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ix

introduct ion

Life of Vattel

Emer1 de Vattel’s Le droit des gens. Ou Principes de la loi naturelle, ap-
pliqués à la conduite & aux affaires des nations & des souverains (The Law
of Nations, or Principles of the Law of Nature, Applied to the Conduct and
Affairs of Nations and Sovereigns ) (1758) was the most important book
on the law of nations in the eighteenth century. It was in great measure
thanks to this work that the practical and theoretical influence of natural
jurisprudence was extended down through the Revolutionary and Na-
poleonic eras. Indeed, it was Vattel who was cited as a major source of
contemporary wisdom on questions of international law in the Amer-
ican Revolution and even by opponents of revolution, such as Cardinal
Consalvi, at the Congress of Vienna.

Emer de Vattel was born at Couvet, in Neuchâtel, a principality ruled
by the kings of Prussia, on April 25, 1714, as the youngest son of David
Vattel and Marie de Montmollin.2 His father, ennobled in 1727 by the
king of Prussia, Friedrich Wilhelm I, was a Protestant clergyman and
head of the local congregation of ministers; his mother was the daughter

1. Vattel was christened “Emer.” Modern authors have mistakenly given him a
German name, “Emerich.”

2. The most authoritative biography of Vattel is still E. Béguelin, “En souvenir
de Vattel,” in Recueil de travaux offert par la Faculté de Droit de l’Université de Neu-
châtel à la Société Suisse des Juristes à l’occasion de sa réunion à Neuchâtel, 15–17 septembre
1929, 35–176; in English, the most informative account is A. de Lapradelle’s intro-
duction to the Carnegie edition of The Law of Nations or the Principles of Natural
Law, iii–lix. For a concise summary, see also S. Beaulac, “Emer de Vattel and the
Externalization of Sovereignty,” Journal of the History of International Law 5 (2003):
237–92; especially pp. 242–47.
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of the principality’s ambassador to the Prussian court. From 1728 to 1730
Vattel was enrolled as a student of the humanities at the University of
Basel, where he seems to have attended courses on Samuel Pufendorf
given by the Huguenot minister Pierre Roques. In 1733 he went to Ge-
neva to pursue theological and metaphysical studies; one of his teachers
was Jean-Jacques Burlamaqui, and it was under Burlamaqui’s tutelage
that Vattel first studied in detail the principles of natural law and the
law of nations. Little is known of the following years, but in 1740 and
1741 Vattel wrote a series of essays, several of which appeared in Swit-
zerland’s leading literary journal, the Neuchâtel-based Journal Helvé-
tique. 3 The same year also saw his lengthy defense of the philosophy of
Leibniz against the accusation of atheism made by the Lausanne pro-
fessor of philosophy and mathematics Jean-Pierre de Crousaz.4 Vattel’s
Défense, which he dedicated to Friedrich II (“the Great”), earned him
an invitation from the French ambassador in Berlin to come to the court
of the prince whose subject he was by birth. However, he failed to obtain
a diplomatic position and, pressed by financial difficulties, in 1743 he
moved to Dresden, where he was promised employment by Count
Brühl, first minister of Elector Friedrich August II of Saxony (who as
August III was also the elective king of Poland). Vattel spent the next
three years in Neuchâtel, writing essays and studying the works of the

3. Vattel, “Apologie de la médisance”; “Essai sur l’utilité du jeu”; and “Relation
d’un jugement rendu sur le Mont Olympe” appeared in the October and December
1740 issues of the Journal Helvétique. In 1741 Vattel wrote a number of essays ex-
plaining the relation between self-love and friendship, in which he put forward some
of the arguments later developed in his discussion of the foundation of obligation:
“Lettre à Mademoiselle de M . . . sur les sentimens délicats, généreux etdésintéressés”;
“Lettre sur la nature de l’amour”; and “Sur la différence de l’amour et de l’amitié.”
They were included in the Pièces diverses (see note 5) and Le loisir philosophique (see
note 6).

