"Aid so lunat1e~ and idiots are aovor set hoc b:otn tile govc..-ent of their 

parfltltsa t.> 2 In all otllor ca8as. howavft't 11an boootltls f~ea os AOn as hls 

re&IOJt la suttle1ontly do\i'eloped tor biG tt) be ca)Jtlbla of ~Gtionol anonl 

ac,loa. The ~right tO freedom, •&en. ls implied in the po••ossioa ot 

roe•«Jn and "~ oro borat hee as ue urn born nt!onal ''. 3 Thls ls tho 

central poln t ln Looko • s conception of ttoedom. 

rr.tdoD J.s ~Jws the bl•thrlgbt ot eTtery l'Qtlf»tal btting. Tbb, hOt.'IOvor. 

is only .one tQF of lOOkiQ{J et the quostiorJ.,, It the possessio» of tMton 

Smpllea tbc right to tho fyeedOQ to o«Jnduet oH's aottons 98 reason db:oets. 

rooeort ltc•lf roeoat~ites ttwt tbis ia so. The injunction to reeooelse thte 

right l$, then, ono of tho baste tenets of tbot mor~l law ~ich reeton roveols. 



'llws Lof$kO argues that tho natural lar1 "teaches all r:mnkind \!JIO will but 

consult it, tbot being all equal·and independent, no ono onoht to harm 

another ln bls lito. health, liberty or posaesstons: • •••• ~l Man•a righ' 

to freedom. t hon, ~n ba eoasidered from tt:JO points of view. Flr•t, 

maa~'s right to freedom dopends on h1a po•sesslon ot rta$on.. Ute 

posse1aton ot reaton makes b~. as lt woro, lntr1n•1oally tree. Secondly, 

reasou -,etognhes thls attd tho law of rru.tson forbids any ·infting(Mlent ot 

this right. 

So tot ., bave contidored freedom simply or; o right whlcb it would be 

wrohfl to infringe. We ttQn, howe9er, look at l t 1n another y .. fT«a the 

point of •lew of tbe tlOI'nl obliga_Uons of the subject. A mae's freedom may 

pel'i!aps bG taken oway b)' toree for oxomple but does th!s mean that he 

acquires o duty to ebeJ? As bas been •bOwn lboYG <teo Chapter 2), to net 

rnorelly I• to o~ ts\lonally. Uen cannot poeslbly ~ any obltgQtion 

oxcept where reason allows that obligatten to be ftlld. Bca10a, hormve.-. 

though lt 8howt .that we Of$ bound to oboy oerta!n aoral laus in our 

deal lags wl tli other mort. does aot sbow tbat wo owe poll tiCtJl obedioneo to 

· nyono. On the coatnry, it tbows that men arc. DOrally speaking. by 

nature equal ond indspendent ot oae another ond tbat tbo stoto of nature 

ls "A stale olso ot ~llty. wherein oll ·the power end jur1•d1ctlon is 

reclpl'ocal, no ~no batting aore than oliOthera there being notlltog more 

evident thon that creatures ot the ~• spocles and rank, ptomlscuously 

born to oll tbo same advantages of noturo, ond the uso of tile same fecul ties, 

~bould elto be oquel one amon~st onother. ui~hout subordlaatton or 

subjeetloa, unless tho lord and master of them ell lhould, by any 

1 Seco~d Treatise of Civil Government, Cbaptor II, 
~rkf, Vol. v, page 341. 



mnlt&et deeloftltlon of hts 1'1111. se~ one abGv$ another, and co•te:r • 

htm. by ali evident and elear appolntmet. an undoubted l'lght to dmlnion 

and scwel'elgnty. u 1 Reason, thea, ihht no obllgetlon lntrtnale to tbe 

nnturo ot tblags for &IJ un to obey another, A man canaot therefore 

owe any oblltatlon to obey another wtless he has nequil'ed that obligation 

801'3 shows to be btndil'lg apoa lllro. Be can on1J 

ncqulre nell an ohUgatlon by a .oluntatr promlee ot obodlenee for reason 

showa. that oao mutt ktep one•e promises. Man, thea, oan only owo an 

obligation to obey anyono by •otuntarlly contenting so to obey. -~en 

betng. as hie been teld, by nature oll tree, equnl. and t.ndopondent. ao 
. . 

one can bo put out of this estate nnd subjeoted to tbe political ~~ of . 
another without hlo own consent ••••• ~ 2 

Freedola is thus an lna!lenoble right and men can only be doprlYed of 

lt by his owr.t voluatary eons•nt. Evon tlbea \bot constltt ie givou. hom:tveJ'. 

a man coanot deprive blaeelf ·of bts fnedQIJ euttrely, aro cannot plaee 

blr.l•olt under the abtoluto and arbitror1 will ot enotber. To do thls. 

Locke malatalns, would m:aount to a surronrter of his lite aad no man can 

olve to oaothor o powor greater than he poatesset himtelf. As man dots 

uot possess the right to taka bit oun life lte o.nnot p.at t t tt the 

orblttory dtspoeol of unotber. A mon eannot b.Y voluutary aot moke •~self 

a slave. Locke, it is true, does make nll~nce fGr one eaa In ublcb the 

!nf:Jtltution ot slavery ts permlselble; but ho treats this case 1D suob a 

way as to Ulustrato, rather tbun contradict, his own pl'inelples. 1£ a 

mnn, Ol' group ot oen. attack their- Jlelghbours la vlolat1oo of the low ot 

1 Seeoad Treatise of Civil Governoont, Chapter 11. 
Works, Vol., V, page 840. 

2 Ibid. , Chopter VIII, ~rks, Yol. V, pago 394. 



natura tlloy put thcmselYet in wltat fla Calls "a state ot wtt'l'' • 1 Wbora this 

oecurs th.e offended parties have a right to kill then for b)' abandoning 

the law o£ reason thoy ItaYa put them solves outside the bonds of humea 

$OC1ety nnd classed themselves with the wild beotts whlcb are 1 dongor to 

mankind. In auah a stote of w tho injured parttes, it t.h4Y conquer, 

l'!l&Y put the otf'ondera to dentlt. 1'l1ey r:.uay, hoJff)Yor, ptefor to leave them 

oll•e. end tt®t the as ;laves. Tbey cun only do tll!t. howver, because 

tho alaves hoyo torto1~ their 11Yes ttncl are, aa lt stere. •orally doad. 

The atatc ot 1lovory ia la toet nothing •ore then a coattauance ot the 

state of war. Once the victors enter !ato ooy forQ et contract with tbeiY 

slaves tbe stoto of r ls endQd end tho absolute power ot tho victors 

lapsoa. 'thougb mon aay thus lY.t kept as slaves wen tlley ere eonquo~ed 

lQ a just •r thoy do not thereby b'aeme nbject to aay obligetloD to obey 

tholr gaster•• Tbo.y aro aorally eotltled to realet aod brlng tbe penalty 

of m.tb upon th:mtttl "'· 

Tile freedom to IQJch aan bas an 1n•U.enable tight ls oreover a . 
free wltlcb belongs to ladiYlduelt at ladtY1dttalt. The rlgltt to freedcQ, 

s hot beeo thorm aboYo, ls bated on aan°s capaelty for gu!diag himself 

by the light of J'MIOL It treetf01:1 deponds on the capaoity for ~atlottal 

conduct &ben that lroed IIUSt beloag to led1v1dolll 11 hdivldu•la. For 

o an can oaly be •td to be actlag nt!Oftally ... as ' ntlonel .oral 

aoent • 1dlen ho it aetlng 1n •eeotdan wttb bls own rea••• Tills lt 

clear tram Locke's treatmoat of tile mat rt of perJOJiallty. The Yery 

esatnce ot porsoaal ldont!ty, na 

1 vide Second Treatlte ot Civtl Gawerameat, Cbaptoro tii & IV. 
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lte• lD the taot thot a pO~ton ls to be defined as a contlaulng straod 

of conselQUGDe8&1 eon•etous of aetlons la the post et Ids 01Wft. Tbla 

eoaeeptloa of personalltr was fundamMhl to 1101'81 respOllsi~Utty, 

Locke aJVuod that a person could only be helrl respoaslble tor aate he 

eoultt recognise a.a Ids own. To punish &fll'one fOtr an act of wltteh 1\e •s 

nevH conaoloua would be to puatah one persots to:r the ulmt$ ot another. 

Tbe ettonoe of .oral rcaponslbillty, tben, 11 'hot t\ epp1iQt to 

tndlvldu81S oa lndlvlduals. lt applies na far as any l•dlYidual la 

co•eerned only to \boso actions of Wbleh he ls eonsoloua as hi• owa, 

tsee aboYe, Chapter 3, Port I~) To oot a o orollJ responsible being, 

tberefore, lftUSt be to not 1• G-eGordanco td til one • • otrn roe son. Tbe 

dtstlnctlon, lndce~ bQtweeo o being possessed of reoeo~ aod eapable ~~ 

tatloeol moral :.act10ll end one o does not possess 111ch n&son and 1s not 

so oapnble, is tbat the formes" can guide his aotlont by Ue ltoht ot Ills 

OWIJ raasoo whlle tbe latter must bo guided bJ tbe r aon of ethers. 1 Tho 

troedGm, tlten. to oct 9 race® ditects. tho hoodGr.l t.mplled by the 

posJetston ot that reason, ls o trood«l utdcb belolt{Js to rattoaal belnga 

aa lndlytduals. The right to this freedo3 Is not a riuht to oroap 

treodoo • to tha t~ to obey the majoltty. but a freedom tor oach t 

obey tbo dictates of his own reason. Tbla ts made clear Mbou L;ocke argues 

that tor on 1adlv1dual to became a member ot a politloal toeloty wdth o 

duty of obodienco to the govcmtnt of tbat toelety he must bave glveJt lllG 

own lndl1ldual consoat to become m«lber and own tbat duty ot obedleaec • 

.. It 1, true that whatOVor engaue:tcn1te or promises ony oOG us 110de tor 

blotclt, Jlo 1s uoder tho obllgatloat ot them. but cnnnot tJi an1 ~et 

~atsoetor bind his children or post•rltJ•" 2 And, ng•t~. ~toretgners 

1 vide Second Tr~atite ot Civil Goveramont. Chaptc~ VI, 
wo~ks. Vol. v. page 372. 

2 Ibid,, Cbopter VIII, ~l'ke. Vol. '• pQge 401. 
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by 11vlao nll their llwee under onotber goYernment, aDd onjoylng the 

prlvlloges and protection of it, though they ore bound, even ln oo~science, 

to submit to lts a~lni~tratlon as far forth as any denizen. yet do aot 

thereby to~~o to be subJ eots or mer:tbera of tllnt COitnOIIW&.ll tit. Notillng can 

make any man so but hls actually enterlllg into it by poeltlve ongogement. 

and oxpte1s promtee ftnd coopaet.~ 1 

Locke•s oonceptlon ot lto~ aoreover. !mpllos a gonuine opportunity 

of chooclog betwee.n al tometlvt lues of nctlora and ntaklt~g thot choice 

effeetlve. tfe Jaeve seen bow ln the 'Easay Con~etalb{J Human Ullderstandtng• 

•e atuuos tbat liberty consists ln tbe polsibility of directing one's 

ecttont to aecordanee with tbo profowenee of one's own mind. (See above, 

Chapter 3, Pert II. ) He matntoinod. Indeed. thGt a oon Mlo wo1 eompelled 

to do something which ho aetuolly wanted to do co\lld not bo considered 

free beeauso ko eoulrl not choose to do sartJethtng else wltb tbe possibility 

ot making that choice effeetlve. 

It is clear, then, that freedom ttr Locke meant something quite 

ditterent tt~ the lnterprQtotton put upon ihc terD by auoh phtlosopberG 

as Rouaseau or Hegel. On toeko•s princlploe freodoo could not be 

Interpreted to mean whot Rous8eau undo:ratood by l t: the right to be 

guided by a •genttal w111• supposed to represent the teal wlll o£ the 

conr.1unhy as a tlfhole tbeugb different tna the particular \dlls of the 

Individuals ae lad!yiduals. (Oa Lceke•s prineiplen Rous~u•s &lJYmODt 

thot a maa mlgbt bo ~forced to bo troc• would be sheer nonsense. > Still 

1 Soeoad Treatise ot Civil Gov rnsent. Chapter VIII. 
Wo~ka, Vot.v. poge 411. 



le•s eould Locke's toncep•lon of freedom be takon to moon that, at 

Hegel thought, tree~ lles in obedience to the wlll of tho states 
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a .tll more universal ond therefore mote real than that ot tbe lndlYtdunl, 

To Locke freedom meant Wbat lt doos to mott pooplQ - a genuine possiblllty 

of oetlft9 tn aeeordanee wttb QM'I • JndltJdupJ tuMmep£. 

Against tbls vlew ot Locke's conception of freedom lt eould be pointed 

out tbat Locke, tn several posaagos, u1es tho teJm 'Natural law' in such 

o gay as to suggest that lt 18 eonearnod ldtb individuals ln their social 

aspect as merubors of the buoan species rather than wltb individuals as 

lndi~lduala. He says, fo't tx3tllple, '1tho fundomental law of Nature bolng 

tho preservation of mankind, no human sanction eon be good or valid against 

it, " 1 Or ogoln, •the tund~ental law of Nature, man being to be 

preserved os mueh as poss1ble, ••••• "2 Suoh atatemente soeo to auggeat 

thot the law of Nature, for f1'CM~ bolag o law ooncerned with the rlgbts 

ond dutlos ot 1ndiY1duols as tndtviduols was prlmnrlly concerned with tbe 

presenntlon of the ht.Qon species os o ldtole. Thus Locke aytyuos that the 

right rmleh every oan·has in the state of Nature to kill a murderer ortsea 

f'ra:1 the tact that by abudouiog tbe rule ot rftoson the mul"derer has 

"declared war against all mankind, ••••• " 3 It could be noted further tbet 

Locko tn the Seeond Treatise Gfteu makes use ot the totm •the public good' 

in such a way as to suggest that the crherton of a jaat exercise ot 

poUtleol power 19 not to bo found in whether It ts exorcisen to th$ 

detriment of individual rights but in Whether !t Is used to tho detr~eat 

1 SOeond Tr&atlse of Clvll Government, Chapter XI• 
Works, Vol. V, page 419. 

2 Ibid., Cboptet III, Works, Vol.V, page 341. 
3 Ibid. • Chapter II, Works, Vol. V, page 344. 
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of t~ lvltllo aood. Tlle•e passages 11lgbt he taken to raean thot the rtgbt• 

ot individuals are ossentla111 aoeial r1gbtt and relatlYG to the wiskes 

of the mojorlty ln a cemrnunltJ: that the freedom of tbo lndlvldual 11 

reollJ notbiag aoro tbaJ the tree~ to be governed a& the majorlt1 apptovos. 

To interpret Looke•s conception ot fteedoo In this uay, howovor. would 

be to ignore the whole basts of that eoneeptlon. tho eapaclty ~~ a ratlonol 

being to direct his aetioas ln a"ordance wltb I'Oason. It would, oonover, 

eontrodl~t Lcete•s conception of personal r ~ponstbtllty, Locke. os 

bove seen, eonsldorod that a person could only be hel d responsible for tho 

act• he was eonsotous ot as bl• ~ Moral responsibility ln tact belongs 

to indlviduels os Individuals. Xt is os an lndtvidual, then, that man tt 

o responsible moral being aad the freedom ableh ls '-plied in bls eapaettr 

fer moral action must belong to btm as an lndivldual. !& addition to this 

Lo81~e. as ehown above. makes it elenr that 1t ls to individuals at 

individuals tbot froodom belongs by insisting that a man ean only become o 

member of o polltieal community by his ~ inditidual and explicit consent. 

(Locke makes tbts eloor at some length in the Socon~ Treatise. It ts 

unltkoly that he would bave lnsl9ted on It so forcibly ~ pafticulorly ln 

v1ew of tbo dltticulty of reeonellina this p~inctple With o~tuol 

political praotiee - lf be hod not tclt that lt WDI tundcmentol to hls 

Whole conception ot politleal obllgntton.) 

Locke ~s notori~ue for hls lncon•lstency ond lt ls not surprising 

It we find passages in his w rks which sean inconsistent wlth hls g~neral 

attitude to troedom and human rights In general. To suppo1o, bo~ver, 
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tbot tbeso pnaaagea g!Ya Lockc•s aaln thoughts on tbese toplc1 would be 

to asaume o radical lncoaslstency ln hit work tor wbloh there is no adequate 

evldenee. It ls m&ro natural to assume that thete passages exprett a polnt 

of vl~ dltteront troa LGeke•s main tbeset depending on b!s ethical 

principles 1n general and elaarly expressed in aany pas~1ges ln the Second 

Treatise of CiYtl Gotnrnment. lt ls probable. 1n ·fact. tba~ Locke tailed, 

as he 10 often dlde to realise that tbe passage~ tn ublch he seem• to a•g~a 

that tho Matural law concerns men in tbelr social a'"ct and tho~ thel~t 

~lghts are essentially social rights, wete capable of le~erpretatloa tn o 

uay tnconsistont with hl$ more general vlc~ that rights belo"U to individuals 

as lndlvlduals. Tbe idea that the law of Nnture ls directed towards thG 

preserratlon of mankind os o spec1e• ts to be found, o~ .e have seen. in the 

oal'l1er writers 011 Natural law and tt is probably tree the1:1 that be dor!ved 

this ~oneet~ttoa. (See above, Cbapter 1), It is pro~ble that be tolled t«» 

reallte tho potential eloah between this conception onri his more usual Ylewt 

bocauae be aJSlDed thot the proaerntton ot the tpecloa oould boat be 

a8hle•ed by the preservation or the lndlvldual rights of the members v~o 

aado S t up: booauao u tact he aasumed that the tto"O conceptions led to 

identical ooneluslona. It ia true that Locke felt the daogor to indlvJduol 

liberty came froc tbe at ~e ot absolute monareby or oliga~ rather than 

from t ho tyraMy of tbe maj orlty. In the blstorleal c!ntDatoncea ln nidi 

he lived the problett ot the tyranny ot the majority was hardly a practical 

one. In spite of tbis, however. lt the main prtnelples ot Loeke•s coneapttoo 

ot freedaB are eonsld&red they wlll be found to provide grounds tor tbe 

defence of individual freedoa against abJ att pt to deprive a man of it 

even lt tbl9 ntt«:~pt be made by a ruaerical majority. As Locke blrJitlf 



remarkt, lt is not only t'ro!u m011archy that tyrat)ny ls to bG feared. It 

can artte ln ElBf tom of govetllllent, bowoYer .la~ge the auabera tlbo meke up 

the legt•IatlYe lillY be, tdlenover they are so wieked as to attapt to 

deprive the lndtyldttal tJt hts just rights. 1 

'.l'lleso. then, an the central tb«nes of Lodt:o • s ooneeptlon of freedom, 

I intend now to gl•e a briet analysis of Locke's politlcel p~lnciplea to 

show bow biG trentment of the prlnclpl~s wbieb lie bohlnd ga.ornment 

Ulustrat hls eoncoptlou ot hoecba and bow bls -'tol'e polltlenl theory 

depends on prinelplos In ~tch bls coneoptloD of tree~ ls neeeeaarlly 

Implied. Looke begins his troatcent of political tlleoty with an account 

of the "atoto of Nnture", His ideo of tho atate of Naturo is, in o tease, 

tile binge on wblob his whole polltleal tbougbt turns. 'l'hc state of Noturo 

eon be regarded In two Mlys. First, lt is hypotbetleal concHtlon of 

h an existence uhich pracodea tbo estoblltbcent of any orgaataed pollt1eal 

society (though Locke toeas to b ve thought tbot It may have bod on 

hlstor!col exiatonco). COnslde~od under thls espoet tho state of Maturo 

ts tran~oended wbou polltieol so~1ety la estobllahe~ Secondly, the 

state of Natura •eprasonts tbe systom of oorol ~elattoa•htps natural to oan 

because lt is Jmplled 1n buoon nature. In this 8onso tho state of Nature 

is never eocplotely transcended. It may be oodlfled by the conditions of 

politlenlly organised soct~ty. These conditions ~ay ~pose non obllgatlons 

on r.mn tdlich do not belong to bfm s:laply as man. Tiley eaa, llowever, nBfer 

deatroy thooe ootal obligations topllclt in human nature. Tbe aoral leu 

to wblch t'lon is subject simply beeause flo is a man can neYer be caode obsolete. 

1 vide Second Treatise of Clvll Govel'rnent, ~opter XVIII, 
Worka, Vol. V, pogo 456. 
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Tbo tate ot Nature ts a coadlttoo ot ltte In whtcb men ore free oad 

independent of oae aDOtbor, being bound together by o c on moral law 

binding on them aa rat~onal belnt•• At Loeke puts It, "though this be a 

stete of libet'ty, 70t tt ls not a state &t ltceneo;" 1 r:en In the stat• 

ot ture oro subj cet to n law of renton, tbe law of Nature whlctl lays 

doun thoir dlltieB to one another, •Tbe state of Maturo bos o law of Nature 

t~ go•ern it, mteta obliges eMry one, and ~ason, ubieh ts thnt ln\fe 

teaelles F.lll mankind wo will but con1ult lt, that bel~tg ell ttU&l and 

independent, no oeo ought to balm another in his llte, health, liberty or 

pottoselons: ··~·· " 2 In the state of Nature all aon aro free to guide 

theil' actions by the light ot reo on, This, hOWOVOI'• ons tbat tboi'O ia 

no judge who con be appealed to tn the coso ot ; breacb ot the aoral law. 

Bach individual must be tho executor ot the law of Naturo and punish offences 

against lt ae tar as llo Is eble. •Aad tbnt ell men cay be ~estntnod troo 

inYadJng others' rlghte, and froo doing kurt to oae another, and the lo of 

Nature be obseryed, •••• • the exeoutioa of tbe law of Notaro is ln thot state 

put into otery man•s hondt, ~ereby $YefY one bas a rlght to punish tbe 

transgressors of that law to such a degro as moy hlndor its vtolatloa." 3 

Sueh a eonditlon, hONawer, is oeompanlod by oony lnconvenleneos. Io tho 

first place, tbough tbe procepts of the law of Nnture are evident to reason, 

nyet oeD, bolng biased by thoir Interest, as weli as lgaorant for »'t ot 

stu~ ot it, arc not apt to all~ of it as a law blndlag to them i n tho 

applt~at!Od of it to tbelr particular cates. " 4 In tho seeoad pl~ee. tbeJG 

is ln the state ot Nature no known and impartial ju~o to decide dSsputot. 

1 Seeond Treatise of Civil Government, Chapter II, 
Works, Vol. V, page 341. 

2 Ibid. 
3 Ibid. 
4 Ibid • • Cbopte~ IX, Works• Vol. V, page 412. 
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Eaeh man h s to bo • jut\fe ln hh oe cause. Finally• ullen e ob coa 

lndlviduallJ Is the exocutor ot 'be law of Netute lt oftell happen• that 

those ~o tra"sg•&as agotnst the lew ar able to QUiter th greatel toroo 

and prevent their pulsbment. To uold thole Sncon'f«Jntancos aaeu agree 

togathor to to~a o oommuntty. to ol•e up t heir todlvldual power• to exeeato 

the law ot Naturo to a ~n authority. -And thus all private Judgment 

ot owery pa~tJculor oocber bei~~g exftludod. tho e nl ty CorHI to be 

umplro ~· tettlcd etundtag tulcs, lnditlerent ond the some to all 

parties ••••• " 1 By entering into a civll comMunity aen ptomlse to otvo 

up their poues· to tbe e~unity a a ~ole or to tbc gov~nt that 

community shall astobltsb and to tak$ lts judgement as their guide. 

To be binding thts pYOr.alae nnast be aadt •olunterlly ond, as tJG have aeen. 

must be made b7 the explieit C«JJpaet ot every lndtvtdllal tvbo beoOQG• a 

manbor of tho ebldatlty. 

In agreelntJ to f~>rm a COGI:nlnlty, Locke aquos, ov ry man •puts himsolf 

under an obligation, to .,.ry ono of that society, to submit to the 

determination ot the majority, and to bo ooaclu~d bf lt ••••• " 2 The 

argument by whlcb Locke justiflet thlt position Illustrates very eloarly 

tbo baste prtnolploe of bla polltteol thoug~t. Tbe ft~ ot to that 

e nlty cannot oontinu to oxlst 01 coocunlty unlo11 tho daelsiou of 

the majority is ollo.ed to be conclusive: *lt betaa neoeasary to that 

whlcll ls ose body to move ono yc It le necessary that the body should 

movo that wy whither the groatcw toree cantes it, which ls tbe consat ot 

1 Socoad T~eatlso of Civil Goforument, Chapter VII, 
Works, Vol. V, page 388. 

2 lbl~ • CJtopter VIII. Works, Vol. V, pogo 395. 



tbo majority: or el•e it ls lmpoaalble lt thOtlld act or continuo oae 

bodJ. one ~o:~CUnlty, t4111oh tbe oon#Qnt of ne11 .lndivldual tbat united 

into it, agreed that lt should •••••" 1 ne tad1ndu:ils, tbetl. are bound 

to coopt tile tdll of the a.JorltJ as bln~lag on tbaaa becsauae \hat • 

iavol•ed la their original eo~tent to form o oommunltJ (ualttl 8 tbey 

expre•dJ ngroed ln any number gl'Oatet thon tile IHjorltr.,. 2) . the 

obllvatlon of tho lndlvldull to obe,y tlle.mQjorlty thus depends ~pon tbO 

taot tbaf. be has pr«nlsod to do so, Xt goes back to the PTWl'Y 

obllgotl~~- ~~ koep folth, eo obligation Which reeson rev~alt and wb!eb 

"belongs to t»D os oco, and not os ~rs of ooclety". 3 

lea. thon, outer lnto s~loty to aYold tho lneoD~lences ot the 

stato of Mature. The end tor uhtch they do so Locke •scrlbos D8 tbe 

pre1ervatton ot their pl'Oporty. Be even oJVooS that govot1'lri.lellt full 

.. no otllor ond but tho preaonatlon of ptopel'ty". 4 By propony. hottever, 

Locke means much more than mt1e matorlol poaseselont. fo Loete the Idea 

ot p:ropotty was elaply the idea of •o rlght to aoytblft9', • 5 aJtd, as he 

states ln the Se~ood 1188t1se, th property abieh soctoty is to protect 

ambreees men's "lives, llbertiot and estates, wb1eb I call bJ tbe general 

anme ~ property, fl6 Ot these rights tbe tpeettlc right to liberty ts one 

1 Seooftd Treatise of C1Yll Governmoat, Chaptft VJI, 
Works, Vol. '1, page 395. 

2 lbld., page 396. · 
3 Ibid, , Chapter II, Uorks, Vol~ V, page~ 
4 Ibtd. , Chapter VII, Works, Vol. Y. page 393, 
5 An Essay ConcernillfJ Human Understnndlng, Book IV, Chapter III, 

ttorks, Vol, II, page 340. 
6 Secsond TYeattso of CtvU Govemnent, Cbnptor IX. 

Works, Vol. V, page 412. 
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of the most tmport&nt, It la, indeed, the gunrontee of all other rights 

so that t'tJic thot in tbo state of Nature would take oway the freod«l that 

beloags to any one in that state. lltiSt aocesGCrllJ be 1upp0sed to ha•e a 

design to t•ke a y e•or1thlng else, that froedam.being the foundation 

ot all the rosta • be that in tbo st to ot' aoeiotr ~uld take away 

tbe fl"eodom belOD{Jing to those ot thot soolety or eoanorn~alth, must be 

supposod to dostgn to take a y troo tham ovo~hing else. and so he 

looked on atJ in tile gtoto of war . .. 1 Tbo ;peel tic rlgbt to t-roodom, then. 

ts oue of tht) oost 1rJportant dghtt tlhleb soCiety ls ere ted t.o protect. 

Locke oni~tolna, in fact. that tho croat1o• of n society with a ttxed la~ 

is not Intended to dlalnisb but to 1noreoae freed~. uso that, howove1 

lt any bo • 1stoken, the end ot la~ ls oot to abolish or rostroln, but 

to preserve and enlarge froedoon tor l&J ell states ot ·created I>Qlnga 

eopable ot law~ 'uhore thewe ls no law, tbero ls no freedom• for liberty 

ls to be tree trom restraint aud Yiolenco frm otbor5 tfhich cannot be 

whore there is ao law." 2 In tl'Uth, however, all tho rlgtat• whtch are 

guaraateed by toelet)' are ~nected wi tb buman fr dcm, Tho right to 

property, lc the narrow sense ot atorial poasoes1ons, to~ example, ls 

esseatlel to. individual freedom and Lock ln one pattBgo ineludes In the 

idea of freocicJI "a llbe!'tY to dispo$c ond or~r ;s Jte lists, hb pcrtoa, 

aotlons, possesoloo,, a~d his ubolo property ••••• n3 

1 Second Trootlse of Cl¥11 Goyo~ent, Chapter JII, 
l1ork•, Vol. v. page 348., 

2 Ibid., Chapter VI, t~rks, Vol. V, page 310., 
3 Ibld. 



the end tor ubich ci•U socioty 1J created, tfaurotor • ls tho 

protection of individual rights. ot theoe ~tgbts \he spocitte ~ight to 

trcodccl is oae of tho most lllpo~tant but oll of th«J are lnwhted in th 

conception of t•ee~ tot ell of tb ara conditions ot ind1vtdual 

indep&udence ot aetlon. Society, tn taet. exists to s~ure tho lndlYlduel 

1n the troe enjoyment o.t hl9 individual rights. 

To achlcvo these ends for nhieh soei ty han been estobUsbod it la 

oecotsnry to e~tublish sGme fixed legislot1Ye body. "Tbe great c.md of 

men•s enterS~ int~ aooiety boino tbe enjoyoont of the!r propertioo ~~ 

peace and sototy, IUJd the great instl'Umont and m«<no of that bolng tho l.nJO 

established ln that socloty; the tir~t ond tbndom ntol po itlvo law ot all 

eoortJonrteal 'Cha J s the ~stoblisb!ng of the leg ilalotivo powor; ..... •" 1 Tlic 

legislative power y take seve~l forms. no mojorlty tnay ttotoia It in 

thoh• 0\1l1 bands or confer 1 t on GCDO otbor gl'oup or p rson. 1D tever 

ln the socie~y and ins .. saerc~l nnd una! torable io tho bands nb~re tho 

commdnltJ ha'e once pla~d it •••• ~ " 2 Its ~rs, boaevo~, aY ~ot 

unl~ited. In t' first place, tke ~rs ot the 1 lslotlvo oro l~ltod 

by tho t1ora1 low. 'l'he tomotlou of a oivil ooeiet1 dooe not abrogate tho 

law of Nature. "The obllgatl~JDS ot tho 1 w ot Nature ceaoe not itt 

soeloty, but only In m ny eases are drawn closor, ond haY~ by human lows 

known penalties annexed to tb to onforcG their obserYntion. ~ 3 Tbe 

1 Seooad Treatise of ClYll Goyornmont, Chapter XI, 
~ks, Vol. V, pogo 416. 

2 Ihld. 
3 Ibid.. P09 418. 



legl•lattte, then, eannot rlgbtly act eo~trar,r to thnt la~ •nd -tb~ law 

of Notut$ stanrts aa an eternal rulo to all ~n, legislators as 11 a• 

otbCl's, The rules that they 138ke for other mO!l•s aetioas nttust. as woll 

es tholr own nn1 other men's action$, be co~foynable to thot law of 

Nature."l In tbo second plaoe, tbe legisl&tlvo · n o~ted to fulfil the 

purpo!tes for whims soe1oty was estab11thoo. tbe proteetion ot individual 

rlgbts. 'lbe pow0l"3 vested tn the loglslatlvo, thoretote, can bo regarrlcd 

aa o tru~t vo te~ in t~ for the protection of tbo ~igbtt 1f indlYlduels, 

•a fiduelory power to sot to~ certain onds••-••"2 .The powe~s of the 

logl1lotiv~ arc f'!IOrally Unl ted by tbc n tu~ of tbtl trust rcpDsod Sn ·thee. 

