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It is often thought that once a conventional democracy is in place, it could be deemed as the test for what a free society should be like. However, if a democratic regime is thought of as the solution to a free society, it is unfortunately not the antidote. John Stuart Mill, fortunately, in ( Mill, On Liberty 1859) gave various solutions to test for what truly constitutes a free society. These solutions include severely limiting the powers of representative democratic government, freedom of thought, individuality & progress and the threat of harm to others. In this essay I shall carefully explain why these factors are considered to be symptoms of a free society.
One way a free society can be described is through limiting the powers of a representative democratic government. This is because in (On Liberty, 126), Mill explains that for society to have any proximity to being free we must severely crop the authority of the individuals who represent us in government. This includes the use of the government in intervening in our economic, political & social livelihoods and also halting the power of public thinking in creating our behavior & attitudes (Wolff, 1996). Therefore, it can be concluded that limiting the powers of a representative democratic government can ensure a free society.
However, different political ideologies, such as anarchism believe that there should not be no justification whatsoever for why the state should have any powers in guaranteeing a free society. This is because anarchist believe that there should be a ''cap'' or boundary to the freedom of any individual or even at the least, a breaking point to what a state might impose (Wolff, 1996). This is in direct contrast to some conservative thinkers, such as Hobbes, who believe that the government should enact any regulations that it deems fit safe guard the individual, even if it tramples on their freedom (Wolff, 1996). Therefore, it can be said that the original argument should be taken with a grain of salt.
Another way a free society can be described is through the exercise of freedom of thought and discussion. This is because in Mills' view it will '' take away welfare from current the generation and human kind (Wolff, 1996). Mill adds that the fact that an opinion might be popular does not mean it should not be heard by anyone else. He adds, '' If all human kind, apart from one, was of a particular view, and only one other person was of the opposing view, human kind should not deem it fit to quiet that other person, than if they had the authority in hushing humankind.'' (On Liberty, 142). Mill goes on to say that whether or not a contentious is convoluted, verified or just wrong, we as a political system will never advance. If we vanquish a view then we eliminate the chance of interchanging an error for verification.(Wolff, 1996) therefore, it can be said that exercising freedom of thought and discussion can ensure a free society.
Another way a free society can be described is through the concept of individuality. This is because it is normally here where general well being will be best progressed by allocating a massive chunk of rights that will be intruded upon by an alien entity. Freedom is directly correlated to originality and individuality (Wolff, 1996). Mill exclaims, '' cost efficient build up of individuality is one of the key forefronts of well-being.'' (On Liberty, 185). Therefore, it can be said that the concept of individuality is essential in making a free society.
However to directly counter the initial point, James Fitzjames Stephen, in his book Liberty, Equality, Fraternity, argues that it is almost unjust to think that liberty is a just thing. Therefore, he claims that it can be likened to fire. This is because it can be irrelevant to ask whether the use or presence of fire is good but in what circumstance it is being used for by an individual (Wolff, 1996). Mill in (On Liberty, 200), is able to muster the view that Liberty might not lead to advancement, However exclaims that '' the only constant waterfall of advancement is Liberty. Therefore it can be said that the initial point must be taken with a pinch of salt.
Lastly, a way a free society can be described is through the likely hood to which individuals are threatened with harm. This is because, take for example, if a group of Individuals seek to establish a new religion and worship in their own chambers, as long as they do not seek to force anyone into adopting their new religion, no one has the legitimacy to come into action or interfere. This is because their actions cause no immediate harm to anyone else (Wolff, 1996). Therefore, it can be said that the concept of the likelihood of individuals causing harm is paramount in the advancement of a free society.
To conclude, for the establishment of a free society, to say that the presence of a democratic regime is enough to qualify a society as free is simply not enough. Especially so if democratic regime are so rife with tyranny of the majority. However, with integrating key concepts such as freedom of thought or individuality to name a few, it go far in qualifying a society as free.
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