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CHAPTER SIX

BODIN’S SOVEREIGNTY: POWER-CENTRALISER

Although he did not invent it per se,448 many consider Jean Bodin the “father”449

of “sovereignty” as he provided “the first systematic discussion of the nature”450

of this extraordinary powerful word. He has been referred to as the man
who is “often quoted, but rarely read,”451 which is perhaps excusable given
that his writing is highly “unorganized and ill-arranged, repetitious and dis-
connected.”452

448. Authors generally agree that the idea of sovereignty, if not the word “sovereignty,”
existed in Europe much before the 16th century: see G. Mairet, “Bodin Jean,
1530-1596 – Les Six Livres de la République, 1576,” in F. Chatelet, O. Duhamel
& E. Pisier (eds.), Dictionnaire des Oeuvres Politiques (Paris: Presses universitaires
de France, 1986), 99, at 99. See also R. Bonner, “Lawyers and Litigants in
Ancient Athens,” in J.C. Smith & D.N. Weisstub (eds.), The Western Idea of Law
(London: Butter-worths, 1983), 303, at 303, who wrote: “Nowhere has popular sov-
ereignty been so completely realized in practice as in ancient Athens. The sover-
eign people exercised their power not merely at intervals; they actually wielded it
at all times. The national assembly, composed of all citizens, debated and decided
all questions of public policy. The legislative, executive, and judicial functions of
government were exercised by commissions drawn from the citizen body by lot.
Thus the people actually administered justice, interpreting and applying the law in
each case as they saw fit. No trained jurist on the bench balked the popular will
by citing inconvenient precedents. In theory, a judicial decision rendered today could
be reversed in a similar case tomorrow.”

449. J. Maritain, “The Concept of Sovereignty,” in W.J. Stankiewicz (ed.), In Defense of
Sovereignty (New York & London: Oxford University Press, 1969), 41, at 43.

450. C.E. Merriam, History of the Theory of Sovereignty since Rousseau (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1900), at 13. See also D. Pharand, supra, note 274, at 19; J.D.
van der Vyver, “Sovereignty and Human Rights in Constitutional and Interna-
tional Law” (1991), 5 Emery Int’l L. Rev. 321, at 324; and, J. Bryce, supra, note
360, at 84.

451. E.N. van Kleffens, supra, note 295, at 52. See also K.D. McRae, “Introduction,”
in K.D. McRae (ed.), Jean Bodin – The Six Bookes of a Commonweale (Cambridge,
U.S.: Harvard University Press, 1962), A3, at A25, who wrote: “In the twentieth
century, references to Bodin’s ideas remain surprisingly numerous in several differ-
ent academic fields, but the scholar who has actually read the République is rare
indeed. This failure to read the original text explains why there have grown up
around the work certain stock criticisms, which portray it as a vast and formless
chaos of undigested material, as a display of erudition and pedantry that all but
submerges its positive contributions, as a dull and ponderous volume unrelieved
by any ornaments of style or sprightliness. Admittedly the République is by no means
light reading, but much of this criticism is simply ill-informed, in that it ignores
completely the canons of style and organization that Bodin sought to follow.”

452. G.H. Sabine, A History of Political Theory, 3rd ed. (London: Harrap, 1951),



6.1. IMMEDIATE PERSONAL CONTEXT

Born in 1530, a significant year for humanism with the foundation of the
Collège de France,453 Bodin was the youngest of seven children in a family
belonging to the municipal bourgeoisie in Angers. His early education was
both theological and humanist – he trained for the priesthood with the Carme-
lites and later went to study languages (Greek and Hebrew) in Paris, where
he also expended his already considerable knowledge of classical authors, includ-
ing the leading humanist scholars. There are speculations on possible charges
of heresy and on time spent in the Calvinist stronghold of Geneva in late
1540s, early 1550s; what is known with more certainty, however, is that Bodin
returned to Angers in 1548-1549 and was released from his vows shortly
after on the plea that they were professed at too early an age.454

In the 1550s, Bodin was reading civil law at the University of Toulouse,
the centre of legal studies in France,455 where he also taught and apparently
attempted, unsuccessfully, to gain a permanent post.456 In 1561-1562, he
returned to Paris and became an avocat at the Parliament of Paris457 which,
however, proved not his milieu as he preferred the private contemplations in

at 342. However, see C.J. Friedrich, The Philosophy of Law in Historical Perspective
(Chicago & London: University of Chicago Press, 1963), at 57: “In spite of all
contradictions and the extraordinary confusion of his work – Bodin is one of the
most unclear writers in the history of the philosophy of law – Bodin always main-
tains his central position clearly.” [emphasis added]

453. See A. Gardot, “Jean Bodin – Sa place parmi les fondateurs du droit international”
(1934), 50 R.C.A.D.I. 544, at 559.

454. For recent biographies of Jean Bodin, see J. Saillot, “Jean Bodin, sa famille, ses
origines,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers, vol. 1
(Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 111; J.H. Franklin,
“Introduction,” in J.H. Franklin (ed.), Jean Bodin – On Sovereignty: Four Chapters
from The Six Books of the Commonwealth (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1992), ix; and, M.-D. Couzinet, “Note biographique sur Jean Bodin,” in Y.C. Zarka
(ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique (Paris: Presses universitaires de
France, 1996), 233.

455. See H. Gilles, “La Faculté de Droit de Toulouse au temps de Jean Bodin,” in Jean
Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses
de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 313.

456. Given his academic background, therefore, it is certainly right to say that Bodin
was a theologist, a humanist, and a jurist: see A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 578,
who put it as follows: “Par sa formation livresque, Bodin est essentiellement un
théologien. Il est un humaniste. Il est un juriste. Dieu, l’humanité et la loi: telles
sont les trois sources auxquelles sa science d’écolier, de professeur et de savant a
puisé.”

457. See R. Delachenal, Histoire des avocats au Parliament de Paris – 1300-1600 (Paris:
Plon, 1885), at 399-406, which shows that on 10 June 1562, two barristers
named Jean Bodin – one of whom is no doubt the one from Anger – took oath
as a member of the Parliament of Paris; see specifically, id., at 405 & 406. See also
id., at 30, where the author explicitly referred to Jean Bodin.
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his office to the theatrical performances at the barreau.458 This is evidenced
by his prolific writing in the 1560s, including three pieces on completely
different subjects459 – Methodus ad facilem historiarum cognitionem,460 published
in 1566, on a method of study for universal history; Juris universi distribu-
tio,461 drafted in the mid-1560s but only published in 1578, on a system of
universal law; and, La response à M. de Malestroit,462 published in 1568, on
the economics of inflation.463

Having come to the attention of the royal court, Bodin was given a series
of public charges, including a commission for the reformation of forest tenures
in Normandy and a delegation to welcome the ambassadors of the new monarch
of Poland, Henri, Duke of Anjou, King Charles IX’s brother. In 1571, he
entered the household of the King’s youngest brother, François, Duke of
Alençon, as counsellor and master of requests. These appointments gave 
Bodin a public status and a direct access to the inner circles’ intrigues and
diplomacy, which brought him in a dangerous situation when, following 
the death of Charles in 1574, Protestant-supported François attempted to 

458. See H. Baudrillart, Jean Bodin et son temps – Tableau des théories politiques et des
idées économiques au seizième sciècle (Paris: Librairie de Guillaumin, 1853), at 115,
who wrote: “Plus fait pour les méditations du cabinet que pour les improvisations
du barreau, il se livra presque tout entier à l’étude approfondie et philosophique
de l’histoire et du droit, amassant dès-lors les immenses matériaux qui devaient lui
servir à édifier son principal monument. C’est ainsi qu’il devint un grand publi-
ciste, faute peut-être d’avoir été un bon avocat.”

459. Appositely, A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 552, pointed out that Bodin “a tout
abordé, ou presque tout, des sciences de son temps: théologie, philosophie,
philologie, histoire, sciences naturelles, sociologie, et jusqu’à l’occultisme.”

460. J. Bodin, Methodus, ad facilem historiarum cognitionem (Paris: Iuuenem, 1566). See
also the translation by B. Reynolds, J. Bodin, Method for the Easy Comprehension
of History (New York: Columbia University Press, 1945). See also M.-D. Couzinet,
“La Methodus ad facilem historiarum cognitionem: histoire cosmographique et
méthode,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique
(Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1996), 23; P. Desan, “Jean Bodin et l’idée
de méthode au XVIe siècle,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire
d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 119; and,
J.H. Franklin, Jean Bodin and the Sixteenth-Century Revolution in the Methodology
of Law and History (Westport, U.S.: Greenwood Press, 1977).

461. J. Bodin, Juris universi distributio, reproduced in P. Mesnard (ed.), Œuvres Philosophiques
de Jean Bodin (Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1951), 71.

462. J. Bodin, La vie chère au XVIe siècle. La response de Jean Bodin à M. de Malestroit,
new ed. (Paris: Colin, 1932). See also the translation by G.A. Moore, J. Bodin,
The Response of Jean Bodin to the Paradoxes of Malestroit (Chevy Chase, U.S.:
Dollar Press, 1946).