4. Vattel, Défense du système leibnitzien contre les objections et imputations de Mr de
Crousaz, contenues dans l’Examen de l’Essai sur l’homme de Mr Pope. Ou l’on a joint la
Réponse aux objections de Mr Roques, contenues dans le Journal Helvétique, par Mr
Emer de Vattel (Leyde: Jean Luzac, 1741). See S. Zurbuchen, “Die schweizerische
Debatte über die Leibniz-Wolffsche Philosophie und ihre Bedeutung für Emer von
Vattels philosophischen Werdegang,” in Reconceptualizing Science, Nature, and Aes-
thetics, ed. P. Coleman, A. Hofmann, and S. Zurbuchen, 91–113.
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German philosopher Christian Wolff, while waiting for orders from
Dresden. These essays, which included his Dissertation sur cette question:
Si la loi naturelle peut porter la société à sa perfection, sans le secours des loix
politiques (Dissertation on This Question: Can Natural Law Bring Society
to Perfection Without the Assistance of Political Laws? ) as well as the Essai
sur le fondement du droit naturel, et sur le premier principe de l’obligation
où se trouvent tous les hommes, d’en observer les loix (Essay on the Foun-
dation of Natural Law and on the First Principle of the Obligation Men
Find Themselves Under to Observe Laws ), were published in 1746.5 In
1747, finally, after dedicating the second edition of the Pièces diverses to
Brühl,6 he was granted a modest annual pension of 500 écus and sent as
a permanent minister to Berne. The purpose of his mission remains un-
clear; some of his compatriots speculated that it was to negotiate the
acquisition of Neuchâtel by the elector of Saxony,7 but it is more likely
that he was to facilitate renegotiation of a loan of 700,000 Reichsthaler
that Saxony had received from the city the year before. In fact, Vattel’s
stay in Berne lasted no longer than a few weeks.

For much of the next ten years Vattel remained in Neuchâtel. From
here he sent a stream of letters to Brühl complaining of his ill health
and dire financial circumstances. Nevertheless, this turned out to be the
most productive period of his life. In 1757 he published a further col-
lection of essays that included dialogues between Diogenes and Marcus
Aurelius and between Henry IV of France and his adviser Sully.8 Also
during this period he wrote his masterpiece, Droit des gens, which ap-
peared in Neuchâtel at the end of 1757, though the title page saysLondon
1758.9 The work quickly established Vattel as a major authority on nat-

5. Vattel, Pièces diverses, avec quelques lettres de morale et d’amusemens (Paris: Brias-
son, 1746).

6. Vattel, Le loisir philosophique ou Pièces diverses de philosophie, de morale, et
d’amusement (Genève [in fact, Dresden]: Walther, 1747); see Béguelin, “En souvenir
de Vattel,” 106n112.

7. Béguelin, “En souvenir de Vattel,” 47.
8. Vattel, Poliergie ou mélange de littérature et de poësie (Amsterdam: Arkstêe et

Merkus, 1757).
9. Vattel first mentions the work in a letter to Brühl from March 1758; see Bé-

guelin, “En souvenir de Vattel,” 131.
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ural jurisprudence.10 It also changed his personal situation. In 1759 the
elector of Saxony finally recalled Vattel to Dresden, appointed him to
the Privy Council, and made him chief adviser to the government of
Saxony on foreign affairs. During his stay at Dresden, Vattel published
two further works, Mélanges de littérature, de morale, et de politique (1760,
reprinted in 1765 as Amusemens de littérature, de morale, et de politique )
and Questions de droit naturel et observations sur le traité du droit de nature
par le Baron de Wolf (1764), a detailed critique of Wolff ’s Ius gentium
methodo scientifica pertractatum that Vattel had completed already in
1753. In 1764 he married Marie de Chêne, the daughter of a Huguenot
noble family, with whom he had a son. Due to ill health, Vattel was
unable to cope with his office and retired to his native Neuchâtel, where
he died in December 1767 at the age of fifty-three.

Influence of Swiss Heritage

Although a subject of the king of Prussia by birth, and a servant of the
elector of Saxony by profession, Vattel was first and foremost Swiss.
However, that description was more complicated in the eighteenth cen-
tury than it is today. What foreign observers often referred to as the Swiss
republic was in fact a loose federation of independent and highly diverse
entities, some aristocratic, some democratic, some monarchical, all of
them small, some no bigger than a town. The federation was held to-
gether by fear of foreign aggression, a complex web of treaties, jointly
ruled territories, and military and trade agreements to contain conflict
between individual cantons. Although Swiss thinkers frequentlyinvoked
a universal society of nations, they remained highly suspicious of proj-
ects for perpetual peace in Europe, whether a benevolent hegemony or
a European federation. Instead, they saw their best chances of survival
in the more fragile order provided by a balance of power between large
commercial nations constantly in need of Swiss mercenaries for their

