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The Editors of the Amex Bank Review, in sending Season's Greetings to
the friends of American Express, had, instead of a traditiocnal scene,
the following message:

"There cannot be intrineically a more insignificant thing in the
economy of society than money; except in the character of a contriv-
ance for sparing time and labour. 1t i1e a machine for doing gquickly
and commodiously, what wonld be done, though less quickly and commo-
diously, without it: and like many other kinde of machinery, it only
exerts a distinct and independent influence of 1ts own when 1t gets
cut of order.

John Stuart Mill, 1848"
[Principles of Political Economy, III, wii, 3 (Collected Werke, ITI1,
506); slightly modified.]

In aending us this bit of Milliana, Dr. Ruth Borchard comments:
"Where doesn’'t one find him?!"

The Editors are delighted to announce that Dr. Bruce L. Kinzer has
agreed to become Book Review Editor. Among our more obvious Ffalluree
has been our inabiliry to get all the best books reviewed when they
should be; Dr. Kinzer will do his best (which 1is very good) to make
up for paat deficiencies by noticing the more important works that
have not been treated, and to ensure that there are no similar gaps
in the future. May we, in this good canse, again ask that review
copies {or at least notices} of all your books be sent to us, as well
ag offprinte of articles.

We are sorry to announce that Elizabeth MacGregor, who has from
our inception typed and corrected the copy with intelligence,
patience, and unfailing good humour, has retired from Victoria College
and her connecticn with us, taking with her our affectionate fond
wishes. Rea Wilmshurst, we are immensely pleased to say, has taken
over her function as mediator between your needs and our incapacities.

This issue contains a pair of articles, by Bruce Kinzer and Marion
Filipiuk, arising from Mi11's reviews of Tocqueville (which are in
Vol. XVIIT of the Collected Works}, and dealing with Mill as trans-
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lator and interpreter of Tocqueville. We include also some notes, and
queries having to do with Mill's references, a state-of-the-edition
notice, the usual section on recent publications, a review by Jane
Millgate of Joseph Hamburger's Macaulay, and a progress report on the
Collected Works.

k k Xx k& %
TOCQUEVILLE AND H1S ENGLISH INTERPRETERS, J. 5. MILL AND HEWRY REEVE

Bruce L. Kinzer

Alexis de Tocqueville's subtle and complex analysis of American
democracy, published in two parts (1835 and 1840), was immediately
recognized as a work of great importance by European and English
intellectuals. Two Englishmen in particular were directly affected
by the appearance of De la Déwmocratie en Amérique. One of these,
Henry Reeve, was responsible for the firsf English translation of
Tocquevllle's work. The other, J. S. Mill, wrote two lengthy and
brilliant reviews of Democracy in America, the first appearing in the
London Review in 1835 and the secoud in the Edinburgh Review five
years later.® An exploration of the response of these [wo men to
Tocqueville's work suggests the ways in which the political disposi-
tion of each affected that response. Also of interest are the rela-
tions between Mill and Reeve. Though not friends, the two came into
contact at various times in their lives and in a variety of contexts.
The political framework within which Mill and Reeve functioned deter-
mined in large measure both their response to Tocqueville and their
Tesponse to one another., In Mill's case, that framework helps one
understand his deliberate omissiou of certain paragraphs in his
quotations Erom Tocqueville (such quotations form a substantial part
of the Elrst review and a not insignificant part of the second}.

Although he has received little attention from twentieth-century
students of Victorian England, Henry Reeve (1813-95) was a man of
considerable distinction in his own time. Editor of the Edinburgh
Review from 1855 until his death forty years later, Reeve gave
eloguent and consistent expression to the Whig political line during
both the hcyday and the decline of nineteenth-century Whiggery. A
highly cultured man, Reeve knew the Continent well (he had been
educated at Geneva), and, over the course of his life, he enjoyed the
friendehip of many distinguished European intellectuals, diplomats,
and politicians. One of these friendships was with Tocqueville, whom
Reeve first came to know in 1835, shortly after the publication of
the first part of De la Démocratie en Amérique.

Reeve's initial response to De la Démocratie en Amérique, based on
a partial reading, had not been entirely favourable. Respecting the
quality and importance of Tocqueville's treatlse, he had no doubts.
But at first he declined to translate the work, for he considered
Tocqueville's analysis far too sympathetic to democracy. He admired
Tocqueville "as a philosophlcal opponent, as a man infinitely valu-—
able to me, because he forces me to furbish all my powers in the
great debare which he propounds; but I will not promulgate an errone-
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ous doctrine, nor enter the world with a list of articles in my hand
which my hand refuses to subscribe."?

Less than a month later, having nearly completed his reading of
the firsct part of De la Démocratie en Amérique, Reeve dined with
Tocqueville and admitted that his first impression regarding the
book's "democratlic tendency was entirely erroneous.' Tocqueville
now appeared to Reeve as something other than an advocate of the
democratic cause. 1t was true that the former viewed "Democracy as
the inevitable lot of Europe" but the prospect was one which Tocque-
ville did not relish. Rather the coming of democracy was to be seen,
according to Reeve's underatanding of Tocquevllle, "as an evil which
we had best prepare to meet, since we cannot escape ir."? Reeve
therefore agreed to translate the first part of Tocqueville's work,
a task which he completed in 1835, prior to his twenty-second birth-
day.

The evidence suggests, however, that a considerable measure of
fluctuation characterized Reeve's response to Democracy in America.
1n 1856 we find him referring to the work as an "apology for American
Democracy."" 1n the end, Reeve seemed to have accepted that his own
reservations regarding Democracy in America derived from the author's
determination to present an objective, impartial, and scientific
analysls of democracy, a pnrpose which Reeve appreciated and
respected but, given his polemical bent, found difficulc to assimil-
ate. 1n an 1861 Edinbnrgh article, occasioned by the publication of
Tocqueville's Memoirs, Reeve asserted that "no party objects entered
into the mind of M. de Tocqneville himself. Even in this controversy
. + . he maintained an inviolable impartiality, the more difficult
and meritorilous that his personal sympathies inclined to the cause of
aristocracy, although the result of his profound political observa-
tions led him to believe that the cause of aristocratic government
was irreparablg lost, and that democracy must hereafter be mistress
of the world,”

Reeve may have accepted the validity of Tocqueville's view con-
cerning the inevitabllity of democracy, but 1t was not a position to
which he conld ever wholly reconclle himself. For Reeve the out-
standing characteristic of democracy was 'the tyranny of the majo-
tity." What 15 more, it seems that Reeve had even less faith than
Tocqueville in the possibllity of moderating, controlling, or
mitigating the tyrannical influence of such a majority. He wrote:
"The modern theory of democracy ia not 5o mnch a love of freedom as
the love of a particular kind of power. Democratic power differs in
1ts origin, but not at all in its nature, from other forms of abso-
lutism. It is as impatient of control, as liable to overleap the
restraint of law, as much addicted to flatterers and abuaes, as the
most arbitrary monarchy or the corruptest oligarchy.'®

Tn opposition to government by a tyrannical majority, Reeve
expounded a Whipg conception of aristocratic government, one more
reminiscent of Edmund Burke than of Charles James Fox. As late as
1874 Reeve could speak of an existing "Whig party" and present a
formulation of the principles guiding that party. Tt was the desire
of the Whig party, Reeve declared,




it .