463. Some have suggested that Bodin was incarcerated for heresy between 1568 and 1570:
see J. Boucher, “L’incarcération de Jean Bodin pendant la troisième guerre de reli-
gion” (1983), 1 Nouvelle Rev. XVIe siècle 33. See also K.D. McRae, supra, note
451, at A7; and, M.-D. Couzinet, supra, note 454, at 239.
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supplant the lawful heir to the throne, Henri. The conspiracy failed and it
forced Bodin to disappear from public life for the following two years.464

It is thus in seclusion, in Laon, that Bodin wrote his masterpiece, Les six
Livres de la Republique,465 published in 1576. This book was certainly an oppor-
tunity to show his loyalty to the new King, Henri III, and to try to win his
favour. It was also undoubtedly influenced by his personal experience with
the St. Bartholomew’s Day Massacre in 1572, the threat of anarchy it repre-
sented not only did he witness but also, we are told, in which he narrowly
escaped with his life.466 Running somewhat contrary to his courting strategy,
Bodin attended the Estates-General of Blois in 1576 and proved a stub-
born, if successful, advocate in a confrontation with Henri III’s officials over
new taxation which, as he wrote in Six Livres,467 must be consented to.468

Unsurprisingly, this exasperated the King and destroyed Bodin’s chances of
an appointment at the court. He returned to Laon to write again, among other
things,469 a surprisingly influential book on witchcraft and demonology, La
démonomanie des sorciers.470

464. See, generally, M.-D. Couzinet, id., at 240; K.D. McRae, id., at A8; H. Baud-
rillart, supra, note 458, at 116-117; and, A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 572-573.

465. The original French edition was first published by Iacques du Puys (also spelt Jacques
du Puis); the date of the privilege was 12 August 1576. Only 19 copies of that
version are recorded. Several other editions were published in 1577, 1578, 1579 and
1580. Bodin’s Latin edition under the title De Republica libri sex was first pub-
lished in 1586. On the publishing history of Six Livres, see K.D. McRae, id., at
A79-A80.

The version used here is that published in 1583 – J. Bodin, Les six Livres de la
Republique (Paris: Iacques du Puys, 1583). [hereinafter Six Livres] The English version
utilised is the first translation of the book by R. Knolles, J. Bodin, The Six Bookes
of a Commonweale (London: Impensis G. Bishop, 1606). [hereinafter Six Books]

466. See H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 117, who related this episode thus: “Le
conseiller du duc d’Alençon, le partisan connu de la tolérance, le magistrat déjà sour-
dement accusé de calvinisme, devait être désigné aux poignards des fanatiques pen-
dant la nuit de la Saint-Barthélemy. Bodin faillit y être tué. Soit qu’il ait dû son
salut à l’asile du président de Thou, soit que, suivant une autre version, il n’ait pu
se soustraire aux meurtriers qui avaient pénétré dans sa chambre qu’en s’échappant
par la fenêtre, il vécut quelque temps loin de Paris, où il reparut, la tempête
passée.”

467. See infra, at footnote 511, and accompanying text.
468. For more on the participation of Bodin at the Estates-General of Blois, see O. Ulph,

“Jean Bodin and the Estates-General of 1576” (1947), 19 J. Modern History 289.
469. It is then that Juris universi distributio, supra, note 461, was published, as noted

above. Bodin also wrote at that time an account of the Estates of Blois and, under
a pseudonym, replied to early critics of Six Livres in a piece entitled Apologie de
René Herpin pour la République de J. Bodin, published in 1581 and included as an
appendix in the 1583 edition of Six Livres.

470. J. Bodin, La démonomanie des sorciers (Paris: Prevosteau, 1593), first published in
1580. This book “described at great length the passion of witches for evil forces
and the way by which they should be detected and punished;” see J.H. Franklin,
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Bodin’s last involvement in national politics was with the Duke of Alençon,
whom he accompanied to England in 1581 for his matrimonial suit with
Queen Elizabeth.471 This allowed the French jurist to gather first-hand infor-
mation about English affairs and thus test, change, supplement his views on
the nature and structure of government. Unsuccessful like all the others, the
Duke left England for Flanders, Bodin with him, where the former again 
failed in his project to get a crown, with the thwarted plan to rid the Low
Countries of Spain. With the death of the Duke in 1584, Bodin retired, per-
manently this time, from the public stage and settled down for good with
his family in Laon, where he later took over his brother-in-law’s office of
procureur du roi after his death in 1587.472

This was no peaceful time, however, with the new phase of religious wars
that broke out following the assassination of Henri III in 1589. The then
Protestant Henri of Navarre (King Henri IV) was opposed by Cardinal Charles
of Bourbon and the Catholic League, which controlled parts of France, includ-
ing Laon. Although they ran contrary to his core principles (legitimacy, non-
resistance, toleration), Bodin was forced to collaborate with the Leaguers,
not to endanger his family and loose his office, his property, and even his
life since he was accused of heresy.473 When the tide turned in 1594, he

supra, note 454, at xi. See also N. Jacques-Chaquin, “La Démonomanie des Sorciers:
une lecture philosophique et politique de la sorcellerie,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean
Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique (Paris: Presses universitaires de France,
1996), 43; and, M.-T. Isaac, “‘La Démonomanie des sorciers’ – Histoire d’un livre
à travers ses éditions,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers,
vol. 2 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 377.

471. We are told that Elizabeth was not at all a fan of Bodin, a mutual feeling which
influenced how the French theorist referred to the English monarch in the later pub-
lished Latin edition of Six Livres. See H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 129, who
told the following anecdote: “Admis à la cour, Bodin y était nommé par Élisabeth
du sobriquet de Babin, parce qu’elle trouvait, dit Nicéron, qu’il s’était exprimé sur
les femmes, dans plusieurs passages, en des termes railleurs et peu séants.” [empha-
sis in original]

472. See, generally, M.-D. Couzinet, supra, note 454, at 242-243; J.H. Franklin, supra,
note 454, at xi, K.D. McRae, supra, note 451, at A10-A11; and, A. Gardot, supra,
note 453, at 576.

473. Jean Bodin’s actual religion has been the subject of great controversies, with peo-
ple saying that he was Catholic, Protestant, or even Jewish; see, for instance, M.C.
Horowitz, “La religion de Jean Bodin reconsidérée: Le Marrane comme modèle de
la tolérance,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers, vol. 1
(Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 201; P.L. Rose, Jean
Bodin and the Great God of Nature – The Moral and Religious Universe of a Judaiser
(Geneva: Droz, 1980), at 1 ff.; and, H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 135-142.
But see J.H. Franklin, supra, note 454, at xii, who wrote: “Outwardly, however, he
remained a Catholic, and on his death, in accordance with his will, he was buried
as a Catholic.” On the other hand, as K.D. McRae, supra, note 451, at A13, pointed
out: “His personal religious convictions are quite another matter, and these he
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came forward for the recently converted Henri IV.474 In the years that fol-
lowed, and until he died of the plague in 1596, Bodin wrote Universae nat-
urae theatrum,475 on the principles of natural science, and Colloquium
heptaplomeres,476 a controversial piece on the nature of religion unpublished
until 1857.

6.2. THE DISCOURSE IN LES SIX LIVRES DE LA REPUBLIQUE

Moving on to examine inwardly how Bodin used the word “sovereignty” in
his Six Livres, one first must point out that he thought it necessary, at the
outset of the chapter “Of Sovereignty,”477 to define it:478 “For so here it behaved
first to define what majesty or Sovereignty is, which neither lawyer nor
political philosopher had yet defined.”479 In fact, he liked to define 
concepts, which he did also for “République”480 (or “Commonwealth”)481 and
“citoyen”482 (or “citizen”)483 for instance, a tendency showing that his analysis

states clearly enough in his writings. True religions, he proclaims several times, is
strictly as personal affair, the turning of an individual mind towards God. [. . .]
This continuing belief in the primacy of a personal religion divorced from any church
must be considered as the fundamental tenet of Bodin’s religious thought.”

474. On this period, see P.L. Rose, “The Politique and the Prophet: Bodin and the Catholic
League – 1589-1594” (1978), 21 Historical J. 783; and, P.L. Rose, “Bodin and the
Bourbon Succession to the French Throne, 1583-1594” (1978), 9 Sixteenth
Century J. 75. See also M.-D. Couzinet, supra, note 454, at 243-244.

475. J. Bodin, Universae naturae theatrum (Lugduni: Roussin, 1596), published posthu-
mously in 1596. See also F. Berriot, “Le Théâtre de la nature universelle ou le
tableau du monde,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et poli-
tique (Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1996), 3.

476. J. Bodin, Colloquium heptaplomeres de rerum sublimium arcanis abditis (Schwerin:
Baerensprung, 1857). See also P. Magnard, “Le Colloquium heptaplomeres et la reli-
gion de la raison,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et poli-
tique (Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1996), 71.

