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Editor’s introduction

For it is not the bare Words, but the Scope of the writer that
giveth the true light, by which any writing is to bee interpret-
ed; and they that insist upon single Texts, without consider-
ing the main Designe, can derive no thing from them cleerly.

Leviathan, ch. 43, 924

It is well known that Thomas Hobbes wrote his political theory multiple times.
“This little MS. treatise [The Elements of Law: Natural & Politic] grew to be his
Booke De Cive, and at last grew there to be the so formidable LEVIATHAN*
The first work circulated in manuscript in 1640; the second, Latin version was
published in 1642 and in a second edition in 1647; Leviathan came out four years
later, with a Latin edition following in 1668. In composing De Cive and Leviathan,
Hobbes drew on the earlier text(s), reusing, expanding, reorganizing and adding
to material that had appeared previously. Although Leviathan has the appearance
of a unified treatise, it is, in actuality, a pastiche of arguments, many of which had
been framed over the period of more than a decade.

This is the first edition to present the three core works in parallel format - side
by side, paragraph by paragraph - in order to facilitate understanding the devel-
opment of Hobbes’s ideas. Hobbes left behind relatively little autobiographical
material, so that readers must rely to an unusual extent on the texts themselves to
reveal their author’s ‘scope and design’ This magnifies the importance of textual
comparison. The edition presents The Elements of Law and De Cive (in transla-
tion) in full,> together with the parallel sections of Leviathan.

The combined presentation shows the development of Hobbes’s thinking both
at the ‘micro’ level of alterations, additions and reorganization of specific argu-
ments and at the ‘macro’ level of developments in the scope and organization of
the treatises more broadly. The presentation enables readers to appreciate the ex-
tent to which these texts are elements in a single project on which Hobbes worked
from time to time during the major political crises of the Civil War era. Such a

1 John Aubrey, Aubrey’s Brief Lives, ed. Oliver Lawson Dick (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan
Press, 1962), 151. This echoes Hobbes’s recollection in 1656:

A little before the last parliament of the late king, when every man spake freely against the
then present government, I thought it worth my study to consider the grounds and conse-
quences of such behaviour, and whether it were conformable or contrary to reason and to
the Word of God. And after some time I did put in order and publish my thoughts thereof,
first in Latin, and then again the same in English (‘The questions Concerning Liberty,
Necessity, and Chance’, The English Works of Thomas Hobbes of Malmesbury, ed. Sir William
Molesworth, vol. v (London: J. Bohn, 1841), 453).
2 The dedicatory epistles of The Elements of Law and De Cive are omitted, as is the preface to the
second edition of the latter.

IX
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EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION

process of serial composition was common in the period as a legacy of the tran-
sition from scribal to print publication, both methods of publication employed
by Hobbes. It was accepted that new texts were often composed by revising and
expanding existing ones and therefore cannot be regarded as discrete entities.
Hobbes’s arguments are known for shifting in force to support the regime du jour,
first the Stuarts, then the Commonwealth. This, too, was a common feature of
serial composition, which lent itself to the adaptation of arguments for changing
times and audiences as well as to the goal of perfecting them.3

The parallel format of the present edition enables readers to follow Hobbes’s
process of revision in detail. Sometimes material is repeated without substantial
alteration. Consider, for instance, the chapter on ‘other’ laws of nature (The Ele-
ments of Law, ch. 16; De Cive, ch. 3; Leviathan, ch. 15). The chapters in the three
works use the same outline of highlighted ideas, which are presented in the same
sequence: performance of covenants, injury, unjust, the justice of persons versus
actions, commutative versus distributive justice, ingratitude, compleasance, par-
don, revenge and so forth. Making allowance for publication variations, some
discussions are verbatim copies of one another, for example, the specification that
‘In all violation of covenant ... the injury is done only to him to whom the cov-
enant was made’ (The Elements of Law, ch. 16, €34). De Cive repeats ‘an injury can
be done to no man but him with whom we enter covenant’ (3.4); and Leviathan,
‘the Injustice of An Action, (that is to say Injury,) supposeth an individuall person
Injured; namely him, to whom the Covenant was made’ (15.12).

At other points in the texts, we observe Hobbes working out variations on the
same idea. Compare, for example, the discussions of the relationship between
civil and natural law in De Cive (14.9-10) and Leviathan (26.8). He argues for
the compatibility of natural and civil law on somewhat different grounds in the
two works: in the former, obedience to civil law is a deduction from natural law
(namely, from the root principle that promises — notably the political covenant —
must be kept) whereas in the latter, civil and natural law are described on equal
footing as simply different parts of law.

On occasion, rethinking led to internal contradictions. In one striking in-
stance, in the Elements Hobbes actually praised Aristotle’s association of democ-
racy with the principle of liberty - ‘Aristotle saith well (lib. 6, cap 2 of his Politics),
The ground or intention of a democracy, is liberty’ — but in De Cive corrected him-
self and made a point of criticizing the same passage, condemning Aristotle for
‘miscalling’ democratic dominion ‘liberty’; and in Leviathan criticized ancient
authorities for holding there to be more liberty under popular governments than
under monarchies (The Elements of Law, 27.3; De Cive, 10.8; Leviathan, 21.8). How-
ever, he tended not to have dramatic changes appear in parallel textual contexts;
here, Leviathan’s statement is located in a wholly new chapter. In these cases, this
edition uses cross-referencing to signpost the parallel material.

3 Harold Love, Scribal Publication in Seventeenth-Century England (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1993).
4 Hereafter, chapter and paragraph numbers are listed in sequence and abbreviated (e.g., 16.3).
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EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION

Comparison of the three texts yields other intriguing findings. A notable rev-
elation is the extent to which the discussion of religion in the latter half of Levia-
than draws on earlier texts. Part 111 (‘Of a Christian Commonwealth’) is actually
an expanded, reorganized version of material that originated in two chapters in
The Elements of Law (25 and 26) and became a separate section (‘Of Religior’),
with four chapters, in De Cive. Leviathan’s reorganization is convoluted, with
portions of chapters from the earlier versions appearing in scattered locations in
Part 111. The effect is to obscure the extent of recycling. But textual comparison re-
veals that, although Parts 111 and 1v of Leviathan make up half the original manu-
script, only the latter Part is thoroughly novel and it is only half the length of the
third one. Other major developments will be discussed below, and the combined
presentation invites readers to investigate the textual evolution of arguments on
subjects of interest to them.

Beyond the three core texts, the presentation facilitates comparison of their
arguments with parallel discussions in related works. These include not only the
Latin Leviathan but also the two other volumes in Hobbes’s planned unified-sci-
ence trilogy, De Corpore (1655) and De Homine (1658). Like The Elements of Law
and Leviathan, the latter works, for example, have chapters on names and speech:
‘Of Names, Reasoning, and Discourse of the Tongue’ (Elements, ch. 5); ‘Of Speech’
(Leviathan, ch. 4); ‘Of Names’ (De Corpore, ch. 2); and ‘On Speech and Sciences’
(De Homine, ch. 10).

For making textual comparisons, it is helpful that Hobbes provided chapter
outlines in the form of précis of each chapter’s contents in The Elements of Law
and De Cive and margin notes in Leviathan. These outlines, printed in the same
comparative format as the full text, preface each chapter and are collected and
expanded in a Précis Appendix. There, the précis tables include the entire set of
margin notes for all chapters covered in the edition, including margin notes for
new material in Leviathan. This broader scope enables readers to appreciate the
extent of expansion in Leviathan as well as the extent of reproduction.

