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J. S. Mill 1s widely regarded as the most prominent
19th-century empiricist, and perhaps the most
important liberal political thinker. Nevertheless,
the link between his empiricism and political thought
has so far been understudied. This research is meant
to rectify this lack of analysis, by way of
reestablishing the conceptual link between Mill’ s
empiricism and his defence for personal liberty,
utilitarianism, and liberal imperialism. Special
attention will be paid to Mill’ s methodology upon
which his normative political theory is built. How
the idea of ‘experiments in living’ functions in
Mill’ s political thought will be clarified in the
end, and problems associated with this way of
argumentation will also be discussed.
This research will begin with textual analysis, so as
to establish the link between Mill’ s idea of
‘experiments in living’ and his political thought
in On Liberty, Utilitarianism and Considerations on
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Representative Government. In view of their close
relations, Mill should be regarded as a systematic
thinker whose idea of experiments in living runs
through the whole of his political thought.
Individual freedom is valued because it is the
necessary condition for undergoing experiments in
living, and the purpose of experiments is the
discovery of one’ s own best form of life, that is,
the one that brings higher utility to oneself.
Democracy is proved to be the best form of government
by England’ s collective experiments in living, and
imperialism should thus be understood as a function
of educating the barbarians. With this understanding
in place, this research will then points out the
problems with Mill’ s empiricist approach to
normative political theory, in particular the
untransferability of experiential validity. This
difficulty eventually means the crisis of Millian
liberalism’ s legitimacy. And this research in the
end will contend that Mill should support all
individuals and groups alike to carry out their own
experiments in living, rather than trying to
universalize the result of one’ s own experiment. If
this revision is to be accepted, then Mill’ s idea of
experiments in living can serve as a firmer ground of
Berlin’ s value pluralism.

experiments in living, liberalism, democratisation,
imperialism, intervention



FRARIPELR R

NEFRE DL ERREP D L RTES
John Stuart Mill's Experiments in Living and the Justification of

Liberalism

“‘"i BRI mB ‘?qu]'”']""-é D;ﬁf ']*J—i
3 %E  NSC 98—2410—H—004—006—MY?2
H 7R 108 087 0L p % 100& 07 7 31 p

REWEE r I B Frtic gk

B E

e
¥ -
B2 R S BRF A FEE

> 1
F
> 1
F



#&

YRFP AL 2 e BBl ng%i g+ LRERMAJ 1 RFLLE

?Jﬂﬁwﬁ§$i§ﬁ§ﬁ$&ﬁﬁF%ﬁ’ig ARG o AT

o BHFHPRE SR EE LT REEIE P L BRI RLALT
BEfh > XY RERARE S 2 R - e dhr T4 Rk MAE T
B e L BT o - 2 g gy DR IR R g UL

FRA R AT o

AT R AR 2 Aot R FREREFERE THRGTOB L A d

s

TFAERMA G WA R B LI S R s L AR
TA ER% T EHAY R T o BA A N E D BT AR R
BRRRAD DRI L T H IR A DRSS AR Gk o A At
R EERFAHM DR LR KA B IR IR L O SR bk
o ko A FE R N BRBES D RIEE B L R UIRT sl £ R AL
dFAERzZ bl ARG T AL R AW AF LSRR FER B
AAFBABAFRAF D Ek A LRI B TR ko E
dodrt o T A g AT L A pRen i A hRE- BLERIELA
ggio

B 43

%

PSR LB LB R R BT



John Stuart Mill's Experiments in Living and the

Justification of Liberalism

Abstract

J. S. Mill is widely regarded as the most prominent 19m-century empiricist, and
perhaps the most important liberal political thinker. Nevertheless, the link between his
empiricism and political thought has so far been understudied. This research is meant to
rectify this lack of analysis, by way of reestablishing the conceptual link between Mill’s
empiricism and his defence for personal liberty, utilitarianism, and liberal imperialism.
Special attention will be paid to Mill’s methodology upon which his normative political
theory is built. How the idea of ‘experiments in living’ functions in Mill’s political
thought will be clarified in the end, and problems associated with this way of
argumentation will also be discussed.

This research will begin with textual analysis, so as to establish the link between
Mill’s idea of ‘experiments in living’ and his political thought in On Liberty,
Utilitarianism and Considerations on Representative Government. In view of their close
relations, Mill should be regarded as a systematic thinker whose idea of experiments in
living runs through the whole of his political thought. Individual freedom is valued
because it is the necessary condition for undergoing experiments in living, and the
purpose of experiments is the discovery of one’s own best form of life, that is, the one
that brings higher utility to oneself. Democracy is proved to be the best form of
government by England’s collective experiments in living, and imperialism should thus
be understood as a function of educating the barbarians. With this understanding in place,
this research will then points out the problems with Mill’s empiricist approach to
normative political theory, in particular the untransferability of experiential validity. This
difficulty eventually means the crisis of Millian liberalism’s legitimacy. And this research
in the end will contend that Mill should support all individuals and groups alike to carry
out their own experiments in living, rather than trying to universalize the result of one’s
own experiment. If this revision is to be accepted, then Mill’s idea of experiments in

living can serve as a firmer ground of Berlin’s value pluralism.

Keywords: experiments in living, liberalism, democratisation, imperialism, intervention
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