The leg1slat1Ye cannot rightly make It~ ~r over tho ·ctti~a absolute 

oDd arbitrary o?r ean .1 t take a~y tue rn~tft!el property of tho subject · 

w1 thout th,1r consent. TbJs woulrl r:tcan thot the legtslutivo wa~ acting 

con,.rnry to tbQ put>pos~s to¥ ubich lt be~ boen created. lt t110Uld bo 

violatino the trust pta~ 1n it. t:f the l«rislatlvo ~re . to act in th1o 

uay the duty ot obediene cmod by the subjoct ~ld lopso, ·~menO\'er 

tho legisbtott oodoovour to toke &tiOY tile property ut the peoplo or to 

reduce tbG'1 to sltsveey Ul.idar ami ~wry potM'l", they put tb~.:iJSel ltos 1u a 

state of wor with tbc poopl c ~o uro thereupon abool fed troo ony tunhor 

ob dleneo. and nro left to tho eonaon rofugo. which God beth psrovtdcd for 

all men. ogain•t teroo and vloloneo.w 3 The obllgotloa to obodlenco ceases 

because l» vlo!ot1ng the trust plaead tn it the legislative kat destroyed 

the ground on dlieb the original eoopaot. $ oosed. '!be peoplo, then, bavo 

a rlgbt to rebel or, as Locke puts lt, "to &PJ*ll to heafOD". "And thc.ae 

1 Seeoad ~etlse ot ClYU GoYerm:tent, Chapter xt. 
'torks, Vol. V, poge •U6. 

2 ibid.. Chapter XIII, Works, Vol. Y, pogo 426. 
3 Ibid. , Chapter XIX, orks. Vol. v, poge 469. 



tbe cooruunitJ perpotually retains a supr~ae power of savt~g themsolYos 

!roo the attaap·u and dostoras ot anybodf, oven of tha!r logislotors, 

ubeaeve7 they ohall be su foolialil or so wiekod es to ley ond carey oa 

designs ago lust the Ubel'tlos and properties of the subj eot. " 1 Locke 

makes 1t ol~ar tbot lt is not only tl"«! n moaatcfl that aueh a tbnteY ts 

to bo to rod. lt ia possiblo ln all toms of govctment and tlboncwer it 

bappene tbe indivlduale will lloYe o right to r s!st. "It lo n mistake to 

think th!s fault ls proper only to ~~onorohies: otbo~ fo~s of govor~t 

ere liable to 1t as l\ell as thllU t~r uttenver tLe powor that is put in 

any bontts for the oovel'm.1 nt of the people nd the pl"Osenat1<m ot their 

p~tiee ls eppllod to otbel' onds, and oaflo use ut to impo•erish, 

ban ss, or subdue them to tho arbitrary nnf' lrrogulor eo:::: nds o£ tbose 

tbot haYe it; there it pruaootly bee s tyruuny. tiJJetbor those that tim 

uso it nre one or moqy. " 2 

The portei'D ot t.Jtc legtolntlve, t.horaf'ot•et, utfl limited to tho 

p~e err3tlon of the rights of th lndlviduol elt!zens. :tr$tly, because 

to go ogalnst this 110Uld be to not controt)' to Nature~! le"" secondly, 

because 1t would be actieg eontr wry to tbe purpose tor l'dlieb tho menbers 

ot the sooiety Jmd estttbltshed the loglsl tiVt) ond gi:roo It potror; nnd 

tlnnlly, beca\\SO tile obligatli!ns ot the !ndlviduol to o~ a lialtcJ by 

the conditions un~er t~ieb hf p~sed t do so. 

1 Second Tteetiso ot Civil Government, Choptor XIII, 
~rko, Vol. v. page 427. 

2 Ibid. . Chapter XVIII, t~rks, Vol. v, pogo 458, 



Froa thle toesl•.-ntioo of Locke • s pol i tloal tll~ry •••rol 

lmpotttant polats Glltn'\J$• In the flrat plo~e. Lotke's wbolo polltiul 

theory depends on the prldciplo that moral aetlon is action In ooco~n~ 

with til~ dictates of rea1ron. li ts tot this re&flOB that tbe ortgla of 

pol!tlcal so•iety must be traced to o voluntary compact botween all the 

tnd1v1dunls ~ontGrned,. The basts of political obll(Jatlon gctes batk to 

tl\q obllgotlott to keep tGtth, an obU.getio• t'dllck reaaon shows to be 

binding on me» as Cl$ll• It ls on the saae prittciple that the pOWers of 

govunment arQ limited. A governmoot which uen:t boyoad the putp<tsts tot 

wklcb it had beo• created would be actttttl eontrary to wflat renton tttvealo 

to be right t.n itself. By so dolng tt .ould re:aove tbo gYOUads of any 

obligation o.a the part of lts cltltens. Tills p~tnolplG involves, as wo 

have seen, an inalienable rtg•t in every rnttoaal being to ord~t his 

aetiobs in aoG~rdQace •lth the dictates ot nls reason. Locke'• politienl 

theor.y is, in toot. based upon his general etblcol pr$aelploe, principles 

which neeessnt>Uy IJJVolv" hie eonoep,lott ot freedom. 

In the !tetond place, the purpose ot pollttcnlly oavnalted society Is · 

to protect. lftdltJduttls tn tho Onjoyt'tlOnt of tflelt rights. Of these rightt. 

the spoetttc right to ttoeclom is Oile of the most imponaat. All the 

rights tlhich society exists to prot~•'• however, tlre ruJpec's of tree4om 
ln the sense tkGt thoy are rights ~teh enable tho ind!vldual t~ dlsposo ot 

himself oud bl3 poasosslOb.s os lle mshes. FlrmUy. these rights are rights 

uttlcb belong to lndlvlduals at tndivlduols. This 1s elear tr«a Locke•s 

whole tl'eatmettt of the question.. It is made &peclally etrlderlt ill bl 
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lnshton~e that u lad1Yldual oaa beeOote a mtmber ot a polltloal •octet)' 

oaly wi~b his own 1nd1Ylduol and oxpllelt ooaacn'• 

It remal~e now to cont1det to~e ot the argu.edts Wbloh LOoke uses 

in t..eatt.*'!J ot o speoifle ea•e ot tteedca. the problem ot treedOill of 

tellgtous ~Dsclence. The 'Letters euoe•ntag Toleration', ~- .tticb 

we l!Wit de1!'1YC our material tot thl$ •tudy, are not ideal •• souroea ln 

which to·. discover the ktl., prlnclples ot Locke's conception of treedom. 

In the first place, tboy were not intended to be a demJc dtscua1lons 

ef tbo prlnolples tnwolved ln 'ho conception ot ~eliglous tree~ but 

preetleelly perauaat•e pamphlets. In tbe second plaoe. the aubject tho, 

were concerned nltb tnvolyed mony oonsld,ratlons ~lek were pooultar to 

lt•elt and bYe little to do with tho questloa of the right to freedom 

in general. For example, the argument that the dogmos. neoostar,v tor 

. sol~tton ere really ~· few ln cumber end tn any caee aeeepted bJ aoet 

ot tbe seete who peraetute oae another (Locke coaatdered this aJgument ot 

conslderablQ importance end we ttnd it egato in hl1 'Beatonablenoss of 

Chrlstianlty•> ia obYtoutly reloYant to reltgtous quottlona only and baa 

nothing to do with tbe grouads of hwan f~odola tn gt)nerol. X. epite ot 

tht•• however. on examtnatloo of tho •totters concerutng Toleration• 

shous tbet Looke doe8 make us• of argt.Qents \fhieh aro eeutsral to lila 

ooncoptloa of ftoedam. I intend to consldor two of tbO most ~rtant 

arguments ln the 'Lottot9 coacernllig ·Tolerntlon' to ehou hOt1 these al'e 

eoanooted wltll hts boslc idea of fl'OOdom and to show what further 11gbt 

they ehed upon that cOJtceptloa. 



o~ ot tho e:biet a!gumettte wbteb Loeke u•es to defend treedoal ot 

weliglous eonselencc ls that the ends of teligtoa e1'e not involved ln, 

and de ilOt noatllct with, thG $Dds for tAtieh oivU sotlety bas been ~reated. 

Tile pu'tPf)se tor dd.oll men ento:red into o political COI!IllullitY with ODt 

ollOther was o prote~tloa of their tights or, as l..oofte expresses it in tile 

•rtrot Lettezt eolloe~ntng Toltl'tltlon•, • "'l'lte ~ormtOJJweoltb seems to me to be 

a soolety of mtm COilatJ.tutod only tor thtl procuring, preserving. and 

adVancing their OWfl elvll interestt, Civil 1nteroett I call lifo. liberty, 

he&ltb, end indolency of body; and tho poesesston of oattmrd t hings sueh 

as money, lends, twusos. furniture, and tho like. "1 lleat lloY<J Mde a 

e.,..ot tdtb oM anothoT to <mter tnto a pollttcal eornmunity aad $\lftudor 

their powers to o control avtltorl ty for tbQ ful tU110nt of these ead.-. So 

long ae the govermont ot the sotdety is nctlag lat atb¢ltdaneo with these 

onde tbey have o morot duty of sutratsslon. 11le goverllment, !louevcr11 has 110 

right to go beyond tJte pnrposos tor which It bas been tomed, IO't oro: the 

citizens in eonscience bound to obey lt lt tt doea so. 'Ihe end ot 

rellgton, however, is the worship ttt God tn o Amhner btltevod to be ploa$ift9 

to Rlm and tho salvation of the tnd1virlual soul. These endt ore not 

ilntOlved in the ends ot ·elvtl society. The t!QY ln whteb a man chooses t:o 

worship does llot attect the oivU rights ot others, Furtbermoro. Locke 

orguos. St is cloor tbat the individuel.a \V1lQ tom alvU socloty dld not 

latood that that aoolety abeuld havo power to :regulate their progress to 

snl\'Otlon. "Nor enn any snob power b$ vested in tile mngistrnte by the 

eor.aent of th~ people; because no l"JtHl oa• so tor abandon the ca~o ot Ills 

ow aalvatloa, ne blindly to l~avo lt to the choice of any other ..... •2 

1 A Lettel' ooneemlag TolerGtlon, Works. Vol. n. page 10. 
2 Ibid •• page 11. 



The $lvll power, then, eaanot rightly lnterf&r. with the tel!gtous 

uol'ehlp ot ltt subjects so loag eo that WOI'thlp does not late'flore wltb 

the elvll rlghta ubtftb society exists to proteet. This prlaolplo meona 

thnt all religious bodt6s ore Ofttitlod to froocf(JJ ... Looko indeed WQQld 

extend thit toloratlort e-ren to aon .. Cbriftlan religious bodlea ... . 10 long •• 

no ertlalo of th ir wo~shlp oonfltots with tho rights protected b.Y socloty. 

It it ts lawful tor a man to •IElUQhter a colt ln hla own bouso lt aho•ld be 

lawful tor h!ll to sacr.ttlee lt la a. place of public wonblp.l Loeke d0o8 

lh faot exclude two groups ~ general tolo~tlon - Cathol1oe aad 

etholstt. Thla eKeluslon. howewer. was dlreotly based on the prlnclploe 

&xamlned aboYc. Catboltet ero not to be tolereted beeauso \bolt tollQious 

beliefs involve the ett«:tpt to ltlbjeet oltS~ena aa a wllole to tho 

domination of o torelgn power. (t.oeko doos not ollu4o to tbe Catbolt•• 

direot11 in this context. Bla dJ•cuaal1»t of the ne10111 to., tt&e Ollclualon 

of aay group fran toleratlon. howefer, l!tOkea 1t eleat that be baa th ta 

mlad. Tile oxarnple ho gives it of the llallolletant whose faith oblige• tla 

to owe allegtonoo to "tho '*utti of ConstantiBople; who btllelt l$ entirely 

obedient to the Ottoman enpero\', and tra:lts the felgted oroele• of that 

~ltgSon occordlog to Ills pleoau\*e." 2) Atltelatt are excluded bHause 

Loeko belt•e• that the denlbl . of the exlstcmce of G<Ht mekos 1 t 

impotslble for the= to behavo •• •orally rospOnstble cltl~ena. "Thole 

an 11ot et all to be tolerated wile ~Y the belag of Gott.. Pre1sos, 

eoyennnts, aad oath.s. wttlch al"O tho bc>rsd1 of h.-n society. C3n baft ao 

hold upon. an atheist. •• 3 

1 vido A Letter ooaconl~ag Tolerattoa, Works, Vol. VI. page 34. 
2 Ibid., Work•• Vol. VI, page 41. 
3 Ibid. 
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Tbis argUilOllt lo defence ot tolarat1~n gives o elear lllustrntioa of 

the bnsle principles M!ich llo behind Locte•s concoption of tteedom. It 

rests o1 the prlnelple that we have sQon nmdng through Loctto•s politl~l 

thonght, the prltlelplo thnt o man oannot be deprt~ed of hi, f.-oodOII or 

owe any duty ol obedlenee exMpt where he has pr«=alsed to ~nrtrendor suoh 

fl'eedor:n by "oltnttary consont. This tokes us baek to th• basis of Locke's 

coneeptlon ot freodOm; the ides that a man ts only morallY obliged to 

oct ln a eenoin ~Y when his own renson shows that this te blndittg &n ~Urn. 

Further. this argument seems to glve some lndleatlou ot the limits 

wh1clt Loeke would have placed to human fl'eedosll. The prinetple on whleh 

freedom ot religious conselonoo ts detended ls that su•h religt~s 

freedom does noi involve a eonflltt with the civil rights of others. 

UbebeYer the actlvitlos of n •ellg!ous sect do tnte~te~o w!th the rlgkts 

of otltors that sect is no letnger entitled to fl't)edom. Tbls .oeeos to 

indicote that the Ur:~tts of man'a freedom tn c!vU eoctoty atre te be found 

wben hls exercise of that freedom Infringes on the rlgkts ot others. It 

th!s 1s true tt would tltrow some light en one ot tbe 110st dl:ttlcult aepoots 

ot Locke's eoncoptlott ot fl'eGdom, L~~e. as t1e haY$ seen. makes 1t clear 

thet man as a moral being llns a tlgllt to dlteet Ills oot1vities In 

aecordanGe with his own J udgemenu that be oan only b& deprived ot tbls 

l'lgbt by Ills own consent ond evon then only with tile purpose of ~nlargtng, 

rather tltna rtDtr1ot1ng, Ids enjQytlcnt ot it. Wo may 11 toel tncltn.,d to fisk 

merein tbJs ~ tDtreedom t.m-4ats and W. lt 1s peJ.dife that man een gltte up bts 



''""- of tbc state of Mature (at Loeke tubi ts he does uhen be eoters 

ci•U society) iD order to lrterease it? Looko glves us no clear answer 

to thl$ probl He ts content to talk about troedcn oe an abetract 

rlgbt \dthout tellbg us ln SI'J1 detbil What it is and nhere its ltmlt.s 

tto. I believe, hOtJever, that a consideration of this etgumont for 

reUgious to1entloo g!Ye us some tndtcotion of tum Locke uould haYe 

an~red tbe questloa. This beeoales mue evldent when It l# tak$1 

together with 1\ls evguoent in tho 'Secsond Treatise ot Civil Govom:~ent • 

that law ls tho essential condl tlon of tftfJ freedom boa.uso 1 t protects 

ludlvtdbals from the violation ot tbe!r rights by othora; "tot liberty 

is to be t'tee t'tOG rost'raint and vlolenoo tron. others ~lch oruutot btt 

rmorc thero is ttO low." 1 F~ tllese two oru•ents token tog other 1 t 

would IJeett proboblo thot Loeke•s onsuer to th problett would have beon 

tbat tbc rlgbt to froedom consists in tho tight to order one's aetlous 

in aceor&lnco \f1 th ono • s o a j udgo:JOnt so tar as thl.s doos not eoatUet 

witb the rights ot other tadb·ldual ~tbcrs of the e0Ci8Uillty. In otber 

UOI'dFJ, ti10t onn has o wight to the trnodm to do t1hot he ttill eo 10119 

as bls exercise of this rlght do&s not ~obtlict with the troeuom ~~ 

otbore. It tl!1s lDtorpretotion is eoJ~Teet 1t \flU show that t.octro•s 

co:~~ceptlon of the content ond limits or tile right to treed<lm \708 

eubstontiolly tdeat!eal with that wb!ob John Stuawt lUll uas to advance 

1 Secoad Troat1ee of Clvll Govoi'J:iJIODt, Clltpter YI, 
Works, Vol,V. page 370. 
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11he eecond &~gumeat l wteb to consider here ls tho view that 

religious persocutloc is \frODg because thO value of rellglout ballet 

coostste 1a iia mcnal ospect as an Inner p&rawas!on of tbe o1ndo "tne 

and saving religion eonslsts ln the Inward pcr$uasion ot tbe mlnd uttbout 

t·,'blcb nothing caat be accoptable to God." 1 F'rGU titls Loeto goes oil to 

atguG thnt l'Ol igious porsocudotJ ls futUo onf! wrong. '1ho uso ot 

force is inopproprlato to Obangc 'be loner porsuaalon ot tho Qlnd, 

It enn ooly torco oen to oo oull•y or hypocrisy. 'lbls Ul~stratea ~ke•s 

ldta that aoral!ty appllea to lo Uvttluols as 1nd1yfftJols; tbnt lt is as . 
lndividunls acting occordim· to tbc persuasion ot t clr ocm judgomon' 

tbit men are resposssi~le ootul ogonts. !'Ida is partfclllorly cwldeot In 

the religiott"J spl1era bo~use tbe value and .lrilportan~ ot l$llg1on lles Jn 

belief ond uot ln any overt aot ubicb IJ8Y bring tmn J.ato confiiot with 

the right ot bls ff)llows. 1hls 11"\}UtleHt for tbc treodor.a ot rollgious 

eonseieu~e, then, illustrates once gatn Locke's boltot that lt it as 

1n<llv1duals that muu ~re rospons1blo moral botags and the subjects ot 

the rlgbt to treodor~ This treodom 1t to be unlkdt ·d lu thd apbere of 

religion precisely because the osseneo of religion lies tu the 

dllt0mlaat!on of the Juda•ont to acc:ept true belief and not ln public 

acts wfdch filSY lnhlngo tllo rights of others and so bo the propow •ubjeet 

of soclol control. 

Lotke's conception of treedcn. as tVG bayo se n, rests oa bls general 

ethical priactplos. It is based on the Idea tbat moral oo11du~t ls c-ondtlet 

1 A Letter concerning Tolorat1on, lorks, Vol.VI, page 11, 
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ln •oeordan~e with r~ton. This idea Implies th t lt 1s by virtue ot 

bls reason that man l$ a moral being rehed above the lo'fol of the 

brutes, ~~~~st equal to ongels". It ioplles also that n es a ratlolal 

being boa an lnalieaablo rlgbt to act in sceordanec with that ranson, 

"We are born free as we are born rational'•. 'l'his right it nothing more 

than tho right ot a nan to be a man. Loe~e•s conception of treodom tn 

tact h bnsed on the eoneeptlon of tflc dignity ot man as a being wit h 

o capaoity for T&t!onal eetion. Tbis central th~e in Locke's conception 

of freedGD is• os I hope to show, lOt very dlftetont from the oont1"81 

idea which lay behind John Stunrt Mill'c e0ft'f1ctlon of the aupteme value 

of human liberty, 'lbe heed~ to which 111.an hos this right is furthermore 

1 right whicb belollgs to blm os an individual. It is not a right to 

social or group fTcedOtJ, but o right rlliob entitles the individual to 

conduct bls actions !n ccordanee m tb tho choice of his own porsoul 

judgement. I shall sbOtJ that this conception or the nature of t~eodot~t 

-~ . t'ttndamelltal to tho thought ot John S'tuel't llill also. 

Locke's conception of freedom, bnsod os it ls ·on ids rationalist 

Natural Law theory of aoraUty, may 11 teem to be undemioed by the 

objoctlons uhicb ean be brought ogainet that thco::-y and some ot wblcb 

I Jlave coastdorod obo.-e. <See Chapter 2.) His eoneeption of freedom, 

and indeed his 1hole political thought, depends very largely, as I 

ll •e ahO'tJil, on the asswaption thot oan een be deaonstn\ed to be the 

subject ot certain Inalienable :!ghtt which belong to kia as a man 

and not as a rac:.®er of a pertlcalar soelety, It is not really pos.lble, 



however, to make absolute end certain moral ctatanents tddch wtl l llold 

valid at all tlaes and ln all pltu~os. All moral judgfXJCnts oust be 

made wt th sa.te Teforenc·J to the eonterxt ot the particular soeiotJ 

eonoer.ned. 

Thls 18 truo of all 'Value judtJGr.lCnts but lt b pa'!'ttoulnrly 

obYi v 'l een t 3 cCJDe to talk of tbc rights to \lhlch individuals aro 

entl tled. In the f1r3t ploce, tlioro is on 1aport.ant sense in w'4ich 

soe1ety con be ~~1d to ~eate rights; clearly DO 1nd1Y1dual e&ft ~Of 

a right unless ho llYes 112 a society made up of por$JlU! ltlo roeoguloe 

mutuel rights in ono another and who. through the publta authority of 

tho c~un1ty, gifo ettoct1ve protection to the e~o~t of those 

rights. 1 'lho continued onj oym®t of right,; will dop&nd on the continued 

extstones of the society wblch p~otect~ and rccogntse3 them, .All rights, 

then, must bo subj(!Ct to scxto ooctont to the ovo1·-rldlng cla!ttt ot tho 

eomunity witbin t:~ieh they are enjoyed. 'l'hcYo can be uo precl,~ly 

cstnblishcd individual rights ~~ich may not neod to be linlted or 

alte~ed in the toco of social cbangc or publle orncrgcncy. Tbls, ot 

eour$e, ~'eOQcs aost obvlou$ in ticos of r. 

'Dten, agnln, the nntur~ ot rigbts ·vhieh lndiviJuols cojoy is 

int~tely bouud up ~tb the whole fabrlo of the soolety In which they 

llYo, This ts perhn~s ~ost obvious in tho case of property rigbts, lo 

any ceocunity pr'Qperty rights fona an !nteonl pnrt ot tbc social aad 

1 Thta point was made 1 ry etfectivclJ by T.H. G-..een: 
~e tor example bls •teatures on the Principles ot 
Political Obligation•, London. Longmans. 1895, 
Leeturo G., page 122. 



economic structure. In pruJltivc eocmun!ties, tor exa~ple. land 

(tbo most ioportont commodity in such ~nitios> is usually regarded 

as the coomon possesoion of the coamunlty as a wbolo controlled and 

adolnistcred by the political authorltJ of the community Whether tb!G 

be n chiot or o d«tocratlc village oeoting. Individuals tn theoe 

circumstances aro rcuardcd as possessing no ooYo than o right to the use 

ot land aod to tbe; products ot tboir own industry on it subjoet to the 

control ot tbe political authority of tho cornnunity. This eoncopt16c of 

property rights only breaks doun uade~ the topoct ot social and economic 

chango, 1be concop~iou ot troohold rights to loud is o rGlativoly oodern 

one intimately related to the. growtb or eoanorco and lndust~ and the 

move • y troo a baaically aortcultural subsisten~o eeoa~y. 

Wo eounot, t hen, talk meaDlngtully about individuals possessing o 

right to pHperty u.aleGs w 'lery cleal'lY dotinc what we meaa by propol'ty 

and this oan only bo douc \dtb ntareaco t~ tho structu~ of tbo soelcty 

within which those riroperty rights ero to be eJlj~;ed. 'l'bis bocanos 

very obYtouo ln Loeke's ewn de!Gnce of p~rty in tho •Second T"rOntlse 

of Civil Govorntteut' . In tha ohopte't 'Of PrOJ) rty • Lo"ke bases tho 

right to property on labour. Nben au individual employs his labouY on 

anything b~ mixes wlth it something of bis own ond rnakcn lt h1•• Ho goes 

on to. uupport this Yiew with an argument to Dhow ttmt it 1t lmm:m labour 

wt.tcb creates the gr$Clter pa~t of the value ot onytit1ng. Looko uses 

this arg~ent to show that tho indtviduol po$sesso• o natural right to 

property t'thlch cannot justly be infringed witl1out bls consent or tllat 

ot bis repl'eaentatiYes. By property, of coune, Locke means property as 
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I t was undeTotood ln his mm tlrnos ad tbe argUZilent ls intended as a 

defence ot tlte bcrrodttary rights of property ~ers and of th.tr 

traditional rtght to be exempt trom taxation except Whore taxea h d been 

authorltted by Porliumont. ntc arguraent. however, might just e1 easily 

be utod b)' soeinltsts to attack tbe whole systan ot heroditalY property 

'rlgbts aad to replace 1t by a sytt based on the pr1~e1ple tbat the means 

of produ~tion 1boul d be Ottr'ncad by those who actually wotk on th • 

Loeke• collceptloa of troedolu, then, cannot ho I'Ggatdsd •s adet:paote 

as tt stands. The eancapt1on of a natural and inalienable right to 

t-reodom will Jm•a to be r»dlftod to take account ot toctal elrelJilstance • 

Till a doe1 not n, ho~ver" tbot Locke • c con~ptJon ot freedom 

losos all its value or tbat bellet la the Y lue ot lndivldu 1 tree~ 

ust· yield placo to a CODcoptlon ot 10.lal or uroup freedom of the typo 

held b7 Rousseau or llegel. Tho centrol theta~ in Locke's eoncoptlon ot 

the Yaluo of iad!Yidual libowty 11os, aG 1 bayo tri~d to shou. la the 

td that because raau· ae tatlonal beings ro capable ot dlscunlng moral 

valuos 'be.Y oro 1n the nature ot things entitled to tho tr~~ to 

oxGre1s moral choice, Tboy are eatitltd to the lib ttY to act t n 

accort'ancc with thel nature n:J uoral beings. This vlew. I believe to 

be fun4aaonta! to any adoquate concGptlon of tree • It to not 

necoenr1ly invalidated howevor mucll may et"i tlcise the othioal syst.ea 

tror.a nh1cb LOcke derives lt. lfe 07 have to acblt that no abeoluto and 

t!xo~ right to froodou ean be demonstrated ~leh will bo valtd at all 
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tiDe! and in al! plecos. ue ·con still ogroo, b~er, thot oan•G 

copoolty tor excrcisl.ng moral choice rcndet>s it ot tun&sm~tnl aoral 

importance that l'letJ as individuals hv C'JllOt~d tho ~rocdoo to cxerelse 

thnt elloice tbougll tb limits t11tkin which thnt frcedoa con be onploy d 

ruu~t noecs$0rllJ be related to soclol eirouu$tancos • 

••••••••••••••• 
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At John Stuart llll htmtelt admltt be uas bred. ond one mlght e•en 

saJ bon, ln the tl'fldlttoa of Beat1U.tCJlte UtUltawolanl•. l This way ot 

\hlnldDg fo11nd itt greatest expollto~ lo BenthaM himself and was whole­

beer\edly ·adopted by .John Stuart's fathot, James Ulll, The essenee of 

BeathGmi~ lay In the Attempt to tlad a sctentltle baslt to~ morels and 

pelltles. Benthoo bad fouad tbe lnsptratlon to boeo.e o moral tbeort•t 

tn a oonteciplatlon of tho absurd lrratioaalltlet or tile extstlpg logal 

syateat. lbat ws lleoded, he felt, was 10111e aure ead toltllt1ftc 

prlneiplea of human conduct whloh could sene •• tke baslt tor a thorough~ 

golatJ ntiOJlalllatlon of tke lett! syst• and indeed of political soelety 

ea a -'toto. Be wlthed to do fot morale wllat Newton had done for physlct • 

to dlseoyer the t~plo la.s of humaA c.on~et from wblch the 10lutlon to 

oll tile problems of olgnnltod socioty could bG retlonallJ deduced. "lftlot 

ts Jm~ os UtU lterlanhca, ot Phllotophle RadlcalliiD. eaa be deflaed ae 

aothi ng but an attempt to apply tbe prlnolplea of Newton to th$ ottatra of 

peUtles aad ot •orals," 2 The SOilrce t whlell B&atbom found the 

ttriol tor hls answer to thl$ pnblem 1110s YfrtY lal'goly tile work of 

David ~e. Hume'$ g~Gntest work • ontltled "A Treatise of Human Nature" 

or. "An ottf!tlpt to introduce the experlaental aethod of reosontng lato 

moral subj eeta". In this wrk H~~~e took the $Dpll'laal teadoncles to be fourld tn 

1 "au•s loquello je tus 41av.s. ot mama Jo pull preaque dire dan• 
laquelle Je naquie." 
•tettres Ia~dltes de John Stuart 1111 A Auguste Comte•, Levy. 
Bnbl, Paris 1899, page 3. 

2 Elle Hal6vy, •The Growth ot Pbtlosophte Radlcoltso•, 
Faber & Faber. Loadon •. 1952, Cbapter I, page 6. 



Loeke's Essay oed la the works of Berkeley to tkelr logical eonclasloa. 

He argued thot the only objctets ot flti!IBn knowledge wen Japressloat of 

eense a~~ tdeaa darl•ed from those impressions~ Farther, that ou~ 

kllowlodge of tile world and eten ef oureolYOS muac be doi'lved f~ aa 

Obsertattoe of tho w-.r these ~p~ossloas and ldebs were actually 

associated wtth one another tn experloaee. All kaowledge. tbeo, except 
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la the restrleted sphon of ti&Gnotlcs JDust be be•ed upOD teaenllsatlOils 

from the observed CGOxlstenco 01" IO<tttcmce ot sese lapJ"ellloat. Doe of tho 

tDOst tomout exnoples of tho appUcatlon ot tbla _, of l'.asoalag •• Ills 

attack oa tile usual pbllosopblo eoneeptloa of eountlon. Tho wolation 

botwaen oause ond effect bad bGcn osaumf!d b1 philosoph rs to be e · 

nec.snry Ol'le, analogous lb acae way to tbo relation beeweon pYet2ises 

aud oooeluslon ln a dedncUYe ol"gtttlent. It bod been atsumod tbet tf the 

cause oe~uned U \110s DOt oaty pnbeble, but ab1olutely eft'talft aad 

lndubttoble, that tbe otfoct must follow. HOme attacked tbls by pointing 

out tllat our only cvtdenee for tbe eontcaney of e c u1al te~eeco we that 

t*eaover we ob•ervo tho Mttso w obacrvo the effect to follow it. Notklog 

110re thaD tbls •• ghu. Wo ncYer obaened aay neees$Ol'f eonneetion but 

slmply one .lr.s9resdon of ~<mse '*lett. as a r.a~tter of toe~ was tnwnriahly 

followed by nothor. Tile ~ere ropetltlon ot lflltaaoes, hWGYew, could 

ntwer give any log.lcally eeftoia ouenntoe tllat the naao sequeace ot 

eYenta wottld oceur ia tllo future. 'l'bero was lft faet flO obj oetlve aecestlty 

to be discovered at all. Tho apporent noeessttJ of the eau•e/efteot 

sequence lllUit he tl'aced to a feeling of the mtad, on intens eoaYtctloa 

that ubea tho eauae oocurred tbe eYent would toll~ Tbt eoureas ot thla 
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convictloa, Bume thought, loy ln tbe operation of a law of the 

assoelotlon of tdeas. "a klad of ArTRACriON, whlcb tn the mental world 

wlll be touad to love as oxttaordtnat.Y effecta ot l~ the natural, •••••"l 
<The eonet'Jptloa t1lat. ~~ental aetlvitles \118to govened by o law of tllo 

assoeiatlon of Ideal •• to be further deYeloped bJ llaSttley and formed 

one of tile baetc coneeptloas of Beatha~~U.e Utllltarlonic;m.} Tht• 

principle of attroctton bt*..on ldtat .. e ltaelt nothlnQ mo~e \han a 

genoral~eatton trom tho way ln Wbtlb Jdeos oould be ob•erved to follow 

ono allotber. 

Ia the field of orality ~·a princlplee meant the c~plate 

rejeetlon of the tetlonallst doctrine of datural low and the s.yttem of 

aatunl rights. 'l'bo term• •good' Gild •e•U' mutt be Hlnterpreted in 

term• ot aomo aotuelly obtel'fable factt about ll.an experlenco. The 

only facta wblcb oen be diaeoveted ln tbls ooaneottoa awe thot aOQo 

eotlons or eh nctW$ br t,._lr 112010 oontemplatlon eauae ln us a 

pleasurable teellag of approval and otllers o dhogreeable te•ltng ot 

dltapproval. Th~ dletlnetlon between gOOd end evil, thea. 11 the 

'dlstlnctlon bet~ what oousea tn ut thle Spectal kind of ploteuable 

aonaatlon and What causes the dllagteeeble one& "virtue is dlstlngullhed 

b7 the pleasure, ud vice by tko pall, that PY eetlon, aentiment or 

eharaoter gives u1 by tile re vlew aad conte!tplatlon. -2 Xa other words, 

1 lluaJo, • A 'h-catlae ot 11\arsan Nature • • Book 11 Pert 11 Section IV, 
Selby..Slgge edltton, page• 12•13. 

