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benignly on the incendiary. Surely we show
our disposition towards the opposing forces
of nature sufficientiy by setting ourselves to
overcorne themn ; and if our neighbours were
biind forces, we shouid do our best to over-
corne themn in the same way. But they are
flot blind forces; they are intelligent agents,
who know the effect of their actions, and
have some comprehiension of tbe relations'
they sustain to other human beings. They
know, amongst other things, that they have,
or desire to have, certain reserved rights of
their own, and they may consequently be
expected to respect siniiar rights in others.
However, if, and in so far as, they interfere
witb us, we either resist their interference,
or else acquiesce in it for reasons satisfac-
tory to ourseives. We certainly izever ac-
quiesce in it on the ground that we cannot
alwvays have our own way with the natural
forces of the universe, or cannot surmount
the limiits of our own constitution.

Mr. Millilbas fuily granted that the con-
duct a man pursues iii matters ivhich only
directly concern hirnseif may subject bim
to the unfavourable judgment of others, and
that from- such unfavourable judgment cer-
tain disadvantages are inseparable. Thus,
if a man is extravagant, intemperate, foot-
ishly vain, &c., we miust estimate bis conduct
according to our owvn standards ; and our
bearrng towvards birni %vill naturally express
the judgment we have formed. Mr. Stephen
says there is no difference betwveen tliis and
visiting sucb fauits ith specific penalties.
It seems to us, bowever, that when -ýman
bias expressed bis owvn disapproval of con-
duct that is not personally injurious to bim-
self, he wvil1 feel that lie has gone as far as
he bias a right to go. He is not bis brother's
keeper in the sense of being, responsible for
his fauits ; and, if hie is not responsibie, on
wvhat ground should he presumne to interfère
witb another's liberty? In such a case no
reasori is required for non-interference, be-
yond the general reason, IlThe nian was
doiuzg me no~ /arm;» but for interference a
special reason would certainly be required.
And wvbat wvould that special reason be?

Mr. Stephen next shows us tbat religions
have in past times been etablished, in great
measure, by force. Suppose they bave; the
question which Mr. Mill undertook to discuss
was, wbat is right Yiow. The peculiaritv of
the present age is that it is, as Mr. Bagebot
bas described it, "lthe age of discussion."

Many things are possible now that wvere no)t
possible a century ago. Mankind are mo-re
given to reflection, and iess swayed by in-
stinctive feelings. There are a dozen ways
out of a difficuity now to one that existed a
couple of centuries ago. The fact that %vars
cannot even now bc wholly avoided does
not conflict with Nir. Mill's general principle
in regard ta the rights of individuals? If
there were no true path there could be no,
false ones ; and it is no answer to a man wvho,
undertakes to pointout a true pathto inst.nce
ail the cases in which a false one has been
taken. 0f course brute force has bad tre-
mendous sway in the bistory of the race, and
it wvi1i bave some sway for years to corne;
but tbat in itself wvas an excellent reason for
thie writing of the " Essay on Liberty," with
its %vis.- counsels for the avoidance of irra-
tionai and hurtful struggles. IlIf Mr. Miil's
viev of liberty had always be-en adopted and
acted upon to its full extent," says Mr.
Stephien, Ilevery one can see that there would

ýhavc been no such thing as organized Chris-
tianity or Mahomrnedanism in the wvorld."
Does everybody see this? Supposing the
Roman empire had neyer persecuted the
Christians, why should flot Cbristianity have
Ccorganized " itseif ? Are we to hoid that
Nero and Diocletian were the true fathers of
theChurch? or does Mr. Stephen mean that
Cbristianity could neyer bave made its iv'ay
without having had recourse to persecution ?
Surely flot. Christianity had made its way
before it hiad the power to persecute,-while
as yet its means of influence wvere whoily of
a moral and inteliectual kind. As to Mahom-
medanismn, which Mr. Stephen, with broad
liberality, brackets with Christianity, sorne
persons ;vill be inciined to think that, if Mr.
Mill's principles wouid bave inipeded its
deveiopment, there must be some trutli in
them. (Nonnos/e- hic sermo esit)

Mr. Stephen bias a wonderful talent for
coming up fiercely to tbe assault, and tben,
just when we expect a decisive biow, turning
aside with some evasive phrase. For exam-
pie : IlEstimnate," hie says, Ilthe proportion
of nmen and wvomen who are selflsh, sensual,
frivolous, idie, absoluteiy cornmonplace, and
wrapped up in the smaiiest of petty routines;
and consider how far the freest of free dis-
cussion is likely to, improve them. The oniy
way in wbich it is practically possible to act
upon themn at ail is by compulsion or restraint.
WizdIzer il is woriz whle (o app/y /0 (lie;