History of composition

Hobbes (1588-1679) began composing political theory in the later 1630s, when
he was already middle-aged, although the precise beginning of the enterprise is
murky. In an autobiography written many years later, he reported composing The
Elements of Law at the time of the Short Parliament of April-May 1640.5 But the
work could hardly have been created in such a short period of time. Likely he was
referring to the hasty completion, occasioned by the seating of the Parliament, of
a manuscript that had been underway for some time. The dedication of the work
is dated the gth of May, four days after the close of the Parliament, and reports

5 ‘When the Parliament sat, that began in April 1640, and was dissolved in May following ... Mr.
Hobbes wrote a little treatise in English, wherein he did set forth and demonstrate, that the said
power and rights were inseparably annexed to the sovereignty’ (Thomas Hobbes, ‘Considerations
upon the Reputation, Loyalty, Manners, and Religion, of Thomas Hobbes of Malmesbury, English
Works, vol. 1v (1840), 414).

XI
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EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION

that it was written at the request of its honoree, his patron the Earl of Newcastle.
Hobbes hoped, he wrote, that Newcastle’s favour would ‘insinuate’ it ‘with those
whom the matter it containeth most nearly concerneth’® Newcastle, a grandee at
the court of Charles I, held the office of governor of the future Charles II from
1638 through 1641 and subsequently commanded the royal forces in the north.
Hobbes’s allusion to a potential audience may refer, among others, to the Earl of
Strafford and William Laud, archbishop of Canterbury. Supporters of authoritar-
ian monarchy and a unified church and state, they were Newcastle’s allies at court.
Taking the intended audience into account, the publication of the Elements in
manuscript may have been a strategic choice, more than simply a happenstance
of the abrupt end of the Short Parliament. Scribal publication was sometimes
chosen as a way to limit the circulation of ideas to an elite audience, away from
the attention of ordinary subjects.”

Even so, the developing political crisis made it a dangerous time to be promot-
ing royalist ideas. In the closing months of 1640, Parliament impeached Strafford
and Laud; both were subsequently executed (although not until 1645 in Laud’s
case). Hobbes, afraid for his own safety, fled to Paris, explaining to a correspond-
ent, T saw words that tended to aduance the prerogatiue of kings began to be
examined in Parlament. And I knew some that had a good will to haue had me
troubled’® In Paris, he lodged at the home of an old friend, Charles du Bosc, a
French courtier and member of a circle of philosophers and scientists associated
with the French monk Marin Mersenne. Hobbes and Mersenne had first met in
the mid-1630s; now, he attended seminars in Paris organized by the monk and
was drawn into his network of correspondents.®

Hobbes must have returned to his theory of politics soon after arriving in Paris,
perhaps doing so as a means to establish his position in the new milieu. By No-
vember 1641, he had completed a revised, expanded and translated adaptation of
the 1640 manuscript, giving it the title De Cive. In transforming the Elements into
De Cive, Hobbes put the arguments into Latin, omitted the initial thirteen chap-
ters on psychology and epistemology, and expanded two chapters on religion into
an entire section. With Mersenne’s help, it was published in a small-print edition
in 1642, the author being identified only by initials, and the edition was circulated
for comments and criticisms.

Hobbes went on to prepare a second edition with replies to criticisms added
to the text. Completed by spring, 1646, Mersenne again helped to get the work
published; a member of his circle, Samuel Sorbiére, oversaw the production in
Holland. The press, Elsevier, was a major one and put the work out in a large

6 ‘Now (my Lord) the principles ... are those which I have heretofore acquainted your Lordship
withal in private discourse, and which by your command I have here put into method’ (Thomas
Hobbes, ‘The Epistle Dedicatory, The Elements of Law Natural and Politic, ed. Ferdinand Tonnies
(London: Simpkin, Marshall, and Co., 1889), xv-xvi).

7 Love, Scribal Publication, 177.

8 ‘Hobbes to John Scudamore, first Viscount Scudamore, from Paris, 2/12 April 1641, Letter 35 in
Thomas Hobbes, The Correspondence, vol. 1, ed. Noel Malcolm (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1994),
114-15.

9 For information about Mersenne and his relationship with Hobbes, see Noel Malcolm’s bio-
graphical entry in Hobbes, Correspondence, 862-5.

XII
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edition, making this the first widely accessible treatise in the series. It was an im-
mediate success, so the publisher soon contemplated putting out another edition;
but, due to a serious illness as well as a desire to work on other projects, Hobbes
let the opportunity pass.

By this time, he was involved with the court in exile surrounding the Prince of
Wales, who had arrived in Paris in the summer of 1646. Soon after that, he was
hired to instruct the prince in mathematics. He maintained that the employment
did not extend to political theory, telling Sorbiére he did not want the prince
tarred by association with a theory that, in his own words, ‘offends the opinions
of almost everyone’’® Nevertheless, the preface to the 1647 edition of De Cive
indicated a growing embrace of political involvement. Completion of De Cive
had been occasioned, he wrote there, by the crisis of the early 1640s: ‘my Country
some few yeares before the civill Warres did rage, was boyling hot with questions
concerning the rights of Dominion, and the obedience due from Subjects, the
true forerunners of an approaching War; And was the cause which ... ripend, and
pluckt from me’ the work.™ In contrast, it is interesting to note, in the first edition
he had expressly disavowed any political intention. T have, he wrote in 1641, ‘been
very wary in the whole tenour of my discourse, not to meddle with the civil laws
of any particular nation whatsoever: that is to say, I have avoided coming ashore,
which those times have so infested both with shelves and tempests.*?

In view of the success of the 1647 edition, why was Hobbes not done with po-
litical theorizing at this point? He was hardly modest about the work, even boast-
ing that ‘Civil Philosophy is ‘no older ... than my own book De Cive’’3 Due to the
paucity of autobiographical materials, the question of why he went on to com-
pose Leviathan cannot be answered with any certainty. We cannot even be certain
about dating the composition of the work. Writing more than twenty years after
the fact, he recalled beginning Leviathan around the time of his serious illness in
1647, that is, soon after the completion and publication of the second De Cive.™
The work disappears from our view until a mention in May 1650 in a friend’s
correspondence. Robert Payne reports hearing from Hobbes that he had com-
pleted thirty-seven chapters (out of a planned total of about fifty) of a work ‘w<?
is’ [about] ‘Politiques, in English’* Partly on this basis, scholars tend to agree in
dating most of the work to the early years of the Interregnum, specifically the
period between the autumn/winter of 1649-50 and the winter of 1650-1.

Internal contradictions within the text indicate an evolution of Hobbes’s
forecast of the war’s conclusion during this late Civil War period. When Hobbes

10 “‘Hobbes to Samuel Sorbiére, from Paris, 12/22 March 1647, Letter 52 in Correspondence, vol. 1,
157-8.

11 Thomas Hobbes, “The Author’s Preface to the Reader, Philosophical Rudiments concerning
Government and Society, English Works, vol. 11 (1841), xx.

12 Hobbes, “The Epistle Dedicatory, Philosophical Rudiments, 27.

13 Thomas Hobbes, “The Author’s Epistle Dedicatory’ to De Corpore, English Works, vol. 1 (1839), ix.

14 Thomas Hobbes, ‘The Verse Life’ (anon. trans.), in J. C. A. Gaskin, ed., The Elements of Law
Natural and Politic (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1994), 259.