2 Ibid. 1 Doole lit, Part I, Soot ton II, pnge 415, 



that -.-.. you proaounce an1 aotlon or Chotnote~ to be vlclous, you 

..... aotblag, but that from the eoft•tltut.lon ot your nature yo• JuJ.e 

a feeling or 1ent~n' of blame from tho contemplation ot lt." 1 

the oalJ question ib•t tlaon N~~eltss 1s to tlad _..Y oena~a actloaa 

give us thta pleasuJable teellag of Qpproval or dleag~Geeblo feeling 

ot bla1r1e.· "Why. any action or 1entloent upon the gononl view or 
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survey, glv~a a certain satlstactlon or unooslnott •••••" 2 The answot to 

thls ls found ln the opel8ttoa of the solf-seeklng amotloa• combined 

with that ot other emotions like eympothy wblet makee us ae•ootate 

the joyl or suftoJ'inga ot other• with ouraelwes eo 'bat, • reap a 

pleasure :i~ the vln of o ebonctOf. whlcb Is naturally tlttod to 

bo uaeful to 0\bers, or to the person bt•aelt, or Wblcb ls ag~able 

io others, or t tbe person hlmaelt. " 3 Good ond etll, tboa. can b 

dotiaod in terms of the tondeney of ant actlon to produce ploe ure 

or poln fGr ourselYoo or others. Tbls eonelualon that good and evil 

are to be defined tn tONI ot pleetui'C3 and pain woo to provide the 

baele of the Dttlltatiaaa pldlosopbJ, It tbould bf noted. however. 

that on aume•a prlnelplee •e eould not assert any teoessary connection 

betWOOD moral appr011al and pleasure. Be oould only llVUO th•t at a 

IGGtt• of fact t'Jhot t\'a approve llappened to k that wblch brought the 

treatost pleasure to ourselYe and others, 

1 Hume, 'A Tteotlse ot Hum n Nature•, Book Ill, Part I, Seotlon I, 
Selby..Slwe edttlon, pag~ 469. 

2 Ibld. , SeetlOD II• page 475. 
3 Ibtd., Pan IU, Section I, pngo S91. 



Beatlua ol-.ys pl*Ofos8ed tile p'l'Gfowutest a&liratto• tor the 

work of lbae ond claimed to bevo derived a oreot deal of Ills 

lttaptrotloa hom btm. lben tse read ttte Treatise lao tel t, he dooloroct. 

"a• 1 t se los hod fallen frern 111 eyes." 1 Like lkaG, Bentbfll 

rldtculed tho rattonollst doctriao of notnral law ond tho 8Jitea of 

aoturnl rtgltts:aad a.e•s emplrieal thOOl'J of bowlod!Je. together wttll 

tbe tlleol'J ot aasoelatloa of tdeas. to-m tome ol the baatc dOetrlaes 

of tbe ne.tbalite Utllltarlans. Thef ·~~ \o he tound ln the urltlags 

of Jomes 1111 aad tl\olr hltlueuee le eontbue4 In J. S. ltll't 

'A S,stecn of Logle •. 

Paradoxleolly, however, ~b Bentham and tbo eqrly Utllttarlons 

generally claimed to rest their thought on tb~ emplrleal princtplet 

of ubich Btee s the ·pentest exposumt, the method of taouoht ablch 

Bentlmm actually <nployed s tor tr«~~ being ln accol'd wl tb tl&eM 

prlaclples. It wos, lt anythton. aea.rer to tile thod ot tile ration• 

ollltl he deerled thao to tbat ot tbo Hume bo a lred. auoo ••• we 
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bo~ seen. had arped tbat lt wns lmposllble to enlYe ot ODJ bOwledge 

of fact exeept by gert•r-111tmt1oa ftCI3 exporteace. On tbcso princlplea 

lt ls Impossible to lay down any lnw ot loam bahawlon o:xoept oa tho 

basis of detalled obsel'fttlon of thO .ay luaon belDgs do ta faet bebaw. 

87 th., tame prlnolplo aay law dlsco••red ln tills •1 wlll stUl be on 

hJpOtbesls nnd will ' ' teln lts .alidlty only ao loag os experl"ce 

contt.net to juettty lt, Be~tthem, llownor, to'f fr«l oceaptllll the 

1 Jeremy Bentham, 'A Fragment on Government', Chapter I, 
footnote 2. to paragraph 36. Edition Blac~v~ll, 1948, 
published together with 'An Introduction to the 
Principles of Morals and Legislation: page so. 
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approach tmplled In this way ot looking ot things. ntsumed that humnn 

behaviour must obey a simple law. an assumptloa be secos to h&Ye folt 

required ao further juatitieatlon. Starting then from this timplo law 

which he assumes to be the universal low ot human behaviour • onQlogous 

Sn the moral world to the Newtonlon lawt ot motloft !n the physloal • 

h.a then proeeects to deduce in o typJ.eaUy l'atlonollst way tile structure 

of a sat1stectory poUtleolly organised society. Bentbom, thOugh he 

claimed~ base hls thought ou the eoptrieal princlplet of Davld Hume. 

ln fact producad c rigidly deductive eystOQ bosed upon eertain 

unquestioned ostumptlons about bumon naturo, oseiWllption$ tllGt •re 

certainly not bnsod on ony aceurnte observation ot bums~ bohav!our. 

The basic assmtptlons ot the Bpthamite syst wen oxtremelr 

simple. In tbe tlrst plate he assuoed that tho only mott•es of human 

oe\lon wer-e pleasuJ·e and paln. 'l'hese -were the only aot-lng forees ot 

human eonduct. As the only possible objeeta ot human strlvlAg thoy 

aust be eqUated wlth good and erll. Not o•ly, then, did men ln taat 

seek pleasure and avoid potn but ploasuro and pain oro wbot they ought 

to seek and a9old tor pl sura 19 good and poln e•U. "Notul'e hot 

placed maakind under tho govornaace of two soverlegn masttn.ts. paiJJ and 

pleasure. It Is tor thom olono to point out uhat ae ought to do. os 

well os to doterm!ne what we ohall do. On the one hand the 1tnndard 

ot right and wrong. on the other tbe ebain of eousos end effects, are 

fastened to their throne." 1 

1 Jeremy Bonthom, 'Aa Introduction to the Prineiples of Morals 
and l.egblotion', Chapter 1, paragl'aph 1, EdltlOB Bloekuell, 
1948, p&abltshed together with 'A Frngment on Gove'I'DCieDt • • 
page 125. 
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ta the se~ond plaoe Bentham ussumes that the tor. ''community" ts 

olmply a DaDe tor on aggregote ot lndlvlduals. "The ~~unity is a 

tletitlous body, eoaposed of the individual persons wbo are constderod 

es constituting as lt wete its maQbers." l Aay qnestlon, thdft4 wh1ob. 

concerns the interest of the community as a Whole can be ~roken down Into 

a terles of questions oouceffting the partioular intetests of the 

lndlvlduals Wbe ~eke lt up. "the interest of th0 e unity then ts, 

wbnt? • the sum of the lrtterosts of tbe several llt!lmbert who c~pose lt." 2 

The particular l•terost ot tbe lndlvldual 1~. cs we baye seen, simply tho 

tncreoso of his pleaauro and tho d!ainutioo of hla patn. ftA tblng ig told 

to pra.oto the interest, or to bo tor tbe lntoro$t1 of on lndlvlduel, 

~e~ lt tends to add to tbe ~ total ot his pleasures: or. what comes 

to· the same thing. to d~inlsb the sum total of his pains." 3 

Bontb.:Jm thon assumed tbat as for os questions t-'dell concern social 

or political groups oro concerned, *tbe gretitest happinese ot ell those 

~ose interest is in question," is *tbe right and proper, and only right 

aad proper ood universally de•irable, $Dd of human attlon: ••••• " 4 

Tble 11as tmat he called tlw .. ptloctple of ut Uty" or "tho greatest 

bopplnosa prlnelple~. 

As it stands, Jtowcwt:r, the prinelple of atU!ty is too 'feguo 

to be ot mach practical •olue. It is not aaueb use deetdlag that the 

1 Jeremy Benthe • 'An Intl!Odoetton to the Pr1nolplos of floral• 

2 
~fd~1slat1on'. QJapte,. 1, paragrapb 4, page 126. 

3 Ibid. pangrapb s. page 127. 
4 lbld. pa~g~apb 1, footnote to page 125. 
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greatott happiness of the greatest ~ ust be the guiding prlnelple 

of political oetlon u~less we bovo •~ method ot determining what that 

greatest happiness is. ne.thom aoeordlngly nssumed t~happtness could be 

detiaed as a tum totnl of pleasutes and that pleasures e~uld be measured 

la tems of quontlty alone aet.ording to a simple saale. Tills being assumed, 

tbe happiness of the COI!Dunlty can be calculated by addlllg up the pleasure• 

of each iadlYidual oceording to t heir values tn tho •tellcltle ealoulus• 

and subtraeting tho palos. 

With these prlnclples ~estlonc ot law and pol!tlei reduce themselves 

to what t~ might eall social mechanics. The purpose ot 1 w is stmply to 

procure the greatest hoppinoss for the greatest number by bringing the 

solf·lntereat of each individual Into ltn~ ultb tbe l"ter~st of tbe community 

as a tfhole. This ls done by lmpo.Sng penal tlee on some actions nnd glytng 

rewards tor others so tbat lndlviduol selt•tntereat will alwoys eelncldo 

with tbat of the greatest •umber. The penalties to be attached to ant1-

oocla1 actions must be 04lculotad ooeordtog to various crlterla (such aB• 

lor oxample, the probability of capture ond eonY1et1on) so thot tbey utll 

detlnltely eounterbnlnneo tho ·expeetatlon of nay pleasure to be deriYod from 

eornmltttng the aetJon. !hey muat not be too small or they wlll be 

lne.ffle:ient, They ouei not be too large tor atty uiU'Ieoettsary pn!n ts sh~er 

'IIIBtto, a minus r~l tbout o. corroeJK)ndill{J plus. 

Tho same prlne!plea could be applied t~ the structure of goYernoent 

ltself and this wns dono very laYgoly oo thG initiative of James .euu. <~t 

ta possible that without tbe intluenoc ot Jenws Mill. B~nthana would neveJ! bave 

beooae e demoernti~ rcformer.1> Tbe probleo here ts thnt every 

1 vtde Hal4vy, 'The Growth ot Philosophic Radl~Uam• • 
Po~t 1!. Chapter III. 
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tndlYldual pu~IUOJ pleaturo anti ovold$ palll. ,.., group of 

lndlYldual t. tllerefore. will always tead to pursue the greatest 

lltpplae•• of the o•ee'"eat alllllbft wltbla tJtat l"llP• AAy G'"P ot 

lftdlvldutSls eDtnsted with polltlcal ~ will, on these prlnclplel• 

taefitoblJ ooattltute _.at BenthOm called a "•lnlster lnterestR. At 

,..,, 1111 put it• " eoever the posrMYI of goverzamtftt an plaoed ta allY 

boada other than tfJOH ot the torJillWlltJ, whether those of cuae m.all, Of n 

fow. or of ••enl. tboae prlrJclpl$8 ot "'*"' llattare wttlch Imply that 

gove•..e•t is ot all necettarr. tmply thet those peltOQS .tll Gake vee 

of tbell to defeat tho -._, ead ttr~ tlllleh g«Wtn~•t Gdstl. • 1 '1'l:le 

onswr alght Mall to lie t• lea1lll9 powu to ue c ... ,,,. at • 1dlole. 

But this •s tel t to bo w~se tllnll ta8eleas tor la the ttrst plflte to 

eteemble the _..le of a OOI$Valt1 _.eaeter goterQmelt butlno11 needed 

to bo tnasaetecl \fOuld make tlw ordbatJ work of tho eCDlllhlty vlrt\18111 

lmpotalhlo. Ill the $e0Md pl.-, tt pOl \ tical power •to lef\ la the 

hands of the community as a wbole tt would oeoetaltate assGGbl!et tor 

too 11\Gtrout ood uawleldJ tor tbe otfoetiYe traneoettoa ot business. 

Tile oaly answer to tke problma. tbea, 1• to uke the lllt~st ot tbe 

ladtvt~la who molce up t he goft1'11llent ortlttolally eomclde with those 

ot tbe ~oaau.tty os a Wllolo. This ettJl only be achieved th~h e 

Yepretentatlve s.vat~ In suoh o ays«em the latefost Wtatoh •• ladivtdual 

aaenber llos to be retuned to power at the aext oleetloo wilt euto­

aatleallJ aake bill 4eek thQ !Jltoroets of tho moJorlty of &t• entttt.uents. 

1 Jametl1ll1, 1An B1aoy on Government•, Car.abr.ldgo 1931, 
Chapter 111. page 13. 



In order fo~ this sy"eca to .on aotisfaetorUJ• how"'• ropre.,n• 

tatS•o• ·•st Mt be eleeted oa o limited troncld.se. It the, were SCJ 

elected 'key would ieGYltnbly seek to serve tbe alaleter Interest of 

tile llllllted Gloe\oral botiJ. It Js otaly vllea the gO¥enaGttt ts ln tile 

heads of represeutativee elected b,y t•e eommuotty oa e Wbole tbot the 

lntol'est ol the gov&ning bodY wlll be ~~~1cel wi til that of tbe 

OOimnllllty and tbo ead of ao.or&~~ent • the lJl'~tett happloes• ot tlae 

greoteat •taber • be pl'OCured. GoverllltOit. tJt-. mu•t be 1D tJto band• 

of oleoted rep.etontatlves elected o» the'bosls of unlYereal suffrage, 

(James Mill, llowotn, exel.uded w011t$1l fl'om tbe YCJte oo tiJo groutids t.hat 

their Interest ls Jnvoltod in tbot of thlt fathers or their husba.ada. > 

lOS 

Tbe early Utllltorlans llad thai etrl'fed at a set of simple, oloost 

a.eca&nloal prf.Mlplo• ubleh ~ould a&I'Ye os the bath tor p•octieal .-ntorm. 

TbG almpliclty and rlgld1ty of tbelr prlnctplea • to be of great value 

f1'0Gl the practical ~lllt of .-sew and tlto_ philosophic rodlttlls were 

probably roeponflble for brlagiag about more beaeflolal eho.ages lra tbo 

politl~l, econoolo ead soelel splleres than aay ot~te• phtlosopber, or 

group of pbUoJOphors, eon clato to havo doltt. 

lt 4s obvtou•, hOW&Yer, thtlt tbe Bonth:)lllte .Pfiawlples were onlJ 

arriYed at by a gross ov•r-slmpltfloattcm ot tile tact• ot llwaea expcdoaee, 

Ia a•$ualng tbat 'be Ollly motlYe ot buamo Gctlon te the eeaftll tor 

pleasuc and avoidance of paltt, tllo eeJ11 Utilttarlana lgaortd tlte obvlout 



objettloll tbet botore aaaytblftl co give pleatmte It must fltst be . . 

dosll'Od- A caaa tfho seeks a .-1 doet QOt p'tlr:aofllJ do so boOeuS4 fle 

.-ts to ~01 tbe pleaeuro tell eo'lag tlves ltllll but bMause he lt 
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DCJl'Y• It '' onlJ vttcm hh desl~e tor food Ia! In the proee•• of belllf 

satltflod that p1 sure ls experienced,. It la truo that tho experteace 

of pleonute ln· the sattatoctlon of the dosl.e for •orthlog doas tond to 

S•otuae tho streng•b of that ~Joalro a f11tun occaslous, 'l'b~re ts. 

~er. ao eilaple pQehologleal law thet tho strength of the dosiJ"e tor 

anytbleg ls al r• proporttonol to tile ltiOUDt ot plettsu~e -'deb 11 

likely to M experleued wh4n lt !a ®toUted, tadood, people ottea 

lla8 yery strong desires tor tld.taaa wblcll bl'lDG Uat •tt'l'Y little pl«asu~ 

01" eYtJl fOtltlM pain. 

D IIOtlft\loa !a in tnt. extl'tlDely compl•• It d01l$lds upon llODJ 

footort acno ot 1ob are purely lnattae.tt.., ond Srratlottol GDd 110111 ot 

whleb eaanot aomoll;v be G .. aeSout11 l8COtJillaed lyt~g ae they do ln ~at 

ptrctaologltts tore "the suboons~iout•. The prlaolple that human belag• 

alwayl oct 10 as to obtain tile ~l"etteQt •ount ot ploasuro ls tmat a 

talselJ slntplltted ae.eount of htaan mottvattoo. Ita dot"t' a.-o oost 

onltMtt whe~a tl'Et eome to eonaict.r «1otione U.kQ to•e• sympnthy, patJl()tism 

QJid 80 ()fl. aloft an clearly •ot directed towa~do obtalntno pleasure tot 

tile 1tlf kt \O&WJr«ts ttl$ g d and bepplftess ot ottaert. To fit those 

otla&l'•dlteeted timOticmt Into the Bentbamlte sehetne lt bas to bo aroued 

chat wben uader tho lftlluenee of sympathy ~ s3ek the happlaesa ot othe~• 

owen et tbe oxpenao of p&Jtson.U pain wo only do so beeouee tke bapplness 
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ot othen eauses ploasuro to ournl•ea and the aotJYo ot out action ll 

to obtela this portloulor typo of pleasure.1 lt mutt tntely be Obrtous, 

bOWG\fer. that we only gnln pleaeuro frora tbe 1\applnoss of otbefs becauae 

desiro the II" happlnoss tor l ts 0t111 ooke; booouse to loct w really 

do tool for ·tbeQ ond aootlonolly ldentlfJ ourtelve• wlth thel• happiness 

nd tufforbg. 

lt le. of course, possible to make tbe prJdctple that tbe aotlve o~ 

all voluntll'Y octJott ts tile O<!JII'cb tor plonnn n oattol' of dettnltton. 

If thls is done, hoWG'fOI'• tbe prinelple lose1 nll tnluo as a priaelple 

of oxplanotlon and we are still left wltb tho toet tbat -~~ 80flle 

aetlOdl are uhat .e fbould •ormally call selfish. otbors are aot. 

A furthtlr dlttleulty with tho Bentbomlte tboory l& tbe •lcv so 

etnnUol to 1 t tb,\t ple su"• anrl palns cna· be meoaored oad c«:3pared 

in accordance wltb a stople quontitett• seale • . NothliO oould really 

bo DtOl"' ot.rttous thaa tbat it Is tmpo•slblo to etQpafe pleaeuns ot the 

a lnd wttb those of the body in terms of QQantltJ alone or tbao th1t 

h ppiness oannot be Tognr1od as o mnt, ematical ~ or quantities of 

ploasuro* Wbt Bontfla:l doos .ts to ~rott a plctul'ts of oon os o beiog 

moved •olely by the dosire to oc~tre ond ocoumulate ~antltloe of 

ple ture just as the oeoac:clstf dep!etoct aae ln tb~ OCO!lOiaio field es 

a hel~g uho1o octloe• ln this 'J)heft ore dlototod by tho slnglo destre 

1 •ide Bentham, 'An lntroduetlon to the P~tnclplea of Mornl• 
and Legislation•. Chaptel' v. page 157, and 
lbld, Cbapter X, page 228. 
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to acquire aad aOCUtnllate weeltll. AI Jobo Stuan nut •• hJasett to 

say. oao of tho errors whlcll BontlaQm de 1 "tbe tau tee of $11Pt>O&lcg 

tbat the busioees p8lt of flumaa offnlrs woo tho uholo ot th : 11 at. 

loa1t tbat -the logi1lotor anri tho oo~al!et bad to do with." 1 

Conospoadin!J to tills Y!CW of oan ls the Bontlmml to eoneeptlon ot 

socloty as o sort of 1:1Cchon1cal oao~ate of aelf-eODtelned pl sure­

soeklDG iodlY!r1uals CMh of utldo r~cts 1n acool'dzlnce with the staple low 

of soekli!{J pleasure aJtd o.o!~l"' pal .. It ls a plctun wtob rcolnds us 

Yei'J ouoh of tho eont powe17 t10tlon ot tile p!tye!eel mrld aa tm 

oou ato of terlal tmrtictoe ubos mw · nts nro dete traod by tlapl a 

meebaoical laml. Tbls ovet-sSapUflcd ploture of ocJoty cleady doea 

vloleneo to tbe fnata of h~ ~looce.. The social footings Whloh 

bind D belags together aad pro•l tbo e seutlal econtlng force of 

society oro lgnoJ'oct. ot lbtm:oprotod lD t ma of aelf•lntorost. to tit 

lnh tho art1ficlal Deaath•l to sehcoo. 

It ls clear. bof:ntor, tbnt eceou t cust be tUon of til extl'&"aGl J 

CO;:lplcx tteru of social feol!A!Js aut:l rosponsos wlcb rolbt an 

1WJd1vlduol to the aoei"tY ho li•e in and lith lilllk lllrl a part of tlla' 

soetot)' ta a ucb aoro tnticato sonsc thon os MrO aaechaalcal part. 

tt<Y ot the Cho ct lch Jobd St 3~ Ylll•$ philoeopby s to 

undergo :lo t bc cour se ot Jtls 1ntelloctual dovelopcont loy tu tb dlreetlon 

1 Dissertations and Dlscu•sJon•• Vol.l, 
pogo 336 - London, 1059. 
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of breaklag away from tbe Ylgtd attd AarrowBoath..tte eoneep\loo of 

'-a*' twtut"e. Yet it ts true that although Ids defttloped ttaought is 

~dieally dltterent ftoa Beatllom! ln ""'111 wayo and althmlgb he does 

much to restore a tense of tho richness of human experience, John Stoa•t 

Mlll is still tncllned »ather too mu8h to ~egard aociety ot aa aggregate 

of solt-ooatalned 'atomte• lndiYiduols. 

It s ia tbls el'$M t hat Jell Siuat't •ln •• tGlsed. Hh tathet 

uildertook the extremely label'lous toatc inYolved in tubjecting bill to 

one of t ! o •oet llltenst•e oouJtses of tatelleetual Ctta:lln.g .,.et. 

lnflleted on a Cblld with the detlaltc purpose of brl&glng hlm up 

as the young apo•tle of tke -'• dootrtne. He • not, lt is true, made 

to read Bentbam's f»rkt at an early age but hit whole edueatton htd been 

"to a oel'tain sense. nltoady a eourte of BeatiU)D1A" 1 His fatber took 

care throughout bit studies to ,oint the aotal of aay poll tloal OJ: 

bietorteal ovettt• the young boy OOCIIDO to accustomed to tblaking and 

evaluating ln terQs of the Bentba,ito ptlnclplee that whoa ot lost ~~ ~ 

to rea~ BeDtbam•s wrltlng• • "The tooling tuahed upoo mc4 ·tbot 

all previous moroUtte were superseded, and that hel'O lndeed we 

tbe c eneement of a new era to theuglt." 2 John Stuart Uill, tboa. 

s as a young man tho!'Ollghly imbued tti th the rtgtd pructploo ot 

Bent~amlte Uttlitarlaut~ ond the tltat years of his scti•~ life as a 

thlaker a~d wrtter wore spent tn defending and propagating the 

1 Aut ob1og1'tlphy. John Stusn fdlll 1 Chapter III, 
Oxford Unl~erslty Press. 19~ page 54. 

2 Ibid. 
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Boa.hamlte dootrl•e. It sooo• likely, hOUOfor, tbot ••r.r eerlJ Mill 

tolt .-o db84t1staetlon wtth tile doOtrines ha turd been brought llP ln.,· 

Be catlJ dlsegned wltb bit to•btt over the tJU,tion of tl<lD()I'I suffrage. 

ubile lu s011o of bls dtost artlel~s we ttnd IIJ11 defondlng trco~ ot 

m(preaston with o con•lctlon toot teeas hardly llkolJ to beye bcoat 

derlfed a~ly fioa 8entbaolto p•laelplo-.1 His dlltOtlat ctlon uitb 

the nnrrow tenots of Bentla "c UUl.lterlooism roaohod It• clloax ln 

ubat tie eolla ~A ensle to ny aumtnl hbto:ry"'. ~ 'tbls cmla losted 

tbi'OU{Jh "the moloaebol)' wlat~ ot 1826--7."' 3 Until thou J.ll bad felt 

fllatelf a ten wltb Q putpOa trofldi(J tot a dottnlte end .. the Yotorm of 

tlto Bqlhll soe1ol and poUtloal syst la aoccwdoaeo with Bent!loslte 

prlaelploa. Now ho suddealy foulld hlasolf without tusy Yonl enthataan 

fo~ tbo te-ak botore bfa. .lie ·t.taked bitloellt rt 'Suppote tbat oll 10\11' 

object• In ltte wero realt•d: ·lllat all tho ebanoet Ia ln$t1tuttoaa 

and opblioaa t'lbteh you are loo~iGO forward to. eould h eOI'llPlehlJ 

effected at thl• 9Gty lnatan\a w:M.tld tb!s h • tJI'e&t JoJ nd bupph.,sa 

to you?' ADd an lrtoptestlble solt-con,clousness dlstlactly answer~ 

'N~J:• ., 4 'lllo utet cause ot his distdss s hlt appa1'•nt. laenp&clty 

tol' any •mtJJ of feellag. lhe Jmbit ot onalyslng his toelinga bad. 

lle tel.t, ended by destroyl~tg th$11 al togethe't. "! was t.llas. es I sald 

to myself. lott stranded ut tho c llC¢1Ut of my voyage. ulth o well• 

oqulpped sltlp antl o ruddu, but no soU; 1dthout ony real dosll'O tor 

tho ends wblGb I tmcl boob to carotully fltted out to work tor1 oo 

1 Tbe!JO articles nto threo lettel's to the "tJornlaa Chroalclo• 011 
Llbert7 ot Expression eubDltted by J.s, 1111 ~der t e signature 
ot WyoUtfet tbey appenred em Jenoai'J 2S. February 8 I& 12. 1823. 

2 Autoblogroplly, Chapter- f, page 112 tollowbg .. 
3 ~td. page 118. 
4 .. ~td" pnge 11~ 



deUgbt In t:lrtuo, or the genenl g()Od. mat also just as ll\tle ln 

ony\hleg else. " 1 For a t.lllo Joha Stuart was tn the doptlts ot despair 

aad eren eoo,emplated sulcldc, At last, however. the gloom began to 

lighten and tho •loud ot deprosalon to disperse- The turning polat 

occurs, he toll• us, ilhel'l "I ..os reodtng, ae~ldentally. t.mrmontet•a 

'M~lres.• and came to tbe passage which telotes to bls fathGr•$ death, 

tbe dtst~sed po1ltton ot tbe family, end the suddea taaplratlon by 

match he, than o mere boy, telt and ma~ thGr.l feel that lle uld bO 

everythlJI{J to theat .. would tupply the placo ot aU tbat they hd lost. 

A vivid conception ot the scCDe and ltt teellags e o9er ••• and I 

was moved to tear$. From this m~Jaeat my bur~n gl'ew lighter, The 

oppression of tho thought that all feeling .as dead wtthln me, was gene. 

I wet no lonoer hop9less: ••••• " 2 

114 

Though tho llaned1ate CJ'lala $00a pahed lUll could newer .-etul'b to OR 

unquestioning acceptance of the Bentbaa!to doctrine. From ~encotorth he 

•s always eontolous that thh donrtno was too rlgld and narrow to give a 

setlstoetory atcouDt ot human actlone and lnapi~atlons. Hle ambition no~ 

nas to b, ak away from tho tlgld shackles by whlcb Ids thought bad been 

conttned ud to attain wttat be called •mony•Bldednesa'; to develop a th001')' 

more true to the doptb ond rtch variety of ht.aan nature. Hlg first 

te&denoy tfben the ~diote glooa began to llgbten was to tllrow hiraselt lnto 

the thought ot people who took a quite dltferent vlew of things hom 

tbat ot Benthem and bts totber. 

Arttonost the schools of thought match influenced blm la 

1 Autoblogmphy, Chapter v, pages 117 & ue, 
2 Ibtd. , page 119. 
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t.llis perlocl a place mttst. be ol•ea to that ef tbe SalJJt ... S~ntaas. Bte 

ocquotatonee wlth this etrange p•t1o1ophie aoct eome thfaugh bls 

~ootlng wlth GultQYt d'Elchthal, a keeft ndheren\ of tho Salat.Simonlaa 

doetrlee. 1he doetrlao. founded by the Comto de Saint·S~on cad further 

elabOrated by Ills followersf taught that history progresse• through a 

tetles ot .sages, •tnges of eoanruotlo• d\lring lihlah cortalo basic 

pn»ltos &l"f) aocGpte4 uaO&lloDted by socl~ty as a \ldlole ahd 1taget ot 

dest"etlon wnon society llas OUtgl"OWIS tho poaslbil1 ties of adYaa.ee 

SaheweJt la tbot e&t of boslc Pl' Ssts. CAft extDple of this could be 

touad lo the lo-s potlod •t g~b In ledinotal society based 11~11 

ott Cetholte doetrine aad tile destructlYO plaote of the Retomotton which 

oceurred wben those doctrines p'tCWod inadequate for "a adYanelttg society.) 

Tills ptocea~; woe to eulttloate ltl a nett aoelet.J' hosed oa the achlcwemeats 

ot st)ltmce. Thn Dew soetety e to tranaaud waetetul er)alpOtition ond to 

be bntett on o tort of ideo! COf2Dtln1sm. Everyoao was to "oei•e ln 

aecordaaeo with hie octual se"tec to tbe COllmlftlty. '.lb(l life of tbe 

o untty was to bo ploaaod ond eoratwollod tr..- tlie con'" by a go•en• 

mot:tt ot expertt eompdsod cJlleflJ of ••tes grcuads lnduatrlol s" add tflo 

laternt~tl~al btlllk~s. 'lbls body WO$ In turn to ree~.t•o tnapitat.lon 

ond gut•uee frora a ld•ra.rclay of tntelleetuola <"los luadltes">. It 

•• llt tilt$ point tbat tho SalDt.SSmonlan ~tl"lne l ott the atound 

of torlous pollttool tbouuht for flights of tho wlldott and often aoat 

obsurd tanto.v. EvetY aoo ot eo.•truetlon req~lred o to1th to bold lt 

tQgetllol'. Tho 11cm s~i6ty, tbon. nqulred a aow religton brot.tglat irtto · 

tine wltb the adYoneo J~Gde by the tlllnbrs, This aew rollglott re~ir&d 



o blerareby ot prtests aod beoauee ot tbo npt«ne !Qponoa6e ot the 

tplrltual elomont ta soci~J th~ eplritunl hlowarcbr oust be ~te~&. 
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Tbe Salnt-S~onlans •oem to ba¥e tbouolt 41eo that ~en·~re ttsontlallJ 

splYltuol and tbQt a uoman of ~10 OJlglnalit.Y ~d otentuolly bf 

t~nd to bead the ubole syst oad proelalm ••o a~ YGlotlonahlp b&t.con 

tho tuea. (Matty ot tbelr onorgloa uoto oxporaded ln a 1m1tJ and fruitless 

1earch fPT this supreoa aotbor. a qoost wbleh took them oa ooe oecasloa 

ao tar eftold os Tl~ke.Y.> 

Clotely atsocloted wttb the Satnt.Stmoatau 4oettlno s tbo thought 

ot Augusto Comt•. He started. tadeed. tl a followar ot Saint..Sb:aol but 

latey broke oway oad fouQdod bls ONn pbllotopble soet. Llk$ tkc Solnt• 

Slcoolaas CO.t believed tbot 8b01~ty progre•sod through n serloa of 

stage•• •teo•• wttloh he tllOU{Jht conespoaded to dltfereut WQJ$ ot looJctag 

at t"~ world. Those St~Jges e»uld be n&acc4 to tltree ... th Uoologtenl, 

the metapll.,yttcal aad tllo posl tiYo or GOte&~tfle. At tbe flret •tat• 
Deb accouat tor <Wonts by suppodny them to be dll'oetly pi'Odueed by 

$Uperaoturol ateneles. lq tho toeond stage they oxplaln tkcm in t$~8 

ot $uppo$0d forcot Ol' abstnet toltls. In tile ttaal ttage tlaey l'enllfG 

t)U)t knowlec\}e nbout tho rld can only bo gained by gonanll~&tlott trom 

e.xper!e~eo and are OOllt«mt to obeont ond do$orlbe tho sequm~coa -'dola 

actually oceu.-. (0. tbo boats of tboso obtorved l'O(JUl .-ltlos tlt<ly eo• 

g6 on to pro~i~t futuro eteats end QOko use of tho1r tnowtedge tn o 

proetlool WQJ•) Like the Salnt•Slmonlans, CO.te believed tlet tae new 

sooletJ Whteh would oorrospond to the positive ttago ot ~n koowlodQe 

teeded an organtsod rellgioa, Do pl'Opestd to estahllo a cult of 
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hutanttr. l'blt nnag•, seleatltlo. hulaonlstto reltvtort •• to " ln tllo 

keeping of a llierare}lf to be loaded by himselt. 1h~ hleftlrchJ aas to be 

soporate f~om the poltttcal government of soetoty but •• to sene oa 

the gulding U.ght of socloty at a t~ttole and in pattlctulnr was to hat• 

coapte•e control of all educotloa. 

