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John	Stewart	Mill's	book	for	the	2014	book,	see	Freedom	(Chakraberarti	Book).	This	article	is	likely	to	contain	original	studies.	

Improve	it	by	checking	the	specified	requests	and	adding	the	included	citations.	Notifications	consisting	only	of	original	studies	must	be	eliminated.	(September	2012)	(Find	out	how	and	when	to	remove	this	general	relationship)	the	first	edition	of	Liberty,	published	in	1859,	on	the	first	page.	Published	in	1859,	it	refers	to	the	company	and	the
utilitarian	ethical	system	of	Milla.	[1]	[2]	Mills	offers	standards	for	power	relationships.	He	underlines	the	importance	of	individuality,	which	he	considers	a	prerequisite	for	the	highest	pleasures	of	Summum's	bonum	utilitarianism.	In	addition,	Mills	says	that	democratic	ideals	can	lead	to	the	majority	of	tyranny.	Among	the	standards	proposed	are	the
three	individual	fundamental	freedoms	of	Milla,	his	three	legal	objections	to	the	government's	intervention	and	two	of	his	maxims	on	the	individual's	relationship	with	the	public.	On	Liberty	it	was	a	very	influential	and	well	appreciated	job.	Some	classic	and	libertarian	liberals	have	criticized	this	for	their	apparent	rupture	with	utilitarianism	and	the
lack	of	clarity	by	defining	the	arena	in	which	people	can	resist	the	government's	intervention	in	their	personal	agency.	[3]	Liberty's	ideas	remained	at	the	center	of	many	political	thoughts.	He	remained	in	printing	from	the	first	publication.	A	copy	of	"on	liberty"	was	presented	to	the	British	liberal	democratic	president	as	a	symbol	of	profession	[4].
Milla's	wedding	with	Harrie	Taylor	Mill	was	significantly	influenced	by	the	concept	of	freedom,	which	was	published	shortly	after	his	death.John	Stewart	Mills	on	Shami	Chakrabarty	2014	See	Liberty	(Chakrabarti	Book).	This	article	may	contain	original	research.	Correct	it	by	checking	the	claims	and	adding	internal	quotes.	Advertising	ads	consisting
only	of	preliminary	research	should	be	deleted.	(September	2012)	(Find	out	how	and	when	you	can	delete	this	message	template)	Freedom.	The	first	title	sheet	of	the	1859	publication,	edited	by	the	Autorjohn	Stuart	Millcountry	not	Kingdom	Languaglishsubjectlibertybertydata	from	the	publication	of	Steuart	Mill.	

It	was	published	in	1859	and	belongs	to	the	ethical	utilitarian	structure	of	Mill	for	society	and	the	state.	[1]	[2]	Mill	offers	standards	for	the	attitude	of	power	and	freedom.	
He	emphasizes	the	importance	of	individuality,	which	he	considers	as	a	condition	for	the	highest	pleasures,	as	Summa	Bonum	from	utilitarianism.	Mill	also	claims	that	democratic	ideals	can	lead	to	the	tyranny	of	the	majority.	The	proposed	standards	include	three	fundamental	individual	freedoms,	his	three	legal	objections	against	government
interventions	and	his	two	maxims	in	relation	to	relations	between	an	individual	to	society.	
Free	was	very	influential	and	well	recorded	work.	Some	classic	liberals	and	libertarians	criticized	the	fact	that,	by	the	same,	it	breaks	with	utilitarianism	and	uncertainty,	determining	the	arena	in	which	people	can	challenge	the	violation	of	their	personal	freedom	of	choice	by	the	government.	The	ideas	of	freedom	are	still	the	basis	of	many	political
reasons.	
He	has	remained	in	print	since	his	initial	publication.	A	copy	of	freedom	is	represented	by	the	President	of	the	liberal	democrats	of	Great	Britain	as	a	symbol	of	his	office.	[4]	Mill's	marriage	with	Harriet	Taylor	Mill	influenced	the	ideas	in	Liberty,	which	were	published	shortly	after	her	death.According	to	his	autobiography,	on	Liberty	was	first
designed	as	a	short	essay	in	1854.	
