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CORRESPONDENCE BETWIELN TIHE
J. S, MILL AND R, PHARAZYN, OF
WANGANTT.
At the request of a number of the members of the
“ Wanganu Frecthought Association,” we publish the
following correspondence, together with such com-
mients as Mr, Pharazyn thought necessary to mike in
explanation when he read it at a lale mecting of the
Association,

He writes: The cireumstances under which 1
ventured to bring my crude tancies under the

notice of Mr, Mill were as follows: My friend Mr. S,
Revans, of the Wairarapa—one of the ablest men
it has ever been my good fortune to know—was kind
enough frequently to discuss philosophical subjedts
with me, and on oneoccasion [ made a suggestion which
he remarked would intcrest Mill (whom he had known
intimately many vears ago in connection with the
“VWestminster Review ") and said that I should write
to him on the subjed, and make use of his name 1
accordingly did so as below :—
Wellington, New Zealand, r4th April, 1860.

Sir,—Having long been a great admirer and earnest student of
your writings, and having just read your admirable ** Examination
of 8ir Wiliiam Hamilton’s Philosophy,” T trust you will excuse the
liberty I take of writing to you on a subjoct, suggested by an article
on your work (probably written by Mr. Lewes) which appears in
the January number of the  Westminster Review.” ‘The Keviewer
says in reference to your comments on Mr, dansel (with which 1
cordially agree and which exactly express the impression made
on my mind by that Bampton lecture):— On the whole it scems

to us that though Mr. All will consent to worship only a Clod of

goodness, he has thrown no light en the grave problem—frankly
stated though imperfectly solved by My Mansel—how such a
conception of Ged is to be reconciled with the extent of evil and
suffering actually prevailing throughout the carth, We are
compelled to say, respecting Alr. Mill's treatment of this subject—-
what we should not say respecting his treatment of any other—that
he has left an old perplexing problem not less perplexing than he
found it,” My own criticism was similar, and the subject is one
on which I have often thought, The conclusion at which I have
long since arrived is this: *That no proof of the existence of a
God can be given nor of the nature of his attributes, in shovt that
the question is an insolubie onc in any strictly scientific sensc.
But of course it is objected, if there is no proof of there being a
good God there may be a bad one, and so we fall back on orthe:
myths, or, at best ¥ Intuitions,” to avoid this shocking po
of belief, of the effccts of which Afrvican fetichism and Americ
psychomancy are examples and warnings,  There is something of
this argument not only in the *“ Eclipse of Ialth ™ sort of books,
but in the * Phases " of the one Newman and the © Anclogia ' of
the other, and indeed it gives a tinge to all Theistic as well
as Theovlogical reascning, and constitutes the hali-conscious
philosophy of popular religion, Now it seems to me that the real
answer to all this is not fegira! at all, but practicad, thongh in a wile
sense it is logical too, as ' is the proof of the principle of utility,”
“for questions of ultimate ends do not admit of proof, in the
ordinary acceptation of the term.”

I take my stand then upon the fact that belief has alwayvs a
reference to practice, that, tu use Mr, Bain's words, * beliel has no
meaning except in reference to our actions ” (Bain's Emotion amd
the Will, p 560 ed. of 1S54}, Now we find by ample cxperienen
that belief shonld be Based upon fucts where there wiv ficts positiva
or negative, Dot what if there are ne facts; what if theve is an
absolute void ? apt to be filled by ghests and demons, cternad
punishment, and other products of wild huagiatons and Dl
digestions. Insuch acase T say let us helieve what on the wiels
it is best for mankind to believe abont the unknown and the
unknowable, The laws of association will very soon maks this a
very strong practical religion, quite ready to admit all facts and
excluding all fictions,  The very exceptions or apparent ones to o
benevolent scheme of creation, for the rule is certainly a-y
malevolence in the physical world as wao call it —overborne by
ethical ideas for the most part due to the «aial oraamisaton,
which is improving or may be made to improve —will, s it sees
to me, keep alive the faith in infinite goodiness being somshow tie
soul of all things, and at any rate exclude any real belicf that the
devil is God.