John StuaJt Mill at flr5t took on actl••• an« Ofen eatkuslastte, 

btetc)$t ln theao new ttoetrluos. ClD tlltt titat letter to t;omte he 

e~pWessed such enthuslastle adatrotlon tor the po•ttlv1st t,rttem· of 

tllougbt that Coatte uns tully conv1nood be bad acqul.-ed tJ devoted "l•otple, 

It was to eost Mill a great d<tal ot Eellbaftlls,..nt to dl~mttongle hlmeelf 

from this false positlon,l) I• spite ot tbts. however. he el.ays 

retllned hls rose"atl'*'• He wos ne-r" p-\'epe~ld to follow eltllet of 

ttleae lines of thought lJtto their mc:tro fantastic extftmlganetes llltd lt 

twat llOt long before he IUld to "POrate ltlmaelt quito 6Jftnltely fttom bath 

of them. 1ho cblet idea he glOMOd ftoo tllan t10t ~hat socloty lt 

coutloually p~ou~•••lng and that buoan charaett~ ts eapoble ot continuous 

p~agresa oad lmpr09etlont wi dt ehaJatJlJtg society. 2 Be leant al eo that 

Snet!tutlons Whle~ coaslderod ln tbcosolvet toemed capable ot ptoduo!ag 

ttotb.lll(J but evil IIOY• ot a eertal.- etoge itt ht.aall history. bo tile 

lndlspenaoble ,.qqlsttea of turtho~ progfeta. 

1 Ylde 'Lott1ro1 lucfdttes de John Stuart Mtll A August ~te• • 
tevy.qruhl. Introductla~. Also ill's flrst le1ter to COQte. 

2 Yidc 1111•s oo~y ''nle IPl•lt of tlte Aue' written ahora he • 
most under the So!Jlt-Stmonlan tntlueaee. 
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.Mother wrlter wtao fo't s011e tiM exetetsed a eoiitlc.lenble lnflueace 

oa 1111~& thought aoa Tbomos Carlyle. Carlyle. ln o 1easo, represented 

the •e'tY aatltbos!e of Benth•ltQ ot!litaYlaalSQ. UIMI"Qal that was 

preolse,. elea.- orul loglcol, Corl1le desplsed logSo and tats thougbt till 

vague, ott~• lncoboreot., Ill1etttml oad obecuYe. Ills bellota cootred 

around tho Idea that tbe parpo•e of maa•s extstenee .a$ to fulttl ~o 

pa~t of a dlvlnc plan1 a pleA, aouever, ~tek .a• oomplet•lY lftcoo• 

prebe»slblo t.o oeJJ alld 1011 lle could eot, oad mu•t Aot. t.., to taftdtttttond. 

t:very tndtvidual is bOn to e llbtlon in tdltoh ho -.ast lahcxlr s-ttcntly 

to fulfil bla port ln the fUlfilment of tlo tnsorutable purpoee ot tho 

ualvuH. Amo-ost saen thew() l& t1 mtunl artetocncr born to rule as 

others a1'0 to obey. At tlmes.. boweV'et", this l~l aoMI:le breGts <lOin. 

Men t~ to aolyc tb& 1'ldt.t1~ ot their belllf tnateed ot patl•tly ful fllllng 

tile hlkG to .tlifth tbey OI'G botn. 'fte tll'lStoC'I'DC)' .beeorte• dogeaeratG nnd 

instead of ruling llke God-seat bcmotoetora, allow tbef~ powel' to bocoaae 

,.lfllh aad corrupt. Cbeoa aad disorder thea eatue Ufttil the dtvlne 

purpose eoadt o ao.a of moro than buaan tt.ature l11to tke mrld to ro•tore 

the balanee. lbo Hero ts a ~• ot almott UpeWumaa pOWII:tl11 Tho •'1Mret 

ot IUs Mtttre ls o snored my•terJ• BJ lheei' force of personality Be te 

ablo to turn the tlde (~o\her tbll t• ls doa by perauatlal or pby,lcal 

tol'Ce) ond. leadbg c:a~ baok to bafl"tOUJ witb the lJJfiaite, to rostoi'C the 

Golden Age. ~ fJI\OUoaal adoratloa of tile Uoto, tho mao whOle sheor 

st1'011gth ot pqrsonal.lty r:tntcs hla lead. Ut doesn•t much tlatter whe~&) 

was tho •e'Y usenee "' Carlyle'• tJtouuht. 
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Olle ot the Met iaportut tnflueneos la tile det<elopaeat of Job 

Stue~t U1ll's thought a hie reading of the 8ooeatlo poet•• partlcnlerlJ 

lford··U'Orth and Colericloe. Fot ~~rdnortb bo llad a tt-eat a lratloa oad 

patiently tried to saate bta fi'ieaad Stultoo seo ~bo bQauty of hls uture 

po.otry.l Colol'idf}o, •• bQ aaaitt Ia his •AutoblagrophJ' t~att one of tbe 

witEn"• 'dlo exo'teiaod t.he 1101t protouftd influodca on Ills tllOU(Jbt. Ia 

two ottleles to the ••w.st.S.stw Bevlorl' 2 be taket Bont!l eGd 

ColeYtdge as r~preaentntlfo e~plont of the t~ otcot tchoOls ot politlcol 

thought ln nlootoontfl .. oontury ~lottd. He- ttlol IJJ 'b a orticlet to show 

that uouob thoy are rad1c:sal1y opposed to oue oot ~• tV!~ to lOIM ateltt, 

uppllea tlle defect• tn tile otlteY. Cole~lt'fc. like Ca•lylo, <Jospt~ect loag 

ch tat of l'OGSODleg. Uo claimed tb t trutts could Oftly bo . ppmendect 

tllrough tho brilUaat ligbt of dl~t latultlon, Be ,.. tb4t ttxlttlog 

l'rallowork of society as tb-. expt"OtdOR of pl'Ofound t-ruths aboiat bcl!aa 

ontnro. Bo roeognited that toelal instltutlaos d boea marred and 

desecrated by Ul practtco but tte ftlued 'be" ta•tltut1o,as aot for whot 

thoy aotually wor-e hut tor wbot they Q1ght boCOiMt tt they we.-• nttM oll 

that thor had the posalbUlty ot betDg. Bls tkoam a of a Goldon Age 

aen the institutlon• of soeiety should be nll tllat they adgkt bo: a 

devoted Churell. supported by taaquettloalng toith, aad soetal olassos 

-roeognla1ng their dtttoronecs ood bamonloutly 70.-ldbiJ togetllor. X. 'Plto 

ot the .aeesae• ot ltl e&,.-ly rooetlon uouinst BerttboQS~rn, Jobn Stuan 

always rcMolood clotor to tho Radlent ooratle camp tltau to that ot the 

1 vloo 'Let tor& of .lob Stuart 11111 ', ed. Eltot, Longma n s , 1910. 
2 reprinted in 'Olssertetlons aod Dieeussions•. 
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ftoaaatle ~ooaor.atlvos. Indeed, it i$ doubtful ubether Colertdge•s 

vtewJ es theorlel of tocloty mnde much pemru~en\ lopresslu oa hls 

pol htoal thought. Froa Wordswonh ou1 Coleridge. ~er. Mlll did 

gatn a011etbtng ot vt.tal htportanee to tho d..-.lot*Oftt ot bls othical 

nnd political thinking. 811 depr~s•ton at t'e ttce of his ~ntal orleis 

bod beon due to hts sense ot a lock ot to~llng. Ue found relief tram 

thlt by breaking a y frGD t~e dry and un otlonel tbought ot the 

UtilltaJtona aad plongiog blmself into 1hc poetry of the Dooantie8. They 

supplloJ w~ot he lackod • a rmth a~d r!ehneas ot teeli~g 10 notlecably 

absent Ia tho aart011 ptecisloa et tbo Bentboralte raotal1ty. I t s llldood 

at poets ratbor tboaJ s tbeol'tets that tltoy lntlutmced hlm. Fr• tho 

Romantics IUl goined a net., conception of ltumau JUJ•u:ret a 'ft.antto. 

l•ost oeothetlo, ecmeopttoD of t tlOII oould be at Ills belt. 'l'hla new 

conception ~llDOt be oseS"Ibotl to tbo lntluenee of the ltomQntlc poat$ 

nlone thougb l bollovo that it !a mainly cbae to tb-. 'lbe now eaaceptton 

probably owes s<ncthlag to Cal'l:rlo't:J coneeptlon Gf the Hero. One algbt 

soy tbnt Mill rcgnrded evor,y buQan tndtvldaol as o potential Be•o. This 

ooncoptlora 0\108 sooetblqg a110 to t!lo daetrlfte gleaned tr«J Comte oDd 

the Saint-S.lmonions tbnt •ocloty oonUnually pyog~sooe n11d 'At bumaa 

nawn 1• o~bl$ ot ladetinl ta ktpro nt.. 

'ftlls ~tloq of tho dlfllltJ ot the . a lnd1v1duel. this 

I'«UUIltic belief in the nobility of man, w:~s an tdeo Clllite to"lgn to the 

larrow profit and loss orality ot tho Bentbamtte UtllitoriaJ~. It was 

~o prove one of the aost ~rtunt ol~nts in J. s. 1111•s ethieal tbounht 

n~ tho b3sla ot his beliet tn tndlvidual heodotl. 



It re~aius to consider two othe~ Safluence• ubicb helped l~ tbe 

tte\'Glopn~ent ot John Stuan ru.u•s thoUght. One ot these was 

Do Tocquevllle•s book on deoocraey in Aacrloa. to this uork 

De To~quevUle bad ett pttd Ol':t oxllaust!ve enalyds of tha wO'fk1D(Js 

and ctteet$ of tbe only thoYOUBhlY democyatic syst~ In tfto contemporary 

wodd. ln too c~-rs• of thtG flttt!mpt be had drnml ettentlon to the 

a<lvant.ages of the systm nnd to i t s dnfl9ftt, Otle ot the greatest ot 
tJt~se hG bad teen as the tlanger of the t)'l'tlll.1IY of tbo mnjority pd the 

dead bud of publte op1n10tlt a \ynnnJ Wkicll e~ight wu.nal t in ~he 

tovolliq down ot ove'r'JO!te to tho sao ~d level aad the ultllute 

tJ>iumph ot un.in$!)1ted me~crity. Mill YCYl d the \1tlrk at loouth.l 

It scem'l to Mfe pl'Qelu.ced n profound ef:t~t Ott blm, One oonnot but be 

struck by the similarity w!tlch many of the pa•sago• he quotes from 

De TO.tlquevillo bea-r to pnssngo1 tn bis OtfJl e~say 'Ou Uberty'. 

The lnfluenoo U:SiOh BQrrlet Tttylor <subseqnently the tdfo of 

John Stuort M.tll) had f)l'J bls wrk is a subj act of SQDe controv"sy. 

Pecke, tor Oleample. bolicws her lntlu.,neo to have bOon deep ud 

profounrl anr'l tllot tlte essay '011 Ltbuty• ws as mueh hen •• Ms. 2 

It ao-ems Ukoly. boftoYe•, Shat ller lntluenetJ on 111m howcwer important 

l!ly t2l()t"e in the: directlQil of lnc•slng tb(f tire and 4)onv:tetloa wlth 

wbleh he Jaeld to his !dens than tn turniag his thought into any ~ew 

channel, .fklr tntlu~,eo ls most 08tk~d lo the ardour with whieb Mlll 

1 His JCYi ® !a tep'tlnted in llis •ot.ssortatlons. and Discussions• ~ 
1 vtdo Pac.Jce, 'John Stuart ettn • . 
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ta hi$ late• yean threw btmselt 11'0 tllc ceuae ot the auncJ.patloa 

ot ~. lllll, ltownwr. had long betm convtneed that ttOUn were 

Gftt1tl ed to the vote. Tille bad boen tho subject of oae ot his eorUett 

diaoureoments ultb his fathor. 1o take another ~-~le• tho ideae 

~ee~ted lu one of Ban.tot Taylor's earliest &soays on the IUbjeel 

ot indlvldllal J.lbony 1 are remarkably similar to tlto$6 bold 

· indc:rpendentlr by John Stuart Hill •. 

••••••••••••••• 

1 vide Hayek, 'John Stuart Mill and Harriet Taylor', 
Routledge & Kegan Paul, London, 1951, Appendix. 

.• 
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CHAPTER 6 

John Stuart Mill, s 1 have ahown ~~ tbe last chapter, .aa brought 

up in tbe strlct and rtgld ~hetrino of eo.ta~tte Utilltetlon1em. Be 
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wa!IJ oovol' to t1nd in ony otl\er dogle syste:n ot tbouobt the natistaction 

he bd orlutnally telt tdtb Benthtl'lh:r:'• So ter as lae retn!ned nny tomal 

system ot thought at all it ttas to that eystem that be clull!J ant.\ ho oven 

Yetoined the asme Utllitayionism toy his own ethical thhught. Uowev~~ 

muck to~ol roaemblanoo the~ mlght be. ~ver, betweoo his thought and 

that of the Bonthaaltee, It tJnt la roolity tua<kwentally d1t~eHnt, A$ 

be hbaselt expt-esset lt la a letter to Til s Carlyle in \11h1cb ho wea 

atte!!tptlng to explain bi1 dlff~tence~ f~~ tbat \Wlter. "AnotiJor ot our 

d1tfereuoes ls, thot I om ttlll, and ~ 11k$lf to ~ ln. a Ut1lltarlan 

tbough not one ot the "poopla called Ut111toriaas«: indeed. bo~tng 

foarcely one of my sooondaty prO'lltes ~" com;;tOn with thm; nor a 

Utllltarlan et all unlosG in qulte another sense tram what peraope anyone 

except my•el t uade»r•tonds by tho r10rd." 1 

uucb of t he motortnl tor o study ot J.s. Mill's ethical thought 

IIIUSt be d~rived from hts es~y eatitlod 'UtUtterianhm'. 2 Ill th.ll 

werk Mill begins by ~ivlng a dottftitlon of Ut111tarSen1sm in typ1~1 

Bentbnmit~ terms. "The creed which accepts at tbe fOundation of mor.ol•, 

1 Letter to Thomas Codylc, 12 January. 1634. •Letters ol Jolm 
Stuart UUl', ed. EJ. lot. -

2 Tbls essay was first publbhcd tn Frater'• Magazino, 186h 
~teronees ore to J.S. ~111•a 'Utilitartaniso', 'Liberty'• nnd 
Representative Government•, Everyman•s Library. London, 1954. 



Utlltty4 or \ho Groa,ost Happln•s• Prlaoiplc, holds that aettons afe 

l'lght b proportion as they 'end to pf«llte bopp1noss. wrong os thOJ 

tend to produeo the reverse of bapplnost. By bapplneas ls !&tended 

ploosure. and tho nhseace of potn: by unbopptness, patn1 and tbe 

pr1Yotlon •f ~loaoute." 1 Tbls 1mpres•ion ts heightoned b.Y tb ptoof 

which 1111 attempts to g1yc ot tho prluolplc of utility. ln C~ptor tV 

ot hls eJ&ay on 'UtUStartanhat' 1m amuo$ ... "1h only pro..,t oopoblG of 

bctag given thnt an objeot !s visible, t.s tltnt pl lhltu&lly soo 1t. 

Tbe oaly p~oof that a aoulld b ondlble, ta tbot peoplo h r its nd 

1~1 

eo of tba otbo,~ sourco$ ot our exporieneo. !D like ma11ner, 1 oppmonct. 

the •ole cwldencc it ts poso1blt to produeo that anythlJ&U Is &J•ltablo, 

ls that pooplo do aetuallr dost~ tt ••••••• No reason oon be g!ven ~Y 

tho gen~ral happiness ls rlesiroblo, except that cae& f!&r"S&a, eo far ot 

he bellevos it to be attainable. cbdros h1s own happiJ.t ss. .. 2 Mill u 
teet orgued !o typlenl Beflthcmlto atylo that pleanro and poln trust be· 

token ae tlto moosure of l'ltJht ond wrong because they aro tbe only po$dble 

.otiYet to humnn aetlon, the oaly pcsstblo object• ot deal~n or eversion: 

"that nothiog la a tood to flUitiOn boingt but ln to far es lt is oltM't 

ltselt pl$tlsunblo, or c a ont ot attaltalng pleasure or &V1)rttns patJt." S 

Ia ~•l"taln passages. tbeb, 11111 • t ethloal thought ift thts work appear• 

to be pure Baotbamhm. In tact, ftGWovOt", 1\o tntrodu«»s other elcmeata 

into h1G argument ~Jicb u.ouut to n oomplete ~~eetton ot tbe o~ple 

Benthoalte to~ulao. 

1 Essay on Utilltnri&niso. Cbapte~ II. page 6. 
2 lbld,, Chnpt~ IV. pqes 32-33. 
3 Ibid., pago 38, 



One of the centttal planks ot tlao Bea'hetlllte doctrlate had been ~Itt 

th~ tbat pl surGs 11nd pal•s re ~ensuroblo according to a tlmple 

C\U81ttltatlve scale, It was this osC!Ci2ptlon whicll oete 1!lea&lng to the 

Benthamlto prlnetple ot utility., Hardly bad llJll atntod hls ocoopttmce 

of the boeJc B t.b 'lte p¥'.l~lpte. however, tban 1M proceeded to •lt~OJ 

the Jaypotbotls mi~b •do It ~!agtul. Fu troo ateeptlng the wlew tbat 

plosuftt t::aa bG eompared tdth cme another in torma of qunn.tlty Glone he 

now deela~a that • •tt ls quito oompatlblQ with the princlplo ot utility 

to ~nlse the feet, that SOQe kiJ~ds of fJloasu~e oro moro dts1nble aDd 

more valu_able than other-. lt UQUld be obturd that whUe. ln. ostlmntlft9 

nll othe~ thtnga, qualitr ts consider d GIS 11 a quan·tity. t~ 

estimation ot plootul'O~ 1houl be mapposed to dL)pcmd on <l'lttntity ol011e. " 1 

Soelo pi sure-. tbon, n of iJIIOGtOl" !ntrin$10 •olue than oth4)X'Ge 

rogardlesu of acre dlf'fcretlcet u quaatlty, lll t.bea goes Oil to ergu. 

tllat the basi• Gft tfhioh tb!t dlitluctlct~ it r.JQclo lG slbaply ttsat cenal• 

pleasures &'1'0 ootually preferrod io theJta by Qll uftQ lmYe bod the 

opponautl t1 of expGl"1ono1ng thea. "'t two pl tvftfo lt t.lteN bo oP to 

~lch all or •t•st ttll :mo baye oxporlonc ot both give n doelded 

pret r®cc, lncopoeti.c of aq f oling of FlOral obligation to pret• tt. 

that ls the moro detinble pleaturo. s 2 Ho seemtt lle.o to be el'Uuing that 

tbe dlat!netioa bet n plensun• of itlglle:t ood lo r quality lfl sbnply tho 

actual prafereneo of akiod,. It tfDuld seen tbat lf ao wish to deeldO 

ieh of t\10 typo# of plc ture ls tbo more doet~blo oll wo Ju:we to do ls 

1 Essay on Utllttarlnn1sc. Cbaptef 11. page T. 
2 Ibid. , pouo 0. 
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to eolleat n ttumbol' of pe•sons wo ha\'() ~~ienced bOth ud teke tbelr 

voto on anlch ther actually pretor. lt ia difficult, hOWO'ter. to believe 

'hot. 111 teally rega~ded the dletlnctlOd between ploaturea ot blgber 

and lowol' (flallty as dependent on the vlcw ot tha ldjorlty. So seem$ 

to have asstUUed qultc arb1tn~lly tbat all Who haye oxporleneed the 

higher as woll at tho lower pleasure•. "do Gl" a MOlt. mal"kGd pt>eterenee 

t.o ·tbe aannow of oxlston~ ull1oh eoplOY$ their bliJher tneul tiel. .. 1 

It ta elocr that lUll never th.ougbt ot making nay btond enquifY bto tbc 

ettunl p~efereneoa of mankind to ••c wbethor thoy roally ~1d prefer the 

blgber pleasuMs. If be bad dono so it is probable th t be lfOuld bnYe 

been disappointed. Be aocras, iodeeu:l, to have 1tcnUaod that tllere was a 

dlttleulty here tor h~ devotes s~o •pnoo to tryiag to explain &way the 

taet " that moft1 who ate capable ot tho l'd.gbor pleasures. oceaslonally. 

under the tntlucneo ot temptation, postpone th ... 1 "~ to tne ~l' • -· !Jill 

la fa.ot docs not make a sorlous attanpt to bose the dlatlnctlon botwoen 

bitrltor nd lower plc suros on tbe sutti'Qgo of mottklnd beeause be s 

rGally ctmvinced tbot eoRoin pleasures were intr1Jas1$8UJ, and la tbelr 

own natutc, ouporlor to others and assumed rotbet t~ellely thnt all wbO 

bad experi. need tbO'll would loottltobly p:ro:fo~ th • Tho laqgunoo ha uses, 

th& contl.auol uae of sucb terms as •lhlgher• Olld "lowel''* ppllod both to 

ploaeurea end to to out tlo , shows quite cleady tbat be is tbinklnu ot a 

diatlnctio• in the na\u~o ot tho things themselves and not ln tho mare 

prefer"nce of the Qajofity. Be ts appeollag to a erltorton qulte 

1 &$aay on Utilitorinn1~ Cbaptet II, page s. 
2 Ibld., page 9. 



btdepeackmt of pleasure 1ttalf by wllich pleasures are to be Judged. 

'lids bococaes quite elear In hlt •rgument t.hat ~ortalD charn~ters are 

tatrlnalcally tupetlor to otbers. "It ts bettor to be a human botng 

dissatisfied t han a plg satlst!od: better to be Socrates dis~Jtisfied 

tflon fool satiafied." 1 Tho basis ot the distinction here Is that 

tho toperl&r ahataoters are those ~o haYe thoir bigher faeultie ~•• 

doYeloped. They a:re tbo ~sons In uhoa the eapacitios inheront in 

b en aature ho#o toocbod t'olr groat st fulfiloeat. till ls prapored 

t o ollfJW tllat. ••A baing of higher fa®ltiol roqviro• ore to make ltJ.m 

haPPJ •. ,, enpable pl'obably of raor" acut suffering. end eertaWy 

aeco.elble to lt ot more points. thon one ot aa luterior t,rpo;.~·· ·· 2 
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Yet llc stUl feels that a person of the hlghor typo codld uever wlsb to 

cbooge w1 th oue of o lower categol')' tor that .. ld bG• "to tlDk iuto 'Uhat 

bo tcols to be a lowo~ gro ot ~xiotoooe." 3 ~ltt•s ideal, tben. is 

not really tho stoto ot tnoxSmte pleatun but a state to which be gl•es 

tho tltDO 'happinoaa•. This ldeal is quite ditterent trom that of the 

Beotllamttos nnd depends UJ*t hie conoep\1oa &t tbe pot.eftt1til ur.bllity ot 

the ll~D~Jt peTsonal.tty. It it a 1tate of exlateAce ill 1fhich t he blgbest oad 

mGSt noble oapaclt!es of the human personality oohie.t their g~eatest 

tu1 f!lment. 

ln oppo8lt1C)U to the BenthiJOltos agoln Mtll. la sOIIle paltates, 

l"eja~ts the ideo that tolt•lnteroet ts the only post.tble aotive of human 

nctlon elld aruuos that the very bGGis of mGtaUty b c eapacity tor 

1 Easay oc Uttlltoriaa! , Chaptor Ii. page 9. 
2 Ibid •• page 6. 
3 Ibid. 
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altrulstie social feeling, -thls firm touadntlon ls that of t~e social 

toellngs 6£ mankind~ the deRlr• to be ta unitJ with our fellow oreoturos. 

ubiob is alroody a p~~rful principle 1n ktmma ~~tute. nnd happtly one 

of those tdsidl tcrY1 to becwa stronoeY, even \'d.thout expl'flss 1seulent1on, 

tram tbo lnfluenecs of udvancing eiv111eatton."l Virtuo, far troo being 

equ:Jted wttb ratlonol solt-interoat, tc to be found In a de"Votlors to 

oaoklad as a uholo. Q 4"etotton ich tiBf even Imply the dellbent.e 

sacrifice ot person~l bapplnass iu the interests ot otbert, "Tbougk lt 

l$ onl:r .!n a vory trnperteot stoto ot the NOrtd• s atrnngen$onts that ODJ 

one call h• t. a, ne tile lmpplnoss ot tttllers by the nbsoluto ~~aerifloo of 

bis own. yet so loag s t.be wol'ld it irs that lnlperf"t _.ate. I tully 

aelmowledgc that tto roedlne&s to ooke such o .aeritleo 1$ the highe•t 

virtue ub!eb oaa be found 1ft man." 2 t ls oro, the c pnoity for 

altruistic sel:t•aoerifioe proves to be oue ot the Ingredients ot that 

state of tbe fullest possible lnoiYldue1 dewelopmeot to r~ch J.s, Mill 

gives tile uomo ot .happiness. He doolares that in tke preaont $tate ot 

the WOJ'lcl, "pttGdoxloal ee the aas~ntoa y be. tke ~ntfti~s obUtty 

to do wit~' happloo s gives the beat pt~opoot of roollstng suoh happiness 

as ls attainable ... S He OYen argue~ thot the eonecloue •eatcJ• tot 

happieest for ooe .. tt, far fNJ belag o me~mc to its attal£11<fnt., ts apt 

to ke that attqi~ent core difficult. "Hhen pooplo Wbo ore tol•rably 

tortu•ate in their out rd lot do not :find ln 11te Sllflide.nt en,Joymeat 

to make tt valuable to them, the oouse generally is, oaring tor nobody 

but tftemsol'tes." 4 (Tld.s t.tl(Jht be ragoi'OOd as a sott ot reduetlo ad 

1 Essay oa Utl11tar1au1sm. Chapter tlJ, pag~ 29. 
2 Ibld.. Chapter II1 pnoe 15; 
3 Ibid. 
4 lJ)ld. pttge 13. 
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abeur~ of tbo Beathm~ile doottlae.> 

The oentt"Ol th«1e ot Ulll 's ethic-.1 tllooty, then,· lies to hla 

coDeeptloa of the dlg~lty of the individual human pertont\U.ty. 1he 

heppinesu which is tbo ultlillote end of human o¢tlcm la not to be rep~decJ 

simply os a stote of maximuo pl lure b\tt a stete ot e1Clsteneo lo ublt)h 

tho l•dlvtdual roalites to the full the intellectual and ~oral capaeltlos 

that on within blm. Thls dtd not mean. howeve-r. tttut Mlll .. egarded 

material cotltiderntlons aa ot no Import nee. On tl!~ contn,.. M ttellla to. 

have tb6Ught that mato~ial prosperity rtas a good in lttelt end o aeceeeol)" 

constituont e»t f:luman Iwppluess.. The y ln ldtlcb these tuo ldeola • that 

ot material uell-bet~g and that o~ the deYelo,meat ot the hlghott motel 

and intolleotual eapacities of the individual • te combined ln hl• 

thOught can be seen trClll "' study ot tats idect about the ttructtatte ot 

governmeut ood polittoal econ~. 

In his essay oft'Rep~eaontative Gover 

are two crtterla ot tbe good tom or gOi/oroooat. llae t1r-.t is the 

crlterl<tn of eft!ciencys tho suceoas tdtll ·:hick tho goveftlment mnkes 

use of the available talent in tb$ eountry to turtho7 tho interests of 

the eitizens and adftnce their material pl'Otpel"ity. Tile $~COftd. tlte extent 

to Wkioh it promotes the montal and mo~al odvanccoent ot the individuals 

ln the communitr- On both the•e grounds Dill a1gues thet representative 

government is the beat possible form. 

In the tlrat place, representative government - best cal~ulated to 

advo~eo the well-being of the citizen$. "Its superiority ln ~oterence to 
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prosent well-being rest$ upon two principles, of as unt.ersal tr~th 

aad applioab!l!ty as any general propositions which ean bo laid down 

reepectlog huoaA attaira. The tlr$t Ss. that tbe rigktl QJd tn,erosts 

of O¥el7 or any pt)tiOI are oaaly tJeoure from boill9 disregarded Mica tbo 

porson inteY9$ted is himself able. and habitually d1spoled, to stand 

up for thee. Tbe aeootad is. tbet tbe tenenl prosperity at~atns o 

greater height. and ls. more widely dtttused. 1D proportion ~o tbo aoount 

and vnrlcty of tbe pertGnal energies eali•ted in proaoting tt." 1 

ftopr~sentattve gov~ent. then, ls ettlclent in tho Bentb~lte ens of 

promotlno the pr sent well•belng and me\erlal prosperity of the citizens. 

To the nooud Cl'ite-rloll Mill glyes t1 much more extetlstYe treat.meat. 

Repregcntatlve uovernmoat, he teele, la on lntaluable means to the 

dov~lopment ot the lndlYidual cherocte~. The treat value of representative 

demoeracy.ls that lt takes tho individual out of the p&tty etrclc ~f bls 

owa prlt~te and tcmlly lutere•t and kes him teal pa~t ot a wtder 

•oomuntty. The •ee~slbtllty ~li•d tn being a11QW3d a voice tn the 

otfatrs of the natioft has on ODDObling ofteot upo1 buman Gh•~aoter. The 

tblltty and tho duty to take part tu tho public attalrs ot the c~1unlty 

as a WbOlo lncreoscs man'$ morel ttature. "Ho 1s called upon, while ao 

eagnu•d. to tte!gh iuterest.s not hl• own: to be guided. in case ot 

conttlcttng eta~•• b7 another ~lo than his p~tvete p rtlalities; to 

npply, at overy t.urn, principles and raaxtnus wbloh have tor their renton 

of extstQace the oo.on good: alld be u~t~ally find$ associated with hlm 

la the same w:trk mind• 130fe farnil tarieed thara hts DUD wl th theae idea• 

1 Essay oo Reprenn~tive Go•orMOOt , Chapter III, Pale 206. 
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aud operations, Ubo•o $tudy tt will be to supply ~easons to hls 

undorttandlllg, and stimulatlon to hls teelln~. tor the general interost. " 1 

Mtel'& the opportunity to take pan in t ho publte attr.lil't of tile eoanunlty 

does not exist on the othol' lulnd, the tndlvtdunl•.s oo:ral ttn~ 1ntellectuol 

deftlopueztt tdH be stunted. Ho will b$ tapritoJted, as St were, ln the 

n rrow clrclo of hls own teltlsk iatereets. nNhor~or the sphero.ot 

action of bumon beiags ls ottittolallf clrcumaor1be4 tbeir sentiments 

ato nQrrowed and dwarfed ln the .aoe proportion. Tho food ot feeling 

is nctloru CYea dolltestlc attectton ltv•s upon voluntal'Y good ottlces. 

L&t a person haYo nothlag to do tor hls country, end he will not care 

for lt.• 2 Representet1vr goYernoeat ts tbas the be•t poeslble for. 

of goYernrneDt both because It best serves the well ... be:lq ot the cl\l~~ens 

aad. t110te klponontlJ, beoouso lt ls on lanlttoltle mean• to the gyowt!a 

ot bUIDtn character and ptfSOnaltty to ltt t\111 atoture. "It Is both 

more tn'JOurable to present good governr~eDt. and prtmotes a bettet and 

higher tor. ot national cbaraetar, tbaa tDJ other polity ~aisoever," S 

Jn ·~u•s treatmeat ot ecooo.ic probl • we ftnd agatn that he makes 

cott:t.ant us., of these two critertn.. To teke ouo exo11plo• MUl edvocotea 

the f,Yttem of peasont proprlatorshtp4 both because bo teols tbet' 1t .tll 

be efticleot at tho mator1al lCYGl and because he thinks it ~ill be a 

meant to the lntp\'OYeutent aatd de:reloJQont of olleraoter. In the first 

plaoe, p~snnt proprletorlblp 1s likely to be ~ttl~ient because the 

1 Essay on llepresentativo Governn"nt, Qaptel' III. pngo 211. 
2 Ibid. , page 204. 
3 Ibid. , page 208. 
4 (In bis • oliticel EConomy and elsewhere, noticeably in his 
~e1 :m Irelaad), 



peasant will feel a dlyeet lntMest ln bts land and will be prepared to 

work hard aad make tacriflces to tend on~ improve lt. Tbe DOgie of 

property turns sand into gold. In the second place. l:f land were mmed 

by the people who tilled it tho penaants would gnln o tense of 

respoD$lblllty, a capocitJ tor ~lsdom oad foresight. The advantages 

ot peasaat proprietorship, ln tact, were bot h material ond moral • 

• lbe aame erlttrio con bo seen in Mill s treatment of such quest ions 

as the ownership of lndusttlol property. He seams to have thought that 

a system of co~opcrattve ownorehlp Wbereby the tao,ory would be OHned 

by the men who uorked in it and managed by qleeted nsanagers, wos 

superior to one of eapltallst enterpl'lse. <lUI's interest in the syatt~m 

of eo-operative ownerehlp ean be seen in many passages of ~Is 'Political 

Economy•. He s keenly Interested lathe growth of the movooent to.ards 

such co-operatlfe ownerthlp and even cont~ibuted to a fund to belp 

sustain one of the co•operatlva enterprises against unfolt competition 

from capitalist ownert. ) On Ueone bond he thought that co-operative 

ownership was likely to be eff1e1ent ln the economle sense as the men 

would feel a direct interest ln the ettlcloncy of the enterprise and 

would be preparod to mrk liard to make lt a suoeoss. On the other bond. 

be felt that the sense of taking pert In a co-operatl~ Yentur~ as a full 

member ond the experience ln•olved tn partlclpatlag In the manng ent ot 

the affa!rl ot o great business concern would be on invaluable Qeana to 

the moral and lntolloctual development of tbe men coneerned. 