When	the	ideas	developed,	Mill's	essay	and	his	wife	Harriet	Taylor	Mill	were	expanded,	rewritten	and	processed	"secretly".	After	Mill	suffered	a	nervous	breakdown	and	finally	got	to	know	Harriet	and	then	married	her,	she	changed	many	of	her	beliefs	about	the	moral	life	and	the	rights	of	women.	Mill	explains	that	on	Liberty	"more	direct	and	more
literal	was	a	collaboration	between	us	than	anything	else	that	bears	my	name".	The	final	design	was	almost	finished	when	his	wife	suddenly	died	in	1858.	Mill	suggests	that	at	that	time	he	made	no	changes	to	the	text	and	that	one	of	his	first	acts	after	her	death	was	to	publish	him	and	"to	devote	him	to	her	memory".	
The	work	of	the	German	thinker	Wilhelm	von	Humboldt,	especially	his	essay	"across	the	borders	of	the	state".	On	Liberty	finally	was	released	in	1859	and	was	one	of	Mills	two	most	influential	books	(the	other	was	utilitarianism).	Overview	Introduction	John	Stuart	Mill	begins	his	essay	with	a	discussion	of	the	historical	"struggle	between	power	and
freedom"	[8],	whereby	he	describes	the	government's	tyranny,	which	in	his	opinion	should	be	controlled	by	the	freedom	of	the	citizens.	He	divides	this	control	into	two	mechanisms:	the	necessary	rights	of	citizens	and	"the	introduction	of	constitutional	control,	for	which	the	consent	of	the	community	or	an	organ	that	should	represent	its	interests	was
a	necessary	condition".	The	most	important	acts	of	the	ruling	power	”[9].	Since	society	was	"in	its	early	stages"	in	such	turbulent	conditions	(V.	[9])	when	humanity	developed,	people	were	able	to	rule	themselves.	Mill	admits	that	this	new	form	of	society	seemed	immune	to	tyranny	because	“there	was	no	fear	of	tyranny.Despite	the	high	expectations	of
enlightenment,	Mills	claim	that	democratic	ideals	are	not	as	easy	as	expected.	First	of	all,	even	in	democracy,	the	rulers	were	not	always	the	same	people	who	ruled	[11].	Secondly,	there	is	a	threat	of	"majority	tyranny",	in	which	many	oppress	the	few	who,	according	to	the	ideals	of	democracy,	are	equally	entitled	to	achieve	their	legitimate	goals.	[11]
[12]	[13]	According	to	Milla,	most	tyranny	is	worse	than	government	tyranny,	as	it	is	not	limited	to	political	function.	Where	it	is	possible	to	protect	yourself	from	tyrant,	it	is	much	more	difficult	to	protect	"from	the	ruling	point	of	view	and	the	tyranny	of	feelings".	[12]	The	dominant	views	of	society	will	be	the	basis	of	all	Code	of	Public	Behavior;
Therefore,	the	protection	of	the	law	against	the	majority	tyranny	cannot	be.	Milla's	proof	is:	the	majority	opinion	may	not	be	the	right	one.	The	only	excuse	for	a	person	prefers	a	certain	moral	belief	is	that	this	is	the	choice	of	that	person.	On	a	particular	issue,	people	will	stand	on	or	against	this	issue;	The	party	with	the	highest	volume	wins,	but	it	is
not	always	fair.	[14]	Summarizing	the	analysis	of	these	previous	governments,	Mills	offers	a	standard	that	can	limit	a	person's	freedom:	the	only	purpose	that	can	legitimately	use	power	over	a	member	of	a	civilized	community	against	his	will	is	to	cause	harm	to	eliminate	others.	.	Human	well	-being,	physical	or	moral,	is	not	enough	requirement	...	The
individual	is	sovereign	over	himself,	his	or	her	body	and	mind	[15].	Mill	claims	that	this	standard	is	based	solely	on	the	utility,	not	the	laws	of	nature	[16].	According	to	Mill,	children	and	people	enjoy	the	limited	freedom	from	"Barbari"	[17].	Only	despotes	like	Carollemagne	and	Akbar	were	historically	in	favor	of	people	who	were	not	yet	able	to
manage	themselves.	[17]	J.	S.	Mills	concludes	an	introductionHe	asserted	that	three	main	freedoms,	in	order	of	expiration:	[18]	Freedom	of	thought	and	emotion.	This	includes	freedom	of	action	according	to	such	thought,	i.e.	freedom	of	speech,	freedom	to	follow	their	tastes	(provided	they	do	not	offend	others)	even	when	deemed	"immoral",	freedom
of	association	while	uniting	those	involved	Members	belong	to	adulthood,	members	involved	are	not	compelled	to	enforce,	and	other	harms	are	inflicted	on	others,	while	Mill	admits	these	freedoms	can	be	useful	in	some	situations.	He	claims	there	is	no	reason	to	eliminate	them	in	modern	civilized	societies.	[19]	On	Freedom	of	Thought	and	Discussion