That this is Important for the mass of manlkind most thinkers
allow, or insist, as Comte, for mstance, whose mystical scheme
for a * Religion of ITumanity " would, T think, Lo superauled by this
natural relicion, the theory of which [ have indicated above, in
vough and imperfect language, which T hope yon will regand as
conveying ideas telegram fashion from under the workl, T do not
know that this matter has ever been thus considerad ; certainly any
such theory as mine is often #wf brought 1o bear when it syt he
with effect,

I theun gave some instances, and cxpanded the
argument a little, and refersed 1o Alrv. Revans, endine
by naking some references to New Zealand politics ;
Imt T have quoted enough {o explain the reply, which
Fvow give:—

=

Avigneon, August 22, 1866,
Sir,—The great occupation of my time in the fatter part of the
session has prevented e fvomn more promptly acknowledging your
letter of April 1y, I am glad to And that & student and thinker,

'

such asyen evidently are, findsso much incommon between me aud
himself.  The anther of the article i1 the * Westminster Review
from which you quote (whao is not, as von snppose, Mr. Lewes) i3
quite right i saving that 1 have throws ne new Heht on the
difhculty of reconciting the belief in a perfectly good (God with the
actual constitution of nature. It was not my business te do so,
bt if T had given any opinion on the point, it would have been
that there is ne mode of reeonciling them, except the hypothesis
that the Creator is a Deing of linuted power.  Eitler he is uot all
powerful or he Is not good; and what T said was that neless he is
good T will not call him so, nor worship him.  The appeariances,
however, of contrivance in the universe, whatever anwomnt of
weight we attach to them, seem to point rather to a benevolent
design limited by cobstacles, than to a malevolent or tyrannical
character in the designer; and I therefore thimlk that the mind
wihich cherishes devotion to a Principle of Goodness in the
universe, leaus in the direction in which the evidence, though I
canuot think it conclusive, nevertheless points, T therefore do not
discourage this leaning, thongh I think it important that people
should know that the foundation it rests en is an hypothesis, not
an ascertained fact.  This is the principal limitation wiieh I would
apply to your position, that we should encourage oursclves to
believe, as to the unknowable, what is Lest for mankind that
we should believe,

I do nat think it can ever be best for mankind to believe what
there is not evidence of; but I think that as mankind hmprove,
they will more and more recognise two independent mental
provinces, the provines of belief, and the province of haaginative
conjecture ; that they will becom: capable of keeping these distinet,
and whils they limit their belwef to the evidence will think it
allowable to let thefr imaginative anticipations go forth, not carrying
belicf in their train, in the direction in which expericnce and the
study of human natare shows to be the most huproving to the
character amd most exaliing or consoling to the individual feckings.

I do not know cnough of New Zealand polities to cnter on that
subjeet with you. T think most people 1 England are now of
opinion that the colony sheunld have perfeet freedom to manawe lis
own aflnirs, paving the exponses of its own warse Thire s some
fear that you wifl not be just to the aborigines, but a still stronger
belief that if you are not, we cannot effectually protect them, I
hope you are not wrong in saying thal there is no disposition to be
unjust to them. IDiut if so, the New Zealand colonists are, T
belteve, the only ** Englishmen under new eonditions * who do naot

It any imnstice or tyranny whatever legiumate against what

inferior races, at least if thoze races do not implicitly

! T will Jepe Boder things Lo Now Zoaland,

but in this as in the other and greator matier my fofif will depead
on the evidenee.

I have net forgoiten Ar, Revans, o
remombrances.

whom ooy minke my

I am, sir,
Yours very sinccrely,
1. 90 Mo,
I may be penitted to

ade, tivat I and prociscly
what Me. Mill sedd, and it

s interesting Lo notice his

superior  accuracy  of  lunguage i distingnishing
between #belef ™ and #imaginative  anticipations.”

In the kst of his “Three Tesays on Religion,” that on
“CTheism,” written i 1863, he enlarges on this suljedt
i acsection entitled = General Resule, aud judgine lrom
interval evidence [ thmk my Jetter may have suggesied
it to his mind. For my own part, witlh the wider
knowledge aid decper theuglit which the lapse of
nearly twenty years necessarily brings, 1 have fonnd it
irmpossible honestly to retain even ot modicum of
faith o the supernataral which  oonginative con-
jocture ™ sunplhive, whale 1 have hucome more and more
convinced that a sound phitosophy can wuly be hasad
on positive concepticns devivad Trom cupertenee and
leading to o pwely wmoni-iic theory of the usiverse,

while the Wdeatifteation of modivi Taet e owith thoet of
nord ample scope

humianity at
for the bedolaence of howe olitey aspivations, which
react fovourably on clivenelor and wlvance ol
Banpiness, Inthe Tonyg min wleas govern the world,
Bul ther power depends upon the amonnt ol trath
they contuin, and the ulumate test ol truth
cxperience,

Ve seenis Lo tooa
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ITENEN

A paper on the ventiladion of theatres wis Iatoly
readat e Parker Museum ol Tvgione, London,  In
some crowded theatres, the air has been said by
competent authority to be more foul than that of the
street sewers,  The intensely heated air would seein o
act like o pump, and to draw up the vitiated atinos-
phere from the dvans below  the building, The
ntreducttion of clectnic highting to some of {he
metropolitan theatres has done muel o mitizate the
cvily bul the ventilabion of public buldings  docs
nol reccive  the  altention  which s importanee
demands,