"ro see the government of the country carried on hy those who mosc
faithfuilv represent the intellipence, the property, and the highest
honour and culture of the nation: we desire Lo see it carried on by
men who look to the interests of the whele community and not to thoge
of a class: we believe that the true liherty and progress of the
people owe infinitely more to the gradual and measured advance of the
leaders of the Whig party than to the wild schemes and agitation of
pure democracy; and if we wish to measure the progress of countries
in which the aristocratic element has been eliminated and destroved,
we have only to contrast the state of France and Spain at the
present moment with our own.'’

Reeve's observations of Tocaueville the man and writer, doubtless
coloured by his own intense political convictions, led him o clain
Tocqueville for English Whiggery.

"ln the polished circles of Lansdowne House and lolland House, his
manners and his powers of conversation ensured him a cordial recep-
tion; he found there not only the easy-citizenship of good-nreeding,
but the same deep interest in the progress of mankind, and the same
ardent attachment Lo every great and free object which had become the
rnling passion of his life. His own ideal of social excellence and
political greactmness lav precisely in the combinatinon of aristocratic
rastes with popular interests, and in that independence of posgition
and character which is never more complete than when it i1s united to
a high sense of the duties and obligations of property and station.
That is what he found in the Whig society of this country.”

Certainly these were the characteristics Reeve found in Whip society,
but as a description of Tocqueville's response this paesage 1s
slightly misleading. 1r is true that Tocqueville had a relatively
high opinion of the Whig aristocracy, but at the same time he had
serious reservations about their polltical persplcacity. In May of
1835, while on a visit to England, he recorded the following remarks:

“"For a century and a half the Whigs have played wlth the British con-
stitution; they believe that the game can continue, but the machine
is worn and should be handled with discretion. They have talked of
gquality and freedom at a time when the people had a vague instinct,
not a clear practical, idea of these two thiugs; they used it to come
to power, and then left society almost in the state in which they
found it. This experience of the past deceives them, and they
believe that they can do the same thing in a century when these same
conceptions of freedom and liberty have taken clear shape in the idea
of certain laws. After all rthe Whigs are only a fragment of the
arisrocratic party; they have long used democracy as a tool, but the
tool has become stronger than the hand that puides it."®

It is probable that Tocqueville, Fully cognizant of Reeve's strong
partisauship, approached such subjects with a measure of discretion
when conversing with his English friend.

Reeve and Mill differed markedly in their assessment of the Whigs,
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vet each held Toequeville in high esteem. Both considered his study
of American democracy of profouud importance for the future political
and social development of England and the nations of Europe. Although
Reeve's relations with Tocquewllle were of a far more personal nature
than Mill's, both shared a keen appreciation of Tocqueville as an
individual. Yet, beyond their joint admiration for Tocqueville, HMill
and Reeve had lltrle in commen.

Mi11's acquaintance with Reeve went back to the latter's childhood
(Mill was sixteen years old when they met, Reeve eight).!® Reeve was
the nephew of Sarah Austin, wife of John Austin, a Benthamite who had
tutored the young John Mill in Roman law. That early acquaintance,
however, never blossomed Into friendehip; men of vastly different
political outlooks, nelther was inclined to seek out the other on a
personal level. When Reeve was appeointed editor of the Edinburgh in
1855, Mill concluded that no further contributions from his pen would
appear in that influential periodical. In a letter to Harrier, HMill
remarked that "ir [the Edinburgh] is indeed fallen. Who will consent
to have his writings judged of, & cut & carved by Reeve? TFor us it
is again a complete exclusion."!! As it happened, Mill was mistakeu,
Reeve showed himself quite ready to accept articles by Mill, and
between 1859 and 1866 several reviews by Mill were published in the
Edinburgh. These were '"Bain's Psychology” (110 [1859], 287-321);
"Centralisation" (115 [1B&2], 323-58); "Austin on Jurisprudence" {118
[1863], 439-82): and "Grote's Plato" (123 [1866], 297-364). Most
readers of the Edinburgh would see nothing in these reviews incompat-
ible with thelr political convictions. After 1866 Mill transferred
his allegiance to John Morley's recently established Fortnightly
Review. There is no reason to belleve that the move away from the
Edipburgh was the result of any personal disagreement with Reeve.
Throughout the 1859-66 period, relations between the two remalned
correctly professional; 1f the few letters exchanped between them
reveal little warmth, neither is there any suggestion of hostility.

That such hostility did exist, at least on Reeve's part, with an
intensity which conveys the impression of a motivation not entirely
political, was demonstrated after Mi11l's death. What purported to be
a review of Mill's Autcbiography was included in the January 1874
issue of the Edinburgh.l! Reeve wrote this review, which he used as
a vehicle for a vitrlolic and passionate assault on the principles
and tendencies which he associated with Mill's philoscphical and
political speculations. According to Reeve, Mill's infirm judgment
"landed him . . . in conclusions which the common sense of a child
would have rejected."!? Mill's morality "was very uncommon, not From
wickedness, but From a false standard of right and wrong."!'" 1o a
qulite extraordinary passage Reeve compares M1ll with Rousseau {(for
whom the editor of the Edinburgh certainly had no use) to the former's
disadvantage! Both '"were aposrles of modern democracy, animated by a
fierce hatred of existIng institutions and beliefs, and intent upon
the overthrow of existiug society. . . . Indeed, in the avowed
objects of his speculations Mill was by far the more destructive of
the two, for he would have subverted the eternmal truths which are the
basis of society, by denylng to man the rights of property in this
world and the hope of existence hereafter.”'?®
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What lies behind Reeve's hareh denunciation of Mill? An aversion
tc Mill's politics certainly played a significant part, but the viry-
lent tone of the pilece suggests that there may have beeu other factorg
at work. One possibility concerns Sarah Austin, from whom Mill apd
Harriet had been estranged for a gocd many years preceding Harriet's
death. Politlcs had something to do with the estrangement, for the
Austins had become increasingly conservative over the years, but bad
feeling between Harriet and Sarah alsc had much to do with it.'% ag
Harriet undoubtedly infiuenced Mill in his judgment of Mrs. Austin,
it is not unlikely that Sarah's observarions affected her nephew's
judgment of Mill. But if the character of Reeve's response to Miil
was in part determined by politics and personality, there was an
additional cowponent which, perhaps more than any other, informed
Reeve's evaluation of Mill.