On tllo same prtne1ples he ccmdQr:uted the eapltollat system lts 

ladu1Jtl'Y as lt operated at that tinMt. He felt 'hut 1 t was both 

taetticlent as a means of pl'Oduetlon ond '*-'fair itt the dlstrlbutloll 

of material goods& wklle lt was alae lntclloetual!J and sotolly 

stuetlag, A syst001 !n uhle• the owners of taototl&s hire mon tor 

wages to work tot tbem 111 not U.ttoly to be the ust eftlclma~ The 

.oa bove no lncentlve to work hard tor any lacroaeod protlte awe 

t~ply take~ by the owner. Tho men, ln toat. have every reason to 

&blck if 'dl9y con got ••r with it. At tho soruo time the •Y tn 

whiefl tortal ret~~B"'s wero dlst'llbuted under tbat sy•t as lt 

t~ea s was possly uotatr. Sueb rewrds were dt~stTlbuted. "almost 

ta on tu.orse ratio to the labour • tho lergost po~tiona to those 

0 llnd lover workod at au. the uext largest to thoae t$oso t'JHk 

ts olaost nominal and so to a dotcendtng scale. • •••• until tbe 

MOSt totigu1._ an<1 cxhous.Ung bodl17 labour eara.not count with oe~aln~y 

Oil bei119 blc to ean eYen the oeetsarles of lite ..... " 1 Tile 

eapltnlltt syatem. tben. (a$ tt exlstod t11 1852) •a to be coademncd 

for !ts tneft1e1oMy in terms of Boutlulllhe .staadnrds. It .as also 

to be COISf!emnod, rUU thoU{11lt1 be~use it 8t~ted tbCJ morol and 

lntolleetuel dcvelopmeat of the labourer. BJ treating labour &G Q 

COI!lllod1 ty tile labourer s turn•d into SOI't ot hired sl3ve. Be 

Wll otven llO direct interest In the WJ'k he ~ .. engaged Upoft and 110 

pert tn the dlrectlon ot the "'erprl••• Soolt a state of otfnb:• 

deprlYed the labourer ot any atlmulut to mo:r41l and !ntelleetual 

odfene«:~ent od foreod blm baek on pul'OlY se1 fish lntorests. 

1 Pr!aelplos of Political Eeonooy. e(L Atbloy, Longmons, 1909 • 
text of Seventh Edition, 1871, utth notes on the significant 
ohaagea oode tn ~he flrtt elx odttlons - Book It, Chapter I. 
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In these ex&J!lplos, as t~ have seen, rAUl judges the 'falue of 
.,. 

tnstitutlon• accordlag to two crlt•rla, the tendeoey of anything to 

promote material 'vell-being and l.ts tenden~y to the improvement of 

character. J.s. 1111's ethleol . thought. indeed, seema closeat to thet 

of Aristotle. His Ideal is like Aristotle's, a etate of well·bolng, 

n condition in Which tbe individual 1~ tunotlonlng at his best. Ltke 

Aristotle too, moreover, he seamt to hat'e thought that th1s atate 

l'eqvired as 1 tt bad a a minimum at least ot aate.-lal welfare. 1 Titus 

we find Mill acc~pting the erlterJon •t etftclency tn the Bentbamlte 

sense eloagside the aore important ldoal of tbe full deYOlopmelt of 

ht11J18D pers.,a.allty. l'his latter ls tor 1111 tbe •r" Important: the 

very centre of his ethical thlnktag. In the Beotbnoite s,rsto. the 

indlvldttol bad been Important merely as the·unlt Gf oalculetton, 

tile ul ttmate sabj eot ot plea tare OY pata. In Mill • s sJstem the 

tndlvldual. w1 th his potentiol eapacl ties, becoaes the very eentn of 

the _pleture. If Mlll 0 s system it to bo coiled Utllttarlan atoll lt 

mntt be .ttb strict ~alttlcattont. Be ttlll thOught that the 

erl terlOJ) of right oad wrong must be $ought la tbe teJtdaney or anythiag 

to pl'Ornote or detract from bumaa well•belng. Bts ldeo of wtaat 

conetltuted well•belng, however, involved tbe eolloeptloa of tho 

developaent ot the high~lt lu humoa naturo, a ooneeptlon quite foreign 

to Bentllam, As he hlmselt expresses 1t • "I be•e ne\'er. at leaat slnee 

I bad any eonvletlone of fii'J o•• belo~ed to the bezurrolentlai'J souP­

kitchen school. Though I bold the good of tbo speoles (or rather ot 

its aeparate units) to be the ultimate end (rmieb l$ the alpha and omega 

1 vide Aristotle, 'Ethica Nicomachea', Book 1.8 in 'The Works 
of Aristotle ' , ed. Smith and Ross, O.U.P. 1949, Vol. IX, 
10998 - 1099b. 
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of my Utllltarlanlsm) ! believe with the tullost bellof that the end 

can ln ao otheT WGJ be torworded but by the means you apeak ot, aamelJ 

by each toklftO for hlt oxcluslve ainl tbe develotaent of what h beet 

in himself.• 1 

It ls .lntcrcsttag here to compare tbe ttbleal poal tion uhich 

Mill artivos ot with that of Jolm Locke. SuperflciallJ thel'e oould be 

nothing more opposed to ~eke's 'Nntunl Latt• motolity than that of the 

BenthOQltet which fo~~:~~ed tbc starting point of J.S.. Mill's ethical 

thought. Bentb dellghtod 111 pouring soorn 011 the theory of 'Natural 

tow• and aaturol rights. Cit uae indeed certaio passages ln Santham•s 

wort ln which thls condemnatioB .as expressed that flTtt lmptcssed tbe 

young John Stuart ~111. "What tbus tmpreased me was (bo Cbaptet in uhieb 

Bentham passed judgment on the common .odes of ~easonlng in morals and 

legl.slatloa, deduced fr011 phl'&ses like 'law of nature,' 'right reatum, • 

•.the •ral seose, • 'natural reet! tudo, • and the like, aad ebataeteri~d 

thee as dogmotltm in disguise, lmposlng lts s~ntlaents upoft ot~rs 

under eover of soundlag expressions tmich eonvey no reason tor the 

sentiment, but set up the sentiment as Its own 1'081011," 2) 

, Al tbough Bentham ism was radically opposed to the 'Natural Law' 

theory which torme·l the moet lmpottaat ltYOnd in Locke's etbleal thought, 

there •re eleeats ln Benth8lllisnt which aGI'G remarkably close to aome ot 

l Letter t., Tbema!P Carlyle, 12 January, 183-1, 'Leiters ot Joho 
Stuart ~ill'• ed. Eliot, page 92, 

2 Autobiography, Chopter III, pago 54. 



tete•a maln prlaclple$. I ha•e thowo above tbat there ~•• a hedontatle 

,trand in Locke's ethical thought and that Locke sometime• lndentifiet 
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JOOd and evil with pleasu.-e nd pala. This hedonistic t heory wae rcconoiled 

with tho Natu~al Low ethic by tho assumption that God. bf superanturol 

rewards and punltbments. brtngs tho dictates of JOtlonol self-interest 

lnto accord with v.ttat Is in ittolt right. (See eboYe. Chapter 2.) 

If WIJ'e to exelude frcrJ Locke • s theory tbe operation of the n.tty ~ 

ahould be left with sometldng very like the st•l'tl~~g pOlJlt of "entham.ite 

Uttlltarlaotsm- <It Might even be argued tbnt th~ gorernoent, tbrougb 

the roodlUl:l o:t low with lts attettdant reoeru aad punt•laents, pleys very 

much tho s e pan lo Btmttiant•a syateaa that God does ln Loeke•s. Xt 

brlrags sol t-taterest into line m. U the social good.) 

Then agala, Poothom•s syste:a. lite that of ""kc. s tbotoughly 

ratlonallet·ln cboroetor. hher~ Locke assumed a 1$lt-evident tJttem et 

~tarat ~w tho Bcnt bemltes equally oasumed that eertaln principles of 

hUIIaD conduct .ere lnduhltnhlo. They old not attempt, any moro thaD 

Locke did• to baso their CODcluslont about lum I motivation and mo~al 

values on any emplrteal study of the value jvdcJements mea do actually 

oak~. It waa lndeed because they took tbe1r first principles s selt­

'QYldont wltltout oothortoo to see ftbettter they t'fero really 1" accord wltll 

h~en psychology that they were able to construct their ne,t and sl~le 

syst$!1. tlbat ts more, Bon'bDQ•s systom, like that ot Locke. depcllded 

OD tbe oasuoption that moral conduct is ratto11al eonduet. In Bentham•• 

case, aornl oondilet timply meal!t action tn oeeordanee with a correct 

ealculation of pleasures ann palos, <One ot Bentlam•s grootost errors 



tadoed loy in the a stQPtion that bwlan beings always do act ia 

aceordanee w1~h such rational eolculatlons. He felled to observe that 

ttumon motives al'C teallJ' ttUeb mOto coaplioatcd thaa tbis and that the 

st1'enotb ·of the ooslre for anytb!Bg is not neees"wllr proportional 

to the pleasuye likely to resul t tram obtaining lt.> Beathamlt~ 

Utllltori nlao, then, the atartlug potnt of J.s. 1111•a ethical thought, 

s not ~lly to opposed to the Loekelan syutem s alght at first 

appoor. As J. s_ Mlll•s thought developed, ~orco•ew, lt came ati~l 

clo.GOI' to Locke's eoatnl ideas. Tile alA tllemo ot Loeke•e ethical 

thought s tb3t rlgbt conduct consisted tn action ln accordance 

ttlth the law of reason. Han was a morn! bol~V1 auperlor to tho brute 

by Y~rtuo ot bls possoaston of. reason Wb1ch made lt possible tor him 

to apptehGnd tbls law and obey 1 t knowingly. Rigbt eonduet ~uJ ratloaal 

conduct aad bec:aus En 'DS o ntlonol being this r.teant actloa in 

aeeordanee with bls nature. Tbe centzal point ot Mill's othtcal thought, 

as 10 lln'fo s u, la to be found tn his Cl}fteoptloa of happiness as the 

tate tn ~toh tho individual realises to tbc full his lntolloetual and 

coral capaetty. It Ss. 1n foet . as we might be t~tad to say. the 

condltloa an!Yed at wben moD aets tn secord cdth his re8l nature. 

tiowever ~t tho differences betwoon tbe etbleal tdcas of Locke ond 

John Stuart Mill may teem to be, then. tbere ls in ~altty a great deal 

ot COI8I!)OQ gl'ound between tho two thinket-s. 'lblt similarity beo~es more 

obYloua men t./9 conelder Jolm Stuan 11111•o ooneevtlou ot tftadom. 

••••••••••••••• 
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CIIAP'l'ER T 

'lbo problo:'J of bOtt to to40JSeilo the appa1:Mt treedom ot h~n choice 

wttb tho unhrersnl con•tttaty"'Y of causal laus uas one nlt1clt wolgbcd beaYllJ 

oa the yowaa John Stuatt 11111. a. tell' uo 1n his 'Auioblogropby* thnt 

1 t s one taetot ln his state of deprosdoo at the tfmc) ot his oca_tal 

orltln: dur!Dg tllo latet &-etnra• of my dojcetloli. the doctrine of ubnt · 

Is called Philosophical Nebos$1ty wotghed oo ay oxtctoneo 11k~ nn 

lacubus. 1 tolt as lt 1 ~ scteutifieally proved to be the helpless 

slnvc of e11teeedont clrcumste~ace•: a• it t:llY dtaru~tet' end that of all 

otbel's ud bean fotmed for us bJ Q{lenele$ ~oad tMJr control. and una 

tlholly 0\lt of our ow powr, u 1 

To Ullttontond tho noturo of the pl"Gbl tlblcl.t toeod hie and tr~e ~ 

he trled to nat r It it 1s nocossoJ'Y. to e•stder his theorr of eausatio11 

ln genofftl. In ble 'System ot Logie.' r 111 adopts e posltioa VIY1:1 close to 

th mptttct• ot Dn'la t~t.ttto. Ho nteepts t he vtew that th<! source ot ell 

OUl' knowlo~e rnuat be tuund 'ln oxpor!anoe and tbat. "It JIJ&Y• tbereto.-e, 

nfoly be leld down os o trutlt both obYioua tn itself, aod addtted bJ 

oll wh it 11 nt p~esent ~ ess ry to toke into consideration. that of 

tbe outward world. we know and con kuow absolutely ~aoth1ng. ox.eept tbe 

sensations which tre cxpcrlenec from it. • 2 Our l;nowledgc ot the cmtel'Dol 

!TOdd. then, ls conttned to soasatlon nnd Uill even argues in ltis 

•ExamtnotlOtl ot Sir 111Uam Uamil too'o Philosophy* thot external real tty 

1 Autoblogropby. Chapter v. page 143. 
2 A Sy1tem ot Logic, Book I. Chapter III, Vol. 1. paqo 67, 

9th Edition, Longmans, 1675. 



must bo defined as •o pe!IIBnant posslbillty ot son88t1en." llle sane 

ls true, 1 10reovor, of our kn0t1ledgo of our 0tm ttiada ond, .. All Mhlell 

t:o are at re of. e'len ln our own mlads, is Hn the tm'dS of Jnme$ 

Nill) o corta!n "thread ~t conseiousness:" o aeries of teeltags. 

tltnt 1s of sensations, thoughts, emotions ond volltlons, IIOTe or loss 

nwerous nn etlt!lplleatod ... 1 

Stanlag tJ.tun till$ basis ba accepts also t he Jlumelcuz erltleism 
. 

of enusatlon. . The only eyldenee • coo pos11hly hn1'e to:r ally eausal 

sequenco h obsened C'mstont cuoco•siou~ The!'e is no pon!bility 

of discovering n priori that "a" auat be toll.&red by .. b" ttor caD our 

knowleci]e that "b" docs in t~t h~ys follow "a" nnount to the 

10lJ1001 certainty of a deductlva pt()Ot. All oa~ bowlndge about tile 

r o.l world. then, must be b..,ted upon lnd\!ot1oD fnm experteneo. 

(Mill's treatD&nt of the ~hods of lnduetion. hOWOfe~, thOws that be 

uos not really a eoRsistent CQpiricist. Be al~s n1s that there 

must ~ tixod tutd dople l•tl$ behind the flow of event s. · rr~~e eaJplex• 

ltles of his poattioa .. "oxparicctielist" yat not uQmP1rio1st• ... ltawe 

been anolysod by R. P. Artscbutz. 2> 

Though NUl nce~ptcd tho new that our kJ)O\ltlcdge of tko . y 
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eYcnts occur oust o built upon induction fr~ experlcoee he novertheleas 

bolteved thnt o~st oeeopt the proposition thnt tbo course ot nature 

ls unlfora. 'the ptlnclplc ot tbc Uniformity of Nature, be arguce. is 

1 A Syttom ot Lagle, Book It Cheptctt . III• Vol. I, page 68. 
2 J?,P. Ansohut~. •ne Philosophy ot J.s. 11111 '. t?::fort4 1953. 



81SGDtlal tO the YOlldlty Of the lnductlvo preces•• nwo MUit firSt 

obae~e. that there is o ,r1netple implied la the very statement of 

what Induction 1t; on nssuoptlow with fOQOtd to tho cour1e of nature 

ond the order of the universe, namely that there are such things in 

uature as panllol eases; that .aet happ~ns onee, will under o 

sufflclant degree of simUotlty of cireumstonoet, bappea ogaia ond 

ftOt ODly again, but os often as the ~a~~e eire staJJeos retur." 1 Thle 

prloelple, th ls "the tundomental principle, or gonorol axiom, of 

tnduetton•.2 Mill, however. does not nee~ to suggest that lt Is know~ 

a priori. On th contra.,-, lt b "itscl f an··1nstonce ot induction 

ond t.nduettoo by no ooaos ot the most obylous kind." 3 Tills prtnelple. 

m!leh ls to be tbc basis of oll our el'gUm011ts l:rotzt experianeo, mutt 

Staelt ba•e boon deriwed ~ oxpe~lonoe. 1hc quostlon then e~lses. 

"in what sense tben can o priaclple, whleb la so tnr from being ou~ 

oorllest tnduetton, bo regarded as our rTCnt tor ell tho 'othors?• 4 

B!s onswor to thts ia thttt tho prineipla of tke uniformity of nature 

forme the looicol bosis of ~or belief in the volldlty of any particular 

lftducttve aYgUI:l()ftt, It ofty proof is required of such sa arg~at. the 

prtnc!ple of the uoltormlty ot nature will hove to be invoked as the 

tnnjol' pl'«lise frO!l tlblc.h such o proof caa be doduaed.· <In this ugument 

IIUl i• lending' hbnself into oll klnds of log teal d!fficul tioa. 11loy 

are dlftlculties. ~oreovor, ot hts own ereatlon; the result ot yteldlng 

to tllo tm.ptstloa to trr to tum lnduetivo nrg1m1eetc tnto the dodu~tive 

to~. l1ibat be ls trying to do hero 1s to turn partteular induetloas into 

1 A System ot Logie, Book III, Chapter III. Vol . I, page 35541 

2 Ibid ... , pogo 356, 
3 Ibid. 
4 Ibid, 



tke deduot!te tom by th~ aseumptlott of n universally 1ctlld prtaotple 

of tha unt.fonnity of n~turo. Tbe ettempt h a tnmtporflmt failure 

boeause. ns he ndnlts himse1f9 the principle trOfll whielt tha validity 

of other lnduetiv~ o~nta ts to be deduced. is itself o partlculatt 

bduct; ve argunaeat. Indeed, port ot the ~videao$ for the t-ruth ot 

the wider prinolple 1s sioply the validity of tko pertleular lndtlct!Ol'lt 

of Which the one in quostion it an exnmple.) 

· Tho pri~tolplo ot the unitormU;y ot mltur~ ts tl1erefo:rc the 

UltimCJt$ ·premise ld all OQ$fS Of illdUft.lOJS but in J.ts general tom it 

is too vague to fol!m the bnsls ot sctetttittc rgumeat. Ue 10od to 

koow more than just tbat nature ts unit~. ~ Deed to kDow that 1t Is 

ualform in one cedatn respect 1, e, ln 1:espeet ot suecesglon. It wa 

sre to bo able to argue about the futuro, or indeed the past. we ~ust 

dls~over SQac low ot succession &ad uTbl$ tundnmoatal !ow must te&Bmblo 

the truths of goomet~ ln their most remarkable peculiarity. tl~t ~~ 

tattter being ln abf iJletance t1hntever. defeated or hJ)(4rsemd by any 
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cha .. of circumatnnees. " 1 'Ibis lnw is· tllo law of uRiVUI:ll oausation: 

the letr thnt,'t'or evetY evant thor$ extsts GGIIO eoaminattOJl of objects (Jf 

eveats, some utveD concurrence ot tlt(!!lltttomtet. positive aad negative, 

tht) oceuroneo of wh!ob !a ohmys followoo by that plteuor.mnoa . ... 2 'l'bts, 

like tbo la" of the uniformity of nature, h derived by larlueti<m tr<a 

oq»el'ienee. Tha evldenee for our belief tn its univarsal validity is 



that "the tnth that e••X"Y tnet wldch hot n boglnnlng bas a causo 

t• eoegtensive with humea experience," 1 

Tbougb tnls is so. howovo~. we mu1t Gcecpt lt as universally 

val1t1 ood it ls from this assumption that the canons of inductl•~ 

logic draw their validity. Tbls prlftclpl~, moreorer. afttt b& 

aceeptod tor ~atal events os uell os physieol. This ts roquind 

on Milt• s prtnelplos to make any sotentifle study of kurJan f!Ol!t.luct 
' 

possible. (.J.S. fUll \'139 pnJ'tloulal'ly on11iOUs to ahOfJ tbe po•stbilitY 

142 

of such a setence - the soienec he calls Ethology.> He BJguos, 

therefore. that, "givca the motlvco Wb!Ob are p~oaent to an iodivldual 

mind and given llkewi$e tba chnroctor nnd dlspoeltion of tho indlviduol 

the waarmer in whi~h be t1ill oct light bo tU'lOt'ri!JtJlY tnt~ned." 2 

It . .euld •eem. t•an, tbot all burnan actions aro .tnovltably 

deto~m!ned by procodont eondltlo~s ond that buaon freedom ot ebotce is 

no moro than an tllutton. Ulll. h~ver, G nGt prepared to aoeept 

thl•.. He was OOftYineed that llumao belnos do tmve soae part lra tboplag 

their obaraeters and their destinies. Ho bel1e••d• moreover. that a 

conflotlon thnt tbls uos so t~s e~aontiol to ooJnllty. H& ~s faced 

with the problem of holt to roeo.,cllo n boliot that mann botugs do play 

an ae\ivQ port ln the developnent of tholr CMt characters wttb the 

bollot that G"rery mental event ts determined by o set of pracodont 

coodltloos. 

1 A Sfstem of Logic • Book III, Chaptc~ v. Vol, I, page ST6. 
2 lbld, Boote VI, Chaptor u, Vol. II, page 422. 



NUl attempts to answer this probleEl bJ dcmylag that there 1a 

o real eontlict betweta tree will aad uatYorsal ooueattoa. Tbls 

oppateat coatllct arises because of a mlsconcoptlon about cause•• 

Ue tent1 to thlnk that .eause aDd etfoot are ltllked by some tort of 

mog!eal boad so that the eause tore~s the offect to follow. It this 

ml1taken view of the eoutel•ttoct telntlo~ahlp is applied to the 

eausatlon of mental e•eats lt ueoufllete with our conselotumess ond 

JGVolts our teeltags- We are oertsln, that, !a the case of our 

YOlltlons, there ls aot this mysterlOU$ const~alat. We bow that 

we ore not eompollod, ns by a aoglcal spell. to obey any particular 

aotlve.a 1 Tho law of causation, however, does not Imply oay each 

mrat~ious constraint. It aerely states that &Yery event 11 precodod 

by a act of conditions from a knouledue ot which 1 ts oeeuneneo could 

lltlfe beell Intoned. Tilt• doos not imply tbat tb~ro in nny compulslvo 

relation between cnuso nnd effect at all. um. t eJCperloace makes known, 

is the tact of an lnva~lable sequence bet~ o.YOIY eYent and some 

speclal oombina,lon of anteeedent eondltloAs, In such so~t. that 

wheroYer nnd whenever thot ualoa et aateo~dents oxlsts, the ewent doet 

Dot fall to oeeur. Any uat In tbe case, any ne8e•s1ty. otbe~ tbon 

tbe UAnonditiQnal unlveranlity of tho faet, ~know notb1ng of." 2 

He goes on to argue that tho $Olutlen of the probl• lies ln tile 

reeOgaltlon that the wl•has nnd feelings ot the pGrson concerned ere 

themeelves part ot the antecedent conditions Which detGYm!ne tbo eetlou! 

1 A System ot Log1c, Book YI, CPtaptor II. Vol, II, pnge 423. 
2 An Exnminotton of Sir Wllllam Bnm1lton's Philo1ophy, 

3rd Edition, London, Lor~r.tans, 1667, page 5t!O. 



14-i 

h.e pertonat. The oonsolousncss ot freedom ts. he o~t~ues, no mote than 

the eoasclousne$S lbat wo oould hove octed differently if we had ~ ntod 

to. 1he taet that our 1i$hOs are tbcm$elves caused by pre•tous 

elroumetances does not altor the oltuatioa, So long as we believe that 

tbe utsbos of bumaa belngg ore ctteotlvo lo tome extOftt at 1 ~t ta 

dlreetlng their course of action tte l1aVe aU tbnt · rta(tuire tor a true 

theory ot the treodom qf the will~ "thts eoswiedon, •other tcmed 

coasctousnoas or only beltet that our will ls free • whet l$ it? ••• •• 

I ask my consel6uscess ~at t ~o te&l• aad 1 tiad 1adeod. thot l feel 

(or om convineedO that I eould Bad eroa should. hsve chosen the other 

course lf I had pr tttrrod tt, that lt if 1 had liked 1t better: but 

1ot that I could howe oboser. one eour•o 1'.fl1Ue I preferred the othat-," 1 

Ttds theory of thn treedcn of tbe wlll. IUl mtdata1ns, pro•idot 

us with a satlstaotory bnah tor n tbeotY of oonl respounlblllty. To 

say thot amaone ls morally responalble tor ~ytbill{f Is much tbo $tWO 

as ooy!ng that lle eould rlgbtl:v be punished f~r doing or not doillg lt, 

Puntthment is u•ually acoorded to aottons which harm tn11vlduala or 

socio~y as a wbole. The tact thst tueb aetlons proceed inevitablJ fr~ 

motives of hotrod or dlalikc for a eortnta mal ot mankind in general does 

r.~ot meko ut believe tba t they do n1)t de&rle pual stwant. On tho eontnry, 

tbe octioD• whlcb w consider ClOSt wrthy of punlsll!!ent are precisely 

these ~icb wo kftow to beYo been the lDovltoble consequence ef such 

otlves,. Punlsbmont, lttdoed. ls oae of the wys by uttloh we hope to 

1 An Exar'Jln tlon ot Str lfllUem 
pages 565--!166. 



olt~~ theee motives. To ta1 that a ma" eannot do well unless he wants 

to does oot 110ke blm 110rolly tnespoaslble. It is only lf we ignore 

the teet that human wtshos ar~ paftlY respOnolbJo tor huoon eondUet 

thet en toned t.o odopt the ttteory of tatali , 'nth theoi'J doe• 

indeed dost~oy h an moral ret~Glbillty but OAly because it IISQmel 

that our·aetlons are entirely dotermlaed by causae lying outside 

our~~elvea and that we a~ helpless to dO 811Jtbiog obout it O'f'eft it tfe 

want to, 'lbo tboory that It n .actions &l'e ~pon.taaeous 01' uucaused 

would not bo YOIY auch bett~r. It uould 1 d ua to tbo conoluaioa 

thot our octlono and obara~ters ere tho produet ot mere chance. the 

tne theory of tho froo.df.ID ot the wlll molntalns ift oppotition to both 

those view~, "that not only ou~ eonduet but our choraoter, Is ln pntt 

aoeeaslblo to our will: tbat ~ oou, by employing tbe proper means. 

improve our charaetor; and thot it our ehancter 1s sucta tbttt while lt 

remclns ~t 1t is lt necessitatos us to do wroaa. lt wlll bo just to 

opply t: otlYes wbieh will nce&ssltote us to strive for its lopro,emont 

and so e&:Janclpate ourselves tr th$ other neeoss! ty. • 1 

Utll•s solution of tho probl of tlte froedo:n of the will is tor 

froM sotist'actory. Tbo ettempt to reconclle real fl'OedorJ of choiee wltb 

univcraal causation bf OISUQ!ng tbot our own preteren~es ~re part causes 

ot cnar octions and ehoreeters b1·eeks dOMJ as stten at 70u look into it, 

Tbe ditrtoulty is th t oYcn 1f our n1sbes are part caus•s of our acttont, 

tlte.te mshes are theMeelves tile products ot previous eauses. It l$ not 

1 An Exanlnatton ot Str William Haoilton \, PhU(J•aopity, 
page 569. 
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much uso aeytng tlmt wo arc tr~ bceouso 1IMll can in!)WOYO ourselves 

lt t10 .aat to t-Jhcn we cannot balp mnttng what t10 do aotuolly r,rant 

with the exaet stl'enatb that ta wo.st it. 

In spite of its failin~. ho~~or. ~ill's theory ot the treed~ 

of tb* will does have n o ~portanee tor an understanding of h!s 

idea of trcodocl. In tfl ti'"st plnoe, JJUl bolievos that tbe 

individual is able, to »c:.ne extent ut least. to Jaape Ills o;m 

cl!oractcn:. In 'he saeond p!aca, flo belleyes tbt;t the t'l'$cd<X!l of the 

will constat• in the possibility ef uetlag 1n accordance u!tb ou~ 

wishest dot. as Kant ~uld have bad it, ln aceor~nee wit' aoce 

t"nsoendcntol lotv of our existeeee. ti'reedom, in fact. so tar as the 

rill 18 concer1.1e~ is tbe frecdaa to act os we wlth • 

••••••••••••••• 

1 
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J.s. uut•a conceptlOil of ·tr~edom ts so Intimately bound up with 

tile cthteal ldeos that to analy•e t~ad dheuss thom sopawtely must sean 

to soae exteat e~tltletal. Tb~ ceatral . tdea.in Mlll•• etblo•l thought 

uas Ills idea ot t he pot4mtirll dig!lity ond nobility of the llvman 

personali ty. Bss· ldoa ot bapptaeas ~$ that ot a Qtate Ia which the huooa 

cho~acter lhouid teOOb 1ts fUllest derelop~eota a ooadition in wbloh the 

highest out! most noble toeulttes function to t~etr full~st extent. For 

•n t•dlvldual to exptess the highest that is ln bim ho m.et d~elop tile 

oboraetertstlc• whlcb beloag to blm at a unique individual. Tbe fl wbo•e 

ellanctttr and opinions arc tbe expyesslon ot hls OWD deliberat& cltolce is 

esaentieUy a mo" noble boiDg tho.n ono mo allOt\18 them to be formed for 

blm by otheTs. "It 1& not by W007lng down Jato untf~ity nll that is 

lndivldQal tn thomselYos, but by cultl~ttag lt• ond callldg lt foith, 

within the U.mlts ~~db)' the rlghta and interests of others, that 

hulan betngs become o noblo an~ booutiful object ot contornplet1on: ••• , . • 1 

And ageto, "Humsn natttttO ls ·not o macbtne to be buUt af'ett a model. ond 

•~t to do· ex~ctly the work pfoscribed tor it, but a treo, which re~lres 

to grow o•d develop lttelt on all sides. aoeofd!~q to the 'cadency ot tho 

tnan•d force• Which make lt a 11Y1ng thlog. • 2 If an 1nd1viduo1 ls to ba 

able to exp~st lllaeelt os an ladlvldual &e mutt be tree, It .ls only when 

he is troe to choose and netually doos exo~dSo that freodOm of choteo 

1 Essay on Liberty, Chapter III, page 120. 
2 Ibid •• ~~ge 111. 
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that humaa persoaalitJ oan be tully dov$loped. ~ human taeultiee of 

perteptlon, Jtu:lgment, dtscdmlnatlYe fceltng, l'ltetttel aetivlt:v. anrt even 

moral pYelHenoe, are exereised only lu makiDtJ a cholee ... 1 It might iadeed 

be erv~·~ that lt a l!l.M allowa hltntolt to be gttidod by others lle J be kept 

out ot ba~a•s __, without tl~ necessity of exereising these faoultles; but. 

Mill a9ks, ~at will be his talue as a b an being? "It renlly 11 of 

lm{)Ortanee. not only what ~:~en do, but also what oaauer of oen they ore that 

o it, Aalona the works of 118n, d1icb hl.IUOD lite is rtghtlJ e"lployed la 

perfecting and beautifYing, tke first in loportancc suroly is ~an himselt.•2 

1be peoultar ovll of depriving a aaa of bi1 trocdom. bowefer this any be 

dole, ls that it c:akoo bir.l less than o man. It prevonts tht) full tlowerlog 

· ot ~n personality ond produces individuals crompod aad ~rpod like treoa 

"cllppod !a to pollords1 or cut out into f1gul'es of tudcals .... , " 3 Thts 

ls tile ccmtral theme of J.s. MUl's detenee of liberty aad ho argues in one 

passaao tha~ , "Ravi~ sold thot in iiwldualtty is tho same thing with 

deYotop::um\, and tbot it is only the cultivetion of individuality whi&)ll 

produces. or can produeo, wll-do¥eloped h1.111an botngs, 1 adgbt beret 

elos..e tho argUQtcnU for tm&t more or better cnn bo anld o! any coadldon 

ot human affairs than \hat it bt-t~gs humon belm,s t!lcmselvos uearer to tbe 

best thing they coa be?q 4 

MUl, howeYol', doot not r~ly ott tbts erg eat alone. 1 have 

sllown in dlseusslng hb ethloal thought tbot t2ill makes use of two 

erlteria in assessing the moral .aluo ot anything. The fl~st and 

oost lmportant ori toJ"!on is whether tbo tblng concerned encourages tllo 

1 issoy oa Liborty, Chapter III, page 116. 
2 Ibid, , page 117. 
3 Ibid., page 120. 
4 Ibid. • page 121. 



149 

dewelopment an.d exprosa1on ot t•e noblest elomenta ln hucaD character. 

Tbe ttecoad criterion ls that of ttsetulnesa Sn a mol'e Boatllwte sense. 

In hls att ltudo to lreodao Mill makee use ot these two er!terlo also. 