in	Chapter	Two	J.	Mill	attempts	to	prove	his	statement	on	Chapter	One	that	opinions	should	never	be	suppressed.	[20]	Considering	the	consequences	of	suppressing	the	opinions	and	declaring	that	opinions	should	never	be	suppressed	and	saying:	"Such	prejudice	or	study,	if	it	is	[i.e.	false	belief],	is	a	real	evil;	you	hope	for	liberation	and	should	be
regarded	as	a	price	paid	for	the	priceless	good."	:[21]	Silence,	this	opinion,	as	we	know	for	sure,	can	be	true.	This	rejection	consists	in	accepting	your	own	infallibility.	Secondly,	although	a	calm	opinion	is	a	mistake,	it	can	contain	and	very	often	does	contain	a	part	of	the	truth;	And	because	an	object's	common	or	dominant	opinion	is	rare	or	never
complements	the	truth,	only	the	rest	of	the	truth	can	be	settled	with	a	clash	of	opposing	opinions.	Thirdly,	even	if	the	opinion	received	is	not	only	true	but	also	the	whole	truth;	Unless	it	is	removed	and	actually	questioned	vigorously	and	honestly,	it	will	be	something	like	that	for	most	of	those	who	receive	itWith	a	slight	understanding	or	sense	of



justification.	

And	not	only	this,	but,	fourthly,	the	very	meaning	of	the	teachings	is	in	the	danger	of	being	lost	or	weakened,	deprived	of	its	essential	influence	on	character	and	behavior:	the	dogma	becomes	a	simple	formal	profession,	invalid	in	a	good	but	vast	area.	,	and	the	prevention	of	any	real	and	sincere	growth	of	self	-confidence,	intelligence	or	experience.
[21]	Mill	devotes	most	of	the	chapter	to	discuss	the	consequences	and	objections	to	politics,	which	never	suppresses	public	opinion.	In	this	way,	Mills	explains	his	view	of	Christian	ethics,	[22]	[23]	claiming	that	although	they	are	praised,	[24]	[25]	they	are	in	their	essence	erroneous.	Consequently,	Mill	concludes	that	the	suppression	of	opinions	based
on	faith	in	an	infallible	doctrine	is	dangerous.	[26]	Among	other	objections	to	which	Mill	replies,	there	is	an	objection	that	the	truth	should	survive	the	persecution	[27]	and	that	society	should	be	taught	only	the	basics	of	truth,	and	not	objections	against	it.	
[28]	At	the	end	of	the	chapter	2,	Mills	argues	that	"the	disproportionate	abuse,	accumulated	towards	the	dominant	opinion,	repels	people	to	express	opposite	opinions	and	listen	to	those	who	express	them."	[29]	On	individuality	as	one	of	the	elements	of	well	-being	in	the	third	chapter,	J.	S.	Mill	emphasizes	the	internal	value	of	individuality,	for
individuality	is	ex	vi	terms	(i.e.,	by	definition)	the	development	of	human	personality	through	higher	pleasure.	[30]	[31]	He	claims	that	society	should	strive	for	the	development	of	individuality,	because	this	is	a	necessary	condition	for	creativity	and	diversity.	[31]	In	this	spirit,	Mill	considers	conformism	dangerous.	He	states	that	he	fears	that	Western
civilization	will	come	close	to	this	well	-meaning	compliance	with	the	commendable	principles	of	Chinese	civilization	[30]	[32].	As	a	result,	Mill	concludes	that	the	shares	themselves	do	not	matter.	Rather,	a	person	who	is	behind	the	action,	and	the	action	togetherprecious.	[33]	writes:	It's	really	important	not	only	what	people	do,	but	also	what	people
do,	who	do	it.	Among	the	creations	of	man,	the	person	himself	is	undoubtedly	the	main	meaning,	which	is	undoubtedly	spent	on	improvement	and	decoration	which	is	rightly	spent.	Assuming	you	can	build,	grow	grain	at	home,	perform	battles,	consider	testing	and	even	build	churches	and	offer	prayers	from	cars	-	cars	in	human	form	-	would	be	a	big
loss	for	those	motorists	for	sell	even	those	men	and	women	who	now,	more,	more	The	civilized	parts	of	the	world	are	inhabited	by	time	and,	of	course,	are	only	starving	examples	of	what	nature	can	and	does	produce.	Human	nature	is	not	a	machine	that	must	be	modeled	and	configured	for	the	exact	implementation	of	the	work	that	prescribed	it,	but	a
tree	that	needs	to	grow	and	develop	from	all	sides,	according	to	the	desire	of	internal	forces	to	create	it.	