15 Payne to Sheldon, May 13, 1650 (BL MS Harl. 6942, no. 128), quoted in Noel Malcolm,
‘Editorial Introduction’ to Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan, vol. 1 (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
2012), 1-2.

XIII
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composed the chapters on sovereign rights and forms of government (18 and 19),
he still seemed to be hoping and working for a Stuart victory. He inserted a new
section on covenant logic into the chapter on sovereign right that included the
caution, ‘they that are subjects to a Monarch, cannot without his leave cast off
Monarchy’; they ‘cannot lawfully make a new Covenant, amongst themselves, to
be obedient to any other’ (Leviathan, 18.3). By this time, Commonwealth defend-
ers were claiming that their institution, being the representative of the people,
was sovereign. Answering that required a counter account of representation,
which Hobbes put forward in one of the most prominent additions in Leviathan:
the authorization version of the covenant, which portrays the sovereign as acting
on the authority of the people and therefore their sole representative. The argu-
ment left open the identity of the sovereign; so, in treating forms of government,
Hobbes inserted the further specification: ‘in a Monarchy, he that had the Sov-
eraignty from a descent of 600 years, was alone called Soveraign’ (19.3).

Subsequent chapters, presumably worked on later, pull back, step by step, from
defence of the Stuart monarchy. The first step was the insertion of a distinction
between sovereign right and subjects’ obligation. The discussion of the causes of
rebellion (ch. 29) now concludes with the admission that defeat in war absolves
subjects of obligation to the defeated sovereign, although it does not ‘extinguish’
the right of sovereignty (which is specifically framed as ‘the Right of a Soveraign
Monarch’ (923)). By the time Hobbes finished the work, even indefeasible sover-
eign right had been jettisoned, replaced by a straightforward defence of de facto
authority that plainly supported Engagement with the new government. Might
made right: ‘Conquest (to define it) is the Acquiring of the Right of Soveraignty by
Victory’ through ‘the peoples Submission, by which they contract with the Victor,
promising Obedience, for Life and Liberty’ (‘A Review and Conclusion, €7).

Leviathan was published and available in England in May 1651. In Paris, Hob-
bes sent Charles II a presentation copy of the manuscript, but it was badly re-
ceived and he was banned from court. He decamped to England at the end of the
year and submitted to the Commonwealth. During the Interregnum, he main-
tained that the work supported Cromwell’s regime, writing in 1656 that it had
‘framed the minds of a thousand gentlemen to a conscientious obedience to pre-
sent government’.16 But, ever supple, after the Restoration he would go full circle
and say Leviathan had been ‘written in defence of the King’s power, temporal and
spiritual’”

16 Thomas Hobbes, ‘Six Lessons to the Professors of the Mathematics, English Works, vol. vit
(1845), 336. Edward Hyde said Hobbes told him, before leaving Paris, that he wrote Leviathan
because he had ‘a mind to go home’ (A Brief View and Survey of the Dangerous Errors ... in Mr.
Hobbes’s Book, entitled Leviathan (1676), 8; quoted, e.g., in Malcolm, ‘Editorial Introduction, 78).

17 Thomas Hobbes, ‘An Historical Narration concerning Heresy, English Works, vol. 1v, 407. In a
post-Restoration autobiography, he described Cromwell as an unjust conqueror and explained
away Leviathan’s defence of submission as intended merely to justify royalists who otherwise
would have lost their fortunes (‘Considerations upon the Reputation, 420-2). Elsewhere, he
would acknowledge the work’s ambiguous import. ‘An Apology for Himself and His Writings,
Dedicated to the King in the Year 1662’ beseeched Charles II, ‘not to believe so ill of me ... nor
to think the worse of me, if snatching up all the weapons to fight against your enemies, I lighted
upon one that had a double edge’ (English Works, vol. v11, 4-6).
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Hobbes’s political theory more or less exploded on the English scene in the
1650-1 period. Within the year or so preceding Leviathan’s publication, The Ele-
ments of Law and De Cive had been made available, though without the author’s
permission, to an English audience. The first work appeared in divided form, in
volumes titled Human Nature and De Corpore Politico, in February and May 1650;
the second came out the following March in an unauthorized translation under
the title Philosophicall Rudiments concerning Government and Society. Supporters
of the new regime exploited his ideas, as well. Marchamont Nedham, a Com-
monwealth publicist, published excerpts from De Corpore Politico in an appendix
to his Case of the Commonwealth of England, Stated and also in the Common-
wealth’s newspaper, Mercurius Politicus. He meant, Nedham explained, to “foil
our adversaries with weapons of their own approbation’'®

After a fifteen-year hiatus, Hobbes, by then almost eighty, produced his own
Latin translation of Leviathan. Once again, just as had been the case many years
earlier in the production of the 1647 De Cive, he did so with the aid of Samuel
Sorbiere. The Frenchman had been pressing him to produce a Latin version,
presumably out of desire to make the work available to a European audience;
when it was ready, Sorbiére set the project up with a Dutch publisher.” This final
version was adapted, as the work had been before, in response to outside pres-
sures. Leviathan had been caught up in a wave of religious hysteria that followed
the Great Fire of London. In 1666, a parliamentary committee introduced a bill
‘against Atheism and Profaneness’ that specifically identified ‘the Book of Mr.
Hobbs, called The Leviathan’ as a heretical work. Publishing the Latin Leviathan
the next year, Hobbes included a new appendix defending his religious views in
chapters on the Nicene creed and on heresy and replying to assorted objections.
(The last includes an admission that it had been ‘gross carelessness’ to suggest that
Moses was part of the Trinity.>°) Balancing these additions, the English version’s
‘Review and Conclusion, its legitimation of conquest now outdated and impolitic,
was left out.

Major developments in the core texts

After the Restoration, probably at the time of the atheism charge in 1666, Hob-
bes destroyed much of his correspondence and other papers.?! This left the texts
as the only extant evidence of his changing interests and purposes in regard to
many aspects of the theory. Variations between parallel discussions are therefore

18 Marchamont Nedham, The Case of the Commonwealth of England, Stated, ed. Philip A. Knachel
(Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 1969), 129-30. Nedham’s use of De Corpore
Politico is discussed in Quentin Skinner, “The Ideological Context of Hobbes’s Political Thought,
Historical Journal 9 (1966): 286-317.

19 This account of the Latin Leviathan relies on Noel Malcolm’s introduction to the dual English/
Latin edition of the work in the Clarendon series: ‘Editorial Introduction, ch. 3.

20 Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan, ed. Noel Malcolm, vol. 11 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2012), 1232;
cf. the English Leviathan, 42.3.

21 Aubrey dated the episode earlier, ‘not long after the King was setled” (Brief Lives, 156), but
contextual evidence points to the occasion of the 1666 parliamentary action (Philip Milton,
‘Hobbes, Heresy and Lord Arlington, History of Political Thought 14/4 (1993): 501-46).
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a prime source for figuring out what was on his mind and what he meant to be
doing during the long decade in which the project evolved.