His moln OJ!(Juatmt ls tl!at heedom. ts easeattlal to ~!taraeter developneat 

but he argues olso that troedall ls valuable as a caeane to othor ends. 

Fot exnmple, be aruues that the froo dov~lopment of iollvlduallty ls 

es$ential to the continued progress ot the bUmQn·speetest that whore 

eunom suceoeds tn submlttlag everyooe to lts yoke, progross $tope 

and society boc es atagnant. *Tbo greatel' pa't of tbe world has. 

properly epenktng, no history, beeauso the despotism of Cast01 IG complete. 

This lt tho ease ove~·tho ~le Eoet ••••• Aad ~see the result. Those 

netlons must once boYe ud orlgln~lity; they did aot atort out of the 

ground populous, lottored, and versed 1& ny ot tho arts ot llfec that 

made tllecttelvea all this, and re then the greuto•t. and oat powerful 

batloas of tbe world. 1\'het Ol'e thoy now? The subjects or ~pebdents 

of tribes ~osc foretather$ uondered In the forests when thel~$ ~d 

magnlttcent palaces and (J0\'9eous temples. but over whoa custQD 

exercised only a dlvldod rule with ltbowty and prog~o~s. " 1 

The any ln whiCh Mill makes uae ot t~o crltotlon of usefulness can 

perhaps bett be illustrated from his ehnpter on the 'Liberty of Thought 

and ,)tseusslon' in his ossay 'OD Liberty'. In this chapter he nrgue• that 

absolute freedom of thoUght anrl ·expresalon ls esseuttal to tho continued 

tntelloetual progress of tho humoa speetes - •tbe pecu~tnr evil ot 

1 Essay On LJberty, Chaptot III, paao 120. 



sUeoclng the expression of an opinion ts. that it lA tobb!ng tbe hUIDOil 

race; post6Yity as well ns tbe existing genorotloa;, •••• If tbo opintoa 
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is Tight. thoy are dopdvcd of tho opportunity ot exehonuing orrot for 

truths if wrong, they lose. tfd8t is almo$t ~S OreGt 0 benefit, the Gleoret 

perception ond liv4l!f)Y lnpresslt))l ot trutll• pl'odticod by its collilion 

with Ul'Ol"," l 

An opinloo to~ which liberty ot exp'ress1on ls Sottght moy ah.oys bo 

true. The fact \hat tbo:;e who tdsh to suppress it believe it to ~ tal!!o 

does not necessarily tao 1t tbat it ls so ewen if thoto persons ooutitute 

t he vttst majority.. To aasu:l<J tba t boeau$e most petJplc boU.evc an opiniDJI 

to be tclse it oust nocossarily bo so is ou assumption of 1nfallibllltJ • 

an aaslllption t:btieh 11 equally wrong lf lt is made on b<tbelf of soolety os 

o wbole as lt l$ OA the part of a $lngla Jndivi ol. "Yet it ls as otidont 

1n ltsolt, as any amouat of atg nt can ke lt, that ll{let oro bO more 

!»fallible thoR ind1Yiduol9; ovcry nge bavlog beld nJ opl1l~s lob 

s.ubseque~~t cge~ hoyo ~d not Otl!y tslto but absurd; ..... " 2 Bur!an 'beings 

1ndl'f1doally. or in tbe mass. are tor t~ boing infallible. On the 

contrary, •on any matter not eolf~vldeut, there ato nin¢ty-aine persons 

totally 1ncapoblo ot Judging lt for ono who Ss capable: ••••• ~ 3 The only 

fttl&on why rattonol oplnl<>ns end ~sonablc eondutt 1\a on the whOle 

pl'ovallod lt ... ot'ling to quality of the 1mPen r.tllld. 1M soul"e~ ()f eYery• 

tbill{l respectable i n man e1thol' ns an lntclloetual or ns a t»r~l b&ittg, 

namely that his error~ nrc eorr1gible. He is eapnble o! roet1tyidg hie 

oistokos, by discussion ond axpcrianeo." 4 T~ pl'ohibit the exprasslon ot 

1 Essay on Liberty, Chapter II, pogo 79• 
2 Ibid •• pogo eo. 
3 Ibid.. pnge 81. 
4 Ibid. , page 82, 
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oplal~s believed to be !$Ise. than, would be to douy to bumaalty tho 

only means to oontlnU$ tntolleetual progress. Oae •ruusont by Uhlch the 

suppression ot canoln oplatons is ·eomotilnes Jucttfled is tho orgllOeat 

tbet th03' oro soetnlly danoe.-oua• On those growlds 1 t ls argued tbot 

opinions fllBY be rightly su.ppreased ulthout any tmpllod elairn to 

1ufnllibillty. Mtll rejcets tbts arguoent·on t be grounds that lf tbc 

truth or telslty of an tJpitdot.l 11 a $Otter open to dlseutsloa lts 

usotuln~ss is equally- so. Indecdt tho_ sootel valuo of an oplaion 11 

lntlmotely COIItleetod with lts ttuth ond lt is doubtful if a foln oplalon 

oaa really· poss~ss ony lostlug social Yaluo. To atsett that o certalA 

oplnlon eannot be quastio~ed beCause it Is socially valuable conltltutes 

o ·claim t_o lnfalllbUlty just os ~~men as tbe IJ.'UtWOtJt thot an opinion 

oett bo euppress<ld bo&ause it is balleYed to bo telae and. "so fat 4t~ 

the aasuaptioa beinu l•aG objectionable or loss dangerous booause the 

opinion is coJled 1 oral or 1mp'ouo, tbis is th~ coso ot all others ln 

whieh lt is moat tatal. Tlleae are exactly tho occasions oa tdlicb the 

men ot oae gen•rattoa oommlt tbose dreadful mistakes wnieh ~xeite the 

ostoalsJaeat and korror ot postel'.ttJ." 1 

Be atguet further that even tt an optn.t~ b!t false it to wrong to 

tuppl'Ets~; lt. Tilt! fs co because e~n tf the accepted doetrtna be true 

unless lt 1a open to orlttcism it wlll "ba held os o dead dogma, not a 

liviag truth." 2 Such a doct.rino wlll no longer possess tbe force to 



govorn l:len'a att.lot:ll but trill l't1WllD as a ~~&re verbal fol'tiiila. 'Ihc way 

in whiGb thia coa toko ploco ean bo Illustrated. 1111 thiakn~ tram the 

history or Christl oity: "tho ra.axirns ond prceepts contained 11 the 
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New testament. Tbeso are coasidcro~ snored, end ao~te~ as laws, hy all 

profoas1na Cbristlaas. ~et it is scoreely too mueb to tay that not one 

Cbr1st1au la a thousand.guldoe or tests bls 1n~1vidual conduct by reteren~e 

to thoso laws. "1 1hlugs uore vory dltferent when Clarlsttenity was ln ita 

tnt•ney an.J bad to etruggla tor oceeptaoee agaidst pagan religloas. Io 

those <lays even tlae aeokeat kae\1 wt1ot be t:llS t1gbtlng tor. 'tho Cbr1st1a& 

ruleo of lJte ~eally meant a~hlog and people really did dlteot the!~ 

llvet by them to aueh on extent tltet eveu their enatl()S could soy1 

"tee kow tllose ChrletlatJs love cme another" • a statement whick Mill 

tbinkt W3S bardly likely to be made ia his t~. The vet,r uolversalilY 

with Whleb o b0liot 1s nee pted y lu tbe end p~ovo o oeann to lt$ 

rejactlon fol'• •to thut out dlseueslon entirely is oeldom possible, end 

whtm once lt oets tn. bollefs not groundod on oonvlct10tt are apt to (Jive 

wy before the slightest sembltnsoe ot on argumo•t• u 2 Absolute freedom 

ot discussJon. tbt~, 1& valuable aud indeed essontial to eont!nued 

1ntello~tual progtetea ether tbe opinions for wblch th18 freedOm ls 

aounbt ore true or folse. In mo•t oases both the ~etelv~d opinion and 

tbe new opiDlon contain an element ot truth but Aot the w!tolo truth. 

In web casea 1t h obvious tb&t freedom or expression is e&sentiol to 

lttt..oa lntellcetual adwaneo_ 
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Ia thls ehapter, then. lUll arguos for freedom ot dtscu.eslon chiefly 

oa tho grouods that suob frood~ ln ea essential Mont to tho advance of 

huoaD know1Qt1go and to htann prog.ess genernlty. In sO't'eral passagea 1o 

this ch~pter. ~ver, ~a flad reference to tho other criterlol nlso. 

It ls aot only ~uso lt ls ueatul tbot freedom of dlscusslo~ should be 

allowed but becauae the denicl ot sueh fret~ is latell~otually stunting. 

A man who hold!J rm oplnton simply because be ls new~r allowed to heor 11 

queetlone~! doec not hold lt tn a 1'!\Qilftel' wonfty ot a rotlonal bo1Jtg. The 

sUpJWesllon of treed~ ot dlsousi!OD dettaot• hoa the potontial staturG of 

lltann belngn. "A state of thing' itt whlcm o la19e portion of the ~ost aatlve 

and lnqdlrlng latcll~t' tlnd lt advisable to keep the general prineiplee 

and grounds of thelr cenvletions wtthln their owa breos~ s. and attempt, 

ln wbot they addro9s to the ,ubl.tc. to tit aa l:Qicb as they csan of their own 

conclusions to preatses wbleh they hnYe internally rc~ounccd. cannot send 

forth the open, fearless ehoroctBrs, ond leg_lcal. consistent tatellects 

who Gnce ~orncd the thinktna world."! Tho dental of treodoo of discussion 

lne•ltably ennpf oa•1 detoms buoon eberocter. No Olle can be a peat 

thinker unleaa be belief s that bls tirat 4uty ts to tollow hls reasoa 
" 

~et"~ver tt mny leed. •Not tbot lt is aolely, or fthietly, to tom great 

thlekers., thet treedOI!l ot thinking ls requlrod, OD t&e eoottary, lt ts as 

uch and eYen moro lndtspensable to enable overage human bolngs to attain 

tbe mental statuto Which they a~e capable ot.~2 

J.s. Mlll•s coneeptloa ot treedomt then, ls rooted in b!s geno~ol ethical 

blear. B!s beUet in the auprEtSe Importance ot human liberty ls part end 

1 Etsay on Liberty, Choptar II, pago 93. 
2 Ibld •• pago 94. 



pal'cel of hll r~ntle, eyon eesthetlc. couoeptloa of tllc pc>tentlel 

ttobillty of the hUMan potsonollty. At tbc tom$ ttme Nlll doea not ignore 

tbe crlterlon of social utility. Be a~guos tb~t freedoM ts an ••sentlal 

meens to the tntelleet\~1 and tnoterlal progresa ot s~lety ~nd ho 

juttltle$ it o~ tbose grounds also. 

Fteedca regarded la this way as the otte tlal GS tG tile full 

deteloPl\ent or por onollty mttst obY.tously mean the trood<Jm of e 

tudld.dual os n Usdividual. As I have shovm ln n p~tous chaptu <soe 

above, Chapter 4) • Locke oftea uset cxrresdons 1cll SC«l to !edt cote 

tllat he t"eg rded freedom s an attri~te ot aoctety tGth~r than of tde 

tndlYldwl. X have attemptod to show th~t it ~ld be unta1r to interpret 

Locke 1n this y ntd that tho Ubole bast• or h1s eonceptton of freedom ls 

tuch that lt must opplJ to ind1v1duols as in~tvtduols. It is true, bowofor, 

that Loeke tolled to ·real!ao very clearly that tMTG tiOS a potential elash 

between the pdnelpl~ of indlvidu.of freedom and tllat of jorlty rule. 

1111 sees tbls difficulty ~ch moTe clearly, H3 makes it buadaatly eleot 

tho~ it ls the treodOM of the iodividunl as on individual tbat ho ls 

detendiuo and that h8 tears ottocka on that trooda, .frOi.l the sldo of the 

mojor1ty· even l'!lf)rc tbon frOI':I onJt~hero elso. In his osr;ay 'On Liberty• he 
I 

polnts out tlrot ao lonq •s moo wore governed by aonarehs t~oe& iotorests 

were oppooed to tbOse of the cajorlty of tkc population, the people ospirod 

to co more thnn to erect barriers against ~10 tyranny and ~apoeity of their 

ruler, n1be atm. ther<'for-e. of p3trtots uas to .sot Uot ts to the poetev rmtoh 

the ruler aboul~ be suffered to exercise over the ~unity: nnd this 

limitation wos WhGt they meant by llborty. "l In time. h~ver, mea bogoa 

1 Essay on Liberty, Introduetory, page ~ 
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to l'ejcet t he tdea that their rulel'$ must necessarily be an lndepeadent 

pOW3T oppose~ in loterest to th eelvoa. They be9•a to fee~ thot tbGJ 

should be delegRte of the peoplo and reaponstblo to th«t. As the 

stl'Ug{Jlo to bring this about progresead it was thought that it was no 

Ionget aeees~ry to Umlt the pOwer of Nlers. All tllot wos itnportr:mt 

w:1s to mnke aure that tllosc rul n thould be l&mt1f1od wlth tbo people. 

lt was telt that. •n.o .nation did oot noed to be protoctoJ egatnet lts 

owu will. 1\ero m& no fonr of itt tynnatsing over !ttolt. Let the 

nlert be efteetu lly l.'eepoaaible co lt, p~ptly remowble bJ lt, and 

it eOdld •fford te t!UI\ tb .tth powor ot Wbioh it ~~ld itself dictate 

the ~se to bo nade, "' 1 tater, ltOWJYGr, npre tativo dcmocmcy lklcemo 

en ettabllshed fact over a lat1)e aHa of tile *)arth. Onee tbts ln\d t keD 

plaet the true state of affairs 164m appa.attt. "It wa• tt'0\'1 

pehft1Y&tt thst tuch phrases os .... lt..g wert~~eet". ttrtd ."the powe~ ot 

the people ovey tberaselYes." 6t not oxpwess the true state of the cn1e. 

Tlse "peopl " who exercise tbe l)OffH l'Q not al ys tho people with 

tlloso ovo~ 1t ls ex~i8C!d: ond tlto "aetf-govor•nent" apokeu of la 

aot the govoNltOtlt ot each by bkt elt, but of ch 1)7 all tho ~at .. " 2 

Tile populeJ" will moans ln pnetice tho ttlll ot th 118jorl.ty aJJd it 11 

quito po84lhlo tbtJt the mfdority wUl wish to tyraanSsa twel' tbo minority, 

"The 11mltet1oa, thereto•e. or t.bo potl(tl' of goYGYtJ!lent ovor i~td!Yldual• 

loses none ot lta 

accouotallle to the ooulttudty ...... " 3 '11le dongor to the liberty of the 
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lndlvtduol lnYolYed 1n plaelag gotatGaeatal pGNet 1• the h8~df ot 

pel'eona elected by the majority •• oae tllllcb t.ftabled fUll ,.,.,. deeplr. 

Bts etsay on ·aep~tootatl'fe GovetJaeDt' was letgely ~aef)med with tho 

attempt to flnd an adtuer to thlt ditflculty. 

f!lll .telt that tho danger ot maJority t)'lta•ny .as mad~ aueh lliOre 

sevewe by tho exletlng method ot elec~loft lo Great Brltala. ere 

representatives ~~ eleoted to represent eonltltuOBalet and where a 

seet in Parliament •$ given to tbo \dlln6r by o bare Qajorlty wltlllu tile 

oonstttueney tl\o tmjortty alone •• repret•ntod. 'ftto mlao-rtty had 110 

rept~eoatation at all, In o rap~tentatlve syitern lt ts aeoeesarlly tho 

cose that the views ot tile ojorlty •hall ptcwaU but. 1111 asks, "doea 

it follow that tile minority •~tould hofe ao t~eaeatetitoe ot oll? 

Bocouse tho Jl8jol'lty ought to prevail o.•r tllo mlllor1t1, n•t tbe mojorlty 

hnYe all the votes, the ~~~orlty none? Is lt n~eo•sawy that the mldorlty 

•bould •ot etG~ be heard?ttl Uadel" liUCil a qstem it b . J)O&Ilble that tho 

~rs of Pe~rltamont will represODt no ore tbna a bol'e Wljol'1ty ot the 

eleetort lD tbe COuntry. Oil tbote membttS proceed to deeld& tblngs 

by o. bol"e ranjorlty of tbamtolve• lt is qutte possible tllat tills '\18jortty 

ul a mojorlty" f.lltlY not evea represent tile views ()t tbe raajo1'lty ln tile 

eountry. llnorlty oroups, on tbe oth~r bend, ~leh may hav~ coasldorablo 

strebgth In tho eount17 are dlsenttottchhed al tOgetll&r. Undel" $UCh o 

SJftGm the~ ls evewy eoooutag8Ct0tlt for the mejo1'lty to ty:raa.,ls·• over 

tbe lllOflty and there ls no reason to suppoee that they tdll be aJty oore 

loatb to e~oreito that power tbaa ~norahs or •rlstoeracles. •suppose the 

1 Essay on Rep~oseotottve Government. Chnptor VII, pouo 257. 



majority to bo qbites. the mlaorlty aagroee, or vlce ve~sQa lt Jt 

likely that th~ ~Jortty .ould allow equal justice to tho minority? 

·Suppose tbe majority Catbolles, the minority Protestants. or the reversoa 

will there llOt bQ tht same danger?"l 

15T 

'llle moat obvioua danger, 111 tllougbt, ~• tbot Gf the tyraMY ef a 

tingle class. "Ia all eountrles, thoro ls a ~orlty of pior, a mlaorlty 

ttho, la COfttrodls-tlnetton, lllay be eallod ~lcb. Between these two· cln•sos, 

on mnny qttostiGae, ther~ ls complete opposition of apparent lntereu. "2 

In e t,ystem of representative gO¥erncont there .as o •erloua danger tbot 

tile poor would tJn.nn1H ov~ the rteh. '.t.'hls danger ws not loascncd by 

tbe fact tllat tbe exerGlSf) of such tf1'8MY would be contra~ to the teal 

long•tel'ln llltero•ts of tbe poor t;l,u•os tbeoselYes for "It ts !tOt wbnc 

their Interest ts, but whut they suppose !t to be• that ts the irlportont 

consideration wttb ~apect to their tonducts ••••• "3 tkls donger could 

aot be entirely alleviated by aqreloctornl system othe~ than thot of a 

reetrloted franeht•e• !ill felt, boweve~. that the danger could bo auch 

reduocd 1 f a I)'s tam ot propor1.Unal representotton oY wbot he called 

•persoaal represontatloa • \1Mre sub8tituted tor tbe existing oloetoral 

procedtm). 

Tlse plan ttlieh &1111 adYOcoted \1108 tbat proposed by lr. Hal'e. It• 

obj oct was to •~ure tho .-eprosentotion ot nll points ot view ln proportloo 

to Uelr st~GD9th ln t.bc eountry as a whole. The pl'OYislont ot thls plaa 

were coapl tea ted. The centrnl idea wos that o sent ln Parltoment llbould 

1 Essay on fteprose~totlve Govcrncent, Cbaptor VI,· page 249/250. 
2 Ihld.. page 250 .. 
3 Ibld. 



1 

be v l9en to 1111 candidate llbo obtained a certain number of Yotf)s, Eyery 

Yotar would be aUO\:fed to cnst Ills yote tor oay eaadldato on~te ln the 

oountry, To avoid tbe doooer ot vetes being: piled up needlessly for 

candidates who bod alweady exceeded tho mlnlmum requll'Cd 'he voter would b$ 

ellowod to voto tcrr a list of om:tdldatee in order of pyefereaee. 'Iben it 

Ids tlrst eholeo was already el~eted his voto .ould be givea to the second 

eholce. and •o oil, Ia this way. 14111 hOJ)(!t\ it would be possible to ensure 

tllbt ('JffYIY mtnor ~ ty gl'oup t represented by n lll&ISbet of membe:ts of 

Porllt.tleat pYOporttoa~l to ita Yotlllt ttr ngth lD tile countlT• One of tb.e 

gt'oote•t llel'lts of tills SJStfll, lUll thought, watl that lt provided tor the 

rcpreaeJttetlon of tho aoro blgbl:V educated oasbors of society In pro{)Ortle 

to tbelr nl9bere tn the coantl'Y• 'ftlts was portteularly imp()rtect boeause. 

"the only qunrtcr in Whlcb to look for a aupploment. Gr cornploting 

eorreotlYO, to tho lnttl"ets ot n demoeretlo majority, le the tastraeted 

oloorityo ••••• •I It a of the utno1t importau~o tbat proY1•lon $bould be 

~do for tho election of ropretentottve• Gt tbia group for although tholr 

Duobet& in Parlloment •lght be soall they aould ot least be ablo to mnke 

thelr views ho rd and their knowle~e would give tJs• on influei!M out of 

proportloo to tbolr•ero VOting atrengt~ "Tho tn1truoted minority would• 
I 

tn the aotual voting. count only for tbclr uumbe~s. but as a coral power 

they would eoot tor caueiJ ClOre, ln virtue of their kaowledge, anrl of tho 

influence lt would olvo th~ over tbe rest.• 2 

· · Mtll bid the highest hOpos t•r the beneficial etfeete of thie system 

lo omollorottno. tbo d.'l~r• of ~mjortty tYl'DIUIJ• H ~ was not prepared. 

2
1 flAY on Representative GoveriW:lent, Chapter VIt. page ?68 

AUld • • . pogo 269, - • 
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to reraala content wlt.h tltot. aloae, Ia addlttoa to the syst• 

,f po~sonal representatioa he sugoested a eompllcated syst ot plural 

rotlng. On tills ~e~hetae e.ery adult, w1 th some few urdmportan t exeopttons, 

• to possess o Yote but those of hlgber educational attainments were to 

be given additional votee 1n ooeordnneo with tbolr ttoge of edueatlonal 

ottal~nt. ~o avold any unt~1rnoss the qgalltlcotJons reqalred for tbo 

exoretee of aore thou o•c vote uerc to be obtalaed bJ oxnclnattons open te 

all. In these ys Mill thought It would be posslblc to obviate the 

most SO'tlous danger of maj or1ty tyranny anlt to provide tho means tor tbe 

expression of orlglnnll ty ond · tndcpendeneo ot thought. 

Al tbouglt 1111 teo red the cbngOl" of maj orl ty ty~rmy through the 

tnstru ... ent of gove..-nmental porrer a.ad tr~ed to f.llld a moans by tthich tbll 

donger could bo obviated ho did net bollo\tO that tho only danger to· 

individual fnedm trcx:1 tho tuljot!tr lay. in their eontrol of polltieel 

powo:r. On ·tho contrary, he foar-od that t}U} tyttuuty of the majority m!gllt 

be oxerelsod ln othor ways Just as dangerous to lodlvldual troedoal and 

cromplng to humon eelf•dotelopment. nL1ke other tyrannies, the tyranny of 

the .ajority s ot first, ond is still vulgarly, beld la dread, ehiefly 

os operatlJtg through tho eet1 of the public outborltl.,c, But reflootblg 

peraCNts pertelved tbnt wtsea soe!ety ls ltt~lt the tnant • society 

oolleetlvoly over tbo separate lndl•ldnale Who eompose It ~ lts moana ot 

tyrannlslag are not roatr1ctod to the nets which it moy do by the bands of 

its pol1t1eol funetionotlos." 1 Even aore daogorous than the tyraftfty of the 

the majo.-lty through the means ot polltlcal ~r ls the tymnny of 

1 Essay on Ltborty. Iatroduotory. poge 68. 
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' ablle optnloa, "a aoelal t)'ftiUIJ 110ro f0111tld:able Uaa many kinds of 

tOlltieal opprossioa. slnee, though not usually upbQld b,y toeh oxtteme 

pennlttos. lt lea•es fewer mean• ol eteape. peaetrottng maeh 110re deeplJ 

Into tile details of lite. aud ensla'fing the soul Itself. ttl 'l'llla danger 

1!11 bBllefed to bo one wbtob was likely to grow rathe~ than to diMlnlsb. 

The tendoncy ~~ all the Ghanges taklag place in tho world was to st~engthea 

the power of society vls•l·•is the individual. T&e tendency ot maaklnd 

to wlsb to lmpos~ lts (}181 oplnicms as:rulc9 upon other poople uos so 

. strongly suppo~tod by 118ny of the noblest. os 11 as the WOl'st. lastinots 

of hullail nature that it wos hardly llllelr to be restl'tlined excep't by a 

lack of powe~. ld o ~rld wbero the power of $ociety was growing ever 

stronger the dOngey of the lndtvidool being dcprivod of any freedom to 

independonee o£ thought and aetlon by the dead band of public optnloa 

1JU8t grow ever more ocuto. It ~s necess -q, tborotore, to erect ba.rl'lers 

ogalnat this sort of t7roDny as much os aofn•t aay other. It a, 

ot course, ~poaaiblo to protect the indtvldual egatn•t tho tyranny ot 

society by eny lcgislatiYe ennctnent. the only means by wblcb bo could 

be •eeured 8{fa1nst this subtle form ot oppression loy in o 1troDg trodl tloa 

of individual llb~rty, It UI!J ooat .important, Hlll tel t, tlutt .lnd1vlduola 

should reslet the force of social disapprove! and assert their rlgbt to 

tbink and behove in ways different from those ot society as a whole. At 

times iDdeed Mill ol'guos ln favour of eoe4ntr1eity for eoeentrleity's sake. 

"ln this age. tile oera oxomt>lc ot uon-coatomlty, the mere retuael to belld 

the kneo to custom. ls itself a acrviee. P1eetoely becnuse the t,yraaay ot 

opinion is aueh ns to make eccentricity a reproach, lt is desirable, in o~der 

to break through tbat tyronny, that people abould bo eocent~lc.• 2 

1 EaQJ OD Liberty, Iat~duetory, page r.JJ, 
2 Ibid.. Qopter III. pages 124/ 125. 



At tilts polnt lt is peYI«<ps ~t" oonaldorlng OllC of tbe most 

seT.lous objeettone that can be brought ogolast John Stuart Mlll•s whole 

troatment ot f'reedo.t1. tuwely that it rc•t• upoa o aa1st~Jaceptloa ot the 

relattonshlp between the ladltldual and tbo soole\y Itt which he lives. 

Th~ugh Mill clearly has a much greato~ uudor tanding of the impor•ance 

of the aoolal feollngs Wkleh bl~d mon together la oommunlttea than bls 

tatftG» or Bont bed <seo abOve Chapter 6, !Wltct 1~. tt ~n be al'{JUed 

that ho stlll o~lte the orrut of tbo ettYlJ Ut111tarian la troetiag 

eoelety ae !f it \188 a looce oggregatc ot selt.-contalned 1nd1vlcfu.ole 

each ot mlch dGvolops Ills lnd1V'ldual chenotod.tt1cs tllthou1 much 

ref~tenee to tke soelety !n which he u .• es. 

Ttlts llt very evldeitt •n 11111 is denerJ.bing tbe dnngere ot the 

tyroany ot publlc optnlon end the neeocetty tor the lndlvtdual to reslet 

tbat. tyrorany by assertli.ISJ hll lndtYidualtty"' lt is obvious otJaln la 

those passages ullete ho h deteftdi~J~J liberty ot thought eac:t expreuicm. 

Here ll111 seEmc to regori IOCioty as an D9!JtfJOCte of ltJdlvlduala ooch 
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one •t whom possesses a prl,.te set or •o~l. rcl!glous oDd intellectual 

ldeas, Dltterent Sn~lvtduals ln their worda and actlOD$ put to rd 

ditferont id os and these altomatlvo •lews are regarded a• being !a 

intellectual oornpoU tloa wi tb on<! another. In tho course ·of thte ""stant 

elelh of ideas aad el tematlve ' ys ot lito the lllOit beneflctal aad 

valuable o~ axpoe.ted to Glllft'Ut trlurnphaat and In this my tbe contlnunl 

moral end latellcotunl p~ross of soeiety dll bo 0$8ured. Tho pieturo 

ts VG't'f Uko that of the wottd ot buslasess os seen by Ute advoeotea ot 
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• tree oatoyprtse•. Under thl• ayst U ls IUppoted illdlvlduels al'e 

continually Introducing new products ond aothodt of production. In 

conditions of f~ c petitlott lt is Imagined tbnt those w!lleh provo 

thec~selves eeonomleally valuable will sunt.e, those that do aot wlll 

fail. In tbls way lt is thought the economic PJ"09!"ess of sGeletr uUl 

be 110st otteotlvoly scelll"Od botll booeua ob&enco of rostrolnt wlll 

onsu~o thnt n~ econoole experiments ~111 eontinually be aad end bocaute 

the oeoaoalc struggle tor survlvol wlll outomotleally etlmtoata onter• 

priees that do Jlot prove them9elves eeoeoatoally veluabll\, 

This ploturo t• ~eally tuade~to evoQ Whon it ts applied to tho 

sphere ot economics. It is oven more obftouslJ a failure whea lt 11 

applied to the whole lifo ot man ln socletJ, 'Jb() dovolopacnt ot tile 

ladlvlduol cannot be abetwoated from the oont•t ot tbe sol\lety 11 nt-oh 

be lives la tbls way. 'l'llo r.1oral stnadords tllhieh an tndlvtdual c•os to 

accept os blndlng and the aorol Cbo1eos ho kes aro tattmately bound up 

wlth til~ toclety •round him. It ta lmposslbl~ tor eDYoao to axorelse 

~nl ehotoe in a YOcuea. Eftn wlton an Individual robel s agolast tile 

aceepted standards ot bls soelety that very rebollion is aondltloned 

by th~ c~rality against whlth tt ls dlreeted. 

ln the first platm, no oct ean be judged as right or wo.ng without 

some J"ofeJ>QnC(t to the etrcqnetanoes 1n tdlleb tho act Is p$fformed ottd 

the probable eonso~oneea ot lts pertormanee. The cir~•tanccs 11 wblc• 
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thing• aro done and tho consequence• \\ilieh flow tl'«:1 aetlons are, howeYer, 

very la!tY~ly dctemlned by the accepted moral! tJ and the whole atrue~ro. 

soelal, poll tteal ond oeoft«.l!c o:£ tho society w1 th1a which the a.ct is 

pe~fomed, 

Til n, npln, It is psyebologlcally lr.lposslble for aat ladl'ftdunl to 

be ttJIM1Qf.O ot ttao coral ~tti t\ldcs ot poool arouad him and virtually . 

Impossible tor lrn not to att :>t to ccmtom bbs•elf 1n 1011e ~sure to 

the _, of lito which lt appl'OYod by tbosa ·with Jlhom he CC~Ms itl eootact. 

It la doubtful. iac:toed. other aa 1ndivlc:!Ual can lead balaneed lite 

et oll unless he co gatn at 1 tt a alniMum of aceeptaneo from his 

tellGWS by cstormlng ldmselt to the rules end atudarit tllbich they consider 

lQPOrt nt. Thus lt ls that lilY group of bUlliOn btlllg•• wbcther lt Ia oe 

la~e as the at t~ er na smell es clab or oren a single tamllJ• coooa 

to haYe YCry oftea. bf an alaost uneonvcloue procees e sot of rules of 

behaviour \11\tch nro aceoptod for the ~a<>e~ pan by the oembera tmo make 1 t 

ur,. Unless, Udeod. o lluoan soelet1 bas ~'~ ta1rly fixod set of rules of 

this nature it boe«!leS kpo slblo for tho lndiYlduals who make it up to 

leed merolly balanced l!Ye~». lt tho pace of 10c!al change beCQDes too 

groa~ and tbe atonda7ds accepted b.1 a e~unlty c~ to ehonge too ta•t 

tlad a gcne~nl breakdown of moral r~tpGastbllity amongst the lndiYidunla 

tlho· comprise that oclety, The eQIItext w1 thin wbleb tlle•e !nd1vldu8lt 

eroretse 1101'01 eholee choages too test tor than to adjust their moral 

ett! tudt)s to the chDngad e1rcumotancas. 'fbh ts perhaps r.!O$t obvious in 

tho .Oll ... kMwn pheno.Jenon of moral bteakd0t711 ocongtt peoples \/hose 'I 

of life bs& been violently dlsl"Upted by contact with European ~iYU1zatlon. 



It ts alto a terioua quest.lOJt wbGtber the paee of soolal elloage 

pndueed bf ~opld sclent.ltlo and technical advonce ls not producing 

the same phenomeooD in all oode~n lndustrlal aocletles. 

It ls olear, then, thot the lndivlduol ooanot bo isolated on4 

protected from society and publie opinion ln the way that Mill 18801 

to dealre. The moral deyelo)Ddt ot the tadlvldual .ls iat~tel1 ad 

neeeesatlly t'Olated to the soelety la wblcll be li•e•• Jolla Stuatt 11111 

has obviously laid tor too little ttr&ss on the oohetlon of soel ty aad 

the lntettd.,endenee of indlvlduole within lt. 