477. Six Books, at 84. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 122: “De la souveraineté”
[spelling modernised]

478. See T. Ruyssen, supra, note 265, at 392, who wrote: “L’exemple le plus frappant,
à cet égard, est celui de la souveraineté dont Bodin se vante, un peu abusivement, de
présenter le premier une théorie satisfaisante.” [emphasis added] [footnotes omitted]

479. Six Books, at 84 [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 122.: “Il est ici besoin
de former la définition de souveraineté, parce qu’il n’y a ni jurisconsulte, ni philosophe
politique, qui l’ait définie.” [spelling modernised]

480. Six Livres, at 1. [spelling modernised]
481. Six Books, at 1 [emphasis added].
482. Six Livres, at 68.
483. Six Books, at 47. [spelling modernised]
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was heavily deductive484 and not only inductive, that is, based on empirical
data found in history.485

Accordingly, for Bodin: “Majesty or Sovereignty is the most high,
absolute, and perpetual power over the citizens and subjects in a Common-
wealth.”486 The French text is clearer as it identifies the two characteristics of
sovereignty as “absolute” and “perpetual:” “La SOUVERAINETÉ est la puis-
sance absolue & perpétuelle d’une République.”487 Again, on the next page,
he reiterated more forcefully: “Sovereignty is not limited either in power, charge,
or time certain.”488 Be it called “perpetual,” “absolute,” “unlimited,” “great-
est,” “total”, et cetera,489 a deconstruction-informed analysis of the word
“sovereignty” found in Bodin’s discourse most appropriately opposes the real-
ity of the “highest unified power” to that of the “subordinate decentralised
power.” It is thus a question of pyramid of authority within.

6.2.1. Perpetual and absolute power

Concentrating on the actual text of Six Livres, the discussion is essentially
based on a distinction between who is the ruler and who are the subjects:
“For the one was the prince, the other the subject; the one the lord, the
other the servant; the one the proprietary and seised of the Sovereignty, the
other neither proprietary nor possessed thereof, neither holding anything
thereof, but as a feoffer or keeper in trust.”490 According to Bodin, therefore,

484. See R. Chauviré, Jean Bodin – Auteur de la «République» (Paris: Librairie ancienne
Honoré Champion, 1914), at 104: “De l’école aussi vient la prédilection évidente
de Bodin pour le raisonnement déductif, dérivé du syllogisme scolastique. Il aime
à définir, et, d’après des définitions successives, à conclure.”

485. See Q. Skinner, The Foundations of Modern Political Thought, vol. 2, The Age of
Reformation (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1978), at 290-292. It is
said that Bodin considered history as “raw data,” as opposed to a discipline in
itself, and that he used universal history to remedy the deficiencies of Roman law
materials (mainly Justinian’s Corpus Juris) on the nature and structure of political
power. See also W. Wolodkiewicz, “Bodin et le droit privé romain,” in Jean Bodin
– Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de
l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 303.

486. Six Books, at 84. [spelling modernised]
487. Six Livres, at 122. [emphasis in original] [spelling modernised]
488. Six Books, at 85. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 124: “la souveraineté n’est

limitée, ni en puissance, ni en charge, ni à certain temps.” [spelling modernised]
489. For the different ideas that the terms “absolute sovereignty” can embrace, see 

P. King, The Ideology of Order – A Comparative Analysis of Jean Bodin and Thomas
Hobbes (London: George Allen & Unwin, 1974), at 140-153. See also K.D.
McRae, supra, note 451, at A15.

490. Six Books, at 86. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 127: “car l’un est Prince,
l’autre est sujet: l’un est seigneur, l’autre est serviteur: l’un est propriétaire, & saisi
de la souveraineté, l’autre n’est ni propriétaire, ni possesseur d’icelle, & ne tient
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the sovereign prince cannot share his power with a subject without losing his
status of sovereign:

It is also by the common opinion of the lawyers manifest, that those royal rights can-
not be the sovereign be yielded up, distracted, or any otherwise alienated; or by any
tract of time be prescribed against: [. . .] And if it chance a sovereign prince to com-
municate them with his subject, he shall make him of his servant, his companion in
the empire: in which doing he shall loose his sovereignty, and be no more a sover-
eign: for that he only is a sovereign, which had none his superior or companion with
himself in the same kingdom.491

As regards the first element of sovereignty, “power ought to be perpetual,”492

that is, “for the term of the life of him that had the power.”493 This contrasts
with those who, “seeing that they are but men put in trust, and keepers of
this sovereign power, until it shall please the people or the prince that gave
it them to recall it.”494 Later he wrote:

If such absolute power be given him purely and simply without the name of a mag-
istrate, governor, or lieutenant, or other form of deputation; it is certain that such a
one is, and may call himself a Sovereign Monarch: for so the people had voluntarily
disseised and dispoiled itself of the sovereign power, to sease and invest another
therein having on him, and upon him transferred all the power, authority, preroga-
tives, and sovereignties thereof.495

rien qu’en dépôt.” [spelling modernised] See also G. Mairet, supra, note 448, at 100,
who wrote: “Cette doctrine affirmée de la séparation des deux parties (gouvernante
et gouvernée) est capitale: elle exprime la structure fondamentale de l’Etat, sa
forme théorique. L’Etat, c’est-à-dire la forme souveraineté, est le système politique
de l’ordination de la multitude à l’unité d’un principe: le prince (monarque) en
personne. La multitude gouvernée est ramenée à l’Un comme à son principe.”
[emphasis in original]

491. Six Books, at 155. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 215: “tous sont
d’accord que les droits Royaux sont incessibles, inaliénables, & qui ne peuvent par
aucun trait de temps être prescrit: & s’il advient au Prince souverain de les com-
muniquer au sujet, il fera de son serviteur son compagnon: en quoi faisant il ne
sera plus souverain: car souverain (c’est-à-dire, celui qui est par dessus tous les sujets)
ne pourra convenir à celui qui a fait de son sujet son compagnon.” [spelling 
modernised]

492. Six Books, at 84. [emphasis added] [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at
122: “puissance est perpétuelle.” [emphasis added] [spelling modernised]

493. Six Books, at 87. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 126: “pour la vie de
celui qui a la puissance.” [spelling modernised]

494. Six Books, at 84. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 122: “ne sont que
dépositaires, & gardes de cette puissance, jusqu’à ce qu’il plaise au peuple ou au
Prince de la révoquer.” [spelling modernised]

495. Six Books, at 88. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 127: “si la puissance
absolue lui est donnée purement & simplement, sans qualité de magistrat, ni de
commissaire, ni forme de précaire, il est bien certain que celui-là est, & se peut
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He also added:

But if the people shall give all their power unto anyone so long as he lived, by the
name of a magistrat, lieutenant, or governor, or only to discharge themselves of the
exercise of their power: in this case he is not to be accounted any sovereign, but a
plain officer, or lieutenant, regent, governor, or guardian and deeper of another man’s
power.496

The oppositional hierarchy involving the “highest authority” versus the “sub-
ordinates” can also be identified in the parts of Six Livres dealing with the
other feature of sovereignty, namely absolute power,497 which Bodin also
defined.498 He wrote that sovereign princes “are to give account unto none,
but to the immortal God alone,”499 and that a “sovereign prince next under
God, is not by oath bound unto any.”500 Then, showing that Bodin was
“exaggerating”501 when he spoke of “absolute” or “unlimited” sovereignty, the
following caveat was put:

dire monarque souverain: car le peuple s’est désaisi & dépouillé de sa puissance
souveraine, pour l’ensaisiner & investir: & à lui, & en lui transporté tout son pou-
voir, autorité, prérogatives, & souverainetés.” [spelling modernised]

496. Six Books, at 88. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 127: “Mais si le peu-
ple octroie sa puissance à quelqu’un tant qu’il vivra, en qualité d’officier, ou lieu-
tenant, ou bien pour se décharger seulement de l’exercice de sa puissance: en ce
cas il n’est point souverain, mais simple officier, ou lieutenant, ou régent, ou gou-
verneur, ou gardien, & bail de la puissance d’autrui.” [spelling modernised]

497. As Q. Skinner, supra, note 485, at 285-287, pointed out, what Bodin had in mind
in characterising the sovereign as “absolute,” is to deny any right of legitimate
resistance against a tyrannical ruler. J.H. Franklin, Jean Bodin and the Rise of Absolutist
Theory (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1973), at 50-52 & 93 ff., argued
that, in fact, the principle of non-resistance was the starting point of Six Livres.
See also, generally, R. Chauviré, supra, note 484, at 398-403.