To assess the evidence, it is helpful to understand the way in which Hobbes
went about serial composition. As noted earlier, the process of creating new texts
by expanding and reworking existing ones was a widespread practice in the early-
modern period, a hangover from the scribal production of multiple manuscripts
from a single source. Hobbes’s way of writing suited the genre: while composing
Leviathan, his friend John Aubrey reported,

he walked much and contemplated, and he had in the head of
his Staffe a pen and inke-horne, carried always a Note-book
in his pocket, and as soon as a notion darted, he presently
entred it into his Booke ... He had drawn the Designe of the
Booke into Chapters, etc. so he knew whereabout it would
come in.*?

That design or outline, this edition shows, was embodied in the earlier texts, al-
though with much reorganization along the way. Given the extent of the revisions
and reorganization among the several versions, it seems unlikely that Aubrey’s
account refers to a foundational outline.? However, employment of an outlining
procedure is evident in several aspects of presentation and organization in the
texts. The most obvious is Hobbes’s use of an armature of highlighted concepts,
which appear in gothic script in the Elements and in uppercase letters and italics
in the later works.>* Mimicking the axiomatic definitions of a geometrical proof,
the armature provides a topical outline of the arguments. Less obvious amid the
vast expansion in length of Leviathan is that Hobbes tended, in Part 11 especially,
to balance additions with deletions: new material replaced or substituted for old
in what was, therefore, an evolving design. This notably occurs in the key chapters
on the state of nature, political covenant and rights of sovereignty. When Hobbes
added a new chapter on the concept of personification, in support of Leviathan’s
novel ‘authorization’ version of the political covenant, it replaced a chapter of-
fering Scriptural confirmation of the laws of nature (chs. 18 and 4, respectively,
in The Elements of Law and De Cive; ch. 16 in Leviathan). Three chapters on the
rights of sovereignty and forms of government are condensed into two in Le-
viathan; within the first, a new defence of absolute sovereignty substitutes for
an ill-advised treatment of democracy. Next, several chapters on the traditional
subjects of other authority relations (household and familial) condense into one,
but Hobbes takes the subject in a new, modern direction by substituting a new
chapter on the liberty of subjects (ch. 21).

22 Aubrey, Brief Lives, 151.

23 Noel Malcolm discusses the possibility that other, no longer extant, scripts were involved
(Malcolm, ‘Editorial Introduction, 12-13, 101-14).

24 For example, initial chapters treat in highlighted sequence ‘SENSE; ‘OBJECT’ (of sense),
‘PHANTASY OF IMAGINATION, ‘SLEEP, ‘DREAMS’ and ‘FICTION of the mind’ (The Elements of Law,
chs. 2-3; Leviathan, chs. 1-2). For the first treatise, I present a complete outline of chapters and
highlighted terms in Appendix 1 of “The Composition of Hobbes’s Elements of Law’ (History
of Political Thought 25 (2004): 16-43; reprinted in Deborah Baumgold, Contract Theory in
Historical Context: Essays on Grotius, Hobbes, and Locke (Leiden: Brill, 2010), ch. 5).
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Hobbes’s habit, in general, was to compose material in clusters, both in chapter
sets and, within chapters, paragraph blocks. Alterations in the successive texts
through insertions, deletions, substitutions, reorganization and substantive revi-
sion are typically carried out in these units, with chapter sets marked by similar
patterns of revision and paragraph sets focused on discrete subjects. Deconstruct-
ing the three-text project on the basis of chapter sets reveals the major develop-
ments between the texts, which can get lost among the welter of small changes.
The interpretive device yields clues about Hobbes’s preoccupations at various
points in time and the order in which he worked on portions of Leviathan.

The omnibus project: An informal guide to major developments

A notional table of contents for the three-text project as a whole, based on chapter
groupings, is presented below. The Elements of Law and De Cive are used as the ba-
sis for the project’s organization. For each group of chapters, major developments
between the texts are summarized in the table. Several will be subsequently dis-
cussed in more detail; these points are identified with Roman numerals in the table.

Hypothetical Table of Contents of the Three Texts Combined

Subject’

Text Chapters

Major Developments

Part 1. Human Nature

Physics of perception and
thought

EL, chs. 2-4/ LV chs. 1-3

The Leviathan chapters closely parallel the Elements,
displaying minimal revision and reorganization, although
with the addition of some illustrative examples.

Knowledge, reason and
science

EL, chs. 5-6 / LV, chs. 4-5,
759

(I) Two chapters in the Elements turn into four in Leviathan,
largely due to expanded discussion of science that includes
a new chapter on the subject. Disorganization accompanies
expansion. An orderly sequence in the first text becomes, in
Leviathan, a mishmash of epistemology with consideration
of passions and character.

The passions and different
personality types;
communication; the will

EL, chs. 7-10,12-13 / LV
chs. 6, 8, 10-11

In Leviathan, one chapter (6) combines sections of three
Elements chapters, and is slotted between chapters on
reason and science (5 and 7). After intervening chapters

on power, honour and intellectual virtues, at the end of the
section a chapter on communication (EL, ch. 13) is replaced
by one on the difference of manners’ (LV, ch. 11). The new
one treats the aptitude of various personalities to rebel or
obey government.

Natural religious belief

EL,ch. 11/ DC, ch. 15/
LV, chs. 12 and 31

(V) The first half of the Elements’ chapter on the natural
foundation of religious belief is carried over in a parallel
chapter in Part 1 of Leviathan (12). The second half is
moved and used to introduce the new Parts on religion in
De Cive and Leviathan.

T Although the titles are the editor’s creation, they generally employ Hobbes’s terms.
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Part 11. Government

State and laws of nature

EL, chs. 14-18 / DC, chs.
1-4/ LV, chs. 13-15

(II) De Cive opens here. Chapters are largely parallel in the
three works, with two major alterations in Leviathan. The
deduction that the state of nature would be a state of war

is altered by removal of the concept of natural right to the
following chapter. A chapter giving Scriptural confirmation
of the natural laws is omitted, replaced by one on the newly
important concept of personification (ch. 16).

Political covenant

EL,ch.19/DC,ch.5/LV,
chs. 16-17

Leviathan’s new chapter 16 supports the addition of a novel,
‘authorization’ version of the political covenant.

Rights of sovereignty and
forms of government

EL, chs. 20-1, 24 / DC,
chs. 6-7, 10/ LV, chs.
18-19

(IIT) Sovereignty arguments are revised. Assertion in the
Elements that democracy is the foundation of all forms of
government is deleted. Leviathan includes new arguments
in defence of absolutism and condenses several chapters
comparing forms of government into a single one.

Household, paternal and
despotical dominion;
liberty of subjects

EL, chs. 22-3 / DC, chs.
8-9,11/ LV, chs. 20-1

(IV) Several chapters on the traditional subject of extra-
political authority relations are condensed into one in
Leviathan and a chapter added on the liberty of subjects.

Art of government

LV, chs. 22—4

These are new chapters on aspects of governing, namely
subordinate political bodies, government ministers and
economic policy.

Causes of rebellion and the
duties of rulers

EL, chs. 27-8; DC, chs.
12-13; LV, chs. 29-30

New section in Leviathan’s account of the duties of rulers
outlines a curriculum for popular political education.

Law, crime and counsel

EL, ch. 29; DC, ch. 14; LV,
chs. 25-8

Final Elements’ chapter, on the title subject of law, is
expanded in Leviathan into four chapters on related
subjects (counsel; civil law; crimes, excuses and
extenuations; punishment and reward).

Part 111.