The root of Reeve's objections to Mill may be located in his Funda-
meutal antagonism to Mill's religious opiuions. The erroneous and
pernicious nature of Mill's speculatiops, Reeve implies, derived 1in
large measure from his faillure to comprehend that civilizatiou rested
upon an essentlally religious foundation. Reeve condemns the Philo-
sophic Radicals for "their fundamental divergence from the beliefg
and ethical principles of the Christian world" and "their absolute
rejection of the principle of religious faith and of the accountabil-
ity of man to God, which are the rules of life throughout the civil~
ised world."!” This religlous theme is more Ffully developed in
Reeve's 1875 review of Mi11l's Three Essays on Religion, published
posthumously.lB In this review Reave attempted to refute what he
perceived as the central tenets of Mill's theological position.
Mill's chalienge to religious orthedoxy is scornfully dismissed by
the editor of the Edinburgh. "Mr. Mill does not appear to have per-
ceived that the limited knowledge of a finite being renders it impos-
sible for him to conceive and apprehend all the elements of the gues-
tion."'® 1n the aame veln, Reeve argues that "it is surely more
consistent with reason and probability to suppose that there are
limits to the Faculties and philosophy of Mr. Mi1l, than to the power
and benevolence of God."?? The importance of religion in the maln-
tenance of a stable and civilized social order is again emphasized by
Reeve, and Mill is once more treated as an enemy of that which holds
society together. '"Not only religious creeds, but the entire Fabric
of society, of morals, and of law, would be subverted and overthrown
if mankiud were really persuaded to renounce its faith in the cre-
arion and moral government of the world, in the freedom of the will
of man, and in the immortality of the soul."®! That Reeve viewed
with especial animus this aspect of M11l's thought may be inferred
from this review, where he applies in full measure his talent for
polemic,

There 1s no indication in his Memoirs that Reeve's strongly nega-
tive feelings about Mili were in auy way connected with Mill's
reviews of Democracy in America, Considering that when the reviews
were written Mill was actively engaged in promoting the democratiza-
tion of British society, his arcticies on Tocqueville are generaily
well balanced. Tocqueville, after all, had much of a positive nature
to say about democracy. But Mill also takes very seriously Tocque-
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ville's analysis of the dangers and disadvantages of a democratic
state of aociety. That democracy possessed within itself tendencies
hostile to a rational system of representation, to individuality, and
to freedom of thought was admitted by M111.22 Bur although he shared
a number of Tocqueville's concerns, the articles also reveal signifi-
cant differences berween the two men, differences which also
separated Mill and Reeve.

A number of matters might be referred to in thils context. For one
thing, M1i11l argued that many of the potential evils which Tocqueville
assoclated with a democratic soclety were not unique to democracy,
but could be equally characteristic of other types of society.?’?
Related to this position is Mill's determination to chellenge those
portions of Tocqueville's assessment of aristocratic government which
Mi111 considers far too generons.zll As for those dangerous tendencies
which ere indeed peculiar to democracy, Mill shows himself to be a
good deal more confident than Tocqueville that the will and the means
exlst to prevent such tendencles from obstructing the evolntion of a
rational and progressive democratic society.2® Another imporctant
difference is to be found in M11ll's failure, doubtless deliberate, to
reflect adequately the distinctively religious flavour of Tocque-
ville's analysis. 1t is perbaps the religious dimension of the work
which at certain moments gives to Tocqueville's vigion of democracy a
frightening, nightmerish quelity--a quality which Mill naturally
tends to suppress in his reviews. These differences between Mill and
Tocqueville are apparent not only in Mill's analytical paragraphs,
but also in some of the numerous lengthy passages quoted from Tocque-
ville. What 1e most interesting about these passages, for our pur-
poses, is Mill's omission of key sectlioms.

The first omission of consequence occurs 1in the 1835 review within
a long quotation®® which Mill cites as Tocqueville's "statement of
the question between democracy and aristocracy."” The central point
made in these paragraphs is that, despite the superiority of aristo-
cratic government in the art of legislation (an assertion which M{11l
is not prepared to accept), the general interest, for reasons
elucidated by Tocqueville, is more likely to be better served by a
democratic government. The quotation is very nearly complete, incor-
porating what amounts to nearly five pages of analysis in Reeve's
translation.?’ Near the end of the quotation, however, Mill omits a
paragraph which he probably would have been happy to retain had it
not been for the opening sentence.

"The English aristocracy is perhaps the most liberal which ever
existed, and no body of men has ever, uninterruptedly, furnished so
many honourable and enlightened individuals to the government of &
country. It cannot, however, escape observation, that in the legis-
lation of England the good of the poor has been sacrificed ro the
advantage of the rich, and the rights of the majority to the privi-
leges of the few. The consequence 15, that England, at the present
day, combines the extremes of fortune in the bosom of her aociety;
and her Eerils and calamities sre almost equal to her power and
renown.”??




The second and third sentences of the paragraph must have been viewed
with approval by Mill, but his respect for the integrity of Tocque-
ville's work forbade his excluding the introductory sentence only,
Helding the opinions that he did in 1835, Mill preferred to drop the
paragraph altogether rather than have anything so complimentary to
the English aristocracy appear in his review of a work which he
greatly admired.

A more significant omission occurs in another lengthy quotationm,
in which Tocqueville examines rhe dangers posed by democracy to
individuality and freedom of opinion.?® Mill excludes from the
quoted passage the paragraph which most forcefully conveys the inten-
sity of Tocqueville's fear respecting the oppression of the soul
under democracy.