498. See Six Livres, at 128; and also Six Books, at 88.
499. Six Books, at 86. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 125: “n’est tenu à

rendre compte qu’à Dieu.” [spelling modernised]
500. Six Books, at 99. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 143: “le Prince sou-

verain ne doit serment qu’à Dieu.” [spelling modernised]
501. P. King, supra, note 489, at 79, where the author expressed the following opinion:

“But Bodin also spoke in terms of sovereignty being absolute, perpetual (la puis-
sance absolue & perpétuelle), total (toute puissance), and unlimited (la souveraineté
n’est limitée, etc.). Statements such as these, to put it mildly, may be accounted as
exaggerations.” [emphasis in original] Indeed, in spite of the opinion of some revi-
sionists – among them, notably, Q. Skinner, supra, note 485, at 284 ff. – it
appears that Bodin cannot be deemed in favour of unlimited, despotic-like, abso-
lutism: see A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 625, who made this point forcefully:
“Croire que, sous prétexte qu’il a justifié la théorie de la monarchie nationale,
Bodin ait pu penser un seul instant que le souverain pouvait tout faire, et, soit 
à ses sujets, soit aux autres souverains, imposer n’importe quelle fantaisie injuste,
est une opinion tellement erronée qu’il n’est pas besoin de s’y arrêter;” see also, 
H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 273.
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For if we shall say, that he only had absolute power, which is subject unto no law;
there should then be no sovereign prince in the world, seeing that all princes of the
earth are subject unto the laws of God, of nature, and of nations.502

Again, here, the original text is less ambiguous:

[C]ar si nous disons que celui a puissance absolue, qui n’est point sujet aux lois, il ne
se trouvera Prince au monde souverain: vu que tous les Princes de la terre sont sujets
aux lois de Dieu, & de nature, & à plusieurs lois humaines communes à tous 
peuples.503

Later, he further stated:

But as for the laws of God and nature, all princes and people of the world are unto
them subject: neither is it in their power to impugn them, if will not be guilty of
high treason to the divine majesty, making war against God; under the greatness of
whom all monarchs of the world ought to bear the yoke, and to bow their heads in
all fear and reverence. Wherefore in that we said the sovereign power in a Commonwealth
to be free from all laws, concerned nothing the laws of God and nature.504

The laws of God and of nature, as well as the human laws common to all
peoples, are really one and the same,505 referring to principles of reason and
justice, to a superior moral (and non-temporal) order, not strictly enforceable.506

502. Six Books, at 90. [spelling modernised] This excerpt has created some confusion
because of Knolles” inaccurate translation, which seems to suggest that Bodin intended
to submit the absolute power of the sovereign prince to the “law of nations,”
which was taken to refer to the modern idea of “international law.” A much more
faithful translation was given by M.J. Tooley, J. Bodin, Six Books of the Commonwealth
(Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1955), at 28, which reads: “If we insist however that
absolute power means exemption from all law whatsoever, there is no prince in the
world who can be regarded as sovereign, since all the princes of the earth are sub-
ject to the laws of God and of nature, and even to certain human laws common to
all nations.” [emphasis added]

503. Six Livres, at 131. [spelling modernised]
504. Six Books, at 92. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 133: “Mais quant aux

lois divines & naturelles, tous les Princes de la terre y sont sujets, & n’est pas en
leur puissance d’y contrevenir, s’ils ne veulent être coupables de lèse majesté
divine, faisant guerre à Dieu, sous la grandeur duquel tous les Monarques du
monde doivent faire joug, & baisser la tête en toute crainte & révérence. Et par
ainsi la puissance absolue des Princes & seigneuries souveraines, ne s’étend aucune-
ment aux lois de Dieu & de nature.” [spelling modernised]

505. In fact, they would constitute what is referred to in French as “droit” (in Latin,
“ius”), as opposed to positive law which is called “loi” in French (“lex” in Latin).
See A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 593 & 624; C.J. Friedrich, supra, note 452, at
61 ff.; and, L. Ingber, “Jean Bodin et le droit naturel,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du
colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université
d’Angers, 1985), 279, at 292 ff.

506. See R. Chauviré, supra, note 484, at 469-470: “Mais, dira-t-on, ces principes n’au-
ront de valeur pratique que si le monarque absolu veut bien les reconnaître; nul 
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This is Bodin the humanist speaking here.507 Specifically, this higher law is
the basis for two limits, and another incidental one, upon supreme power,508

namely, (i) to honour contracts,509 (ii) to respect private property,510 which
entails, (iii) consent to taxation.511 There exist also fundamental laws512 con-
cerning “the state of the realm, and the establishing thereof,”513 from which

ne l’y peut contraindre, et tout dépend de sa bonne volonté, qui demeure incer-
taine;” see also F.H. Franklin, supra, note 454, at xxiv. However, K.D. McRae, supra,
note 451, at A15, added: “Writing in the sixteenth century, Bodin could not treat
the laws of God and nature as merely moral obligations, as might the jurist of
today. Like most of his contemporaries, he firmly believed that the sovereign is
directly responsible to God, and he had an unquestioning faith in divine retribu-
tion for actions which contravened the higher law. Political sovereignty operated within
the wider framework of an ordered universe governed by God.” [emphasis added]

507. Humanist scholars, such as Alciati, Zasius and Cajucius, premised their approaches
on the firm conviction that there was one universal legal order, which was the
basic source of all human laws. See C.J. Friedrich, supra, note 452, at 53-55. This,
in turn, can be linked to Cicero’s writings in Ancient Rome, with his famous,
“True law is right reason in agreement with nature;” see C.W. Keyes (ed.), Cicero
in Twenty-Eight Volumes, vol. 16, De Re Publica De Legibus (London: William
Heinemann, 1988), at 211; see also A.P. d’Entrèves, supra, note 312, at 20 ff.
And, even earlier, to Stoicism in Ancient Greece, with its motto one god, one state,
one law; see, generally, G. Watson, “The Natural Law of Stoicism,” in A.A. Long
(ed.), Problems of Stoicism (London: Athlone Press, 1971), 216; and, G.H. Sabine,
supra, note 452, at 132 ff.

508. According to J.H. Franklin, supra, note 497, at 70 ff., except for taxation, there is
nothing inconsistent with the limits Bodin imposes on supreme authority and
absolutism. On these prescriptions, generally, see Y.C. Zarka, “État et gouverne-
ment chez Bodin et les théoriciens de la raison d’État,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean
Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique (Paris: Presses universitaires de France,
1996), 149, at 152-153; and, H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 271-273.

509. See Six Livres, at 152-154; see also Six Books, at 106-107.
510. See Six Livres, at 156-157; see also Six Books, at 109-110.
511. See Six Livres, Livre VI, Chapitre II, “Des Finances,” at 855-913. See also Six

Books, Book VI, Chapter II, “Of Treasure,” at 649-686. [spelling modernised] This
particular limit on the power of the sovereign has been said to constitute a con-
tradiction in Bodin’s theory of sovereignty: see H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at
275, who wrote about consent to taxation: “Quelle réserve ou plutôt quelle con-
tradiction!” See also, generally, M. Wolfe, “Jean Bodin on Taxes: The Sovereignty-
Taxes Paradox” (1968), 83 Political Sc. Q. 268; and, A. Marongiu, “Bodin et le
consentement à l’impôt,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire
d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 365.

512. On this type of laws, see P. King, supra, note 489, at 133-134, who wrote: “Bodin
made a distinction between basic and non-basic law; between law that was and
was not essential to the continuation of a political order; between law that was
and was not fundamental; between law that was and was not constitutional.” See
also K.D. McRae, supra, note 451, at A17, who explained that they are founded
in “the constitutional history of France.”

513. Six Books, at 95. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 137: “l’état du Royaume
& de l’établissement d’icelui.” [spelling modernised]
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“the prince cannot derogate.”514 They pertain, essentially, to (i) the rules of
succession to the throne,515 based on Salic law,516 and (ii) the inalienability of
the public domain.517

6.2.2. The power to make law

With respect to ordinary positive laws,518 Bodin wrote: “So we see the prin-
cipal point of sovereign majesty, and absolute power, to consist principally 
in giving laws unto the subjects in general, without their consent.”519

Further, the ruler would be legibus solutus520 – “a king or sovereign prince
cannot be subject to his own laws.”521 This aspect of the word “sovereignty”
is elaborated in the chapter “Of the true marks of Sovereignty,”522 where
“law” is defined as, “the command of a Sovereign concerning all his subjects in
general: or else concerning general things.”523 To make law is thus the key mark

514. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “le Prince n’y peut
déroger.” [spelling modernised]

515. See Six Livres, at 973-1013; see also Six Books, at 721-754.
516. Salic law guaranteed a male succession to the French throne: see Six Livres, at

1011-1013; see also Six Books, at 753-754. See also A. Néry, “Jean Bodin et la théorie
statutaire de la couronne,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers,
vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 337.

517. See Six Livres, at 857-863; see also Six Books, at 651-654.
518. See Six Livres, at 129: “Cette puissance est absolue, & souveraine: car elle n’a autre

condition que la loi de Dieu & de nature ne commande.” [spelling modernised]
See also Six Books, at 89: “This so great a power given by the people unto the
king, may well be called absolute and sovereign, for that it had no condition annexed
thereunto, other than is by the law of God and nature commanded.” [spelling
modernised] See also Q. Skinner, supra, note 485, at 294, who wrote that, “although
the form of the positive laws may be nothing more than the declared will of the
sovereign, their contents must remain at all times in line with the dictates of nat-
ural justice;” [emphasis in original] and, P. King, supra, note 489, at 135 & 136,
who explained that, “the prince was both above and below the law,” and that “accord-
ing to Bodin the sovereign was absolute, but only within a given sphere; in respect
of laws that were divine and natural he was himself subject.” [emphasis added]

519. Six Books, at 98. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 142: “Par ainsi on
voit que le point principal de la majesté souveraine, & puissance absolue, gît prin-
cipalement à donner loi aux sujets en général sans leur consentement.” [spelling
modernised]

520. That is, released from the law, not bound by the law. See Q. Skinner, supra, note
485, at 289; and, R. Chauviré, supra, note 484, at 314: “Que le prince ne soit pas
soumis à la loi, rien n’est plus évident, puisqu’il la crée, et la modifie donc, et s’en
exempte à son gré.” [footnotes omitted]

521. Six Books, at 92. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 132: “le Roi ne peut
être sujet à ses lois.” [spelling modernised]

522. Six Books, at 153. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 211: “Des vraies
marques de la souveraineté.” [spelling modernised]