10. The numerous editions of The Law of Nations in French, English, German,
Spanish, and Italian are listed in Lapradelle, introduction, lvi–lix. To these should be
added Greek, Russian, Polish, Chinese, and Japanese.
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armies and Swiss investments for their public coffers. Swiss attachment
to state autonomy was so great that, during the 1750s and 1760s, a small
but highly vocal minority flirted with Rousseau’s ideas of strict isola-
tionism as the only way to defend Swiss liberty from the aggressiveness
of modern commercial politics. Like Vattel, the majority of eighteenth-
century Swiss thinkers, however, saw clear military and cultural benefits
in commercial progress and ridiculed Rousseau and his followers’ infat-
uation with the alleged virtuousness of ancient Sparta.11 They hoped to
adapt the humanist heritage of Swiss politics to the realities of a modern
economy by showing how new forms of Christian patriotism, assisted
by wide-reaching legislative reforms, were able to arrest and dissolve the
dangerously “unsocial” tendency of commercial states.12

Vattel’s Theory of Natural Law as
Applied to the Law of Nations

Against the background of this Swiss debate, we can understandnotonly
Vattel’s vision of a workable European order but also the importance
he attributed to political economy for establishing and maintaining a
regime of international justice. In a famous passage, Vattel claimed that
commerce had transformed Europe from a “confused heap of detached

11. See especially Vattel’s “Réflexions sur le Discours de M. Rousseau touchant
l’origine de l’inégalité parmi les hommes” (Amusemens de littérature, de morale, et de
politique, 79–89), where he attacked Rousseau’s elaborate critique of the idea of so-
ciability. Although Vattel, in The Law of Nations, does not mention Rousseau by
name, he repeatedly rejected arguments that contemporaries immediately associated
with the latter. See, for example, Preliminaries §10, where Vattel argued against the
Rousseauvian image of solitary natural man: “Each individual, moreover, is inti-
mately conscious that he can neither live happily nor improve his nature without the
intercourse and assistance of others.” See also bk. I, §113, where he defended the arts
and the sciences: “Let the friends of barbarism declaim against the sciences and polite
arts; let us, without deigning to answer their vain reasonings, content ourselves with
appealing to experience.”

12. For a discussion of mid-eighteenth-century Swiss reform discourse, see B. Ka-
possy, Iselin contra Rousseau: Sociable Patriotism and the History of Mankind. For the
wider European context of Vattel’s theory, see F. Stephen Ruddy, International Law
in the Enlightenment: The Background of Emmerich de Vattel’s “Le Droit des Gens.”
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pieces” into a kind of large republic, where all members were united “for
the maintenance of order and liberty” (bk. III, §47). An “eternal and
immutable law of nature” obliged a state not only to respect and to treat
other states as equals but also to provide mutual aid “so far as that other
stands in real need of its assistance, and the former can grant it without
neglecting the duties it owes to itself ” (bk. II, §3). Here Vattel claimed
to be following Christian Wolff who, in his Ius gentium methodo scien-
tifica pertractatum, derived the duty to mutual aid from analogybetween
the state of nature and the realm of international relations: the law of
nations was simply the law of nature of individuals in the state of nature
applied to states (Prelim. §3–9). The primary duties of states were, first,
to preserve and perfect themselves, and, second, to assist each other in
fulfilling those duties each state owed to itself. States should “cultivate
human society,” primarily through trade, as long as the development of
commerce did not conflict with their primary duties to themselves. Vat-
tel argued that states that acted upon the principles of natural law alone
would ultimately come to form a universal republic: “A real friendship
will be seen to reign among them; and this happy state consists in a
mutual affection” (bk. II, §12).