M

"Fetters and headsmen were the coarse instruments which tyranny
formerly employed; but the civilization of our age has refined the :
arts of despotism, which seemed however to have been sufficiently E
perfected before. The excesses of monarchical power had devised a
variety of physical means of oppression: the democratic republics of
the present day have rendered it as entirely an affair of the mind,
as that will which it is intended to coerce. Under the absolute sway
of an individual despot, the body was attacked in order te snbdue the
soul; and the soul escaped the blows which were directed against it,
and rose superior to the attempt; but such 1s not the course adopted
by tyraony in democratic republics; there the body is left free, and
the soul is enslaved. The sovereign can no longer say, 'You shall
think as 1 do on pain of death;' but he says 'You are free to think
differently from me, and to retain your life, your property, and all
that you possess; but if such be your determination, you are hence-
forth an alien among your people. You may retain your civil rights,
but they will be useiess toyou, for you will never be chosen by your
fellow-citizens if you solicit their esteem. You will remain among
men, but you will be deprived of the rights of mankind. Yonr fellow-
creatures will shun you like an impure being; and those who are most
persuaded of your innocence will abandon you too, lest they should be
shunned in their turn. Go in peace! 1I have given you your dream,
bnt it is an existence incomparably worse than death.'™’

TR

One can imagine the English foes of democracy {Henry Reeve among them):
nodding their heads in agreement while reading such a paragraph. It
must be admitted, however, that Mill 15 quite prepared to include in |
his reviews other quoted material tending towards similar conclusions.§
Probably it was the prophetic tome of this particular paragraph which ;
made it so difficnlt for Mill to digest. Its emotionally charged
language leaves it lingering in the mind, and Mi1ll surely must have
preferred that paragraphs of a rather different sort should remain

with the reader. 3

Perhaps the most revealing omission occurs ip Mill's second reviaﬁj
of Democracy in America. The first major quotation31 is taken from 3
Tocqueville's discussion of the course of French history and its E
manifestation of an "irresistible rendency to equality of conditions.g

The two closing paragraphs of the quoted passage refer to the provi-3
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dential nature of this tendency and convey Tocqueville's sense of
alarm that the "Christian nations of our age" will fail to recognize
and appreciate the forces which confront them and will therefore
neglect to make the appropriate responses necessary to gulde those
forces into constructive channels. The distance between Tocqueville
and Mill is nowhere better exemplified than in the following para-
graph, omitted by Mill, who did not even employ an ellipsis to indi-
cate that an omission had taken place.

"The whole book which 1s here offered to the public has been writ-
ten under the impression of a kind of religious dread praduced in the
author's mind by the contemplation of so irresistible a revelution,
which has advanced for centuries in spite of such amazing obstacles,
and which 1g still proceeding in the midst of the ruins it has made M??

This is a paragraph with which Reeve would have had complete sympathy.
Mill chose to ignore ir entirely.

One may conclude by saying that Hill'strevieus of Democracy in
America tell us a good deal about the nature and achievement of
Tocqueville's work. They alsc tell us much about the reviewer him-—
self. What a reader of the reviews could not be expected to appreci-
ate 1s that had Mill included the paragraphs which he consciously
onitted from the Tocqueville quotations, more would have been learned
about the author of Democracy in America. An awareness of those
omissions, on the other hand, while not adding significantly to our
knowledge of Mill's opinlons at the time, suggests that, as in his
reading of Coleridge, Mill took from Tocqueville what sulted his
purposes and rejected what he found uncongenial.

NOTES
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TOCQUEVILLE IN TRANSLATION
IN MILL'S REVIEWS OF DEMOCRACY 1N AMERICA

Marion Filipiuk

When Mill reviewed the first two volumes of Democracy in America in ¥
1835, he clearly felt great enthusiasm at introducing this major WO §
on a favourite theme to an English public. Obviously he also :
believed that Tocqueville's own eloquence would encourage that publi
to share his enthusiasm hott for the writer and the subject; for t
jatter M11l was admittedly more ardent than Tocqueville himself.
month before the review appeared, Mill wrote to him: "The chief mer
of it will be in the extracts: $1f 1 [navel] succeeded in introducingd
them so as to excite attention to them I have done all T have aimed
at. My article will be, as you [will] see, a shade or twO more
favourable to democracy than yonr book. . . "
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There are twenty extracts in the article, eleven from the first
volume, nine from the second. Mill had, we know not why, only the
first of Reeve's two-volume translation to hand., He would use 1it,
reserving the right, however, to correct and alter extensively, for
reasons personal and political, as well aa for those he admits to:
"we follow, as far as possible, Mr. Reeve's translaticn. We have
uged, however, very freely, the privilege of alteration, when, even
at the expense of elegance, we deemed it pogsible to render the mean-
ing more intelligible, or to keep closer than Mr. Reeve has done to
the spitrit of the original."? 1In a footncte, Mill's readers were
thus given a summary review of a translation that, as we shall see,
he thought a shade toe unfavoursble to democracy.

Mill's credencials as cricic of any translation from French or as
translator were, of conrse, impeccable. Though his stay on the Con—
tinent had been considerably shorter than Reeve's, in the course of a
vear he had acquired a truly impressive command of the language and
had retained it. (At the age of fourteen, after six months 1in France,
he was fully capable of commenting in Freqch, for his father's bene-
fit, on the perfermance of his professor of logic at Montpellier both
as to fond and to forme.}? 1n his alteraticns to Reeve and in his
own translaticnse, Mill demonstrates, albeit with some pro-democratic
shading 1n some places, a passion for precision in the use of terms
and a remarkable fidelity to strncture and prose rhythm.

A compariscon of the Reeve and Mill versions of Tocqueville's call
for contrecl and enlightened guidance of democraric forces (Mill's
second quotation in the review}, willl show Mill attempting both to
render the meaning more inteiligible, and tc keep closer to the
spirlit, as he percelves it, of the original.”

Reeve's enthusiasm for the trip on the democratic current is
clearly ncot o great as Mill's. The "effrayant spectacle" (Mill,
Yfearful spectacle") that the nations of the age preaent is, to him,
"a mest alarming apectacle." M11l, on the contrary, says that "le
mouvement qui les emporte' '"is bearing them forward," adding a touch
of his own positive thinking to the verb "emporter." 1In Reeve, the
impulse is merely bearing them "along." Tocgneville asserts that the
leaders of democracy must “"réanimer ses croyances” (Mill, "reanimate
its faith")., Reeve will have them "warm" it. He alters the
"aveugles instincts' of democracy (Mill, "blind instincts") to blind
"propensities,” ignoring the implied association of "instincts" and
"intérécs" that Mill 1s careful tec bring cut; but he retains the
order of the original which Mill, exceptionally, reverses, putting
the negative phrases ahead of the chjects for a more affirmative
emphasis;: "to substitute for its inexperilence a knowledge cof business,
and for its blind instincts an acquaintance with its true interegts."

