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J.S. MILL  ON LIBERTY

J. S. Mill in his famous essay "On Liberty" has given a very valuable and significant views about individualism and Laissez-faire. He was a powerful defender and a great champion of the individual liberty. According to Mill there should not be any interference by the government in the affairs of the individual. He held that democracy, public opinion and collectivism were dangerous to individual liberty and must be kept within their sphere of activity. Every individual must be allowed to develop himself on his own lines. The society should leave the individuals the widest possible margin for free development. If every individual is allowed to develop his personality as he likes, it would enrich the world by providing a variety of character. Only in this way that individual should be left free to provide variety. Any over - regulation of individual by the government or state was bound to lead to tyranny and anarchy, which was no sign of the progress of society. 

                    According to Mill, liberty is the sovereign of the individual over himself. However he permitted the state to interfere or impose restriction on the liberty of individual when it is meant to protect him from harming the other members of society or community. Mill divided all the actions of the individual into two categories viz. Self regarding action and other regarding action. If the action of an individual affect him alone it is called self regarding action and his liberty of action should not be regulated by the state. If his actions affected others it is called other regarding action and in this part it should be regulated by the society or state. "The sole end for which mankind are warranted individually or collectively in interfering with the liberty of action of any of their number is self - protection. The only purpose for which power can be rightfully exercised over any member of a civilized community against his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own good, either physical or moral, is not a sufficient warrant. The only part of the conduct of any one, is that which concerned others. In the part which merely concerns himself he is independent, absolute and sovereign  over  himself, over his own body or mind. 

                Mill pleads for certain freedom for the individual without which he cannot develop his personality properly. These are as (i) Freedom of conscience. (ii) Liberty of thought and expression. (iii) Liberty of pursuits and tastes. (iv) Liberty of association. (v) Liberty to pursue his own vocation in life. (vi) Liberty of religion and morals. Mill laid great stress on liberty of thought and expression. Freedom of expression is very useful because it lead to discussion and the discovery  of  truth. 

                Further Mill defines the term "Liberty "as "Liberty consist  in doing what one desires and does not desire  to fall into the river ". Thus he emphasized the non-interference  in the affairs of the individual. 

Criticism

1. Mill view on liberty as absent of restraint i. e being left to oneself. In the modern age this view is a negative view of liberty and is very inadequate in the context of a complex society. 

2. Mill definition of liberty is not adequate. He defined liberty as consisting in doing what one desires and yet he allows the state to prevent a man crossing a bridge which is unsafe. His definition of liberty permit much state action. 

3. Mill has tried to established that there are 'self -regarding' and 'other regarding' actions and that in so far as his 'self-regarding' actions is concerned he is free and his independence should not be checked. But then he is basically wrong. He does not know that every self-regarding action has social effects. In addition to this, it is not possible to divide 'self-regarding' and 'other regarding'. For example suicide is both 'self-regarding' and 'other-regarding' action and so on. 

4. Mill is of the view that state can interfere individual 's liberty if he interfere with the liberty of others. Thus in the garb of protecting the liberty of others, the state can interfere in each and everyone 's liberty. He has thus provided good handle to the state to deny liberty to each other.