Religion

Religion

EL,ch. 11/ DC, chs. 15-18
/ LV, chs. 31-47

(V) Subsequent to the Elements, new Parts are created
with vast expansion in the treatment of theology and
ecclesiology. Material from the Elements forms the basis
of much of Part 111 of De Cive and Leviathan, although
complex reorganization masks the continuity. Part 1v of
Leviathan is novel.

Science (I)

The increased coverage given to science in Leviathan is consistent with Hobbes’s

autobiographical report of being absorbed with the field in the 1640s following

completion of De Cive.>> Hence these chapters may represent a specific connec-

tion between De Corpore, the separate volume on these subjects that would even-

tually be published in 1655, and Leviathan.

25 Hobbes, ‘Verse Life, 258.
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Deduction of the State of War (II)

In The Elements of Law, natural right is said to reinforce natural impulse: ‘to the
offensiveness of man’s nature one to another, there is added a right of every man
to every thing’ and therefore ‘the estate of men in this natural liberty is the es-
tate of war’ (14.11). In Leviathan, the explanation is simpler: there are ‘three princi-
pall causes of quarrell’ in human nature; and, assuming some people are naturally
aggressive, everyone would have to behave that way (13.4 and 13.6). By streamlining
the explanation down to psychological and circumstantial factors, the alteration
strips it of a juridical dimension; eliminated from consideration is the idea that con-
ceiving of individuals as rights-holders works to legitimize and exacerbate conflict.

Democracy and other forms of government (I1I)

In the initial formulation in The Elements of Law, Hobbes justified the absence
of sovereign accountability by positing a democratic foundation to all forms of
government. Democracy, he argued, is foundational in the sense that majority
rule among incipient covenanters has to be established before covenanting can
proceed, and it would be nonsensical to imagine that the people, sovereign in a
democratic polity, would criticize themselves. Being an inherent feature of the
democratic foundation of all government, the principle of non-accountability car-
ries over and continues to apply even when the people vote to transform the form
of government into an aristocracy or monarchy.?® Yet it was obviously undesirable
in a defence of absolute monarchy to describe democracy as the foundation of all
government. Hobbes inserted a crucial modifier in the De Cive version: the initial
step of agreeing to majority rule is but ‘almost’ a democracy.?” He then deleted the
entire argument from Leviathan. It is replaced by a series of new arguments, at the
beginning of chapter 18 on the rights of sovereignty, that derive non-accountabili-
ty from the logic of covenanting rather than attaching it to a form of government.

Leviathan, chapter 21, ‘Of the Liberty of Subjects’ (IV)

This chapter appears to be one of the last-written parts of Leviathan. Anticipating
the work’s ‘Review and Conclusion, it endorses the Engagement rationale that
‘the end of Obedience is Protection’: “The Obligation of Subjects to the Soveraign,
is understood to last as long, and no longer, than the power lasteth, by which he

is able to protect themy’ (21.21).

Religion (V)

The standard view is that Parts 111 and 1v are substantially new in Leviathan,
though with some basis in De Cive’s new Part 111 on religion. As suggested earlier,
however, this edition’s comparative presentation reveals that their third parts are

26 Hobbes, Elements of Law, 21.2-9.
27 Hobbes, Philosophical Rudiments, 109.
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less thoroughly novel than is commonly thought; their foundations - in organiza-
tion and core subjects — were sketched out in the Elements. Thus, their novelty is a
matter of expansion and reorganization of pre-existing arguments rather than of
entirely new composition. It is the scale of expansion and the complexity of reor-
ganization, particularly in Leviathan, that create a misimpression of fundamental
novelty. This edition’s comparative presentation shows how Hobbes created chap-
ters by moving and expanding paragraphs, sometimes even single paragraphs,
and often built a Leviathan chapter around a pre-existing paragraph block.

The comparative presentation also reveals substantive alterations in organi-
zation and thematic framing through the several texts. The foundation in The
Elements of Law of this section on religion consisted in two chapters (25 and 26)
that prefaced ones on the causes of the rebellion and the duties of rulers. The
organization implied that Hobbes thought of these religious doctrines in the con-
text of other aspects of prudential government. His overall point in the chapters -
namely, that ‘decision of controversies in religion dependeth on the sovereign

power’?8

- leads into discussion of causes of rebellion more generally (ch. 27).
(Indeed, the sequence of a focused chapter followed by a broader discussion may
echo the treatment of natural law in the Elements and Leviathan: an initial chap-
ter treats ‘some of the laws of nature’ (in Leviathan, the ‘first and second’), and is
followed by a second one covering ‘other laws.) What rulers can do to deter rebel-
lion - their duties - is the next subject (Elements, ch. 28), followed by a conclud-
ing chapter on the title subject of law. The concluding sequence of chapters in the
The Elements of Law is thus: subversive religious doctrines; causes of rebellion;
the duties of rulers; law. To be sure, Hobbes never changed his mind about the
political impact of religious issues, but the message would cease to be embodied
in the theory’s organization once religious subjects were moved to the new Part
111 of the subsequent works.

Within that third part, there is another intriguing reorganization of material.
The subjects of the dual chapters in the Elements are reversed in sequence in De
Cive and Hobbes divides the work’s new part into a trio of chapters on divine
government by nature, the old covenant and the new covenant. But the frame
is then abandoned in Leviathan, as illustrated by the amalgamation of separate
discussions in De Cive of Old and New Testament material on the ‘word of God’
(16.11 and 17.15-18) into a single chapter in Leviathan, ‘Of the Word of God, and
of Prophets’ (36).

Those De Cive chapters - 16 and 17 - are involved in the most pronounced case
of bricolage in the entire theory. Expanded from one chapter (26) in the Elements,
the two De Cive chapters come to be paralleled by paragraph blocks in no fewer
than six Leviathan chapters - 35 and 36, and 39 through 42. Yet in the next chap-
ter, complicated reorganization abruptly gives way to straightforward reproduc-
tion. Here, in what is the final chapter in Part 111 in both the later works, the text
is carried forward essentially intact from The Elements of Law (ch. 25) through De
Cive (ch. 18) and Leviathan (ch. 43).

28 Hobbes, ‘The Order’, Elements of Law, xiv.
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What explains Leviathan’s complex textual history, both in this case and gen-
erally? The fundamental purpose of a combined edition is to supply the material
basis for asking this and many such questions about Hobbes’s political theory. In
a combined presentation, evidence can be found for enquiries large and small;
enquiries pertaining to Hobbes’s intentions or to what was on his desk when he
composed Leviathan; in general, enquiries into many puzzling features of this
complicated project.
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Note on the texts

The volume is based on standard editions of the three works: the Tonnies edi-
tion of The Elements of Law (1889); the Molesworth edition of Philosophical Rudi-
ments concerning Government and Society (The English Works of Thomas Hobbes
of Malmesbury, vol. 11, 1841); and the 1904 Cambridge University Press edition
of Leviathan, edited by A. R. Waller. Tonnies’s edition was based on comparison
of six manuscript copies.* Philosophical Rudiments — which, following common
practice, I refer to by its title in the Latin original, ‘De Cive’ - is based on a 1651
translation by ‘C. C’> The Waller edition of Leviathan is reprinted from an origi-
nal issue of the work.3

The Elements of Law and De Cive appear in full but for their dedicatory epistles
and the preface to the 1647 second edition of De Cive. In the case of Leviathan,
this edition’s text is limited to portions that have a parallel in one or both earlier
works.# The several texts are printed side by side in omnibus chapters that are
organized to show the parallels between and within them. Prefacing each omni-
bus chapter is a précis table that summarizes the content and organization of the
texts. These are original précis that appear as paragraph headings at the start of
chapters in The Elements of Law and De Cive and as margin notes in Leviathan.>
Thus, in each omnibus chapter, the précis and the text are simply two versions,
shorter and longer, of the same material. As an aid to research, the précis are
reprinted altogether in an Appendix, where they are expanded to include in en-
tirety the margin notes of all chapters in the edition, including margin notes for
new material in Leviathan. In the case of wholly unique chapters in Part 111 and
the new Part 1v, the Appendix gives the titles.