In the following paragraph, Tocqueville deveicps an image in which
we are swept along cu a river of change, wheose current "nous pousse i
reculons vers des abimes." Reeve's version, "drives us backward
toward the gulf," with its literal translaticn of "& reculoms," and
the unfortunate choice of “gulf," 1s less "intelligible" than Mill's
freer rendering, '"drives us toward an unseen abyss.,"

Mill did, however, use "abyss,”" the clesest English equivalent to
"abimes," as he chose 'reanimate,"” "instiucts," and "fearful," above,
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It is characteristic of him as translator to prefer the cognate, not
merely because 1ts meaning is usually cleser to the French, byt alap:
I think, because he chooses to keep the sound of the orlglnal when~
ever possible.

Differences in atcitude berween the translators toward the gteat 3
social revolurion, as well as Mill's greater fidelity to Tocquavil ot
language, emerge in subsequent sentences. {lrtalics added in the
Reeve and Mill versions.)

Tocqueville "Jamais les chefs de 1'Etat n'ont pense A rien PTEPareg
d'avance pour elle; elle s'est faite malgré eux ou a leur insu."

Reeve: 'The heads of the State have never had any forethought for ip
exigencies, aud its victories have been without their consent, or
without their knowledge."

Mill: "The heads of the State have never thoughr of making any
preparation for it and ics victories iave been in spite of their
resiscance or without their knowledge.”

Tocqueville: "La démocratie a donc €té abandonnée 4 ses instincts
sauvages.'

Reeve: "The geogle have consequentlv been abandoned to its wild
propensities.’

Mi11l: "Democracy has consequently been abandoned to its untutored
instinces."

The "moindres désirs" of democracy are Reeve's "caprices," but Mi11Y
"smallest wishes." And "ses vices,”" which Reeve renders literally,=
are softened by Mill to its "bad tendencies.” 4
There are many similar alterations in quetarions dealing with the

differences between aristeccratic and democratic sociecy (Mill, [1],
52-3), and the attitudes of the American people toward their societ
and their government (pp. 61-3). A most interesting contrast oce
however, in Mill's treatment of two gquorations which come between -8
these passages. The first is the long explanation of the detalls of
administration in New England (pp. 58-60}, the second, the general:
consideratien of the commune (pp. 60-1}.

Mill quotes the whole chapter entitled "Authorities of the Towm:
ship in New England,"® with the exception of the intreductory two
sentence paragraph (which in Reeve's version declares, "In Americ
the pecple is a master whose exigeucies demand obedience to the
utmost limit of possibility™),® and makes only twenty-seven minor
adjustments in Reeve's text, mostly word changes, e.g., "duries”
changed to "functions'" (for "fonctions"), "subject" changed to
"governed” (for "gnuvernés") "citizens" changed to "landed proprigy
etors" {for "propriétaires"). He also brings down to lower case
three 1nstance5 the initial letters of Tocqueville's and Reeve's
"Etat, State." Bur he lers Reeve recount the facrs of the adaminid
tive organizatiom.
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Mot so the tale of the commune. Here Mill departs completely from
Reeve and does his own translation, as he tells the reader in a foot-
note, with a reference to ¥el. I, pp. 95-7 of the original, instead
of a parenthetrical reference to both Reeve and Tocqueville, as had
been his practice up to that point. This passage affords a good
example of Mill at work on hils own as translator, borrowing occaslon-
ally from Reeve (but clearly dissatisfied with his version), and aim-
ing at conveying the eloquence of Tocqueville's prose.

The term "commune' troubled Reeve, and though he rarely resorted
to a footnote to explain a concept, on this he felt obliged to com-
ment.’ He treated the problem in a matter-cf-fact manner, using
"township" and "municipal bodies" for "commune” and "systéme commu-
nal,”™ and expanded the explanation in the text with "“the tewn, or
tithing, as the smallest division of a community." Indeed, in his
note, he tried to define the technical differences 1n the use of such
rerms iu Epgland and in France.

Miil makes no attempt at definitiou. He naturalizes the word
“commune," "because there 1s no English word which expresses the
unity of the body politic, whether that unit be a town or a village,'
rightly feeling that, in a general description of the association,
“township" lacked sufficient spirit to render "somethlng which has
so completely its foundation in nature, that wherever a number of
numan beilpgs are collected, a commuue arises of 1tself."F

The following paragraphs provide examples of Mill's exactness in
handling Tocqueville's structure as well as individual words and
imagery, by contrast with Reeve's much freer and less forceful
rendering.

T

Tocqueville: "C'esr pourtant dans la commune que réside la force des

peuples libres. Les institutions communales sont @ la lilberté ce que
las écoles primaires sont & la science; eiles la mettent a la portée

du peuple; elles lui en font goiiter 1'usage paisible et 1‘'habituent a
s'en servir., Sans institutions communales, une natlon peut se donner
un gouvernement libre, mais elle n'a pas 1l'esprit de la liberté. Des
passions passagéres, des intéréts d'un moment, le hasard des circon-

stances, peuvent lui donner les formes extérieures de l'indépendance;

mais le despotisme refoulé dans 1'intérieur du corps social reparait

t5t ou tard & la surface."™?®

Mill: “Nevertheless 1t is in the commune that the atrength of a free
people resides. Municipal institutions are to liberty what primary
schools are to knowledge; they bring it within the reach of the
people, give them a taste for 1ts peaceable exercise, aud practice in
its use. Without mupicipal institutions, a nation may give itself a
free government, bnt it has not the spirit of freedom. Transient
passions, momentary interests, or the chance of circumscances, may
glve it the outward forms of independence; but the despotic principle,
which has been driven back into the interler of the body politic,
will sconer or later re-appear at the surface,™!'®

Reeve: "Nevertheless local assemblies of citizena constitunte the
strength of free nations. Town-meetings are to liberty what primary
schools are to science; they bring it within the people's teach, they
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teach men how to use and how TLO enjoy it. A nation may establish
system of free government, but without the splrit of municipal ingty
tutions it cannot have the spirit of liberty. The transient passi
and the interests of an hour, or the chance of circumstances, may
have created the external forms of lndependence, but the despotic
tendency which has been repelled will, sooner or later, inevitahly -
Te—appear on the gsurface.”!? ¥

