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GGeenneeaallooggyy,,  hhiissttoorryy  aanndd  tthhee  ccaassee  ooff  lliibbeerrttyy  iinn  eeaarrllyy  mmooddeerrnn  EEnnggllaanndd  
The history of political thought has been a fundamentally secularising sub-genre of political studies, in which the 

quest to find modern secular concepts of politics has been important and historically distorting. The focus is 

principally on attempts to find in the seventeenth century adherents to concepts of  negative liberty and liberalism, 

and in opposition to this neo Roman or Republican liberty. It concludes by suggesting that to see such exclusive 

commitments in Hobbes is historically misleading. 
 

 

  
HHoobbbbeess  aanndd  HHoommeerr    
The paper discusses Hobbes’s until recently neglected translations of Homer as exercises in genealogical subversion 

and appropriation, expressions of his sense of being a philosopher and his conception of the public responsibilities 

of philosophy. Such a possibility seems unlikely only because Hobbes’s place in a genealogy of modern philosophy 

has required oversimplifying his understanding of philosophy. Hobbes’s ambitious enterprise of re-working the 

Homeric epics required in turn a repudiation through other translations, to undo the damage he had seemed to do 

to the ‘father of poetry’ and to the proper role of philosophy. 
 

 

  
IInntteerrnnaattiioonnaall  RReellaattiioonnss::SSeeccuullaarriizzaattiioonn  
As the first exploration of the reach and potential of intellectual history, I offer a new model of secularisation as a 

contingent, cumulative, and incomplete process, with some unintended consequences. Facing severe conflict, key 

early modern thinkers realised that rival claims that staked their truth-content and validity on religious belief were 

ultimately irreconcilable. Gradually they removed such claims from acceptable discourse, contributing to the 

comprehensive secularization that defines modernity. If blindness to religious claims has become definitive of 

modern politics, recollecting its historical complexity and contingency is essential for overcoming some of its 

failures. 
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