523. Six Books, at 156. [emphasis in original] [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres,
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of sovereignty,524 something that even those who “have written best [about
the state] have not sufficiently and as it ought, manifested.”525 Bodin instructed
further:

Wherefore let this be the first and chief mark of a sovereign prince, to be of power
to give laws to all his subjects in general, and to every one of them in particular, (yet
is not that enough, but that we must join thereunto) without consent of any other
greater, equal, or lesser than himself. For if a prince be bound not to make any law
without consent of a greater than himself, he is then a very subject: if not without his
equal, he then had a companion: if not without the consent of his inferior, whether it be
of his subjects, of the Senate, or of the people, he is then no sovereign. And as for the
names of Lords and Senators, which we often times see joined unto laws, they are
not thereunto set as of necessity to give thereunto force or strength, but to give unto

at 216: “est le commandement du souverain touchant tous les sujets en général, 
ou de choses générales.” [spelling modernised] However, see M.A. Shepard, “Sovereignty
at the Crossroads: A Study of Bodin” (1930), 45 Political Sc. Q. 580, at 597, who
expressed the following opinion: “But Bodin never meant that law is merely and
always the command of the sovereign; civil law, or legislative law, is only that, to
be sure, but not fundamental or constitutional law.” The author also argued that
the right of passive resistance, enunciated by Bodin, can prove an effective check
on the supreme authority of the sovereign, even if it is not an institutional means;
see id., at 599-600.

524. According to Bodin, there would be nine marks of sovereignty – (i) the power to
legislate, (ii) to make war and peace, (iii) to appoint higher magistrates, (iv) to
hear final appeals, (v) to grant pardons, (vi) to receive homage, (vii) to coin
money, (viii) to regulate weights and measures, and (ix) to impose taxes. See H.
Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 277-280.

525. Six Books, at 153. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 211: “ceux qui en
ont mieux écrit n’ont pas éclairci ce point comme il méritait.” [spelling mod-
ernised] The legislative ramifications of sovereignty are said to be the “greatest
innovation” in Bodin’s theory because, in medieval time, the ruler’s functions were
merely judicial and administrative; they now included not only the interpretation
and application of rules, but also the making of law: see K.D. McRae, supra, note
451, at A14. This new discretion recognised to the sovereign was required by post-
medieval Europe where societies were increasingly subject to expansion and
change, which called for a more flexible legal system that could accommodate new
circumstances and needs: see W.F. Church, Constitutional Thought in Sixteenth-
Century France – A Study in the Evolution of Ideas (Cambridge, U.S.: Harvard
University Press, 1941), at 230-231: “One very important reason for Bodin’s will-
ingness to attribute greater authority to the prince was his fear that the more lim-
ited rights held by earlier rulers allowed insufficient freedom of action in dealing
with entirely new problems. His consciousness of change and sense of historical
relativity exercised definite influence upon his theory of sovereignty. It was in
order to enable his ideal ruler to cope with the innumerable difficulties arising
from rapidly changing circumstances that Bodin would attribute to him authority
to make laws selon l’exigence des cas, des temps, et des personnes;” [footnotes omitted]
[emphasis in original] see also P. King, supra, note 489, at 130-131.
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them testimony and weight, as made by the wisdom and discretion of the chief men,
so to give them the better grace, and to make them to be the better received; and not
for any necessity at all.526

On the related issue of customs, Bodin acknowledged that some say that
“customs have almost the force of laws,”527 even though they “depend not of
the judgement or power of the sovereign prince, who as he is master of the
law, so are particular men masters of the customs.”528 This contention is dis-
missed, for “custom had no force but by sufferance, and so long as it pleased
the sovereign prince, who may make thereof a law, by putting thereunto his
own confirmation.”529 Similarly, a monarch is not bound by his coronation
oaths,530 which he can “frustrate and disannul”531 whenever ceased “the rea-
son and equity of them.”532 In fact, being “bound by oaths to keep the laws
& customs of the country,”533 Bodin wrote, would amount to “overthrow all
the rights of sovereign majesty.”534

526. Six Books, at 159-160. [emphasis added] [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres,
at 221: “Et par ainsi nous conclurons que la première marque du Prince souverain,
c’est la puissance de donner loi à tous en général, & à chacun en particulier: mais
ce n’est pas assez, car il faut ajouter, sans le consentement de plus grand, ni de
pareil, ni de moindre que soi: car si le Prince est obligé de ne faire loi sans le con-
sentement d’un plus grand que soi, il est vrai sujet: si d’un pareil, il aura compagnon:
si des sujets, soit du Sénat, ou du peuple, il n’est pas souverain. Et les noms des seigneurs
qu’on voit apposés aux édits, n’y sont pas mis pour donner force à la loi mais
témoignage, & quelque poids pour la rendre plus recevable.” [emphasis added]
[spelling modernised]

527. Six Books, at 160. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 222: “la coutume
n’a pas moins puissance que la loi.” [spelling modernised]

528. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “si le Prince sou-
verain est maître de la loi, les particuliers sont maîtres des coutumes.” [spelling mod-
ernised]

529. Six Books, at 161. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “la coutume n’a
force que par la souffrance, & tant qu’il plaît au Prince souverain, qui peut faire
une loi, y ajoutant son homologation.” [spelling modernised]

530. See, however, the opinion of M.A. Shepard, supra, note 523, at 594-595: “My
own impression is that Bodin regarded the coronation oath as of transcendental
importance. He merely objected to the injection into that oath of promises calcu-
lated to make a hollow mockery of sovereignty and to nullify the rights of the sov-
ereign to enact formal legislation.”

531. Six Books, at 94. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 135: “casser & annuler.”
[spelling modernised]

532. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “la justice d’icelles.”
[spelling modernised]

533. Six Books, at 101. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 145: “obligés de
faire serment de garder les lois et coutumes du pays.” [spelling modernised]

534. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “dégradent la
majesté souveraine.” [spelling modernised]
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This sense of unified legal authority as the ultimate mark of sovereignty
was applied to forms of government, which Bodin classified based on the
locus of power.535 He opined that “there are but three estates or sorts of
Commonwealth; namely a Monarchy, an Aristocracy, and a Democracy,”536

depending on whether sovereignty resides in one, a few or all the citizens. It
follows that what some authors have referred to as a “mixed state” is impos-
sible,537 for “if sovereignty be itself a thing indivisible, (as we have before
showed) how can it then at one and the same time be divided between one
prince, the nobility, and the people in common? The first mark of sover-
eignty is, to be of power to give laws, and to command over them unto the
subjects.”538 As far as his country was concerned, he added:

And this opinion of the mixed state had so possessed the mind of men, that many
have both thought and written this monarchy of France (than which none can be
imagined more royal) to be mixte and composed of the three kinds of Commonwealths,
and that the parliament of Paris had the form of an Aristocracy, the three estates of
a Democratie, and the king to represent the state of a monarchy: which is an opin-
ion not only absurd, but also capital. For it is high treason to make the subject equal
to the king in authority and power, or to join them as companions in the sovereignty
with him.539

6.2.3. General assemblies and magistrates

Moreover, given that supreme power is held at the top of a pyramid of
authority – most appropriately by a king540 – the consent of subordinate
bodies is never required and their recommendations have no binding effect.
Indeed, Bodin maintained that, although laws are generally changed “after

535. See G.H. Sabine, supra, note 452, at 346.
536. Six Books, at 184. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 252: “il n’y a que

trois états, ou trois sortes de Républiques, à savoir la Monarchie, l’Aristocratie, &
la Démocratie.” [spelling modernised]

537. See J.H. Franklin, supra, note 437, at 302-305.
538. Six Books, at 185. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 254-255: “Car si la

souveraineté est chose indivisible, comme nous avons montré, comment pourrait-
elle se départir à un Prince, & aux seigneurs, & au peuple en un même temps? La
première marque de souveraineté, est de donner la loi aux sujets: & qui seront les
sujets qui obéiront.” [spelling modernised]

539. Six Books, at 191. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 262-263: “On a
voulu dire & publier par écrit que l’état de France était aussi composé des trois
Républiques, & que le Parlement de Paris tenait une forme d’Aristocratie, les trois
états tenaient la Démocratie, & le Roi représentait l’état Royal: qui est une opin-
ion non seulement absurde, ainsi aussi capitale. Car c’est crime de lèse majesté de
faire les sujets compagnons du Prince souverain.” [spelling modernised]

540. In the last chapter of Six Livres, at 937 ff., Bodin compared the three forms of gov-
ernment and took the view that the monarchy was superior; see also Six Books, at
700 ff. However, he did not advocate it for all societies indiscriminately because,
based on extrinsic elements in nature like the climatic zone in which they live, 
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general assembly of the three estates of France,”541 it is never “necessary for
the king to rest on their advice,”542 and it is alway possible to “do the con-
trary to that they demand, if natural reason and justice so require.”543 Except
with regard to taxation, Estates do not have “any power in any thing to
command or determine, or to give voice, but that that [sic] which it pleases
the king to like or dislike of, to command or forbid.”544 The same was said
about the Parlement of Paris, which cannot “call in question the laws or decrees
proceeding from the king concerning matters of state.”545

The sovereignty ramifications about the independence546 and power of mag-
istrates are also significant for the deconstruction-like opposition between
“unity” and “decentralisation” of authority.547 Bodin wrote that, although a
sovereign may choose to delegate his power,548 “he may take unto himself
the examination and deciding of such things as he had committed unto his
magistrates or officers.”549 At any time, “he may also take the power given
them by virtue of their commission or institution, or suffer them to hold it

some peoples needed a different form of government. This is known as Bodin’s
theory of climate: see Six Livres, at 663 ff.; see also Six Books, at 545 ff.