With a seeming lack of effort, Mill follows Tocqueville's syntax
most faithfully. There are only three minor variations. At the en
of the second sentence, he uses a noun plus a phrase {practice in imn
use) instead of the verbal structure {1'habituent & s’en servir), b
the result 1s a pleasing balance in the English (peaceable exercise
and practice in its use). He alters the adjective phrase (d'un !
moment) to a single word (momentary), but again achieves a balance
with what immediately precedes {(transient passlons, momentary jnterd
ests). And, finally, in the last sentence, he adds the partial 3
clause (which has been), understoad in the French, hefore the adjecf
tive (refould). The structure 1s less compressed, but the force of ¥
the image, which Mill develops carefully, and Reeve ignores, is in 3
no way weakened. Tocquevilie’s eloquence could uot be hetter con- “§
veyed in English, s

There are two isclated moments of interest 1n the review where gi
comparison with the other texts reveals Mill deliberately abandoning
his policy of fidelity and preclsion for personal reasons. He 1s g
above a bit of bowdlerlzing. At the end of a short paragraph on thg
weakness of soclety, Tocqueville concludes: "on a des désirs, des 1
regrets, des chagrins et des joies qui ne produisent rien de visibig
ni de durable, semblables & des passions de vieillards qui n'abou-3
tissent qu'a 1'impuissance."'? Mill says that "the deslires, the 3
regrets, the s0rTOWS and the joys of the time produce no visible ord
permanent fruits,"!? omitring the concluding simile. :

His distaate for sexist langudge appears in his treatment of }
Tocqueville's characterization of Americans in contemporary politii
Tocqueville describes them as deficient in "cette virile candeur, 3
cette mile indépendence de la pensée, qui a souvent distingué les
Américains dans les temps antérieurs. . . v Mi11 (without bene
of Reeve) is prepared to concede that candour may be "manly," but
independence of thought he modifies as "vigorous,' not "masculine T3

1n 1840, reviewing all four volumes for the Edinburgh, M111 uses
considerably fewer extracts, elght in all, and his attltude to :
Reeve's trsnslation appears to have altered somewhat. With Tocqu
ville now an established presence in England, the earlier object
Mexciting artention' to Democracy in America had been achleved,
Mill was free to deal generally with the whole work and his owmn
related concerns. Volumes I and II, 1n the Reeve version, had b
wldely read, and Mill hoped that III and 1V would encourage furt
discusslon of the issues. But, by 1840, Mill had, indeed, becos
more keenly aware of the difficulties to be encountered on the OH
cratic odyssey. And at a time of cautlous rapprochement between?
those of Radical and Whig persuasions, why overly censure oT ed
standard text in one's first contribution to the Whigs' great P4
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organ?

At the end of the single long quotation from Volume I, Mill notes:
"In this, and our other extracts, we have followed generally, though
not implielitly, Mr. Reeve's tramslation. Though not always unexcep-
tiopable, 1t is spirited, and sometimes felicltous.”'® He has indeed
followed Reeve much more closely than in any passage of the first
article, except that on the administration of New England. There is
only one alteration of structure, to make 1t parallel to the French,
though there are many places where, one feels, Mill earlier would
have improved on Reeve's version. The word changea for greater preci-
sion are similar to those we have already seen: for example,

s'étendre' 1s altered from "exert" to "extend;" "la science™ is again
corrected in context from '"science" to "knowledge;" "les arts" are
properly designated '"the arts,” rather than "art."” There are also
shifts from upper to lower case for the first letters of 'church,”
"state,” "government," and "crown." (Tocqueville consistently used
"Eglise," and "Etat," but "gouvernement.'" Reeve promoted "autorité
royale" to "Crown.") 1t is noteworthy that when Reeve translates
Ycommunes' as "communities,” Mill justifiably corrects it to “cor-
porate towns": "the erection of corporate towns introduced an element
of democratic liberty into the bosom of feudal monarchy. 7
Mill also retains the French "bourgeols," with all its commerclal as
well as civic overtomes, in preference to Reeve's "ecitizen™: "Is it
credible that the democracy which has annihilated the feudal system,
and vanquished kings, will respect the bourgeois and the capitalist?®
Though interesting, the changes are minor and relatively few in
number.

The two passages cited from the second velume had been previously
quoted in 1835, but Mill seems not teo have consulted his own transla-
tiens. 1In the first, on the enlightening effect of participation in
the poverning process, a pro-democratic shading can atill be seen in
a refusal to let Reeve's "lower orders” stand for "le peuple.” But
it is notable that Mill did not tone down the element of deceit to
which the pecple are subjected by those who solicit thelr support
until a revislon in 1859 for Dissertatlions and Discussions: "The
humblest individual 1s canvassed by a multitude of claimants who need
his support; and who seeking to deceive him in a thousand different
ways, instruct him in thelr deceit"; in 1859 the final three words
are replaced by "during the process."!’ Tocqueville and Mill in his
1835 version both sounded more positive: "en cherchant a le tromper
de mille manidres différentes, on 1'éclaire";?? "in seeming to
deceive him in a thousand ways, they enlighten him."?!

In the Following paragraph, which contrasts the character of gov-
ernments by one and by the many, Mill makes an uncharacteristic
departnre from both his sources to declare: "Not what 1s done by a
democratic government, but what is done under a democratic government
by private agency, is really great."?* How different in effect Erom
his own earlier version, which was closer to the French and to Reeve:
"Under its empire, what is truly great is, not what the public admin-
istrag%on does, but what 1s done without it, and independently of its
aid."

Volumes TIT and IV provide five passages, and Mill continues a
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policy of general adherence to Reeve, tidying up, and altering Whg:
ever the translation really 1s exceptionable. For example, Mill °
clearly felt that Reeve had failed at one polnt, in the last, and “
only, gquotation from Volume IV. "In olden society everything wag -3

s

different [says Reevel; unity and uniformity were nowhere to be matd
with."?* "The general character of olden society was diversity,"28}
aays Mill, certain that such was the real intent of "Tout était’ =
différent dans les anciennes sociétés."?t

In 1840, Mill felt that the Reeve translatlon in general would
serve; but when he made revisions for Dissertations and Discugsions;
in 1859, though he still used Reeve's transiation, he removed all 23
mention of Reeve and his version, and altered the references to le
the reader atraight back to Tocqueville. The other changes, indi-
cated in the variants in the Collected Works, are mostly minor.