This	thing	is	alive.	[33]	on	the	limits	of	society	on	the	individual	in	the	fourth	chapter	J.	

S.	Mill	explains	the	system	in	which	the	person	can	distinguish	which	aspects	of	life	should	be	regulated	by	the	individual,	and	which	-	society	-	society.	[34]	He	generally	claims	that	the	person	should	have	the	freedom	to	carry	out	his	own	interests	unless	he	is	damaged	by	the	interests	of	others.	
In	such	a	situation:	"Society	has	jurisdiction	over	[the	person's	behavior]."	[34]	rejects	the	idea	that	this	freedom	is	only	intended	to	allow	selfish	indifference.	Rather,	they	claim	that	this	liberal	system	will	lead	people	to	more	effectively	than	physical	or	emotional	coercion.	[35]	This	principle	leads	to	the	conclusion	that	a	person	can	harm	aid	without
fear	of	sanctions.	They	argue	that	governments	should	punish	a	person	only	for	neglecting	the	performance	of	duty	to	others	(or	harming	others)	and	not	for	the	harm	that	caused	the	neglect.	
[36]	J.	S.	Mill	holds	the	rest	of	the	chapter	and	answers	the	objections	to	his	fullest.	NoteWhich	is	contrary	to	the	public	interference	of	young	people	because	they	are	irrational,	but	they	deny	public	interference	in	some	adults,	even	if	they	behave	irrationally.	[37]	Factory	reacts	for	the	first	time,	considering	that	society	should	punish	the	harmful
consequences	of	irrational	behavior,	but	not	the	irrational	behavior	itself,	which	is	a	personal	question.	[38]	In	addition,	he	notes	that	the	involvement	of	society	is	not	to	ensure	that	every	person	is	morally	adult.	[39]	He	declares	that	the	education	of	young	people	is	not	proper,	society	has	the	opportunity	and	the	obligation	to	ensure	that	the	entire
generation	is	generally	moral.	[40]	When	some	may	deny	that	in	a	society	dominated	by	this	religion	there	is	a	justification	for	some	religious	insurance,	they	claim	that	most	members	should	formulate	the	principles	that	they	would	accept	if	they	were	in	the	minority.	[41]	He	says:	"If	we	are	not	ready	to	accept	the	logic	of	persecutors	and	say	that	we
can	chase	others,	because	we	are	right	and	that	they	are	not	persecuted	because	they	are	wrong,	we	must	protect	ourselves	to	recognize	the	principle	principle	of	the	principle	that	we	need	to	feel	adaptation	to	each	other.	"[42]	Saying	this	means	that	you	can	not	treat	morality	and	religion	based	on	the	same	day	as	mathematics,	because	morality
and	religion	are	much	more	complex.	[43]	Like	life	in	a	society	with	immoral	individuals,	Mill	emphasizes	that	agents	who	find	other	depleted	behavior	do	not	have	to	interact	with	another,	sufficient	to	avoid	their	personal	decisions.	[44]	Although	Millis	usually	opposes	the	motivated	society,	he	admits	that	it	is	clear	that	reasonable	religious
provisions	are	authorized	to	ban	the	use	of	what	religion	is	not	needed.	For	example,	a	Muslim	state	can	prohibit	a	pig.	However,	Mill	still	prefers	the	policy	of	a	company	dealing	with	its	activities.	[45]	The	program	has	the	last	chapterPresented	in	the	previous	sections.	First	of	all,	he	summarizes	the	following	principles:	first	of	all,	it	is	that	the
individual	is	not	responsible	for	his	shares	of	the	company,	provided	that	they	influenced	the	interests	of	anyone	else	who.	I	recommend,	instructions,	beliefs	and	avoid	others,	if	you	consider	it	necessary	for	your	measures	well	that	the	company	can	correctly	express	its	reluctance	or	disagree	with	your	behavior.	Secondly,	the	individual	is	responsible