Although Vattel claimed that this “delightful dream” was derived di-
rectly from human nature, in The Law of Nations he acknowledged that
“most nations aim only to strengthen and enrich themselves at the ex-
pense of others” (bk. II, §16). Accordingly, prudence prevented existing
states from making mutual aid the guiding principle of foreign politics.
Instead, states ought to content themselves with a morally less appealing,
but nevertheless workable, order based on the balance of power. Vattel
explained this acknowledgment of the realities of modern European
politics on two grounds. The first was the theoretical incoherence of
previous natural law theories with regard to the duties of perfectly in-
dependent states. Here he turned against Wolff ’s idea of a civitas max-
ima, as we will see.13 Vattel claimed that Wolff had rightly distinguished
between two forms of the law of nations: first, an immutable or necessary

13. N. Greenwood Onuf, “Civitas Maxima: Wolff, Vattel, and the Fate of Re-
publicanism,” American Journal of International Law 88 (1994): 280–303.
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law of nations, signifying the law of nature applied to individual states;
second, a voluntary law of nations, which defined the necessary limi-
tations of natural law within the realm of international relations and
which, he argued, had to be tolerated in order to avoid greater harm.14

Although states, like individuals, were bound to assist others, this duty
was limited by the perfect right of a state to self-preservation. The im-
plication this had for trade was clear enough: while a state was obliged
to trade with all other states and sell its products at a “fair price,” con-
siderations of self-preservation allowed it to limit its trade, establish trad-
ing companies, or even refuse commerce with another state altogether.
Wolff had also rightly recognized that since the law of nations applied
to all states in the same way, those states affected by trade sanctions could
merely point out breaches of the necessary law of nations. Refusal to
trade, however, did not provide any legal ground for the commencement
of military hostilities. The situation was different when a state was not
just incapable of self-preservation but lacked any resources to exchange
for vital goods. Here, the perfect right of preservation of a potential
donor nation was bound to clash with the equally perfect right of pres-
ervation of a state on the brink of starvation. It is in this context that
one needs to read Vattel’s often-cited justification of the appropriation
of uncultivated land by European settlers in America.15

Given the increasingly economic dimension of European politics,
there was a constant danger that peaceful trade would be subjected to
the logic of warfare. Vattel’s main task in The Law of Nations was to de-
fine as clearly as possible the limits individual states were allowed to im-
pose on freedom of trade. Wolff hoped to derive such understanding
from the image of a civitas maxima, a universal republic instituted by
nature, whose civil law was the expression of the right reason of civilized
nations. In the preface, Vattel rejected Wolff ’s civitas maxima as ficti-
tious and incompatible with the idea of state sovereignty (preface, 14).
While civil society could be said to be natural in that it originated in

14. For a detailed treatment of Vattel’s theory of international law, see Emman-
uelle Jouannet, Emer de Vattel et l’émergence doctrinale du droit international classique.

15. Vattel, Law of Nations, I §81; II §86–87, 97; Questions, 71–72.
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human need, no such thing could be said of the relation between sov-
ereign states: “I acknowledge no other natural society between nations
than that which nature has established between mankind in general”
(ibid.). In contrast to individuals, nations enjoyed greater autonomyand
because of this had no pressing reason to subject themselves to a higher
authority. Furthermore, their absolute liberty was necessary “properly to
discharge the duties [the state] owes to herself and to her citizens” (pref-
ace, 15).

Vattel’s defense of a natural law of nations together withhis insistence
on state sovereignty earned him a reputation for incoherence, the view
of Kant, or, as many international law theorists writing after the First
World War maintained, for being an unconditional supporter of reason
of state who “disguised his evil intentions through words of sublime
charity.”16 Although in The Law of Nations Vattel dealt with this issue
only in passing, he discussed it at length in several of his other writings,
notably his Essay on the Foundation of Natural Law and on the First Prin-
ciple of the Obligation Men Find Themselves Under to Observe Laws. Here
he sought to explain how humans could be under an obligation to nat-
ural law even in the absence of a punitive superior. Vattel’s main move,
primarily aimed at Jean Barbeyrac, was to derive obligation not from
any external source, but from what he claimed was man’s most basic
motive, namely self-love and a desire for the happiness of a perfect soul.17

Ultimately it was from man’s obligation to himself to attain the highest
degree of happiness, which in turn required commerce with other ra-
tional beings, that the duty of mutual aid and friendship could be de-
rived.18 This also applied to the obedience citizens owed to the state:

16. C. Van Vollenhoven, Du droit de paix. De iure pacis, 99. See Emmanuelle
Jouannet, “La critique de la pensée classique durant l’entre-deux guerres: Vattel et
Van Vollenhoven,” in Miskolc Journal of International Law 1 (2004): 45–63. Kant, in
his “Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch,” had famously labeled Vattel, together
with Grotius and Pufendorf, as “sorry comforters,” in Political Writings, 103. See also
R. Tuck, The Rights of War and Peace: Political Thought and the International Order
from Grotius to Kant, 191–96; and T. J. Hochstrasser, Natural Law Theories in the
Early Enlightenment, 177–83.