Tbls point a aade meet forcibly by thoto ldealltt pblloaopbett 

no followed Hegel in azvuiag that the Stttto _ tt be teg&Jided 88 a 

trulJ organic entity traoaoendlng tbe 1ndlv1duals of ~lcb lt lt 

c.poted •ad absorbing tllat~ lll 3 wldol- toniiiOD celt. Oa tills f'lw tbe 

veyy be11g of an lndll'ldunl 11 to be au orpntc part of o oreotel' 111bole. 

Tbe nature ot on lndlvlduol ts thoUGht to bG mo•t tully expressed ~n 

be function• as ~ eubordtaate part of suoh o -'ole so thot be is moat 

t.ally htmselt Md IIOtt fblly tree when lats aetlOils are eomplf)hlJ 

subordinate to the utll ot the Statf.1 The orgoalc Ylew ot the State 

when taken to ext~eaeo leads in tact. to tla$ pandoxloal poat tloll tbat 

the aame 'fraodOa' te opplled to o altufttlon Which .a would ~111 

detcrtbe OS the YGry N'V()l'Se. 

1 vide. tor exmnple. Bosoaquet. -nae Phllotopllieal 
Tbeory of the State', Chapters V & n. 
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It ts obvtou•. boweYer, that the tolotlon betwoen lndl•ldunl aad 

toelety ls aot oearly eo close •• tho orgonlo thoor.y suppoees. 

Individual• awe not so closely bound up .ttb the socloty la ~leh tbe, 

live that they hate no belft{J exCGpt as pnrts of the wtdtr whole. Tb~ 

very fne~t tbot individuals can, and trequeatly do, loaYe one stata end 

go and live ln another without oppaNntly nfterlntJ RftY aaajor teYOluttoa 

b their cbatacten 11 aultlotent to shou the tnodequaey of tho orgaolc 

view. The experlenee of anJ tndtvldunl ta ettentlallJ p~ivote to 

hltatelf. ODe man oonnot feel uother man•s pain. Be toanot Hen lmow 

what anotkm- m n b thiftklno or feel l"tf except through the expre•tloa 

of those thoughts and feelings Ia words, aetlons, factal expressions 

and 10 on. ('l'ho tact that .a eao aevar directly experieueo tho feolt•o• 

of others and can only know them through thetr objective maalfostotlon 

in aetlon1, words, ge1tures, ete. leads to the •oxed persoaol problem 
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bf hew wo COIIIG to know otbor mlads at oll.) Theft IS. ln fact. ao eoaDOD 

co~t~elousness to bfO or -l'e pe~sons and wbea wo speak of ttJO or •oro 

people shariag tile aame ideas or feollnga we do not moon tllot tbore te 

ou teollnu CQUDOD to them both batt thnt the dlfforoat toollags 1111dch 

they have as 1ndivldunls lloppon to be similar, or eveu ldentioal. ia 

conteat. "lbere can, therefore, be no COIDJOJI aolf ln which tbe lodlvldual 

selves of 1ndlvl~uals who .ate up a state are fused; (exeopt. of oooree, 

in e metophorteal sens•>. However clote the ~ds which blnd on 

indlvlduol to tbe pctety ln which be llvos he C8Jl never lose hla 

lncUvlduaUty cemplflely ill n wide~ aole. Indeed. aoclety caas only 

afteet the lndlvldual tbrough the pritate ctm1Jetousaett of that .ladl•ldual 

blmself. In the taae way, although it ls true that.oa tndlvtduol caa 



nly exo,elae moral choice tn the ooatQXt of the society 1• whlch he 
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live• and although the choices be ankos aed the moral atondatdl he 

aceepts aN lnefltablr ccmd1tl0116d by the elkaGte of moral opinion in 

wbteh be tlnds ktmselt, !t ls ttlll true that motol eholce ls e•sentially 

the ptlvnte aet ot an lndiYldual. It ls only to so tat 01 11 lndl•ldQel 

aocapte the ttudatds ldlleh an Qt)~led bJ other• Ja Ills sootet)' tllat 

thoa$ standards boye a monl slpltlennce tor lllo os an tadtyldual. 

Howe•e~ olo••• thea. the relatlonlhlp of ~ to toelet.v lt still remains 

true. that It ls the indlwldual that ts tbe ultimate Ullt ot ooral 

•esponatbllitJ• Though it mny be tne that the lndlyld\tal coanot dotalop 

at a moral being exeept b o aoclal coatoxt aad though a relotlwelJ stnblo 

t~rk of gener lly aoeepted moral rules witbll o aocletJ l• oaaeottal 

for the IIOntl «kwelopaeet of the lndtt·lduals who make lt up, it ts also 

true tbot on !ndJw1duol o.aly attt aa 1 aonl beiag whert he obooees to act 

tn a WllY tltat appears to ltlm as a 1rtdlwldu•1 to be tight~ A nwa eaa 

only e.elop •• a aoral betag tf he has llbertr to exerclae monl cholee 

and th1a meGils tlu:at he mu!lt have some liberty to teJoct the naaderda ot 
soctetJ aa well as to o•cept them. 

There n1t, thea, IJe ptoYlalon tor the !DOtal eobesloa of teelety. 

It i12USt be nOQUillaed tbot lndlvldual s oa.nnot det'elop os JllOftl belDgs 111 

a taeuua ond that to la1ulete the ladlYldual from the eorati'Ol ot soclet1 

entirely aad to to deatroy •Ill' ~~ baatewcwk of soelal IMret would be 

to destHJ the ••1'1 potslblllty of lliOral detolopnedt tluat lt ls dlatgaed 

to celaJVe. It muat be reeogalaed also that tlict pnblera ot the cleg'I'Oe to 

.whlolt ladlYlduols ean be allMitd treedoaa ot claolee Is not oae that eatt be 



aolved without .-eforeacG to the stwotare and olrcnaat.anctt of the 

particular soctet1 at thl~t which that tnedom Is to be exeJ!claod. 

lt it equallJ tne, tao.Ytl't that lt ladtvldult a.e to cloYelop 

aa t10rol belagt tllol'e m•st be provision to-r tlax1blllty as tttll •• 

etlon. The pos tbUltJ ot exerolslag llldepeftdlnt rnl cllolee mu" 

SlOt bo dest~ed by gl'fiag tooietJ too greet a. eoerclve authorltJ ower 

the lJldlvt&lal. It t• of the utmost taponanoe ~at 8IIJODGit '"e valuea 

ac~ted bf society should bl the priactple that th posslbilit1 of 

exerelalng iedlYldual lnde ndOBCe of tot!Oil ts a UlftO to bG tl'Gtlnred 

mtd that it lt t ys bottor to put up wltlt behavlou wblch oontldel' 

abaolute social aoceasttJ oblloet t•• 1tate or pabllc oplal~n to l~ter-
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Joint Stutll't lll • 1 cOJSeeptlon ot fnedom does. then, ¥eqt~lre to be 

modified to take occount mo..o odOquatelJ ot tho interdependence of the 

lndtv1dual and society. Rls cent~al eroumeat. howewer. that to llow 

aocloty to dop•lve the l dtYidual of the opportunity ot ~erolalng 

eoasclous oboleo MOOns stunting hit defolopmont es a moral and 1ntell$Ctua1 

botq r los volld. 

Tile pYOblem bavol ved ln the neceaal tJ of tald.ag ateouftt both of the 

importance ot ollowto.g tile ladld.dQel o ~sute of hoedoQ ot IIOhl choiee 

oad ot the Importance ot recogatslag tho 11lterclcpendcneo of ooeloty and the 

lndivlduel eea bo most elearly •ee• ~ IUl eoces to dJscust the <{Uestlon ot 

the llmlta tdthln wbtcb lndlYlduols con be allowed to oxerelte fll:e ·dom or ebolee. 



The •ssontial preroqulstte to the defenee of lndlvtdual liberty 

against the tyrenay of society. Ulll felt. lay In a cloor recognltlen 
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of the limit: 1lthln !eh society is mo~nllJ entitled to exorolae control 

oYer tbe 1ndlYldlel aad. conyersely, of tho tphere in Which the lndlvtdual 

can rightly elaim to dlrcet Ills actloos Metrdtau to hit pl'offU'enee. 

I ha•e abown ln a previous ehnp&or (seo obovc~ Ch pter 4), thot the 

queJtioa of tile mttont and Umttt of fllulJan froed«.t tta8 one which t.ocko 

••~ largely tcrnored. Be trequent11 spooks ot a 'fight to tnedeltl but 

makes no sorlous ottocpt to show uho•etn tbls right eona!sts add wbat 

!ts llmlte aN. ! have •hom also that althOUGh Locke does not 

spoc1tlcally discuss thts probleo ue can galn troa~ Ills wrtttngs so::Je idea . 
ot what b!s newer to lt would have beOn. 'l'bo anstftll' which soeos to be 

1mpli d in sovarel passages ta that the 1ndiY1dual baa o rlght to order 

bls oetlont aceording to bls OMl cbo!ce so long ftt! tllet light ~s not 

otnfilot rdtb the rtg&ts of othors. 

NUl wecogoJ.aed thtc problem VOJ'Y clenrly and ~ordod it at the 

Mit lmpo:ttant pYableo ot bis ttaec a pteblcm, moreover, \fhicll had nOfft' 

been satistocto~lly an~YOdt "tbo praotlool question. ~ere to place tho 

Uatt "" llo\Y to liltlko tho fitting adjustmont between lndi•!wal 1ndepondeaea 

aad social contl'Ol • ls G subjct)t on which nearly everything rer.wias to be 

done ..... Somo rules of conduct. . tborotoro. oust btl tmposed .. , •• \'Jhat theso 

1'talot should bo Is the prtactpol question ill human aftoirsa but lf we 

except a few of the moat obvious cas s, lt ls one ot those ldlieh least 

Pl:O'Jl"OSS helJ bee» made in resolving," 1 It lfDS wltb the btention ot 

1 Essay ora LibGrtYt Introduet~l'Y• page f/3/ 69, 



pl'OVidlttn an onSWOY to tbl ttUCtJt1on. a tmpla principle by ·teb tbe 

roetl tude of sotial control over tho lnd1Ylduol could oo tetted. tbat th 

essay •0n L1borty• tv:Js wri ttcm. 

Tho en~ icb llll gives is substontiolly the samo as that leh 

l bnYO thown to be iaplleit tn the thought ot_Jobn· Y~ . 1he prlnclplo 

uhleh Mill puta ·torward. " o entitl d to uov$to bsolutalJ tbe ings 

of ~icty Wi ttl the Individual In the my of ~ul io» ..... . "1 l 

"'lhet tJae onlr purpose for icb r ean bo ngbttully oxOl'eited over 

any membor of etvlli ed e unity, goinst bis will, is t prcrent 

ham to otlaers." 2 Socl ty ls not justttterl tn !ntortorlq t1l tb tho oetlone 

of art lodlvldual !Jloply for the good of tbtlt ludlvldual hims lt. 

The action of on indlv1dml! ldch directly nttoct tho interGUts of 

otoors can J'l;htly be $lbj ooted to soolol control ei thett by the a ns of 

pbydeel compul1ion eetttlg thl-ough t-ho tatt~ or by tbe orol toroo of 

publie opinion, Society coo justly requil'O that octs ubleh re harmful to 

ita mectbers be not ecnn!tted. It can also d<tnand th8t the lndlYldual shall 

pettorQ eertat duti 3 for the bonctit of other pooplo. "Tbor~ oro oliO 

any poelt1v act$ tor the benofit o2 otmtts, t'lhldl flo ·may ~igbt.fullJ bo 

COOlptllo" to portorm: such os to give evldouee iB o court of justiee; to 

bear bis fa!t Blloro in th eotUon dot nc • or in any oth r joiat work 

necessary to th interost ot the nocloty of wbioh he njo18 tho proto~ttonc 

ftatd to perfom oertaln ets of individual belletlcencc, such a s::nriog a 

fellow-croature~s life, ••••• things whlob Whenever it 1s obviously a $8D1 8 

dvty to do. be may rightfully be made respon ible to society tor not ~olng.• 3 

1 Essoy on Liberty, Introductory, page 72. 
2 Ibld. , page 73. 
3 Ibid,. poge 74. 



S.,ou~ thoac limits. ~er. there lie& o sphere ot huaan aetlvlty ln 

~leh the iadlvlduol •hould be enti~oly t•eo to ordet his co~duct in 

a4cOl'dan~o w1 tb his ~ prefertt~. 'lhh is the sphel'e ot aetton1 tlhicsh 

directly concorne nobody but the tndtvldual htmaolt, Tbls prlaclple. 

Mill arguea, implles abaolut fteo~l of eon~eleneo; the fweodon to 
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hold oay oplnioa or 1ent~ent on nay aubjoct togotkoY wlth e freedom to 

tbe exprett!on of sunh opl-!ons end •~ntlooats. lt lmpltca also tha 

freedom to follow o~c•s own tastes ~d inellnatlons, to ohoose one•s plna 

ot lite tor oneself so long ns OJG does no dlr&4t harm to etbe~s. Ftnolly, 

lt lmoUaa tbe treedot to combine wltb otherc tor any purpose nttlch ls not 

directly lnjurtoue to others, 

'l'llts ptlnclple. then, is to decide 1n all fJeses tho duo Umtts ot 

humnn freedom and the extent to which toelety ia entitled to exercise eont~ol 

over .the lndlddual. The prinetplo. horJever, does aot ot !tself solve tho 

problem of deflolng the due l~itG of social control, For another 

dlttleulty ~dtotely orlses. Bow do wo docldo ~ethor n gi•$a action 

directly oftect$ the interests ot others or not? It Is obvtcus that 

practically ~•ery nctlon Mtieh on lwdtvtdu 1 performs affects other 

indlvlduaJa ln SOQe UGy or other. It a man rutan bls healtb by drlnk1 tor 

oxample, he ~Y make himaelf unable to perform bls obllgotloas to his 

dependents and. more goaerally, lte may make ldmselt 1ncap3blo ot porfonnl~~g 

his obligatlont to s"lety as • whole. flo may even eome to be e burden 

whlcb society will Ita•~ to support. Mill recognises that tbls is o aerious 

problem aad attompts to answer it~ H!s general conclusion 11 thot society 

con only rlgbtly contrOl the actlona of an 1n~iv1dual Mten thoso aetlons 

dh:f¥tly attect the interests of others. ln cases -.ere tile lntluonce ot an 



1ndlv1duol'e actions on othort ls only indireot anrl contingent. society hot 

no ~lght to tnterfere. If. tor ~pte. a man by drlllk or extraY81J8nee 

mokos hlmsolt luoapable of SUP:'P<'~ting his tam!ly or paying hts debts, 

"bo ts desowedl:r :reprobated. and c:~lght be justly puelshcdt but it ls for 

the btoaeh ot duty to his family or creditor!;, aet tor the oxtrnwgan~ ... t 

on tho same principle. a person Who disables b~telf for the perf~Deo 

of some detln!te public duty 1s ,u!lty of on oftene~ ~golast ~ioty. ~ 

per•on ought to. be punished sioplJ for belag drunk; but a soldier or a 

policC':!ltnt should be punisberl for btiag drunk on d"tJ'• • 2 

The y in rm1cll 11111 otteepted to deal wtth t~ problem posed by tllo 

dltfl~ultr ot detiotng tho cases in leh tho octt~• of n ladivtduel oonee~n 

h~sclf alone ls illustrated bJ the oxaoplas he glvns in bis essay •o. Liborty•. 

One ot thoae is to be found in hit trootnettt of th praposod prohibition 

ot tho trade ill elcobolic liquo!'s. Tbo supportet"s ot tble mo•emont lltVUed 

that cwen !t drinking s al! aetiYltJ fl lcb conctr»ed the irtt1iY1duol aloDe 

the sale of liquor s a •oelol aet subject to social control. They arguod. 

furthcxmore. that tbe sale nf liquor directly IDtcrferod r1!th their "aoeial 

right$"• It interfered utth the citizens' baste ~tght to securlty by 

provokinu aoel.ol dlsordet ond dltturbancn. It oonfUated wltll theit t-ight 

to equality by l'lOklng t' protlt frcu the misery tl:tlch tbe tupoyor was 

forced to support. Finally, 1t pl"oed obataclcs to tho w.y of aelf­

tmproYemont b.Y surrounding the eltlsens uitb motal plttalls. Mill rli~lsses 

these argumeJlts wlt1l cont pt, The prohibition ot the sale of U. tor on 

1 Essay on Llborty, Chaptot IV, pago 138. 
2 Ibtd. 
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ae· grouds that tnde 1s a aoelal aot oannot, lle thinks, be justttled 

or, "the Jafrlngcnent C(X';)plainad of is aot OA tho liberty et the seller, 

JUt on that of tile buyer and consuoor: dace tho State Might just as well 

forbid b~ to drink wtne as purposely oakc lt ~stible tor h~, to obtain 

tt. •1 Tile tboorr ot social l'!gbts clairl&d by tlto supporters ot this 

110a!JUY~ he deserlbes os "A tlleoi'J of "social rights" the llko of b.idl 

probably JUtYel' bofoYQ tound its y iato d!stinot lanquauo: being notblftg 

short of this - that it is the absolute soe1al right of OYtry tndivldual, 

that e.ery othe~ individual shall oct id erory rotpeet oxnctly as he ought; 

that Ubosocver tolls the~eot in the smallost port!eular Y!olates y soctal 

rlgbt, and entitles me t~ domand from the ltgltlat~ye tbp, romovol of the 

crlevaace." 2 Mill, theft• dismisses the argu~eDt$ in fOYOUr of the 

prohibition ot the trade lo liquor oa tbe gfOunds that tb!a constitute• 

lntorterence in the spbore ot Attivltles ~ieb dlreetly concern the 

lndlvldunl alone. The doctrine lavo~d in its sUppOrt, he aTgu s, ••soribas 

to all mankind a 1'ested interest irt eoeh ottau't aornl, intellcctwl. and 

even pllyllcal pe~tectlon, to be definod by eaob elamont a6eO'rdJ.IJ{J to bls 

own standatd.n 3 

A futther problaa tbon arlses. lt oa7 be agreed that the dtroet 

prohtbitioa ot the trade in liquor would constitute na unjust letcrter~nce 

with the libert7 of the lndiYiduel but may not tile state entitled to 

tox the liquor trade ao as to dilcour ge a proctlce Whicll leada to rosults 

l Esuy en Liberty, C&apter IV, page 145. 
2 Ibld., page 146. 
3 Ibid. 



that aTe socially unoosirable'? lUll •s anS\IOY to this !)roblcn i s V&'r/ 

u~satiata~t~fY· It l•Yolves b~ in coopllcat~ easulatry and i l lustrates 

the breakdonn of hia prlnelple as a ~~le and ndequate rulo for deciding 

where lnted renee with individual llborty b vormttslbl and mere 1t to 

not. He argues on the on hand that "Gvery tn~rer.se ot ooat ls 

prohibition. to tbotc 11.1ote means do not ~ up to the augmented prleg; 

and to thoao tb do. it ls a pe1U1lt7 lcdt~ on th :tor g~ti:tyift{J 

pnrtieular tnst . .. 1 'lllo apocial tmtetlon ot liquor. thea, HOul~ eoe:t to 

bo anjustlfietJ on tlae gtounds t~ot lt conatftJtes an intetttn"enco 1fltb 
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the 1.1borty or tile l••diYldual to afroosc h!1 ploosures nacordlng to hi t 

taste, Oa the other hanrl, h Y4r, ill argu s that taxation is taevltoblo 

for g~o:tt.:tentf\1 purposes nd that 11 nrcot al of thh taxation will 

.flnve to be lnf'iroet. The yovormeut, thorofor~ h s n duty to r\'clde 

for purp<J ~~ ot taxation ich e $d1 tle tit.. coesumort 1 best at ford 

to spore. It bat • right. aarl eten a duty, to select tor taxation those 

1·1hioh 1t conaiders to be poslt1v~tly hamtul. '!be •tato is thus erttl tledt 

it it iloodt mo!!ey. ·to true ·the liquor tr::~de up to tho extent at ditch thG 

llllxic · rovonuo will bo p?cdueod thOUU it uld no~: be eJttltled t o do so 

for the apecttie purpose ot moldntJ Uquor QO~e d1tt'l~ul t to obtain. 'lltis 

argumcll.t brcmks dr:~tm as aoou •• lt la looked t . 'ro stJSgle out e eerta.ln .. 
product tor taxation is obviously an 1ntertercn~ uith t.hc tndlviddal'• 

ehoic• of pleasures no matter tor What purpose those taxes are leYled. 

l ndoert. the principl e 6n uhicb the llquOl' t rade ts to be acl ct od for 

taxation tor r oYeouo pUrpose• is pret.1sely the la&Ht an that tlbleb • !gilt 



"' used to justifY tax tot the speclfle purpose of redualag 

dru~kenness, namelJ that tbe goverament considers exeesslvo drinking 

socially haroful. 

The y tn Which 1111's prlnelple breoks down When lt ls treated a• 

a hard and fast rule tn borderline eases is OYeft m()ro o~lous ln another 

example, One aspect . of huoan life uh1c1l is nomolly eonsldered the 

pceullor. province of th~ individual is that of the •elotlon between the 

sexes. 1111, tndeod, considered ••• relat1onthlp with Harriet Taylor, 

t1ho subsequently beeome hls wtte, en entirely prlvato mtter oad deeply 

~esentod aay lntertarence on the port of his friends and rolattons. On 

the other hand Mill followed lalthus In bellevtno that tbe natural 

teadency of humanity to Increase uould, lf it were not checked, leid to 
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a conatant condition of o•er-populotloa: a condition ln Which tbe 

population .at limited b.J ltorratlon. So strongly dld ~111 be1bYe thls, 

ond so horrified was he at tho misery raeultlng trom the productloa of 

ehllch'en in ext"Jess of tho. lll&ODt of IUb:shtenee, that ke once took part la 

dtstrlbuting panphlets oD the caethods ot blrtb eontl'Ol. Be waa ornstod 

on this occasion for the ottenee of d~strlbuting obacona literature aad 

the Incident fomed the subJe.et of a vulgar lompoo1. With those belleta 

Mill ~ould not but teel that to bring eblldron into tho world'was o 

serious •octal rosponelblllty. Thua we find him owgulag that "To undertaka 

tbls responslbilltJ • to beatow a life ahlch may be either a euree or o 

blosalng • unless tha being on whom it is to bo bestowed wtll haYe ot looat 

the ordinary ehnncea of a detlrablo o~istoaco, is o crime against that boSng. "l 

. 1 Essay on Liberty, Chapter v, poge 163. 
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Be arguet, furthemGre, that m1ere a eountf)' Is oYn-populated and the 

production of moro ehildren oeana lnoreaslng the eompotltion for work and 

reducing. its 1'ew&r''• tile production of such children is a crime agaln!lt 

tha labourlno population os o t~ole. On this basis he maintains that, 

"The 1UW9 wblcb, lD many countries On the Continent, forbid marrlegC 

unlets the partien can •how that they haYe the meant of supporting a 

family, do not exceed the legltirnate powers of the State: • • , • • "l In oae 

of his letters wo Qven find hlm wrttlng ln support of tho lniquttoua 

system-ot caopulsor.r separation ot married couples enforeod in tbe 
2 poorhouses at that t~. 

Mill's principle that the right to exerelso control over the individael 

is limited to tbe sphere ?f actions which dlreetly eoneem otbeJ' people 

elea•ly breoks down .&en he ·tries to use !t as o hard and fast rule to 

decide ln oll eases n~ tor all time~ tbe ~lstlnctton between t~e legltlooto 

sphere or •octal control ond of individual freedom, This does not uean. 

howewer. that Mill 's prlpelple is entirely valueless. On the contrar-y. I 

believe tbat !t 1• a fruitful opproaeb to this problem, If it ts to be 

used as a means of dceidlll1.J the 1 !all ts of soclnl control, bOl"d'ffer, lt will 

hnve to be used in o much .-ore flexible manner than M111 tntticote,. It ls 

obvious that tbo distinction batwoen tke sphere of aetlvttli)S uhlcb eoncern 

tho individual alone and those Uhleh affect others will differ aeeordlng 

to th& structure of society. To take an example - In o sooloty oode up ot a 

fail'ly small number of people living in a large and trulttul territory tbOl'e 

1 Essay on Liberty, Cbopter V, page 163, 
2 Lettet" to Edw:lrd Hereford, Janu&l'J, 1850, 

'Letters ot John Stuart Mlll', od, Eliot, page 151. 
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would be every reason tor arguing tllot the use which an 1adivldual fantor 

molt:os of bts land Is eat1rely his own eoneera. No matter bow badly he 

farm& hls land no one. but bimtelf ond bts ~dlate dependents need suffor 

very aeYerely. In the populous lndustrlol so~iety with t'$l'Y restricted 

la~ bouaver, the poaitloa will be very different. The alauso of lend 

by a slagle tamer ceans deprlvlag the eoamu.nity of part of its esaeatlal 

means of subsistence. If tho 11isuse lnvolyes the ruin of the laad for 

ogrtcul t.uYal purposos it means «'eprl'flng future generations of part of the 

limited sourees of food supply avniloble to tbe eocmunity. In such 

conditions there ts every reason for oonsiderlag the Blsuse of land a 

social offence nnd eubjaetlng the lodlvldual to soelol control to the 

extent at least of p:re1tcnt1ng him from conduct likely to result in the 

permanont destruction ot ti1e soetety • s ag~leul tunl 'resources. Suob 

coastdorations havo tn tact led to the Introduction of laws la man1 

count~ies by which the use an tndtvlduol makes of his laftd le oonttolled 

to some oxtent in the interest of society as a whole. In Great Brt tein, 

for exeople, nisus~ of land coy load to oetual oonfiscttion and in 

many other countries, ineluding South Atrlea, tite uao an individual 

makes of his land ls limited by lows doslgned to prevent the growtb of 

soil erotton. tbc spraad of noxious fteedt, etc. 

The difference between oetlons which ~oncern tho tndividuol aloae 

and thoso of a diroct interest to society depends very much 011 the 

structure of that 10clety itsolt. It ltUl's prinelple is to be uaed 

to clarify the distlnetlon between the spheres of individual liberty ond 

social control it ~ust bo understood not as a slcplc, bard and fast rule 
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to decide all cates. oneo end tor all, but as en approach that should be 

odo))tod torml'ds the solution of lnrllYldual eases wltbia n given social 

context. 1111•$ principle might be interpreted to meon tbot ln deciding 

the 1 talts of individual freedom in any glven caso we should first ask 

ourselves Whether lt lt soetelly pos$lblo to consider the activity 

concerned as oae which directly atfeets tho iddlvldual olGno. If this 

approach ls interpreted in th$ light of the maxim that wh~ro thole ls 

a elash betwe n the prinelplo ot lndlvlduol liberty and the claims of 

society. tbe presumption Should always bG ln favour ot 11b$rty. It 

wlll .eoast!tuto a tolerable, though aet perhaps a porfeet. solution of 

tbls vexed problem, 

John Stuart llll 1 s eoncoptlon ot the importance of freedom as a 

meons to tbe moral and intelleetunl development of tho tadivldual runt 

through his thought on mony dlffennt topies. I shall show lloro how 

thls is 11lusti'Bted ln his treotma•t of two toptes • that of edueatioa 

ond that of the economle structure ot society. 

In spite ot his belief ln the yalue of 1nd1vtdual freodom lUll believed 

that the stoto bad a rlgbt to compol porentt to educate their eblldren. 

He even says, "Is it not almost a selt~evtdent axlom. tbQt the State 

should require ond eompol tho edueotlon, up to a eertaln standard, ot 

every human being who is born lts cltiZGn?•• 1 Tbls may seem to be a 

donlol of the Whole argument ln favour of individual freodam. Ia tact1 

b~v~r. Mill advoeatos compulsory education on the some prlnelples that 

lead b1!1 to arone in defeneo of lndlYiduol liberty 1n other atJtters. 

1 Essay on Llborty, QlaptGt V, page 160. 



In tbls ease lt ts not so mueh the liberty ot the parents which is at 

stoke os the opportunities of th~ child tor moral anrl intellectual 

development, The ~estion whether or not a cblld shall be 8$nt to 
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stbool is not a question wb~eb concerns tbe parents nlono. It ls ono 

which vitally atf~ts the wbolo llte ot the chilrl, To allow the parents 

tbe rlght to doclde uhether or not tbelr child sholl be given an education 

is not to Jeeure tha llborty ot ·t&c perento but rQtho~ to secure their 

powo• over their ~bild. "One would alnost think that a mon•s children 

.oro tupposed to be lttorolly, and not metaphorieally. o part ot himsult, 

so jo:lleue 1s opinion of the ltttttllest tnterterence of law with his 

abtoluto an,l exelusl.e control over tbarn: •• ,. •" 1 'l'bis is a sphere, then, 

in wblch the sute is entitled to interfere. It ls entitled to do so 

beoauee this is o co e l!i wtch tilo aed.ooa of an lndividu 1 parent 

concern not only himself but h1s oblld and society ot a whole. Tbo 

1nterte~nce of the state is justified, moreoycr, because In tbls case it 
} 

lnt~rteres to 1neroose, rather tbon to d~tatsh, opportunities tor 

indtvlduol self-development. 

When he comes to the natura of the eduentlon .nteh ~hildren are to 

receive, &owever, UUl h extrenaely Jonlous ot state interterente. To 

ollow tho state to control education would be to plaeo In its hand1 a 

fomtdable ao&ns ot oxel'eiaing a mo1111 despot1$tl over tho minds of ltl 

cltlzeas. What is ooto, the oere fact that only ooe system o! education 

existed would milltato agalnat individual treedom. It .auld depri~ 

society of tbe sourcos ot varied points ot view and Jn the long run 

-1 EsstJy o• Liberty, Chapter v. pago 160. 



pteYen' the lndlvlduol trom exercising treedOI of lotellectual Judgement 

by lessening ~ls opportunity of htarlng ditfereat views put forward. 

~A general State educotloa is o mere contrivance for oouldlog people to 

be exactly like oao another~ ond as the ~ould ln which it casts theQ lc 

that whleh pleases the predominant power In the gov~rnaeat, ••••• ta 

proportion aa lt Is eftielont and tucceasful, lt establlshGt a despotism 

, o•or tbe mlnd, leodiag by natural tendency to ono over the body. " 1 
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1111•s antlpotby to any att~t to mould tho opinions end actloas ot 

people toto a e1nole pattern provi~ tbe 1ouree of his moat aeute 

dlsagreeoont with Auguste Co.to. 1111 always professed the uormest 

ndm!ratlon l or mony of C~te•$ idea•• One of that thinket's ideas, 

however. was tllat th~ \thole 1nte1leotual and spiritual Ute of tllQ 

c~unlty thould be controlled by o hlerarehy of phtlotopher prle$ts 

of tbe new bumanlstle religion. This hiers~ehy was to be beaded by a 

"Gnnd Pontltt of Htarmity" and would exercise Its powew very latgely 

through on absolute ~atrol ot $duoatton. Tbia plan, 1111 described ae, 

"the completest system of tplrltual and teoporal despotism Which ever 

yet emanated ftom a human bratn, unlols possibly that of lgRGtlus Loyolo2 

a syatem by whioh the yoke ot general opinion, .telded by an organi:ed 

body of spll'ltual teachers and ruletts. would be made suprane over every 

aotion, end as tar as ls tn human posslbllitJ, every thought. of every 

member of the community ••• , •• " 2 It the liberty of the Individual was to 

be matntainod it teemed to Mill that it was of the utmoat. lJiportance that 

ocklcatlon should bo to o great extent lndG)Jendent of state control and. 

furtbei'Qore, that different independent syitems of eduQOtlon should exist 

slrle by sldo, •All that bat been sat~ of the importonee of indlvtduolity 

1 Estay on Liberty. Cboptor V0 page 161. 
2 Autobiography, Chapter Vl. page !80. 
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ot ellllnotel'. ttnd dlf'erstty lD opulr,ns nad aodos ot coaduet. lnYOlves. 

no of mo $ODe dspeakllblo Jrlportattco. dlfesU.y ot education. • 1 It the 

swte tl3f0 to ~tee tJ dl~t bond tn oduoattoa at ell tho etote 11stettt 

ahoultf be only ooo ~at aarty IIYstoat of o•oattoa. "Aa cducotton 

etteblltHd uud ot.tatrolbtd by tllo State should oaly exist. lt lt •tGt ot 

ntt. oa otto t..QtJtlO ~nny ~ldEJ A~rlaentt, cotr1ad oa to't t~Mt purpose 

ot eqmpte aad otlmtltu'• to rceop tbc ot~~ up to tJ eertnto standard ot 

cmcot Ienco." 2 

1111• •im'ls on tho social nad economic. ttruet•re ot eoeloty uadoNmt 

oondt'.onble ~ ltt tlio COU!'to JJt his ett~ iu~lloctuat lito. 1hnso 

~bapgtftl •lcws aro to bG touftd !o tbe $UoeGStivo edttt~Qs of hlc 

•h-tue1pht8 ut ~Jolllicol BeoaQ,-*• ro th rt.-st &titian of thlt wo~k 

JUU bad plaeoo bicdelt on the tlde ot pqt$0.1181 tmPfttJ• Be taad 

dtfJtlloted af{ltl~tG 1ft taYOU ot soetall• In a•r folr!J as irJpnotl®l 

end Wll'eGllstio. Ia l~tcr Gdltloot. llotmer, we lind o g.-oat Ohati!JO. 