We have, unfortunately, no record of Reeve's reaction to his
treatment at MiIl's hands, but it is not too fanciful to imagine
that it might have contributed to the hostility revealed in his
review of the Autobiography. Reeve might, justifiably, have felt
that some of the changes merely indicated a personal preference, b A
he could not fail to be struck by how often Mill managed to point u
his inadequacies, and how maddeningly correct Mill always was. Ha
Reeve set out to get Tevenge by finding faux pas in Mill's work, h
would have been sadly disappointed, The omission of a word, very 4
occasionally, 1s all that he would have been able to discover. Butd
the Te-writing of the 'commune' passage might very well have causedy
him to explode: "Spirit of the original, indeed!" E
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Note:

Protessor Satoshl Yamasaki of the Faculty of Economics, Kagawa Univer-
sity, Takamatsu, Japan, informs us that his library has acquired a
note in JSM's hand, dated at Avignon, 22 December, 1872, eubscribing
to the Journal des Economistes for the vear 1873. The Journal des
Economlstes was a monrhly review, begun in 1841, dealing with
political economy and agricultural and commercial questions. It
ceased publication in 1940.

Announcement:

STXTH JAPAN MILL CONFERENCE

The sixth Japan Mill Conference was held ou 10 Octecber, 1977 at Konan
University, Kobe. It was the first time that the conference had been
held outside of Tokyo; it was followed on 11 October by a meeting of
the Japan Political Science Asscociation. At the Mill conference,
Professor Nishiguchi of Kumamote University delivered a paper on
Bentham's plan for parliamentary reform, and Professor Kumagai of
Momoyamagakuin University spoke on JSM's colonial theory.
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Queries:

The copy-text for Vol. IX of the Collected Works, Mill's Examination
of §Sir William Hamilton's Philosophy is the 4ch edition (1872). 1In
this edition there exist two 'states" of Gathering K (pp. 129-44),
whiclh are most easily identified by two variant readings cn pp. 129
and 130. (There are other indications of resetting throughout this
gathering, but not elsewhere in the editien.) 1ln the last line of
p- 129, one state reads, "But 1f what T am told . . ."; the other
{(incorrectly) reads, "But if what am I told. . . ." The first state
reads, on the ninth line from the bottom of p. 130, "Is it unfair

."'; the other {again incorrectly, in view of the terminal gues-
tion mark) reads, "It is unfair. . . ." 1 should greatly appreciate
hearing, from those of you who have access to copies of the 4tn edi-

tion, which state is in vour (or vour library's) possession.

JER

1o his Examination of Sir William Hamilton's Philosopny (4th ed.,
1872, p. 97), Mill, somewhat surprisingly, writes: "If any one savs
to me, Humpty Dumpty 1s an Abracadabra, I neither knowing what is
meant by an Abracadabra, nor what is meant hy Humpty Dumpty, 1 may,
if I have confidence in my informant, believe that he maans Something,
and that the something which he means is probably true: but I do not
believe the very thing which he means, since 1 am entirely ignorant
of what is 4s." But, he continues, "unmeaning propositious," as
commonly understood, are of a different kind: "That the same thing is
and is not--that it did and did not rain at the same time and place,
that a mau is both alive and not allve, are forms of words which
carry no signification to my mind. . . . The unmeaningness here
resides in the copula. The word is has no meaning, except as exclu-
sive of is not, The case I1s more hopeless than that of Humpty Dumpty,
for no explanation by the speaker of what the words mean can make the
assertlon intelligible.”

Some readers may well antlcipate what comes next: i.e., Humpty
Dumpty's own "explanation'" of what "words mean™:

"'1 don't know what you mean by ''glory,”' Alice said.

Humpty Dumpty smiled contemptuously. 'Of course you don't--till 1
tell you. 1 meant "there's 2 nice knock-down argument for you!'

'But "glory" doesn't mean "a nice knock-down argument,”' Alice
objected.

'When 1 use a word,' Humpty Dumpty said, in rather a scornfunl tomne,
"1t means just what 1 choose it to mean--neither more nor less.'

"The question 1s,' said Alice, 'whether you can make words mean so
many different cthings.'’

'The question 15,' said Humpty Dumpty, 'which is to be master—-
that's all.'" (Lewis Carroll, Through the Lookiug-Glass, Chap. vi; in
The Annotated Alice, ed. Martin Gardner [Penguin, 1965], 268-9.)

What one most wants {(or at least what would most please me) is
evidence of Carroll's influence on Mill=-~buc, alas, the passage in
Mi11 1s unchauped from 1865 (the lst ed. of the Examlnacion), while
Through the Lookling-Glass daces from 1871 (1872 on the tiltle-page).
There is, however, qulte good evidence that Carroll read Mill, at
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least his System of Logic, and commentators on Humpty Dumpty's views
commonly cite Mill's Logic as a source. (See, e.g., Peter Heath's
comments, with reference to Humpty Dumpty, on Mill's view of nominal
definitions, in The Philosopher's aAlice [New York: St. Martin's Press,
1974], 191, and the other sources there cited.) And Gardner, in the
edltion of Carroll cited above, includes in his commentary on this
very passage a quotation from Carrcll's Symbolic Logic which says, in
part, that logiclans "speak of the Copula of a Proposition 'with bated
breath'; almost as if it were a living, conscious entity, capable of
declaring for itself what it chose to mean, and that we, poor human
creatnres, had nothing to do but to ascertain what was irs sovereign
will and pleasure, and snbmit to it."

1t seems far from improbable that Carroll read Mill's Examination,
and, at least to me, it seems probahle that, if he did, Mill's almost
innocently silly example would have induced in his fertile and curiocus
mind the thougnts that led to Humpty Dumpty's bold positien. But doas
anyone have evidence that he did read the Examination? Or does anvone
have further thoughts on the matter?

H
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Macaulay and the Whig Tradition. By Joseph Hamburger. Chicapo: Uni-
vergsitvy of Chicago Press, 1976, Pp., xiii + 274.

This is an important book for anyone interested in the inrerconuec-
tions between historical awareness and political conduct in the nine-
teenth century. 1t throws fresh lipht en the centinuing tradition
whieh runs from Halifax in the.seventeenth century on through Burke
in the eighteenth and Macaulay in the ninereenth, until some of its
dominant assumptions--especially the belief in trimming between
extremes-—are absorbed into those late nineteenth-century liberal
attitudes which have become the common political property of Liberals
and Conservatives alike.

Professor Hamburger shrewdly notes that at the rime of the Reform
Bill "the Whigs had a policy but needed a philosophy," and he is able
to demonstrate the crueial role played by Macaulay's speeches at thls
period in formulating and systematizing Whig notions so as to supply
an “authoritative rationale for reform." Tt is Professor Hamburger's
contentiou, and one he ably sustains, that Macaulay's major commit-
ment was tc the achievement of balance and stability--that he was a
trimmer before he was a Whig--and although as one of nature's parti-
sans he was temperamentally unfitted for the equable and mediatory
stance usnally associated with the idea of trimming, Macaulay never-
theless remained a trimmer from principle, and socught to embody the
tradition of political conduct he inherited from Halifax both in his
parliamentary career and in his historical writings.