541. Six Books, at 95. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 137: “après avoir bien
& duement assemblé les trois états de France en général.” [spelling modernised]

542. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “nécessaire de s’ar-
rêter à leur avis.” [spelling modernised]

543. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “le Roi ne puisse
faire le contraire de ce qu’on demandera, si la raison naturelle, & la justice de son
vouloir lui assiste.” [spelling modernised]

544. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “aucune puissance
de rien commander, ni discerner, ni voix délibérative: ainsi ce qu’il plaît au Roi
consentir, ou dissentir, commander, ou défendre.” [spelling modernised]

545. Six Books, at 267. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 358: “de mettre en
délibération les ordonnances émanées du Roi concernant les affaires d’état.” [spelling
modernised]

546. According to Bodin, judges were virtually irremovable except for cause: see Six Livres,
at 429 ff.; see also Six Books, at 325 ff.

547. See, generally, S. Goyard-Fabre, “Le magistrat de la république,” in Y.C. Zarka
(ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique (Paris: Presses universitaires de
France, 1996), 115; and B. Barret-Kriegel, “Jean Bodin: de l’empire à la souveraineté;
de l’état de justice à l’état administratif,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque inter-
disciplinaire d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers,
1985), 345, at 353-354.

548. Bodin provided a non-exhaustive list of those areas which the sovereign may share
his power – (i) the administration of justice, (ii) the appointment and dismissal of
officials, (iii) the dispense of rewards and punishment, (iv) the debate of state affairs.
This is what G.H. Sabine, supra, note 452, at 346, referred to as, “practical decen-
tralization.”

549. Six Books, at 85. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 123: “de connaître
par prévention, ou concurrence, ou évocation, ou ainsi qu’il lui plaira des causes
dont il a chargé son sujet, soit commissaire, ou officier.” [spelling modernised]
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so long as shall please him.”550 Later, in a chapter entitled “The power and
authority of a Magistrate over particular and private men, and of his office
and duty,”551 it is clearly explained that magistrates and commissioners are
“mere executors and ministers of the laws and of the princes, from whom
they have their authority;”552 they do not hold “any power in this point or
respect in themselves.”553

6.2.4. Recapitulation

The system of political power and authority put forward in Six Livres
through the use of the word “sovereignty” is therefore essentially interested
in the hierarchical structure of governance in society.554 Bodin used this lin-
guistic sign to place the holder of supreme power at the apex of the pyramid
of authority. Although never expressed in the clearest of terms, this idea was
nonetheless conveyed, primitively, at the end of the manuscript through a
somewhat simplistic diagram:555

550. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “auxquels il peut
ôter la puissance qui leur est attribuée, en vertu de leur commission, ou institu-
tion: ou la tenir en souffrance tant & si longuement qu’il lui plaira.” [spelling
modernised]

551. Six Books, at 325. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 429: “De la puis-
sance des Magistrats sur les particuliers.” [spelling modernised]

552. Six Books, at 333. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, at 439: “simples exécuteurs
& ministres des lois & des Princes.” [spelling modernised]

553. Six Books, ibid. [spelling modernised] See also Six Livres, ibid.: “aucun pouvoir
pour ce regard.” [spelling modernised]

554. As a result, it is fair to say that Bodin should be associated with this idea of “pyra-
mid of authority” rather than with unlimited, despotic-like, absolutism. As P. King,
supra, note 489, at 79, put it: “Thus, given that Bodin denies that there should be
any form of organised resistance to the sovereign, and given, too, that he charac-
terises the latter as absolute, it becomes clear that there is no great difficulty in
describing Bodin as an absolutist. It is indeed because of Bodin’s fundamental incon-
sistency that some commentators will argue that he essentially promotes some species
of limited power and others that he essentially promotes the reverse. Both ele-
ments, indeed, are present.” [emphasis in original] Later, however, the author explained,
id., at 129-130: “Sovereignty, for Bodin, merely consisted in the highest and most
general, the ultimate and final power of command. Bodin continually stressed the idea
of absolutism conceived as hierarchical superiority, as distinct from absolutism con-
ceived as the simple exercise of arbitrary control. The power of a sovereign, in order
to be such, must entail an authority to command which was unlimited by any
other agent greater, less or equal to himself.” [emphasis added]

555. See Six Livres, at 1056; see also Six Books, at 790. This diagram is almost always
overlooked by the commentators who analyse Bodin’s theory of sovereignty.
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2 3 4

Although not quite a pyramid, this figure is intended to illustrate the hier-
archy of authority in society. It shows the legal superiority of the sovereign
(represented as “1”) over what is referred to as the three estates, namely, the
ecclesiastical order (represented as “2”), the military (represented as “3”), and
the common people (represented as “4”).556

Thus at the identification stage of the proposed inward approach to
understanding the word “sovereignty” in Bodin’s Six Livres, the most suitable
oppositional hierarchy involves the reality of the “highest unified power” and
that of the “subordinate decentralised power.” When examining first and
foremost the discourse in which this linguistic sign was used, the very defi-
nition of “sovereignty,” the “perpetual” and “absolute” elements insisting on
highest temporal authority, the power to make law as the principal mark of
sovereignty, the mere consultative role of the General-Estates and the Parlement
of Paris in the legislative process, and the ultimate obligation for the magis-
trates to apply sovereign orders, all of these features bring into play the dichotomy
of “unity” versus “decentralisation” of power.

In overturning these elements of the hierarchy at the negation stage, it
appears that they share the same characteristic, namely a concern with the
“pyramiding of authority” in society. And at the last stage of the deconstruction-
oriented project, one must acknowledge that they are also mutually self-
constituting, as they draw their identity from each other. To put it in semiotic
terms, the reality that “highest unified power” represents is based on the
negation of the reality represented by “subordinate decentralised power.” As
a result, in examining inwardly how Bodin used the word “sovereignty” in
Six Livres, the process of différance shows a predominant intention to place
the holder of supreme power at the apex of the pyramid of authority in a
society. This conclusion will be confirmed in the last outward section of the
foregoing metalogical inquiry of Bodin’s work.

6.3. EXTENDED HISTORICAL CONTEXT

The social and political situation in the second half of 16th century France
was marked by recurrent civil/religious wars, from Henri II’s persecution

556. See Six Livres, at 1056-1057; see also Six Books, at 790-791.
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policy (based on the motto “un roi, une loi, une foi”),557 to the St. Bartholomew’s
Day Massacre (where between 10,000 and 20,000 people perished) and the
revival of the Catholic League as the driving force of the Counter-Reformation.558

Conditions went from bad to worse as years passed and conflicts became
endemic;559 the following account of the 1590 Paris siège by the Huguenots
graphically illustrates the ordeal:

Paris endured a famine to which that of 1870 was child’s play. For some time rations
of bread, with a piece of cat or dog, were served to the poor; but cats, dogs, rats, and
mice rapidly disappeared. The hide of every beast in Paris was devoured. Candle
grease became a luxury. The Duchess of Montpensier advised the people to dig up
bones from the cemeteries and grind them into flour, but death was found to result
from the Duchess of Montpensier’s bread. Mme de Montpensier was asked for her
pet dog to feed the poor. She replied that she was keeping it for her last meal. Noble
ladies declared that they would eat their children rather than admit the heretics, and
the more suffering classes took them at their words. The German mercenaries chased
the children down the streets, as the children had chased the dogs. Everything, sar-
castically wrote L’Estoile, was ruinous except sermons, of which the starving people
could have their bellyful.560

In fact, the progressive collapse of royal authority and the gradual disinte-
gration of civil order came to affect the very social fabric and morality in
France.561

From a place that had generally been blessed with a stable legal and polit-
ical structure, Bodin’s country was now in crisis. The supreme authority of
the ruler was challenged from all directions – contests for throne succession
which affected the stability of the monarchy; rivalries between the different
houses and families for spheres of influence; feudal resistance on competence

557. That is, “one king, one law, one faith.”
558. See, generally, J.W. Thompson, The Wars of Religion in France – 1559-1576 (Chicago:

University of Chicago Press, 1909); J.B. Romier, Les origines politiques des guerres
de religion, 2 vols. (Paris: Perrin, 1913 & 1914); and, J. Viénot, Histoire de la Réforme
française, 2 vols. (Paris: Fischbacher, 1926 & 1934).

559. The different conflicts may be grouped in the following chronology: 1562-63; 1567-
68; 1568-70; 1572-73; 1574-76; 1577; 1579-80; and 1585-98.