In tbe pft!ltaec to t•o YhJ:rd edJ.,it)J) he o~rploins that tho ch&pto_. • 

prtputy tJe.s beon a!QOtt ctfltl11'o11 ~lttc.m on'~ stetos that. .. l uat fof 

hom lltollf1iag tlat the stntc: t lltltott St oontolncd ot the 01\!ect.l<mo to 

t"M best aoun s•tal!tt nnertao $110uld bo Uflr4orat00<1 as n condcl.motton 

ot BoelaUsc r-.,ord4tl as an ultipoto result of ~,. pngt'Ots ... 3 Ia 

tldo. afld auba•tptnt ~ttSoso, wo f.tnd lllr4 ,., eonsclou• of ttl defettt , 

of tbe oxistieg stst of s&ctcl aftd eo~nog1c orgallaotton. 80 argues. 

lcdoed. tbnt lf tJiQ exlsttfto syttfll\ ,.,.. to be ~l'Od tdtfl a IJ.the of 



6<Jiatuaisa the IJStca of cODmualsm must be pl'eferred wltb all its daagus 

end dlfflcultles. (Tbls change of oplnloft uas DO doubt due to some 

extent to llll ' t lntereet in the Sootollst moyenentt of bls time. Hl• 

interest 1a Soint-5imon1anitm is one example. It ls likely. koweYer. 

tbat the tnfluenee of Harriet Taylor •• liiJM)rtent in bringing thia 

chango about. In on article entitled "The Enfl'eueJdae.me~t ot Women" 1 

Harriet Taylo-r toYtJe "With :respect to the future, we aelther belte•e 

tbet toprovldent multlplieotton. end tbe oonte~ent exeess1Ye dtttl~ulty 

ot gatnlag a subsistence wlll always continue, nor that the dlvieloa 

of mankind into capltolllts and hired labourers, nod the regulation ot 

the ~rd of laboutert mainly by &nand mad supply, wlll be tol' e:ver, 
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o~: even naucb longer, the l'ule of tbe vorl d." 2 It is noteworthy also 

that in tbe last edition ~leh Mill prepared of the •Prtnclples of 

Politic:sal Seonorny', after the death of Harriet Taylor, be seems to revert 

too detlnlte p~oterance tor prl1nte property.> Bron when ~ill wet 

•ost foY~tYobly disposed towards Soeiallsm, however, be alwayc retained 

hit doubts. Though be could tee tbot o commun11t1c ·soeiol oruantsotlon 

had many adYentage1 lle ~A atl'ald thot lt mlgltt mean a threat to 

tndlYldual f~eedom. Thue ho ays, ~e question is Uhether there 

would be ony asylum loft to~ indivlduollty of eharactera ~other public 

oplnlon would not be o tyhJUtical yoke; . lfhether the ab1olute dependence 

1 Written by Harriet Taylor and edited by J. s. Mill, this 
article was published under hls n~o end reprinted tn his 
•ntsaerttttioas and Discussions', Vol. 11, begtnntng paGe 412. 

2 Ylde Dtasertat!ons and Dl•eusaloas, Vol. II, 
page 429 .. Londolt, 1859. · 



of eaCh on all, and surveillance of eacb by all, ~ld not grlnd them 

all down toto n tame uniformity of thoUghts, faelidgs and aotlona. " 1 

He felt certain lhat the e:d1ttng system of private pt~operty was 

unjust and that to be acceptable lt t10ulrl have to be gl'eatlJ reformed. 

As l hnv~ mentioned in a pr&Ylous chapter (eee above, Cbopter 6), hie 

preference was tor o system ot onn rlhtp baaed on voluntary partnership 

botween lobourers or betwee• labourers ond eapltalitt•• He wos far 

ttom certain, h~er, wh the~ the alternet1Ye to the exiattag system 

lay ln Soct l.tsm or ln a :rottJrmed aystem ot private property, '11le 

ultlmato choice would depen~, he thought, ou "~lch of tke two systeos 

is eorttlstef.!t w1 th the greatest amourit of hwlon 1 iberty and 

spontaneity. •• 2 Tbe ultiroate end ot all change• tn the nnactun of 

society wa_s ln faet to be a comblnatlon ot iadl•ldual treedam ~th the 

110st just dlstrlbutlon of tbe tewa'fdl ol labour. 

Will • s eOJteeptlon of treed<Jf;t tttltl uptm his conccptlou of the 

Inherent posslbllltles ot buman natu'fe, n mast. be allowed f'toedom of 

choiee becaue it ~~ only by ex~rolsl*.} euoh treedt'Jm tha~ be can attain 

bls tull moral dd intelloetuol statu~e. Ia addttton. Mill helievod 

that 1adlvidual freedom -a• to the fullest eense aoo1•117 usetul. Thts 

tJ"eedoo s to be ·a treodoQ whldl ot its vtry lat.ur~ applied to 

bdiYlduals ae ind!Ylduals ratber tJtu as aocl 1 groupat. It * to be 

1 Principloa ot Po11t1cel Econ~. Qd, Asbley, Book IX, 
Chapter I, page 210. 

2 Ibld. 
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pto\e6ted against the tyranny ot the mejorlty whether aetinu through 

oontrol of the ~rs ot governmGGt or tbe fo~oo ot publle Opinion. 11 

muGh oe lt \!It ggalnst ally other tom of t)"'''Dilf. The troedom of til• 

lndifldual •• to coatl-' 1rl a ti'OOdoo to clloose hit .optnlon• a1ct 

dtnet bt eonlbaot ln ocordanee with bla ·own 1nd1vtdual p~tfl"Once. 

lt$ ltmita woro to bo touad ubore tbe ncttons of •~ lndtvldual 1n•o1Yed 

the po•slblllty of dlrcct~y lnflictlag horu on others. 

· ln spite of the lOJlt pelfiod ot tlmo which aepa!'atet tbe writtag• 
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ot J.s. 1111 fr those ot .John Locka and '~lito tht cous1dor.b1e 

divergence tn the starting pqints of tholt ethical and polltleal thought, 

there 18 a tumatkebl timllorlty bGtwaen t~ in their app~ch to tbe 

pYoblcm of ffledeo. Both base their eoneeption ot b'eedoo oo the 

lnhorent cepaci ties of btw•n nature. Both regard freedom 01 au a~ttlbute 

of the individual. Both GOrtsld&tr thet the lkttts of human tnedor:l are 

te be found when tbe G'leeroise ot IUcb f'l edoa by an 1ndJ.vidual lnterterea 

with the int&r~ste of othete. These tuadn~ntal si~ll rities of 

app"ach will bo exlllilned more fully 111 tbo aoxt Chapter • 

............... 



The Ideas of treedoal ot Jetm Locke ond Jobn &tuatt t4111 are 

tto•ely_ eoart•tod wltb their ethlool views. Locke's eonceptlon. of 

freedom Grl$0$ tr~ an ethical tYst~ tlrmly rooted in the rattonoltst 

'Natutol La~;i' 'ftditlon. fte t\EUJtt-al tb(DQ of Looke's ethical thought 

is that moral actlon ls notion Jn oc~ordtluco ttlth the._ law ~vldent to 

:reaeon. Tltete lrJ; lt b twe, anotheY tbC!C)ry to be fouftd in Locke's 

~thlcal thought, a tlloory wloh may hove beu suggested to b_inl by bls 

reod!ag of Ga$sendt end Hobbes ond tdticb !«k!ntitlos good and evil at th 

pleasure and pnliJ:. This theory ls, howelfer. less lmpoJ'tont ia Locke's 

ethleal thlaklng than his more usual boliflt in o selt•cvld~t 110tol 
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low. lt ls the Matutal Law thoonr which he uses as tho basis of bla 

political thought tn the 'se..,.d Tteatlao ot C!tll Govetnmfat•, '!be 

hedc>nlat!e theory uttieh we find tn LoCke bas moreov-er t ts rationalUt 

aspect~ £oven wh()n. the equuttoo of good end evU with plaasure and PQ:ili 

ls ~de right action is seen as octlon Jn accordance witb reason: action. 

that is to say, in aecordanee with Q nttonal «iol~ulotion ot the probable 

eonsequene~s rather tban ill &ecordtntee wl th o lau Mli~h r$4&0n shows to 

be b.tading. It .ts this ideo that moral action is rational action that, 

as t have showt~, provi~s the !mds tor Loctce•s ttlet.r of freedom. 

John Stuert Mill, on the other bond, was born and btought up ln his 

early years in the narrow o•<Mld of Bcnthamlte uttUtartaaism.. Tho 

tblak~rs ot this school bad nothing but contempt for the venerable 
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doctrine of tho Natural Lau and its apporotus ot •natural rlgbts". They 

~ought to reduce evo~tblng to t ne toushstone of the Groatest Happlnet• 

PrineipleJ happiness bolag measured ln terms of aimplc quaatltles of 

ploosuyo csurod eeeordlno to a tellelfle. caloulut. The early 

U\.lltarlans, la spite of their aatlpathy to tbe rationalist Notuwal Law 

scbool end tbelr a~lrotlon tor the emplrielam ot Hume, woro really in 

their own asetllods of thought mueb closer to tbe tormer than tho lat~er. 

Th• very etsenee ot Bentba~ltm 1 y In tbe way that 1$9&1 and political . . 

tlleor.los wore logically deduced from •tmple os~umptloas. Tho1e 

assumptlone were token 88 oxl~tlc and were· oertata~y not dortved trom 

ony emplricol etudf of human bohov~our and ptJchology. It could ~ot, 

Indeed, bo otherwi•e for Bentham • essontially o reto~er, He was not 

eonceraed to dlseover wbot pr1Qelples, lf any. uad~tl1e tho oral 

judgemente wttleh ~~en ac&:unUx dA mpko but to show that tbe "Greatest 

JJappSnetts Prlnelple" ;ua.a&. be accepted as the balls of oll moral Ju-arnont• 

and to retora tho legal ond politioal 171tem la t'e light of thts 1iople 
' ' . 

prtnctple. In this aons4. tbon, tho thought ot the Benthamt,es was not 

so dltferoat t.om tho etbloal thought ot Locke ae lgbt t tlrst appear, 

Locke's h~doalstlo theory, of eour1e, brings thom still closer and. 

Indeed. Locko must he taken t o be one of tho sources trom ~ich Bonthamlto 

UtllltariaDliQ was ultimately dorlved. 

, Bentbamleo, however, s not tho only or. for our pu,Poses, the 

aeoat laportont intellectual .. lntluence t o wbieh J. s. 11111 was 1ubj e•t. 

I haYo shown how J.s. Mill coae to to~ a romantic conception ot the 



potential aqt,Ulty ot the tn~·tvidual btnan clmraeter and lum bo came to 

regard happiness as that stato in whlcb a aen•• faculties are developed 

to the tulleot oxtent and tn which be attaiaut his full moral end 

i ntellectual lta\ute. the eouroo of thla alaost aesthetic conceptlon 

lt probably to be found tn his reeding ot the Romantle poO\s but lt is 

oot aallkely that Carlyle•s romnntie Bero-uotehlp may boye contributed 

to the devolopaeat of this ldea. We can ~glae tbat Mill took the 

rooanUc conception ot the Hero; o bolng regarded by Carlylo as 
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uoique nnd. as lt wore. supetbWllOJU and appll~ i t 'to tile pcttentlnlittes 

ot b n ~dividuala lo geaetal. This ttomantte conception · ,..rovldes one 

of tbe bases of Mill ' s beliet ln tr~ 

Jllll' G defeneo of Ubel'ty Yeats, in fact, upol'l double bash. 

Firot, end mo•t important, ts this cOAeeptlon of tho poteatlnl dtgni'ty 

ot tbe ladlvldual and, closely ooanootod thol"Oldth• the ldoa tbat • pertoo 

ahote aetlons aro the result et bls own deliberate aorol choice and Wbose 

opinions re .batod on k1s own intellectunl eonvlctlon ls e~sentinlly a 

treater and better man than one Wbose actions and oplnlons are the result 

of external ooc::~puldon. Secondly, thE~ ldea that Individual liberty, 

b.v •t~ulattng orlginalltJ both in opinions and ~odes of behaviour and 

so givtno opportunUy tor the t:dal of new J.doruJ and patterns of U:te, 

provides on invaluable maone to the intelleetuol. moral and motorial 

progreB~ ot b~aDlty. 

· Storti~ ns tlloy do frora dlttorent startlbU points, tben, we filld 

tbat Jobn Locke nnd John Stuart Mill bese.thelr views of freedom on 



ground• which aro very 1111eh. the tome. In the thoug.bt of tb~~a both tile 

value end impot-tance of freett. is seen w depend on a eoncept.lon of 

the poteatlelitle• of human lndlvlduals. For Locke. tbe po$sesslol of 

rea tort which makes men a t!IOt'lll bo1JS9 ontl tles him to \hC fieedom tO 

exercise moral eholee. 'or Mill. the potential nobility of man when ho 

is ellowed to develop to his tull moral and intellectual steture 1s the 

over•rldiog oonsideration. Tbls tt ls whish makes lt imperative that 

tadlviduals be all~d th~ liberty to develop to their tullest for, as 

he soys. "o State uhich dwarfs Its men, in order tbat they ·may be . 

aore docile tnstruaentc 11 ita •onds ~VGn for benotleial purposes • 
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will find thnt Qith amall men ao great thing ean really be nceompllshed; •••• "l. 

Allred North Wltltohead ln tbe 'Adventures of Idaas•2 tries to troee the 

evolution of all Bllrt)pean ldeaa of fte•dalu from the conef)ptlon of the 

bumaa potentiality ~plied ln the Platonto ond Christian conceptions ot 
the s~l. Wbatcvsr the value ot this attempt to ttnco the dovelopmeat 

ot the ldf)a ot treed(a 01 the devQlopaent and transmuutlon of a •lnglo 

or1glnal idea, 1 t .. l eonvlueed that a coaeeption of the moral 

potentlaltttes of hu.on indlviduals provides the surest foundation tor 

any cogent detonee ot tree~ 

Compared witb this argument for the intrinsic moral value ot 

freedota the orgument 'lhieh 1111 alto $nploys that froodam PJ'OVldes the 

best means to the continued motorial. motal and lntell~etual progress 

ot mollklnd. seems weak ond lneoneluatve. 'lbe question as to wbetbor 

1 Essay Gn Liberty. Chapter v. · paoo 110. 
2 vida A.N. Ubitobead. •Adventures of Ideas'. Port 1. 



a qste.a baoed 011 lodlvlduol liberty to In fnot the most otttcdont: 

system ot human o~gan1Botlon ls o question of tact ~lob can only bo 

detem1nod ln the llgbt ot cxperlonco. na ln the nlnet~entb 

Ctllltury It mlght hnYC teemed tn!rly obvious t '·nt 11bernl1sra bact proved 

itselt $Upl'eaJ01Y ottlcieat. It !s tar less eleor tocby, lbaan progrou 

elearly dopcnda upon o~anl9ed ond dlsctpltnod eo-operation as mueb 11 

lt does upon lndlvtduel 1nltlat1Yc ottd orlg1nallty. In ~hos~ tlm~s uhon 

vast orgoala<t1 bodlos ot ki\IJUlm!gc «ctst la the s~l&aces and tecbnleol 

dlsolpline$ end .raen produetlon llsa beeome to highly centrallsod and ao 

toehuleolly eoraplloatod thot no DGW lndustl'lo! projo()t of &a~noaee cun 

ba earr1od out except b.J the Stato or huGo, blgbly eontraltsod buelacsa 

O't'gotl!satlons. lt Is much si~ to soc the vnlne ot dtsolpllnod co­

operation ancJ ouch .,nder to rogard the f~ campetitton ot lndlvlduale 

!a all spheros os w;lStetul. Yetarililg II o progl'Oss, frittering away 

bwmul ~erg!es and rendorlng impossible tile mD$$ teamwork required to 

deal ulth truly vast lntellectuol and lodustrlol probl s, Evon if tt 

be true that in tk~ YetY long run freedom means greater effieieney . 

and mo~ •o11d progres• me1 u111 $lways be incltnad to Judge the tssuo 

in the llgbt of the present and ~dlate oY1de8co. Tbe •~eat wtll 

only e rr:y conYletlon so lollg as eountr.tes t'lhose organisation is baaed 

to dooe extent Ob n belief in tho valu~ ot tndlvldual liberty can 

actually retain the lead in those mattol's tdalcb cOQDond tho gteotost 

attentl&n nt the present time, namely lnduotrlnl and aclentlflc advanc~ 

Tblo Is pottteulorly poignant today in the ligbt of feCtnt Russian 

selentttte succes•es. To many lt muet 1eem os though the loag-nu~turod 

1 . 



~th ot tho superior elflclenc.v of treedoo yts-l-rls regimentation 

hoe finally been blown to pieces. It lndlYldual froedoB·is ronllJ to 
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be adequately defended lt must bo ebown that lndlvldual libfttJ posselms 

a mol'nl val.ue ln ltsolf which tnnscends all consldorailons of utllliy; 

that, J Mr. Savago was to dtieover, the economic. sclontltlc o~d 

oroanls tlonal marvels or a brave new world an· not worth tb~.: prtco 

paid in the ctamping and stuntlnu ot huson personallty.l Tbe batls for 

tbis juatlfleatloa .. of indt•ldual hoodGa eu bo foWld, I" believe._ In 

thot idea coonon to Locke nad IIJll that tree ot ohol~ it tke oalr 

condition ln which tho tndlt'idu 1 caa realise hls mot"al ,Ot. ntialUles 

and rise to bls full dlgnlty a ~ n. 

Tbla defence of freedom is open to tbe objection that tt take1 

tar t oo little occou1t of society; that 1t ts bated ttpon a conception 

ot the indtyJdual obstroeted frOQ tho eontext ot the society ta wbloh bo 

llYos. Locke's eoneoptton ot troodom ls open to th objoet1on tbat it 

d$pt)nds too csaeb on o theory ot obatnot 'notural rights• thought to 

belong to lndtvi~ual aen as moo regardless of tile soolol COfttext ln Wb1eb 

the1 ate llvl»g. 1111 is lloblo to a slollor o~lticism on tho grounds 

that he, like tho early Ut111tar1ans, .had llttlo eoneeptton ot the bonds 

Which knit soc~oty together and thot bo tends to regard society 01 a 

loose agg~Jato ot selt-oonta!n d eoopoting individuals, 

'lbougb wo may ad-:l!t that both our wdters place too little emphoals 

on the togotborne•s of society ga should be careful not to tall into the 

1 vtdo Aldous Huxley 'Brove ~ World' - espeelolly 
Chapter 17. 
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oppoaltn erro~ of the Hegelian s8bool and coaclude that tbG personal1t7 of 

the ladtyldual ls com~letely absorbed in tho greater person3llty of the 

state. ~er close the bonds Wblch bind lndtYlduals together lft soclety 

may bo tbe particularity ot tho lndl•idual eonseioas»oss d tndtyldual 

eeselenee con Jaeycr be \ranseeaded ln any wider whole. Ia can only speak 

ot the public coasclenoc or the wlll ot tho state by WIY ot a uetapbor. 

To take these metaphors tn a literal seu8e can only cOnfuse th Issue. 

AIJy lnaman society au1t always r atn n associ tlon of Individuals. 

'l'ltouoh the bonds whlch bind such an ateoelotlon \ogothot aro ucb closer 

end ao~e important tban those of a cere moohan1cal oggrGgate. and though 

tbe lnd1Ylduol8t~ _ make up auch on as•oelatlon are undoubtedly ntteeted 

by the fact of tbetr membership, lt is still the ledlYldual who remalne 

tbe ultimate uolt of •oral retptftelblltty. It. then, oman is over to be 

fully hloselt ho must os·aa Individual be allowed freedom of ch~lce, 1be 

theory whieb would doprtve the tndlvlduol of bls liberty on tile grounds 

that bo expresses hls personality oo1t tully in 8\lbordtnatlob to tbe 

greater wbole, tho StQte, Is be$ed oa a false conoeptloa ot the relottoash1p 

ot the lndivlduol to the sooioty around him and can only ~esult to the 

tbwartlne and etunting or huoon personality. 

the ditfloulty or wolatlag individual liborty to o soelel contex' 

is perhaps most apparent when ae coe.e to deal wl th tbe probl or laying 

down the limits within which lndlvldual treedo::l oan rightly be ~erohed. 

Locke, as I ha•o shown (see aboYO. C!laptor 4) • does not expllcl tly taOklo 

this probl tbougb .e eon gnther from bls writings that tbe prlnelple 
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lle would bave 01ployed tn ·attemptlag to solte lt aould batct been that t~ 

1nd1vldual ts entitled to exeratse liberty of chotec oxeept wh re tu~h 

liberty tntrlngel tbe rlo~ts o! ot~ors, This p~inclple 11 very s~tlor 

to that employed by J. s. 1111. Nlll takos tho p~bleo ~~ detlniag the 

l~lt1 ot humon f~oed~ vory terlously. lbo solution he proposes ia t~at 

the Individual ts entitled to un~alitied freedOD to foll~ his own 

pretoren~o with nga'rd to aotlons whtoh may be eonddel"ecl as dlteeUJ 

eonc:ornlng onlr that lnd!Yld 1 himself, He caa only be bjectod to 

social coatl'Ol .ten his actions aro dlteetl:r llamtul to otbcn. 

Tbls principle, ~1a I hue thoM\ be(l aboYe, Chapter 8), is not 

adequ \o as lt standi. It is difficult, tt aot poesible. to decide 

\f:bot actions directly tt&~t only the Individual himself, l~ot is oro, 

the dl tinetion botween aotlona ot thls kind aad oct!on• which directly 

otteet others aay wll be changed· tdtlt changidg social cil'CurJStnnce~ 

1111•• prlactple muat, tb~n. be odltJed to take account of tho social 

context within tiob troodOQ lt to bu oxerolsod. I b wo suggested ln 

previous ahayter thttt lt rdgbt be modified so oe to oean tbat the 

lndividuol should be allowed t~tod1m or e oiee in 11 matt•rs ~!eh it is 

19Aial Jr pg•aiblA to rogard ao tho dlnot ~cern ot that lndl•1dt.tol 

alone. It tbls 1 dotle, howavet", 1t it o!wlous that • ao longor haYe a 

brd a d teat tule to settle all cases. Tlda ls addttedly ufortun to. 

It nould be much ora eon•enlont 1f we could lay down o doflDlte litte 

boJond whlch soclety•s control of tho lntUvldual 1hould undO~ no 

circumstancos be allo.cd to extead. Tbe tacts, however, s to pl'eelude 

.. 
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this poottbJlity, Wbatever llDe we lay doue. sotlal ebangct or 

C".~~Qgenele• may al~ys aako CI"OidDSJ 1 t lmpol"atl•e• Wbeuevet thla 

&appct~a, .taenever people feel that their eel '' or llvellhood are 

aorloutly tn danger b.V tho exorcise tf l~dlvldual ~~ Ia o particular 

dlwetlon, they will find aJg1lmOllto to juatlfJ nltl'lotloae oi tbei~ 

treodom. J•deod. to datlae the llldte of fl'eodoa too doa-'lJ, to aq 

'up to tbls e'Jttlct polot ond llO turtller may tlto lndlvldual bo controlled 

for the good of tbe Cotillunlty' aay p1·f.WO a poalttvo dlasorvlce. It 

clntaGtMOOI dtotato. tb&t our 'Rubicon• ouft bo cmteted people will 

teatd to toel thot tndiYtdual 1 ~bor\Y. must· bo catirely S"Opudtated oad that 

theYe is co lougcr any point ln attooptlag to prot()()t tbo exercise ot 

such llborty ~gatast further onetoncbconts. reed~ can In tbo.loog run 

oraly bo dotcnded lf people ore convinced ot the moral wluo ond 

!QPottnncc ot llOtdQ{J tho !adivldual the ~oatest possible llbetty to 

choose tor himaolt. I! poople coo oo eonvine•d of tills thGJ can saloly 

bo lett to delemlno in particular olrcum•tancoo tbe U.olts within tmicb 

lt is pos$lblo tor such llbel"ty to be ex rolsod. If they are not ao 

convinced, the buJ'rloru wo may erect to bodgo around the liberty of tile 

1nd1vtdual w111 p~e ot no avail, 

Tlto coacopt:tons o£ h~om of Locke and rnu, baled as they are on 

tho idea tbot lndlYlduol Ubeny is tho ~ssentlnl oonditlou tor the full 

derolos-ont of hooart potentbl1 ties, neod to be ~upported by o thCOl'Y ot 

tho hoodoo of tbe rr:lll, 1hore \'~uld bo little mol"Sl value ln allowing 

the tndlvldool tho 11bony to choose tor himself if tho choice eo 

Individual m$kol ls tn any case completely detorctnorl by preaedent conditions . 
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I£ ttats 1s the ease. tltere 800111 no particular reatOD tlh:V aoolety. sllould 

ot introduce othor det ~lning tactors into tho tnd1Yldual*s onv1ronoent 

!n tho tom of rules baGkctd by the s~nntton of pun1staeat so ae to al ~r 

the pattern of lndivldunl behaviour to a to~ that is socially useful, 

rr.e~ ln tbo scns that Locke nnd Ulll undorstaad lt eon oraly be 

juttitlod if 1t ca~ be shown thot ~ero is seaso In Whteh the •adlYldual 

really C)QD ch~ao t,r himself. a a nso in \dtleh ho can be yoqardcd as 

really respotttlble for hi$ actloDs. Tbo ~ys 1 which Lock~ and 1111 

tt t to deal with the trto ot tho will llave boon coraeJdcred 1n 

prevlout chaptol's <soe obove, Chapters 3 C. T>. Netthc!' of thO't ,.,. to 

llafO lrt"lftd at ISOlutlou whtc is r«1llY &deqtJnte a u foundotton fol' 

thelr coneepttoDe of fteedom. Lotkft mod6 two ett~pts to tacklo the 

probl~ Bit flr t. leads to t o conclusion tlmt buo&n eho1ce la . 
tncwl tably dote lnod by the gl'OOto t ()} sure in vtcw. It thla la 10, 

l cannot sec thot nann lt ln any wy oon o r!loral being than tlla lowest 

an~lt unose netlona re t~itnbly determined by tho proaptinoa of 

instinct. 1111; tlleory ot hu:nan aotlvntlon to t to destroy tbo vory 

basts ot the argument tbnt non ns n rat!onnl bolng. eo ble ot exercising 

m~~l chotee, ls entl led to tbo froedOm to oxcrelto thnt cboi&e and to 

tulfU bls nature as ~oral botng. Loekc's sooonrl answer to the problem 

h at rn)re satista~t"'I'Y and I believe ts tile nearest approach mode 

by olthcr ot thotc tf'l'!te:rs taw:Jrds an nde"!Uate eeount of tbo freedom ot 

tbe ulll, On this view. tile motlYe to 111!ntnn action is ao lo09er the 

gl'eotest pleosuro but a preseDt u astness. In most cases it ts the 

g~tttst pt~80Jit uncnsine•s t1flich determine the min.,. 'lbe alnd, 
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hOW0'fer. dMt poasese n potiO~ to suspend action until tea!IOil can couaider 

tl2c I!Wtter. The coDtBJtplatlou of the pleasu~o likely to be dori,od 

from different lines of action tends to incre so the et~oruth of that 

un siness whieh pronpts to ectloa ln a d1recttoa likely to lead to t'o 

nehiev~cnt ot the greatest pleasure. Reason, tn this y, elters tho 

balnnett ot t'orcos • nd directs tho m!nd toward!! tile objeot of rational 

preference <see abGve. Cbeptcr ~. panes 63/ 65). Thi$ theoey <~s seem to 

allow the hdlvldual a eortain gomtinet · free<Jott ot cbo1eo. Iu sp1 te of 

this. hownvor, t g ind!yldunl is still bnlt~ treated fnr too ouch os an 

elabo-.oato meettOnlset. The only freedc:;, he is a1101'fod b that of ntpendtag 

choice until renaon has altcrod the balance ot foyc~s ln tovour of the 

moro profitable Uno r..t actioa. l'hts theory MY pcrbOf.\S provide an 

odequnte aceount ot hur:1an rnot!wt1(Jfl if tbc hodon1st1o tbeory !ticb we 

fin~ 1n Locke is accopto~. It doos not. howotor. gtvc us aay reason to 

boliove that tho Individual is capoblo of doaylcg b~aelf pleasure lor the 

sake of sanothing which reason Sbofi to be 1ntr1ns1cally right. Loeke' s 

conMptlon of frooc!.xt, hOltWer• OOpenda on IJ' ecisoly this potsiblllty. 

lt is bcted* as I have tried to sllow, on tho thoot'y that men by Ylrtue 

ot his ro.a,on 1 eapablo o{ app:tmsending the morol law and ot eboodno 

to net in aceordllneo with it. Locke' s second £nswor to the p·roblem of 

the trec,.Yocn of." the tdll, thOUiJh a.-Jmittedly sore sat1sfaetoyy than hfs 

t.i rst, still do..:s not scan entirely odequQte to support his concopt.to• 

ot treedot.1, 



Hill's treatment ot the treedoc of tho uill ls more unsatisfactory 

still. It is of little 'fttlue ~o &l'fJUI that humau h'acdtlu ot oholce is 

• • adequetely occountod tor vb~n we accept t-Ile taet that an individual B 

dosires are a part eausc of hls ehoicc for theso desires are o lttedly 

th®lsel•es the inoYlteble rosul t of a previous cholra ot oauso~ stretohl~g 

right back to the birth of th~ obUd (or prosta:~~bly still turthcr back 

to th<.; very day ul C~tion), The theory dQuio~ ny $p<)ftt n Jty to the 

indlvldual t<rr thO chl)icott !lo makos must :,e the inevitable r>ro~\tet ot 

cou•~• uh!ch 11 the last 1 ''ouee lle outt1do bla eout~ol. It ooanot • 

• oreovor, provide a ~tl&t~ctory basts tor a bellot ln lndiYi~uol mor 1 

rospondblllty~~~ It does. it 1a tr..te, p:rovlde· tbo bash tor n justitleat!on 

of punts. ent. Pwdslwmt eon bG rogorJod •• yot aoot&Ol" causal tactot 

likely to alto.- tho structure of the 11ldiv1dual ob.aroetett amd so influence 

a t$1n•s future choices in a socially desirable direction, In spite ot 

thls tm uti!! do not havo a theol')' of morol ro1ponsibllity. ' l.1tlY 

consider n ccnaln typo of cbart!oter socially uudoalrablc nn1 \dab to 

cxort a toreo on 1t tdlloh Ifill dmt~g~ it to a p:sttorn 

tb1a does not .., n that 

e~aracter nd hls uct1ons, neltbor oon we dtJ so so loll{J s wu believe 

t hat th;; choieca an 1adlv1dual akes are tile lnov!tabl product of o 

rlcs of cnuses whbh in tho last 1natMee 11• outGlckt ht& eontl'Ol. 

'J'k!s oone$ptlon \)f the ttcJo®..J ot tho tdll ltee<:Js w uad~~1u the weyY 

basis t)f J.llll•s conecp,fon of treed • 'llwro eon be no point ln allotd.ng 

tho in<ltvi<\lal to f»..1lro&s tbo btat thttt ls ln b!maelt it that aolt ls 

really al .,.1• the prodtl~t o£ t.:auses which llo outdde lt. 



'lbe problem of tbe fntd«s of tho wUl ls oae of tho molt Yex•t~ 

and d1ffieult of all pbllotophtc ptoblcmtt No solution to it hat yet 

bt$t found wicb lias won general e~ceptonce. Tbls does aot ncoesserll1 

mean. bowevor• tbet the betle idea whicb lies bebtad t he eonceptlont ot 

fl'eedom of Jolln Loeko ond John Stuort lltll trust be ollandoued. 'l'llougb 

no adequate explnnailon and account of wbat ls meant bJ' tile freedom of 

tlte tflll bas ret beea put fo.,..rd, the belief that w are 1n •au tense 

ftee to ohoose and ln some Pdse tbe subjects of morel retpOfttibllity, 
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1t almost unlYernl. Tills belief ea•• I tlllak• be tekert •• o wol'k1ntJ 

Glsumptlon on whiott to bose our bellet 1n tho Yalue of tndlyldual fJ:ecrdca· 

in tbe 10olal sense. It aust be eflat tted, however, that any defence of 

freedom on these llnet will lack perfect tntello~tua! eogeAe, until o 

truly ntlstaetotY answer to tb~ problem of the heedca of the will bas 

beea dlseoYered. 

. ............. ,. 
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