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the sole end for which mankind are warranted, individually or collectivel y, in interfering with
the liberfy ot-actrbn ofany ot.therr number, l's seft:protectrbn.. .. 'fhe onf:y purpose tbr whrbh
power can be rightfully exercised over any member of a civilised commr:rnity, against his
will, is to prevent harm to others. His own good, either physical or mora , is not a sufficient
warrant.

Mill's principle provided a philosophical foundation for some of the basi,c freedoms essential
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Mill argued, also on utilitarian grounds, that legal restrictions on the expr"ession of opinion
are never justified. The "collision of adverse opinions," he contended, is ;a necessary part of
ry wiictfls ffi fu fu efldfu . Ifu ffi \nmdk" C o n s i de r at i o ns o n Re or e s e nt at iv e

Government (ll861lltr$ffim Mfttrffiiinalhiid ffirdleffiiiqgr?rrrflrrrrtrnffirsmyd'flhmmrttidl
{Bmrm d'fu mrtgrXre oft"gowffi, uftihhM ffi yd eilnenHod iim Codiimr*dl ffiu(ryre
trrdl"wasstrTlinmnrrelldEtn@pn*emrcqpedtsin-ttre{ftriMlStdEs.lFn*iir:wordktredtse
dw.mmdagcuwerm*aryn'rnmemttcmh#ffi'cffwoman suffrage--ae@eii[iim dMxrirn#I$idu
Wmiinnns p'CIllftfi'cdl uifuUCIsoryfums (ffi @tr'{rffitrln wdb d'scrsrrc)) ffi iigr}ronod ,ffirciiffid.