The source editions differ in the extent of their modernization of Hobbes’s
prose. In order to avoid adding a layer of editorial intervention, I have not at-
tempted to standardize them (hence, for example, I follow their different practices
in the capitalization of terms and titles). In any case, the parallel presentation
counteracts the possibility of distortions due to modernized language in the edi-
tions of The Elements of Law and De Cive and the translation of the latter. Serial

1 These were the Harl. 4235, Harl. 4236, Egert. 2005, Harl. 6858, Harl. 1325 and a copy in the
Hardwick papers (Ferdinand Tonnies, “The Editor’s Preface’ in Hobbes, Elements of Law, viii-ix).

2 For C.Cls identity, see Noel Malcolm, ‘Charles Cotton, Translator of Hobbes’s De cive),
Huntington Library Quarterly 61 (2000); reprinted in Aspects of Hobbes (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2002), 234-58.

3 A.R. Waller, ‘Note in Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan or the Matter, Forme ¢~ Power ofa
Commonwealth, Ecclesiasticall and Civill (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1904), vi.

4 In a handful of instances, paragraphs from novel chapters are excerpted in the text.

5 In cases in which sets of paragraphs lack accompanying substantive précis, their numbers are
grouped in a single reference (‘x-y’). These sequences occur most frequently in connection with
new material in Leviathan. In reverse situations — of multiple headings for a single paragraph -
the several headings are shown divided by semi-colons. Note that margin citations to Bible
passages in Leviathan appear in their original position next to the text.
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composition is helpful in this regard because multiple texts offer an additional
source, separate from reconstructing definitive language in discrete texts, for un-
derstanding meaning. By taking advantage of the composition process, a parallel
presentation can yield a plain sense of ideas that are conveyed with some varia-
tion between several texts. We are fortunate, in this regard, that in Hobbes’s case
there are frequently three parallel texts to compare. Although this edition is not
intended to provide a definitive rendering of the separate texts, small errors in the
source editions have been silently corrected.

In order to facilitate the parallel presentation, the following editorial interven-
tions have been made in the texts. They are largely transparent and the original
text easily reconstructed. First, following Howard Warrender’s suggestion, chap-
ters in The Elements of Law are numbered continuously (whereas in the Ténnies
edition they are numbered separately in the first and second parts).® Second, in
accord with the existing formatting of The Elements of Law and De Cive, I have
introduced paragraph numbering in Leviathan.” Third, Hobbes’s unit of com-
position commonly being a group of paragraphs on a single subject, paragraph
groups appear together in single cells. Although the divisions are a matter of edi-
torial judgment, they are easy to erase away in a reader’s mind.

Fourth, in order to handle the reorganization of material between the several
versions, the default is the organization — both the sequence of chapters and of
paragraphs within them - of The Elements of Law or De Cive, whichever provides
the simpler template in the immediate instance. When, in consequence, parallel
material in the other work(s) appears out of sequence, the material is numbered
in bold print. By extension, bolding is also used to identify paragraphs that have
been moved between different chapters and to identify isolated paragraphs in Le-
viathan that echo material in the earlier versions. Internal references to material
elsewhere in the text include chapter and paragraph numbers; within chapters,
cross-referenced paragraphs are denoted with a ¢ symbol.

Finally, the most important editorial intervention lies in the identification of
textual parallels. I have employed the conservative principle of requiring a con-
crete parallel in subject matter, argument or example. It is not sufficient for ma-
terial to be generally similar in subject or argument but lacking some concrete,
specific duplication.

Material is sometimes carried over from one work to the next virtually verba-
tim, such as in the chapters on ‘other’ laws of nature, which were discussed previ-
ously. In other cases, paragraphs differ in argument but plainly have the same spe-
cific topic. For example, see the parallel chapters on the ‘causes of rebellion’ (chs.
27,12 and 29). In the first paragraph of the Elements’ chapter, the causes are said to
be three - discontent, pretence of right and hope of success; in De Cive’s version,
there are still said to be a trio of causes, but the trio is identified differently - as

6 Howard Warrender, ‘Editor’s Introduction, De Cive: The English Version entitled in the first
edition Philosophicall Rudiments Concerning Government and Society by Thomas Hobbes
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1983), 10 n. 4.

7 This is also done in the Hackett edition: Edwin Curley, ed., Leviathan, with selected variants from
the Latin edition of 1668 (Indianapolis, IN: Hackett, 1994).
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NOTE ON THE TEXTS

doctrines and passions contrary to peace, leadership and the formation of fac-
tions. In Leviathan, the chapter opens with five new paragraphs on the subject of
‘imperfect Institution; after which Hobbes takes up the single erroneous doctrine
on which the second version had concentrated - the doctrine that individuals
may judge good and evil for themselves (96).

Passages also qualify as parallel when the same concrete example or story is
reproduced, with similar moral. Those same chapters relate the story of Pelias,
a king of Thessaly, who in old age was cut up and boiled by his daughters, at
the behest of Medea, in the hope of restoring his youth. The moral evolves in
continuous fashion from the Elements, where it concerns the dangerous mix of
‘eloquence and want of judgment’ (915), through De Cive, which adds explicit
comparison of the common people with the daughters of Pelias (913), to Levia-
than, which concentrates on those disobedient subjects (7).

Two kinds of footnotes are employed. Annotations that were added by Hobbes
to the second (1647) edition of De Cive are marked, as they appear in the Moles-
worth edition, with a *. Second, numbered footnotes are inserted when needed to
direct the reader to related parts of the text. Also, in a limited number of instances
related material is identified within the text by chapter and paragraph number
(e.g., ‘See 1.’ or ‘Cf. 1.1), but I have largely resisted interpretive intervention along
those lines.

For comparison with the identification of parallel material in the present edi-
tion, readers may wish to consult related presentations. Noel Malcolm’s edition
of Leviathan in the Clarendon Series (2012) presents the English and Latin texts
on facing pages; Curley’s edition for Hackett gives Latin variations in notes. In
Howard Warrender’s texts of the Latin and English De Cives (1983), marginal ref-
erences are given to parallel sections in the other treatises, although Warrender’s
criteria for identifying parallels are less conservative than those employed here.
The Oxford edition of The Elements of Law (edited by J. C. A. Gaskin, 1994) in-
cludes a chart broadly comparing the chapters in the several treatises. Narrative
comparisons can be found in the introduction to the edition of Leviathan edited
by G. A. J. Rogers and Karl Schuhmann (Bristol: Thoemmes Continuum, 2003)
and in Schuhmannss, ‘Leviathan and De Cive, (in Leviathan After 350 Years, eds.
Tom Sorell and Luc Foisneau (Oxford: Clarendon, 2004), 13-32).
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CHAPTER 1

Chapter 1 of The Elements of Law

Précis table

Part 1. Concerning men as persons natural

Chapter 1. The general division of man’s natural faculties

1,2, 3. Preface

4. Man’s nature

5. Division of his faculties
6. Faculties of the body

7. Faculties of the mind

8. Power cognitive, conceptions and imagery of the mind

Part1. Concerning men as persons natural

Chapter 1. The general division of man’s natural faculties

1. THE true and perspicuous explication of the elements of laws, natural and politic,
which is my present scope, dependeth upon the knowledge of what is human nature,
what is a body politic, and what it is we call a law. Concerning which points, as the
writings of men from antiquity downward have still increased, so also have the doubts
and controversies concerning the same. And seeing that true knowledge begetteth not
doubt nor controversy, but knowledge; it is manifest from the present controversies,
that they which have heretofore written thereof, have not well understood their own
subject.