Professor Hamburger's study is organised thematrically rather than
chronologically, each chapter forming a relatively self-contained
vuir., This inevitably involves him a certain amocunt of repeticion,
but most of this is rhetorically jusctified, supplying cthe emphasis
necessary for the replacement of the common Butterfieldian assump-
tions about Macaulay as the prince of Whig historians. Exemplifica-
ticn of Macaulay's commitment to principled moderation, his abhor-
rence of extremism, is evervwhere extended and deepened by a fascimat
ing exploration of the interconnections between his personal experi-
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ence, his conceptions of history, and his peolitical assumptions.
Professor Hamburger demonstrates the reciprocal relation among all
aspecrs of Macaulay's thought--the way, for example, his understand-
ing of religious conflict in seventeenth-century England, and, by
analogy, extremist conflict in other periods and places, was affected
by his personal exposure ro religious dogmatism as a child, so that
a special colourarionwas given both to his presentation of rigidity
and fanaticism in his History and to his response to political oppo-
nents who seemed too exclusively theoretical in their attitndes.

1t is within the context of his presentation of Macaulay's revnl-
sion--emotional and intellectual--from the doctrinaire that Professar
Hamburger treats of the relation ro the two Mills. He balances a
just assessment of Macaulay's acceprance of some of the nolicies
advocated by the Benthamires, and his particular dehts as Indian
administrator and legislator to James Mill, against a clear presenta-
tien cf his Fundamental distrust eof the Radicals as "philosophers,”
and therefore doubtful guides 1n the realm of practical politics.
Macaulay is shown as flirting in the 1830s with the idea of some kind
of centre gauche coalirion, but moving away from this and into
greater svmpathy with certain Peelite positioms in the 1B40s. This
rightward shift is seen as the product of that fundamental commitment
to trimming as the wisest mode of political conduct, bur we are also
given a vivid sense of Macaulay's growing fear of a combination of
Radical philosophy with Chartist ferwvour.

Through examples from all periods of Macaulay's career Professor
Hamburger is able to show convincingly that his interpretation of
contemporary developments "in the light of his understanding of
historical change" shaped his concepcion of the duties of the his-
torian: patterns of change in the pasr must be presented in such a
way as to glve his readers a fnller nnderstanding of contemporary
events--persuade men to right judgment and hence to right action,
This educational impulse behind the History is stressed throughout
the present study, and in the process perhaps less than justice is
done to Macaulay's narrative and stylistic achievements. The main
concern is to demonstrate that a "deep and exclusive commitment to
practical politics" underlay speeches, essays, and History alike,
and there is a stalwart refusal to be deflected from this .aim into
consideration of the literary means by which Macaulay pursued his
ends. This single-mindedness is matter for regret since Professor
Hambnrger shows himself to be a perceptive and attentive reader of
Macaulay's text, sensitive to the complexities and nuances passed
over by other commentators, so that one yearns for same comment on
the structures and strategies by which the interpretaticns and lessons
emhodied in that text are articnlated. But if the stress on Macaulay
the political man seems at times too exclusive, the Insistence on his
role as trimmer a shade unyielding, that is, in the end, a small
price to pay for all that is new and valuable in this book. Ho other
treatment of Macaulay has confronted the fnll complexities of his
intellectnal heritage, identified the debts ro mentors as varicus as
Bacon, Halifax, Burke, Mankintosh, Jeffreys, and Bentham. MNor is
Professor Hamburger content simply tc register the influences: he
confronts the problem of how they are combined, what part temperament
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as well as intellect played in the process. By addressing himself g ;
the ideas of a man who always distrusted philoaophy, and the beliefg °
of one who feared dogma, Professor Hamburger has compelled us to re-
examine not only cur conception of Macanlay, but also our understang-
ing of the forces shaping nineteenth-century political thought in
general.

Jane Millgate

Victoria College

University of Teronto

Collected Works

The revised pages of Vol. XI, Essavs on Philosophv and the Classics,
have now been passed, and the volume should appear in the very near .
future. Starting with a ccomprehensive and stimulating lntroduction -
by Francis E. Sparshott, it includes Mill's essays on Whately's Logic, ¥
on Balley's works on Berkeley's Theory of Vision, on Bain’s Psycho-
logy, and on Taine's De 1'lntelligence, and, on the classical side,
Mill's nine Platonic translations (five of them not previously pub-
lished) plus a brief review of two Platonic works, and hls great
reviews of Grote's History, his Plateo, and his Aristotle.

The text of Vol. IX, An Examination of Sir William Hamilton's ;
Fhilesophy, is in the experienced and most trustworthy hands of Rose-
mary Shipton, the copy-editor, and should move through its various
stages towards publication about the end of 1%78. So we {the same
team as last vear, except that Judith LeGoff has, after a year in
France and England, rejoined us, replacing John Carland who has
joined the History Department at the University of Kentucky) have now j
moved on to VoI. I, The Autcbiography and Literary Essays, which will 3
be edited by Jack Stlllinger and John M. Robson. g
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The Collected Works of John Stuart Mill
Volume 11
ESSAYS ON PHILOSOPHY AND THE CLASSICS
Edited by John M. Hobson
Introduction by Francis E. Sparshott

Mill's essays on philosophy and the classics, edited in
the scholarly form that has won high acclaim for the
earlier volumes of the Collected Works, provide eloquent
testimony of his lifelong Interest in the ideals that
informed nineteenth-century intellectual life, and give
context for an understanding not only of Mill's political,
logical, and psychological thought, but alse of the
thought of his age.

John Stuart Mill's early education {he began Creek at the
age of three) 1in the classics and philosophy is reflected
in this collection which spans virtually his entire
career as an author. Themes fonnd in his major philo-
sophical and political works are revealed in his
discussions of Plato, Aristotle, and Creek history, as
well as in his reviews of works on logic and psychology.
His translations of nine of Plato's dialogues (five here
published for the first time) illustrate, among other
matters, his passion for dialectic. By stressing the
connection between philosophic (including political)
views and classical studies, the volume contributes to an
understanding of how nineteenth~century authors developed
their ideas; too often it is forgotten how pervasive and
enduring the classical influence was,

ISBN 0-8020-2283-9, 678 pp, 6 x 9

Publication May, 1978, price $35.00
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