for	the	actions	responsible	for	the	interests	of	others	and	can	be	punished	socially	or	legally	if	the	company	is	both	forced	to	protect	it.	46]	The	economic	mill	originally	uses	these	principles	on	the	economy.	There	is	a	conclusion	that	free	markets	are	more	convenient	than	those	controlled	by	governments.	Although	it	may	seem,	because	"trade	is	a
social	act"	that	the	state	should	intervene	in	the	economy,	Mill	says	that	economies	work	better	if	they	are	left	on	their	own	structures.	[47]	The	state	intervention,	although	theoretically	allowed,	would	be	counterproductive.	[47]	later,	attacks	state	economies	as	"despotic".	They	believe	that	if	the	government	managed	the	economy,	everyone	would
have	tried	to	be	part	of	a	bureaucracy	that	has	no	motivation	to	promote	the	interests	of	anyone	except	themselves.	[48]	prevents	the	damage	to	the	next	mill	examines	the	possibilities	of	how	you	can	try	to	prevent	damage.	[49]	Initially,	he	admits	that	injuries	should	not	be	expected,	but	you	should	try	to	prevent	them.	Secondly,	he	explains	that
public	employees	must	verify	that	what	can	cause	damage	can	only	damage.	[50]	provides	an	example	of	sales	sales.	The	poison	can	damage.	However,	he	underlines	that	the	poison	can	also	be	used	forever.	Therefore,	the	sale	of	poison	is	allowed.	[47]	Due	to	the	risk	associated	with	the	sale	of	poisons	or	similar	products	(e.g.	alcohol)	does	not	see
any	danger	for	the	freedom	to	attach	warning	signalsAgain,	Mill	applies	his	principle.	
He	thinks	the	method	of	action	is	correct	when	an	officer	sees	a	person	who	will	cross	a	condemned	bridge	rather	than	suspecting	the	danger.	Mill	says	that	since	the	officer	would	not	be	interested	in	moving	the	dangerous	bridge	(i.e.	if	he	knew	the	facts	of	crossing	the	bridge,	he	does	not	wish	to	cross	the	bridge),	he	is	authorized	to	prevent	a
person	from	a	person	to	cross	the	bridge.	;	Explain	the	statement,	stating	that	if	there	are	funds,	it	is	best	to	notify	the	person	continues.	[50]	When	it	comes	to	calibrating	agents	not	to	differ	from	dangerous	goods,	he	strikes.	He	says	the	collection	of	taxes	is	unacceptable	for	the	purchase,	because	the	insurance	of	personal	actions	is	unacceptable
and	"the	value	itself	increases	for	those	whose	measurements	are	incorrect".	
The	government	must,	to	some	extent,	taxes	to	survive,	may	decide	to	charge	taxes	with	what	it	thinks	is	more	dangerous.	[53]	Repeated	public	insults	for	private	actions	expand	his	principle	of	punishment	for	consequences,	not	personal	actions.	He	says	that	a	person	who	empirically	submits	to	violent	acts	(i.e.	harming	the	public)	in	a	state	of
intoxication	(i.e.	for	personal	actions)	should	be	unequivocally	limited	to	Alcohol	consumption.	It	also	provides	that	recidivism	should	be	punished	more	than	criminals	who	for	the	first	time	have	committed	a	crime.	[54]	Examining	the	issue	of	fornication	and	gambling,	Mill	has	no	final	answer,	saying	"there	are	issues	on	both	sides".	(i.e.	being
intimidating	or	keeping	a	game)	"shouldn't	be	allowed".	
Suicide	and	Divorce	continue	to	consider	the	issue	of	social	suicide	intervention.	Indicates	the	objectiveis	to	enable	a	person	to	pursue	his	or	her	interests.	Therefore,	when	a	person	plans	to	stop	the	ability	to	acquire	interests,	an	offensive	is	permissible.	In	other	words,	man	has	no	freedom	to	mediate	his	freedom.	[58]	In	Divorce,	Mill	argues	that
marriage	is	one	of	the	most	important	social	structures;	[59]	However,	if	spouses	mutually	agree	to	end	their	marriage,	they	may	do	so	as	there	is	no	reason	for	the	public	to	interfere	with	such	a	deeply	personal	contract.	