560. E. Armstrong, The French Wars of Religion, 2nd ed. (Oxford & London: Blackwell,
1904), at 73-74.

561. See R. Chauviré, supra, note 484, at 267: “La dissolution progressive de l’autorité
royale avait eu des conséquences profondes sur la société et les moeurs. La lecture
des mémoires, si pittoresques et attachants d’ailleurs, qui peignent les quarante 
ans de guerres civiles, de 1560 à Henri IV, ont fait illusion; on s’est habitué à voir
dans le seizième siècle tout entier une époque brillante et féconde certes, mais
anarchique, immorale, féroce et grossière. En vérité, la période de François Ier et
surtout de Henri II était déjà arrivée à une unité, à une politesse relative dans les
moeurs et les propos, à une décence, à un goût de la noblesse et de la mesure, que
nos Princes et nos Précieux mettront cinquante ans à ramener en France.”
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transfers to Paris; efforts of the Reformation to change both the religious
and political tenets in France; and, outside pressure from the Holy Roman
Empire, the Papacy and antagonistic countries like England.562 Hence the
references in the preface of Six Livres563 to preserve “this royal form of gov-
ernment from destruction,”564 and to “warn those who have survived the ear-
lier disasters,”565 from the risks of “unforeseen destruction of the state.”566

As regards the intellectual environment of the time, Bodin may be asso-
ciated with the political philosophy of the “Politiques,” the moderate party
which advocated peace, tolerance and national unity.567 More importantly,
however, Six Books represented a break in what would be referred to as 
“constitutionalism” in modern terms, which had been developing in France
during the 16th century, with theorists like Barthélemy de Chasseneuz,568

Claude de Seyssel,569 and Seigneur du Haillan (i.e. Bernard de Girard),570 all
of whom generally held that, although having supreme power, the ruler was
expected to govern according to the law and was not to change it without
consulting the General-Estates or the Parlement of Paris.571

562. See A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 620-621, who wrote: “Comme on comprend
que, l’ayant vécue, Bodin ait de cette période d’agitations, où tant de fois la couronne
a été en péril, tiré le sentiment pathétique et la conviction, plus profonde que les
systèmes, que toute la structure sociale et politique était en jeu, que la catastrophe
de l’écroulement du trône était possible et proche.”

563. Bodin wrote several prefatory texts to his Six Livres: (i) an introduction that appeared
in all French editions, (ii) a Latin letter added to the revised French edition from
1578 onwards, and (iii) another different introduction to the Latin editions. The
translation by Knolles, Six Books, contains a preface of his own composing, although
based on several ideas used by Bodin in his introductions. See “Appendix A – Bodin’s
Prefaces,” in K.D. McRae (ed.), Jean Bodin – The Six Bookes of a Commonweale
(Cambridge, U.S.: Harvard University Press, 1962), A69-A73.

564. Taken from McRae’s translation of the preface to the Latin version of Six Livres:
see id., at A72.

565. Ibid.
566. Ibid.
567. See G.H. Sabine, supra, note 452, at 341; and, L. Couzinet, “Le Prince” de Machiavel

et la théorie de l’absolutisme (Paris: Rousseau, 1910), at 85, note 1.
568. B. de Chasseneuz, Consuetudines Ducatus Burgundiae (n.b.: Crispini, 1616), first

published in 1517; and, B. de Chasseneuz, Catalogus gloria mundi (Lugduni: n.b.,
1529), first published in 1529.

569. C. de Seyssel, La monarchie de France, rev. ed. (Paris: Librairie d’Argences, 1961),
first published in 1519. On the close link between Seyssel and Bodin, see Y.C. Zarka,
Philosophie et politique à l’âge classique (Paris: Presses universitaire de France,
1998), at 116 ff.

570. Seigneur du Haillan (i.e. B. de Girard), De l’estat et succez des affaires de France (Paris:
Le Mur, 1609), first published in 1571; and, Seigneur du Haillan (i.e. B. de Girard),
Histoire générale des Roys de France, 2 vols. (Paris: Sonnius, 1627), first published
in 1576.

571. See, generally, J.H. Franklin, supra, note 497, at 1-22.
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On the other hand, Catherine de Medici’s chancellor, Michel de l’Hospital,572

and later other humanists like Charondas et Le Roy,573 not only promoted
the extension of royal powers to the making of laws, but also contested 
the “right to remonstrate” exercised by the Parlement of Paris and denied
General-Estates any role other than advisory in the legislative process.574 It
appears, therefore, that the use of the word “sovereignty” in Six Livres fell
squarely within this school of thought (although only ten years before, in
Methodus,575 Bodin himself had adopted a much more constitutionalist line
of reasoning).576 Thus Bodin borrowed ideas, but he also innovated with his
sovereignty – “His new conception of kingship may have been founded upon
widely accepted political doctrines, but he defined it in such fashion that it
was better able to meet the necessities of the moment than that of any ear-
lier writer.”577

In the 16th century, therefore, France was a relatively well organised
country, but which social fabric and political stability were in a state of
agony, and where the constitutional argument was popular in academic cir-
cles and, of course, used liberally by governments and officials. “If Bodin
published Six Livres, it was to save the monarchy,”578 wrote Chauviré. The
end he sought was the establishment of a coherent system of political organ-
isation; the means he promoted to reach this objective was the concentration
of supreme power in as few hands as possible.579 “Public authority,” Bodin thought,
“was situated entirely in the king. There could be no division of it between

572. M. de l’Hospital, “Harangue au Parlement de Paris,” in P.J.S. Duféy (ed.), Œuvres
complètes de Michel de l’Hospital, Chancelier de France, vol. 2 (Paris: Boulland, 1824),
119.

573. For more detail on these authors, see W.F. Church, supra, note 525, at 205-212.
574. See, generally, A. Lemaire, Les lois fondamentales de la monarchie française, d’après

les théoriciens de l’ancien régime (Paris: Thorin, 1907), at 78-81.
575. J. Bodin, Methodus ad facilem historiarum cognitionem, supra, note 460.
576. See J.H. Franklin, supra, note 497, at 23 ff.
577. W.F. Church, supra, note 525, at 213.
578. R. Chauviré, supra, note 484, at 402; author’s translation of: “S’il a publié la

République, c’est pour sauver la royauté.” Later, Chauviré further wrote: “Or
depuis quarante ans ces éléments de force ont subi une constante décroissance.
Dépeuplement par la guerre et par la famine, diminution énorme de la richesse
publique, désaffection des citoyens entre eux, culte pour la royauté amoindri, tous
les désastres ont ensemble fondu sur le pays. Il faut trouver, appliquer le remède,
et promptement. [. . .] En somme, il faut revenir à un état de choses tel que nul ne
soit, en dernier ressort, capable de faire échec au pouvoir royal;” id., at 468-469.

579. See P. King, supra, note 489, at 156, who concluded: “The ideology of order, as
in Bodin, might simply be equated with the notion of concentrating as much
power in as few hands as possible.” See also J.A. Camilleri, supra, note 284, at 16:
“His [Bodin’s] thesis that a central authority should wield unlimited power was in
part an attempt to restore order and security to the deeply divided political soci-
ety in France during that period.”
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the ruler and any other individual in the state, no matter how high that per-
son might stand in office or dignity.”580

6.4. SUMMARY

Approaching the matter outwardly, therefore, the hermeneutic context of Six
Livres undoubtedly confirms that the word “sovereignty” was used by Bodin
for a particular purpose, namely, to place the ruler at the apex of a pyramid of
authority. Accordingly, the sovereign prince enjoyed the most supreme power
in the hierarchical organisational structure of society, that is, the highest uni-
fied power – as opposed to subordinate decentralised one – free from any tem-
poral authority.581 Thus Parlement, Estates, officials, magistrates, commissioners,
all was to fall under the overarching authority of the monarch.582 Some even
opined that Bodin had in mind the Holy Roman Empire and the Papacy when
he wrote about the supreme power of the French King.583

Six Livres had an immediate impact on the shared consciousness of European
societies in general, and that of France in particular584 – “Contemporaries
recognized the value of the book at once, and henceforth Bodin was cited as
a foremost authority.”585 We are told that Six Livres “was used very shortly

580. W.F. Church, supra, note 525, at 237. See also P. King, supra, note 489, at 128:
“Sovereignty, being the highest power in the state, consisted in the ultimate and
most general power of command over all subordinate branches of government, how-
ever, conceived, and without exception.” [emphasis in original]

581. See D. Carreau, Droit international, 7th ed. (Paris: Pedone, 2001), at 15, who wrote:
“La France était à l’époque profondément affaiblie par des guerres civiles et religieuses.
Bodin estimait que le remède fondamental contre cette situation de chaos résidait
dans le renforcement de la monarchie française contre toutes les féodalités et con-
tre le pouvoir ecclésiastique.”

582. See R. Chauviré, supra, note 484, at 390: “A l’intérieur, il faut bien qu’elle soit
absolue, puisque, nous le savons, si la souveraineté ne restait pas totale aux mains
du monarque, la monarchie même disparaîtrait. Mais elle est absolue. Le prince peut
avoir un ou plusieurs sénats, grand conseil, conseil privé, conseil étroit, parlement,
états généraux, il leur est supérieur à tous, et tous doivent en dernière analyse s’incliner
devant sa volonté.” [emphasis added]

583. See A. Gardot, supra, note 453, at 623: “La souveraineté est, pour Bodin, absolue
en ce sens qu’il n’admet pour le souverain, français notamment, aucune subordi-
nation de son pouvoir à celui d’un autre, soit à l’Empereur, soit au Pape. Le roi ne
tient rien que de Dieu et de l’épée. Aucun pouvoir politique externe ne saurait
s’imposer à lui, aucun pouvoir spirituel non plus.” See also H. Legohérel, “Jean
Bodin et l’Europe de son temps” (1999), 1 J. History Int’l L. 38.