2. Harm I can do none, though I err no less than they. For I shall leave men but as they
are, in doubt and dispute. But intending not to take any principle upon trust, but only
to put men in mind of what they know already, or may know by their own experience,
Ihope to err the less; and when I do, it must proceed from too hasty concluding, which
I will endeavour as much as I can to avoid.

3. On the other side, if reasoning aright I win not consent (which may very easily hap-
pen) from them that being confident of their own knowledge weigh not what is said,
the fault is not mine but theirs. For as it is my part to show my reasons, so it is theirs to
bring attention.

4. Man’s nature is the sum of his natural faculties and powers, as the faculties of
nutrition, motion, generation, sense, reason, &c. For these powers we do unanimously
call natural, and are contained in the definition of man, under these words, animal and
rational.
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5. According to the two principal parts of man, I divide his faculties into two sorts,
faculties of the body, and faculties of the mind.

6. Since the minute and distinct anatomy of the powers of the body is nothing neces-
sary to the present purpose, I will only sum them up into these three heads, power
nutritive, power motive, and power generative.

7. Of the powers of the mind there be two sorts, cognitive or imaginative or concep-
tive; and motive. And first of the cognitive.

8. For the understanding of what I mean by the power cognitive, we must remember
and acknowledge that there be in our minds continually certain images or concep-
tions of the things without us, insomuch that if a man could be alive, and all the rest of
the world annihilated, he should nevertheless retain the image thereof, and of all those
things which he had before seen and perceived in it; every man by his own experience
knowing that the absence or destruction of things once imagined, doth not cause the
absence or destruction of the imagination itself. This imagery and representations of
the qualities of things without us is that we call our cognition, imagination, ideas, no-
tice, conception, or knowledge of them. And the faculty, or power, by which we are
capable of such knowledge, is that I here call power cognitive, or conceptive, the power
of knowing or conceiving.
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CHAPTER 2

Chapter 2 of The Elements of Law /
Chapter 1 of Leviathan

Précis table

Part 1. Concerning men as persons natural

Part1. OF MAN

THE INTRODUCTION

Chapter 2. The cause of sense

Chapter 1. Of SENSE

1.

1.

2. Definition of sense 2.
3.
3.
4. Four propositions concerning the nature of conceptions
5. The first proved
6. The second proved
7, 8. The third proved
9. The fourth proved 4.
10. The main deception of sense
5.

Part1. Concerning men as persons natural

Part1. OF MAN

Chapter 2. The cause of sense

Chapter 1. Of SENSE

1. HaviNG declared what I mean by the word conception,
and other words equivalent thereunto, I come to the concep-
tions themselves, to show their difference, their causes, and
the manner of their production as far as is necessary for this
place.

2. Originally all conceptions proceed from the actions of the
thing itself, whereof it is the conception. Now when the ac-
tion is present, the conception it produceth is called SENSE,
and the thing by whose action the same is produced is called
the oBJECT of sense.

1. CONCERNING the Thoughts of man, I will consider them
first Singly, and afterwards in Trayne, or dependance upon
one another. Singly, they are every one a Representation or Ap-
parence, of some quality, or other Accident of a body without
us; which is commonly called an Object. Which Object wor-
keth on the Eyes, Eares, and other parts of mans body; and by
diversity of working, produceth diversity of Apparences.

2. The Originall of them all, is that which we call SENSE; (For
there is no conception in a mans mind, which hath not at first,
totally, or by parts, been begotten upon the organs of Sense.)
The rest are derived from that originall.

3. To know the naturall cause of Sense, is not very necessary
to the business now in hand; and I have else-where written of
the same at large. Nevertheless, to fill each part of my present
method, I will briefly deliver the same in this place.
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3. By our several organs we have several conceptions of sev-
eral qualities in the objects; for by sight we have a conception
or image composed of colour or figure, which is all the notice
and knowledge the object imparteth to us of its nature by the
eye. By hearing we have a conception called sound, which is
all the knowledge we have of the quality of the object from
the ear. And so the rest of the senses also are conceptions of
several qualities, or natures of their objects.

4. Because the image in vision consisting in colour and shape
is the knowledge we have of the qualities of the object of that
sense; it is no hard matter for a man to fall into this opinion,
that the same colour and shape are the very qualities them-
selves; and for the same cause, that sound and noise are the
qualities of the bell, or of the air. And this opinion hath been
so long received, that the contrary must needs appear a great
paradox; and yet the introduction of species visible and in-
telligible (which is necessary for the maintenance of that
opinion) passing to and fro from the object, is worse than any
paradox, as being a plain impossibility. I shall therefore en-
deavour to make plain these four points:

(1) That the subject wherein colour and image are inherent, is
not the object or thing seen.

(2) That that is nothing without us really which we call an
image or colour.

(3) That the said image or colour is but an apparition unto us of
that motion, agitation, or alteration, which the object worketh
in the brain or spirits, or some internal substance of the head.
(4) That as in conception by vision, so also in the conceptions
that arise from other senses, the subject of their inherence is
not the object, but the sentient.

5. Every man hath so much experience as to have seen the sun
and other visible objects by reflection in the water and in glass-
es, and this alone is sufficient for this conclusion: that colour
and image may be there where the thing seen is not. But because
it may be said that notwithstanding the image in the water be
not in the object, but a thing merely phantastical, yet there may
be colour really in the thing itself; I will urge further this experi-
ence: that divers times men see directly the same object double,
as two candles for one, which may happen by distemper, or oth-
erwise without distemper if a man will, the organs being either
in their right temper, or equally distempered. The colours and
figures in two such images of the same thing cannot be inherent
both therein, because the thing seen cannot be in two places:
one of these images therefore is not inherent in the object. But
seeing the organs of sight are then in equal temper or equal dis-
temper, the one of them is no more inherent than the other, and
consequently neither of them both are in the object; which is
the first proposition mentioned in the precedent section.
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6. Secondly, that the image of any thing seen by reflection in
glass or water or the like, is not any thing in or behind the
glass, or in or under the water, every man may prove to him-
self; which is the second proposition.

7. For the third, we are to consider first, that upon every great
agitation or concussion of the brain, as it happeneth from a
stroke, especially if the stroke be upon the eye, whereby the op-
tic nerve suffereth any great violence, there appeareth before the
eyes a certain light, which light is nothing without, but an appa-
rition only, all that is real being the concussion or motion of the
parts of that nerve. From which experience we may conclude,
that apparition of light without, is really nothing but motion
within. If therefore from lucid bodies there can be derived mo-
tion, so as to affect the optic nerve in such manner as is proper
thereunto, there will follow an image of light somewhere in that
line by which the motion was last derived unto the eye; that is
to say, in the object, if we look directly on it, and in the glass or
water, when we look upon it in the line of reflection, which in
effect is the third proposition, namely, That image and colour
is but an apparition unto us of that motion, agitation, or altera-
tion, which the object worketh in the brain, or spirits, or some
internal substance in the head.