[60]	The	Educational	Mill	believes	that	public	education	is	bad	because	it	destroys	the	diversity	of	opinions	so	that	all	people	are	educated	according	to	some	designed	educational	program	according	to	Mill.	[61]	a	country's	less	bad	education	is	one	that	competes	with	other	private	schools.	[62]	On	the	contrary,	Mill	believes	that	governments	should
need	and	fund	private	education.	He	declares	that	he	must	complete	his	compulsory	education	with	minor	fines	and	an	annual	standardized	test	to	check	only	a	debatable	fact.	[63]	He	further	emphasizes	the	importance	of	a	varied	education	that	teaches	opposing	views	(such	as	Kanz	and	Locke).	[64]	He	concludes	by	stating	that	it	is	legal	in	countries
to	prohibit	marriage	unless	the	couple	can	prove	that	they	have	"family	support"	through	education	and	other	basic	needs.	[65]	Conclusion,	concludes	J.S.	Mill,	pointing	to	three	main	reasons	for	opposition	to	government	intervention:	if	agents	are	doing	better	than	government.	[66]	If	the	action	of	the	agents	is	beneficial,	even	if	the	government	may
be	better	prepared	to	do	so.	[66]	If	claims	were	to	increase	the	government's	power	so	that	it	would	become	excessive,	or	individual	ambitions	would	be	transferred	to	the	government.	[67]	Collecting	his	works,	he	argues	that	the	value	of	a	country	in	the	long	run	is	the	value	of	its	people;	And	the	land	that	remainsintellectual	enlargement	and
augmentation,	somewhat	greater	administrative	ability,	or	a	likeness	which	offers	practice	in	business	details;	A	country	that	overshadows	its	people	in	such	a	way	that	it	can	also	be	in	its	hands	for	useful	purposes	that	small	people	cannot	achieve	great	things.	And	that	the	abundance	of	the	mechanism	that	sacrificed	everything	will	finally	give	him
something	of	the	great	lack	of	violence	that	she	wanted	to	show	to	make	the	car	work	smoothly.	[68]	Free	Entry	was	very	popular	in	the	years	following	its	publication.	[69]	Thomas	Hardy	later	reminded	him	that	the	students	were	almost	broke	in	the	1960s.	[69]	Criticism	of	the	book	in	the	19th	century	came	mainly	from	thinkers	who	believed	that
the	concept	of	liberty	had	left	the	door	of	barbarism,	such	as	Thomas	Karlis,	[70]	James	Fitzam	Stephen	and	Matthew	Arnold.	[71]	In	later	times,	although	adverse	criticism	of	freedom	spoke,	it	was	largely	accepted	as	an	important	classic	of	political	thought	for	their	ideas	and	deliberate	style	is	available.	
Collecting	modern	technology,	Deniz	Evans	and	Mary	L.	Onorato	say:	“[C]ritika	sees	her	essay	on	freedom	as	an	important	case	in	the	development	of	British	liberalism.	Mill's	articles	on	government,	business,	and	logic	are	documented	with	a	model	for	society	that	is	still	compelling	and	relevant.	"In	England.	[73]	Historian	Peter	Marshall	described
In	Liberty	as	"one	of	the	great	classics	of	libertarian	thought"	by	increasing	individual	freedom.	Appeals	to	All	Ethical	Questions,"	"He	inherited	the	standard	from	his	father,	a	student	of	Jeremy	Bentham.	[6]	Although	JS	Mill	claims	that	all	of	his	principles	of	liberty	are	on	the	highest	authority	of	utilitarianism,	according	to	Nigel	Warburton,	it	seems
that	much	of	the	essay	can	be	written	from	his	supposed	final	judgment.	Mill	seems	to	idealize	liberty	and	rights	at	the	expense	of	utility.	For	example,	Mill	writes:	[75]	If	all	mankind,	minus	one,	were	of	one	opinion,	and	one	man	were	of	the	opposite	opinion,	then	mankind	would	no	longer	excuse	themselves	in	silence	from	this	person,	and	he,	if	he
had	strength,	would	excuse	the	silence	of	mankind.	
[76]	This	claim	seems	to	contradict	the	utilitarian	principle	that	it	is	permissible	to	cause	harm	so	that	the	majority	will	benefit.	[75]	Warburton	argues	that	Mill	is	overly	optimistic	about	the	outcomes	of	freedom	of	speech.	Warburton	argues	that	there	are	situations	where	it	would	be	more	pleasant	to	hide	the	truth	than	to	admit	it.	