584. See H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 142: “Ses livres [Bodin’s] obtinrent un immense
succès. Sa République [fut] traduite dans presque toutes les langues de l’Europe,
ainsi qu’il le dit dans son Apologie de René Herpin.” See also R. Chauviré, supra,
note 484, at 503.

585. F.W. Church, supra, note 525, at 212. See also J.W. Allen, A History of Political
Thought in the Sixteenth Century (London: Methuen, 1961), at 441 ff.
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after [1576] for lectures in Cambridge”586 and that, by 1580, it was already
well used in English political circles.587 It also had a considerable influence
on German theorists who, writing during the 17th century, were trying to ex-
plain the multifarious political reality of the Holy Roman Empire.588 “What
is most remarkable, [however,] is the diversity with which foreigners inter-
preted Bodin after his death.”589

Even in France, the decades following the publication of Six Livres saw
legists like Pierre Grégoire,590 François Grimaudet,591 and Adam Blackwood,592

586. See J.N. Figgis, Studies of Political Thought from Gerson to Grotius – 1414-1625
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1907), at 126. See also B. d’Orgeval, “‘De
la République’ et de son actualité,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire
d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 85, at 85:
“Durant ce voyage en Angleterre, Bodin devait découvrir, sans doute avec une cer-
taine satisfaction que son oeuvre, dont l’influence en France était restée limitée, se 
trouvait à Cambridge étudiée, expliquée et commentée comme un classique de la
Science politique.” [emphasis added]

587. See H. Baudrillart, supra, note 458, at 128-129. See also J.H.M. Salmon, “L’héritage
de Bodin: la réception de ses idées politiques en Angleterre et en Allemagne au XVIIe

siècle,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique (Paris:
Presses universitaires de France, 1996), 175, at 190 ff.; R.W.K. Hinton, “Les ‘Six
livres’ vus d’outre-Manche,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire d’Angers,
vol. 2 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 469; and, G.L. Mosse,
“The Influence of Jean Bodin’s Republique on English Political Thought” (1948),
5 Medievalia et Humanistica 73, at 82, who wrote: “There can be little doubt,
then, that between 1581 and 1606, when Knolles translated the Republic, Bodin’s
definition of sovereignty had become almost a part of English Political thought.”
But Bodin was also highly criticised by English authors – see C.H. McIlwain,
supra, note 300, at 364: “Probably nothing in Jean Bodin’s great treatise on poli-
tics has been more severely handled by modern English writers than his statement
that the English monarchy of the late sixteenth century is an absolute monarchy
differing in no essential way from than of France at the same period.” [footnotes
omitted]

588. See M. Senellart, “‘Juris peritus, id est politicus’? Bodin et les théoriciens allemands
de la prudence civile au XVIIe siècle,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature,
histoire, droit et politique (Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1996), 2001; J.H.M.
Salmon, id., at 181 ff.; and, J.H. Franklin, supra, note 437, at 310 ff.

589. J.H.M. Salmon, id., at 176; author’s translation of: “Ce qui est vraiment remar-
quable, c’est la diversité avec laquelle les étrangers ont interprété Bodin après sa
mort.” Salmon further wrote: “Au XVIIe siècle, on a situé Bodin dans trois partis:
celui des défenseurs de l’absolutisme monarchique, qui estimaient que la souveraineté
royale était presque sans bornes; celui des théoriciens de la souveraineté commu-
nale, qui proposaient le droit inaliénable d’une communauté entière à constituer son
gouvernement; et celui des constitutionnalistes, qui cherchaient la restriction du
pouvoir par la loi ou par quelque système équilibré;” ibid.

590. P. Grégoire, De republica libri sex et viginti, 2 vols. (Pontimussani: Claudet, 1596),
first published in 1578.

591. F. Grimaudet, Opuscules politiques (Paris: Buon, 1580), first published in 1580.
592. A. Blackwood, Adversus Georgii Buchanani diologum, de iure regni apud Scotos, proregi-

bus apologia (Paris: Sittart, 1588), first published in 1581.
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distorting Bodin’s use of the word sovereignty by joining “legislative sovereignty”
(which Bodin submitted to natural and divine law) with the idea of the “divine
right” of kings unlimited by any principle of a higher legal order.593 This
combination was, to a large extent, responsible for the period of extreme,
despotic-like, absolutism in the 17th century,594 epitomised with Richelieu’s
“raison d’État”595 and Louis XIV’s “l’État, c’est moi.”596 This is a forceful illus-

593. See W.F. Church, supra, note 525, at 251, who wrote: “Bodin’s conception of sov-
ereignty had attributed to the ruler the combined authorities to make new law and
to enforce its execution. And when royal authority of that type was given a basis
in divine authorization, the resulting idealization of the monarch’s rule cause thinkers
increasingly to regard the law made by the king as the earthly manifestation of God’s
will or at least to believe that it was inspired by agents beyond the capacity of
ordinary mortals. Thus the king was a living law in the most complete sense. Likewise,
he could do no wrong, for he himself might establish the standard according to
which his acts were evaluated.” [footnotes omitted]

594. See J. Brown Scott, Law, the State, and the International Community (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1939), at 325, who wrote that “the outstanding con-
tribution of Bodin was a political theory whose avowed purpose was the welding
of communities more or less independent under the domination of a single sover-
eign monarch whose word was to be law, which theory, when pushed to its ultimate
conclusion – as it unfortunately was – was to be succinctly expressed in French in a
few short words: “L’état! C’est moi.” [emphasis added] See also H. Sée, Les idées poli-
tiques en France au XVIIe siècle (Geneva: Slatkine Reprints, 1978), at 45-61 &
125-144.

595. That is, “reason of state,” or essentially the “interest of the state.” This concept,
generally attributed to Francesco Guicciardini (1483-1540), is to the effect that
the well-being of a polity justifies more or less any means to promote it internally
and externally; it contrasts with stoicism, universal morality, and natural law. It 
has a direct lineage with earlier Machiavelism and subsequent Realpolitik. See 
E. Thuau, Raison d’Etat et pensée politique à l’époque de Richelieu (Paris: Colin-Presses
universitaires françaises d’Athènes, 1966); W.F. Church, Richelieu and Reason of State
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1972); G. Post, “Ratio publicae utilitatis, ratio
status et ‘raison d’Etat,’” in C. Lazzeri & D. Reynié (eds.), Le pouvoir de la raison
d’Etat (Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1994), 13; Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Raison
et déraison d’Etat – Théoriciens et théories de la raison d’Etat aux XVIe et XVII e siècles
(Paris: Presses universitaires de France, 1994); and, A.P. d’Entrèves, supra, note
312, at 44-49. See also, in relation to Bodin’s work, F. Meinecke, L’idée de la rai-
son d’Etat dans l’histoire des temps modernes (Geneva: Librairie Droz, 1973), at 59-
64; H. Weber, “Bodin et Machiavel,” in Jean Bodin – Actes du colloque interdisciplinaire
d’Angers, vol. 1 (Angers, France: Presses de l’Université d’Angers, 1985), 231; 
D. Quaglioni, “‘Imperandi ratio’: l’édition latine de la République (1586) et la rai-
son d’État,” in Y.C. Zarka (ed.), Jean Bodin – Nature, histoire, droit et politique (Paris:
Presses universitaires de France, 1996), 161; and, Y.C. Zarka, supra, note 508. For
an example of raison d’État writing in the 17th century, see G. Naudé, Considerations
Politiques sur les Coups d’Estat (Paris: n.b., 1679), at 176 ff., first published in
1639.

596. See J.-L. Thireau, Les idées politiques de Louis XIV (Paris: Presses universitaires de
France, 1973), at 9, who wrote: “Ils [historians] ont systématiquement opposé la

124 CHAPTER 6



tration that a mere word like “sovereignty” can be strategically used, and
abused,597 to carry fabulous power in humanity and have a tremendous effect
on the shared consciousness of society.598

monarchie tempérée par les coutumes et les forces issues de la féodalité, et la
monarchie absolue, régime révolutionnaire caractérisé par l’omnipotence de droit
et de fait du monarque. Certes, les avis diffèrent beaucoup lorsqu’il s’agit de dater
avec précision cette ‘révolution’; pourtant la plupart des auteurs la situent sous le
règne de Louis XIV: ce dernier aurait délibérément rompu avec la tradition monar-
chique française, et établi un régime quasiment despotique.” [emphasis added] [foot-
notes omitted] See also R. Hatton (ed.), Louis XIV and Absolutism (London: Macmillan,
1976).

597. For illustrations of such uses and abuses, see G.C. Lewis, Remarks on the Use and
Abuse of Some Political Terms (London: Fellowes, 1832), and in particular on the
term “sovereignty,” id., at 33 ff.

598. See, generally, R. Mousnier, “The Exponents and Critics of Absolutism,” in J.P.
Cooper (ed.), The New Cambridge Modern History, vol. 4, The Decline of Spain
and the Thirty Years War, 1609-48/59 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1970), 104.
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