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which distinguishes his later work. One exquisite quota-

tion deserves to be quoted again. Cui Ckristus vim

intulit? wrote Count Boniface to St. Augustine. Quern

coegit? To whom did Christ apply violence? Whom
did he coerce ? The final failure of persecution was in

Sir John Acton's opinion the act of Louis the Fourteenth

when he revoked the Edict of Nantes. "Coercion," he

added, "is an educational instrument which Western

Europe has outgrown," though indeed it had not much

success in the age of the Caesars. On the Inquisition he

was discreetly silent. But he concluded with a plea for

the sacredness of moral responsibility, which hardly came

within the scope of Mill's eloquent and powerful treatise.

For a Catholic organ, however, the treatment of Mill is,

if not sympathetic, at least appreciative and respectful.

Of this article Mr. Gladstone wrote to the author, " I have

read your valuable and remarkable paper. Its principles

and politics I embrace; its research and wealth of

knowledge I admire ; and its whole atmosphere, if I may

so speak, is that which I desire to breathe. It is a truly

English paper."

Among Sir John Acton's other contributions to the

Rambler one of the most interesting is his account of

Cavour, which appeared in July 1861, just after the

Italian statesman's death. Acton had an abhorrence of

Carlylean hero-worship, and he did less tha justice to

Cavour's regeneration of Italy. His criticism of a man

who for many years of his too brief life was engrossed

in a desperate struggle for national independence is cold

and dry. He cannot conceal either the scanty resources

which Cavour had at his disposal, or the magnitude of

the results which those resources were made to achieve.

But, true to his favourite subject, he analysed the

Minister's conception of liberty, and found it wanting.

It was liberty for the State, not liberty for the indivi-

dual, nor for the Church. Yet Cavour's cherished ideal

was " a free Church in a free State," and he would prob-

ably have replied that from the purely individual point

of view Piedmont might well challenge comparison with