8. But that from all lucid, shining and illuminated bodies,
there is a motion produced to the eye, and, through the eye,
to the optic nerve, and so into the brain, by which that ap-
parition of light or colour is effected, is not hard to prove.
And first, it is evident that the fire, the only lucid body here
on earth, worketh by motion equally every way; insomuch
as the motion thereof stopped or inclosed, it is presently ex-
tinguished, and no more fire. And farther, that that motion,
whereby the fire worketh, is dilatation, and contraction of
itself alternately, commonly called scintillation or glowing,
is manifest also by experience. From such motion in the fire
must needs arise a rejection or casting from itself of that part
of the medium which is contiguous to it, whereby that part
also rejecteth the next, and so successively one part beateth
back the other to the very eye; and in the same manner the
exterior part of the eye (the laws of refraction still observed)
presseth the interior. Now the interior coat of the eye is noth-
ing else but a piece of the optic nerve, and therefore the mo-
tion is still continued thereby into the brain, and by resistance
or reaction of the brain, is also a rebound in the optic nerve
again, which we not conceiving as motion or rebound from
within, think it is without, and call it light; as hath been al-
ready shewed by the experience of a stroke. We have no rea-
son to doubt, that the fountain of light, the sun, worketh any
other wise than the fire, at least in this matter, and thus all vi-
sion hath its original from such motion as is here described.
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For where there is no light, there is no sight; and therefore
colour also must be the same thing with light, as being the
effect of lucid bodies: their difference being only this, that
when the light cometh directly from the fountain to the eye,
or indirectly by reflection from clean and polite bodies, and
such as have no particular motion internal to alter it, we call
it light. But when it cometh to the eyes by reflection from un-
even, rough, and coarse bodies, or such as are affected with
internal motion of their own, that may alter it, then we call
it colour; colour and light differing only in this, that the one
is pure, the other a perturbed light. By that which hath been
said, not only the truth of the third proposition, but also the
whole manner of producing light and colour, is apparent.

9. As colour is not inherent in the object, but an effect thereof
upon us, caused by such motion in the object, as hath been
described: so neither is sound in the thing we hear, but in our-
selves. One manifest sign thereof is: that as a man may see, so
also he may hear double or treble, by multiplication of echoes,
which echoes are sounds as well as the original; and not being
in one and the same place, cannot be inherent in the body that
maketh them. Nothing can make any thing in itself: the clap-
per hath not sound in it, but motion, and maketh motion in
the internal parts of the bell; so the bell hath motion, and not
sound. That imparteth motion to the air; and the air hath mo-
tion, but not sound. The air imparteth motion by the ear and
nerves to the brain; and the brain hath motion but not sound.
From the brain it reboundeth back into the nerves outward,
and thence it becometh an apparition without, which we call
sound. And to proceed to the rest of the senses, it is apparent
enough, that the smell and taste of the same thing, are not the
same to every man, and therefore are not in the thing smelt or
tasted, but in the men. So likewise the heat we feel from the
fire is manifestly in us, and is quite different from the heat that
is in the fire. For our heat is pleasure or pain, according as it
is extreme or moderate; but in the coal there is no such thing.
By this the fourth and last of the propositions is proved (viz.)
That as in conception by vision, so also in the conceptions
that arise from other senses, the subject of their inherence is
not the object, but the sentient.

4. The cause of Sense, is the Externall Body, or Object, which
presseth the organ proper to each Sense, either immediatly,
as in the Tast and Touch; or mediately, as in Seeing, Hearing,
and Smelling: which pressure, by the mediation of Nerves,
and other strings, and membranes of the body, continued
inwards to the Brain, and Heart, causeth there a resistance,
or counter-pressure, or endeavour of the heart, to deliver it
self: which endeavour because Outward, seemeth to be some
matter without. And this seeming, or fancy, is that which men
call Sense; and consisteth, as to the Eye, in a Light, or Colour
figured; To the Eare, in a Sound; To the Nostrill, in an Odour;
To the Tongue and Palat, in a Savour; And to the rest of the
body, in Heat, Cold, Hardnesse, Softnesse, and such other
qualities, as we discern by Feeling. All which qualities called
Sensible, are in the object that causeth them, but so many sev-
eral motions of the matter, by which it presseth our organs
diversly. Neither in us that are pressed, are they anything else,
but divers motions; (for motion, produceth nothing but mo-
tion.) But their apparence to us is Fancy, the same waking,
that dreaming. And as pressing, rubbing, or striking the Eye,
makes us fancy a light; and pressing the Eare, produceth a
dinne; so do the bodies also we see, or hear, produce the same
by their strong, though unobserved action, For if those Co-
lours, and Sounds, were in the Bodies, or Objects that cause
them, they could not bee severed from them, as by glasses,
and in Ecchoes by reflection, wee see they are; where we know
the thing we see, is in one place; the apparence, in another.
And though at some certain distance, the reall, and very
object seem invested with the fancy it begets in us; Yet still
the object is one thing, the image or fancy is another. So that
Sense in all cases, is nothing els but originall fancy, caused (as
I have said) by the pressure, that is, by the motion, of externall
things upon our Eyes, Eares, and other organs thereunto or-
dained.
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10. And from thence also it followeth, that whatsoever ac-
cidents or qualities our senses make us think there be in the
world, they are not there, but are seemings and apparitions
only. The things that really are in the world without us, are
those motions by which these seemings are caused. And this
is the great deception of sense, which also is by sense to be
corrected. For as sense telleth me, when I see directly, that the
colour seemeth to be in the object; so also sense telleth me,
when I see by reflection, that colour is not in the object.

2/L 1

5. But the Philosophy-schooles, through all the Universities
of Christendome, grounded upon certain Texts of Aristotle,
teach another doctrine; and say, For the cause of Vision, that
the thing seen, sendeth forth on every side a visible species (in
English) a visible shew, apparition, or aspect, or a being seen;
the receiving whereof into the Eye, is Seeing. And for the
cause of Hearing, that the thing heard, sendeth forth an Au-
dible species, that is, an Audible Aspect, or Audible being seen;
which entring at the Eare, maketh Hearing. Nay for the cause
of Understanding also, they say the thing Understood send-
eth forth intelligible species, that is, an intelligible being seen;
which comming into the Understanding, makes us Under-
stand. I say not this, as disapproving the use of Universities:
but because I am to speak hereafter of their office in a Com-
mon-wealth, I must let you see on all occasions by the way,
what things would be amended in them; amongst which the
frequency of insignificant Speech is one.
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Part 1. Concerning men as persons natural

Part1. OF MAN

Chapter 3. Of imagination and the kinds thereof

Chapter 2. OfIMAGINATION

10

1. THAT when a thing lies still, unlesse somewhat els stirre it,
it will lye still for ever, is a truth that no man doubts of. But
that when a thing is in motion, it will eternally be in motion,
unless somewhat els stay it, though the reason be the same,
(namely, that nothing can change it selfe,) is not so easily as-
sented to. For men measure, not onely other men, but all
other things, by themselves: and because they find themselves
subject after motion to pain, and lassitude