17. Vattel, Essay on the Foundation, 752.
18. See also Vattel’s essays on friendship from 1741 (see note 3, below).
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“The love and affection a man feels for the state of which he is a member,
is a necessary consequence of the wise and rational love he owes to him-
self, since his own happiness is connected with that of his country”
(bk. I, §120). In The Law of Nations Vattel used the same argument with
regard to states. As in the case of individuals, a nation’s duty of self-
preservation and of self-perfection could be derived only from its basic
self-interest and its desire to attain the highest level of national happi-
ness. Moreover, like individuals, nations could attain national happiness
only by developing more enlightened forms of self-interest, forms that
took into account the well-being of other nations.19 Vattel claimed that
the highest degree of national happiness consisted in “true glory” (bk. I,
§§186–88). It was acquired through the positive reputation a state en-
joyed among well-intentioned nations, and through the respect it re-
ceived from those seeking to violate the laws of nations. A truly glorious
nation, Vattel hoped, would set an example others would wish to em-
ulate. In so doing, it would gradually shift the pathological rivalry be-
tween states in the direction of a system based on virtuouscompetition.20

As a further measure for reducing the tensions between self-
preservation and mutual aid, Vattel called upon European rulers and
their ministers to implement a wide range of legislative reforms that
would allow modern nations to break out of the vicious cycle of public
borrowing and taxation and to create a healthier balance betweenincome
and expenditure (bk. I, §183). Instead of relying on the distributive effect
of luxury and conspicuous consumption, rulers should initiate a new
culture of virtuous moderation and encourage agriculture so as to pro-
cure “abundance in every thing” (bk. I, §73).21 Although he accepted

19. Note the revealing subtitle added to the pirated edition (Leyden, 1758), which
suggested that Vattel’s treatise should be read as “a work tending to display the true
interest of powers.” This additional subtitle seems to have been included only in the
German edition of 1760, the first English translation of 1759, and the second Amer-
ican edition of 1805.

20. Vattel dealt with the distinction between true and false glory at length in his
“Dialogue entre Pierre le Grand & Charles XII sur la gloire des conquérans,” pub-
lished in the Amusemens de littérature (La Haye: Pierre Gosse, 1765), 1–19.

21. See Vattel’s essay Dialogue entre le prince de **** & son confident, sur quelques
parties essentielles de l’administration publique, reproduced in this edition, p. 783.



xviii introduction

certain protectionist measures with regard to foreign trade, Vattel in-
sisted that states should intervene as little as possible in the domestic
economy and grant individual citizens the maximum amount of natural
liberty: “Liberty is the soul of abilities and industry” (bk. I, §74). He
also expressly recommended the role of learned societies for the dissem-
ination of technological know-how (bk. I, §76). Vattel believed that of
all modern nations Britain had come closest to implementing a system
worthy of emulation, and in The Law of Nations he repeatedly singled
it out as an example for the rest of Europe, not only with regard to its
economy but also with respect to its “admirable constitution.” In con-
trast with the constitutions of patrimonial states, Britain allowed its cit-
izens to recognize themselves as part of both the nation and the universal
society of men (bk. I, §24).22

Contemporaries would have recognized Vattel’s stance on perhaps the
central issue of European politics at the time: whether Britain or France
would prove the stronger in the international rivalry for supremacy. In
supporting Britain’s advocacy of an ongoing European balance of
power, rather than French hegemony on mainland Europe that was as-
sociated with the peace projects of the Abbé de Saint-Pierre and Victor
Riqueti de Mirabeau, Vattel was taking a stand on the domestic stability
of mixed government as much as he was on the consequences of such
a polity for international affairs. In advocating mixed government in
commercial monarchies he was going against the grain of the majority
of writers, such as Montesquieu and Rousseau, for whom Britain’s
mixed government, with its parties, corruption, and factions, repre-
sented an institutionalization of civil war domestically that would have
dire consequences if transposed into the dominant form of state inter-
nationally. Praise of Britain also allowed Vattel to emphasize the greater
modernity of Protestant states by contrast with the backwardness of
the religious, moral, and economic practices that he associated with
Catholicism. In an openly polemical fashion, Vattel often linked such
backwardness with reason of state, or amoral policy, in the international