For	example,	if	a	scientist	has	discovered	a	comet	that	will	destroy	the	planet	within	weeks,	hiding	the	truth	may	bring	more	happiness	than	letting	the	public	discover	the	impending	danger.	[75]	While	David	Brink	acknowledges	that	Mill's	outwardly	categorical	appeal	to	rights	is	at	odds	with	utilitarianism,	he	points	out	that	Mill	does	not	believe	that
rights	are	truly	categorical	because	Mill	opposes	unfettered	liberty	(for	example,	offensive	publicity).	[77]	Furthermore,	David	Brink	attempts	to	reconcile	Mill's	system	of	rights	with	utilitarianism	in	three	ways:	[77]	Rights	are	secondary	principles	of	greater	happiness	[77]	are	incommensurable	goods	that	justify	their	categorical	application	[77]
Liberty	is	good.	Therefore,	those	who	suppress	it	are	worthy	of	punishment.	Rights	are	concerned	with	the	value	of	punishing/protecting	others'	interference	with	liberty	rather	than	actually	defending	liberty,	[77]	some	thinkers	have	criticized	Mill's	work	for	appearing	vague	or	unclear.in	different	areas.	Mill	clearly	shows	that	in	his	writings	only
adults	consider	adults	and	do	not	consider	them	irrational	members	of	society,	as	B.	children	must	be	treated.	[78]	However,	Millo's	theory	is	based	on	fair	upbringing	of	children.	[17]	[40]	Planck	said	Mills	are	not	responsible	for	physical	harm,	only	for	mental	well	-being.	
He	also	states	that	most	of	Millo's	theory	is	based	on	the	difference	between	private	and	public	damage,	but	MILL	does	not	pay	attention	to	the	private	and	public	spheres	or	clearly.	[78]	Religious	critic	Nigel	Warburton	says	that	while	Mill	promotes	religious	tolerance	because	he	does	not	speak	from	any	particular	religion	perspective,	some	claim	to
ignore	what	specific	religious	beliefs	would	do	in	public	administration.	Some	religions	believe	they	have	a	God	whose	duty	is	to	comply	with	religious	norms.	They	think	it	is	impossible	that	their	religious	beliefs	are	false,	H.	beliefs	infallible.	Therefore,	according	to	Warburton,	the	principle	of	complete	freedom	of	expression	cannot	be	applied.	[75]
[79]	The	concept	of	damage	is	the	principle	of	damage	is	the	key	element	of	the	principles	of	freedom.	[75]	Nigel	Warburton	says	Mill	is	not	clear	what	is	the	damage.	At	the	beginning	of	the	book,	he	says	there	is	nothing	wrong	with	just	being	offensive.	
[75]	[80]	Later,	he	writes	that	certain	actions	that	are	legitimate	and	harmless	private	are	worthy	of	prohibited	publicly.	[57]	[75]	[81]	It	seems	that	this	is	contrary	to	his	previous	statement	that	an	offensive	act	alone	does	not	justify	insurance,	because	perhaps	the	only	damage	that	is	harmless	due	to	public	action,	which	is	harmless	in	private	life,	is
offensive.	[75]	Warburton	points	out	that	some	people	claim	that	morality	is	the	foundation	of	society	and	that	society	is	the	basis	of	individual	happiness.	When	morals	are	destroyed,	individual	happiness	is	also	destroyed.	Because	Mill	says	that	governmentThe	ability	of	a	person	to	achieve	happiness	should	intervene	in	a	private	area	to	implement
moral	codes.	[75]	The	accusation	of	racism	and	colonialism	clearly	shows	that	his	interest	in	freedom	does	not	cover	all	individuals	and	all	societies.	He	states	that	"despotism	is	a	reasonable	way	to	manage	public	matters	in	the	treatment	of	barbarians."	[82]	Contemporary	philosophers	Domenico	Losurd	[83]	and	David	Theo	Goldberg	[84]	strongly
criticized	Milla	for	Rasistian	and	the	apologist	of	colonialism.	However,	as	a	member	of	the	parliament,	he	chaired	the	Jamaican	committee	outside	the	parliament,	who	unsuccessfully	called	on	the	Eir	governor	and	his	subordinate	to	implement	military	violence	against	the	Black	Jamaicans.	[85]	See	Wikiqui	women's	bibliography	contains	quotes
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