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Preface

Because this work deals with the words of English writers and translators of four

centuries ago (or more) it has been necessary to adopt a policy in relation to spelling. It

has been decided to modernise spelling in a conservative fashion; that is, to use modem

spellings where there can be no doubt about the word intended - e.g. "booke" to "book".

Titles have been retained with original spelling. In all cases, modern usage has been

adopted for certain forms of typography: "u" and "v", "vv", the long "s", "ff', and "1".

Hopefully this style steers a middle course between the unreadable and the over-

modified.

Unfortunately, it was too late to include in the main discussion of the thesis two

important Bodin articles published in the Winter 1996 issue of History of Political
Thought: Dan Engster, "Jean Bodin, Scepticism and Absolute Sovereignty", and, J. H.

M. Salmon, "The Legacy of Jean Bodin: Absolutism, Populism or Constitutionalism ?".

Salmon's account of the English reception acknowledges the importance of the early

period, although he stresses the Civil War writers, and the paper contains nothing which

contradicts my main points. The Engster paper, which is very interesting, confirms the

originality of Bodin's theory of sovereignty, notwithstanding the precedents in medieval

public law. Engster notes the importance of the deist and constitutionalist elements in

Bodin's writings, and advocates the study of Bodin's use of attributes in the Six Books.
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