22. On Vattel’s critique of the patrimonial state, see Frederick G. Whelan, “Vat-
tel’s Doctrine of the State,” History of Political Thought, 9 (1988): 59–90.
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sphere and was always ready to provide examples of the violation of
natural law from the history of the papacy. Catholic writers were, how-
ever, willing to use Vattel for his broader arguments about the indepen-
dence of small states. One key example is Cardinal Consalvi at the
Congress of Vienna, who employed Vattel’s arguments to justify the
sovereignty of the Vatican over the papal states.

Vattel was convinced that if Britain played a more active role in the
relations between European states, French aspirations to universal mon-
archy would be countered. This was expected in turn to safeguard the
sovereignty of the smaller states, and especially the Swiss republics, the
legitimacy of whose existence was increasingly questioned as public
credit allowed the larger monarchies to employ mercenary armies too
strong for the old republics, however great their republican valor and
virtue. Vattel’s case for the survival of small states in the modern world
is one of his main themes, especially in The Law of Nations. Vattel’s
association of the law of nations with the defense of small states against
more powerful neighbors was illustrated in February 1758, after the Prus-
sian army had destroyed castles belonging to the duke of Saxony. Vattel
announced to Brühl that his recently published work proved the legit-
imacy of Saxony’s complaints and also showed that “all powers are
obliged to unite and punish the one who wishes to introduce suchwicked
customs.”23 Prussia should be held accountable, he explained in a letter
addressed to the avoyer24 and Small Council of Berne, for violating the
established rules of war that permitted armed conflict only as a last resort
after all diplomatic options had been exhausted. Given that Saxony had
not only disarmed but even granted passage to Prussian troops, Fried-
rich’s systematic plundering of Saxony’s riches and forced enlistment of
the “entire flower of youth”—a practice that Vattel described as being
without precedent among Christian princes—threatened the very pos-
sibility of peaceful coexistence among European nations.25

23. Béguelin, “En souvenir de Vattel,” 131; see Law of Nations, III §168.
24. Berne’s chief magistrate.
25. Béguelin, “En souvenir de Vattel,” 172.
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Conclusion

Vattel’s ideas of modern patriotism and encouragement of the economy
are not among the most original in The Law of Nations. Nevertheless,
they are important because they show the weakness of any attempt to
capture Vattel’s position within the analytical framework of retrospec-
tive histories of international law or international relations.26 Besides
clarifying more thoroughly than previous thinkers the proper relation-
ship between the natural law of individuals and of states, Vattel used his
unusually broad intellectual interests to comment on the cultural, po-
litical, and economic conditions required for a viable system of inter-
national justice. Vattel saw his magnum opus as a contribution to a great
European debate on the science of legislation, a debate that analyzed the
possibilities available to modern nations to secure liberty and cultural
advancement against constant interruption by war. The importance of
The Law of Nations therefore resides both in its systematic derivation of
international law from natural law and in its compelling synthesis of the
modern discourse of natural jurisprudence with the even newer language
of political economy. These features help to explain the continuing ap-
peal of this text well into the nineteenth century among politicians, in-
ternational lawyers, and political theorists of every complexion.27

26. For two opposite interpretations, see A. Nussbaum, A Concise History of the
Law of Nations, 152, and Q. Wright, A Study of War, 336–37.

27. For the reception of Vattel, see C. G. Fenwick, “The Authority of Vattel,”
American Political Science Review 7 (1913): 395–410; F. S. Ruddy, “The Acceptance
of Vattel,” Grotian Society Papers (1972): 177–96; and H. Thévenaz, “Vattel ou la
destinée d’un livre,” Schweizerisches Jahrbuch für Internationales Recht, 14 (1957):
9–16.
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a note on the texts

English Editions of The Law of Nations

Vattel’s Law of Nations was translated anonymously into English several
times in the eighteenth century. The first edition of 1760 was based on
the French original Droit des gens of 1758. A Dublin translation of 1787
is remarkably fluent and elegant, but it does not include the substantive
notes of the original nor, more importantly, the notes added to the post-
humous French edition of 1773 and intended by Vattel for a second edi-
tion he did not live to complete. Several English editions, including the
1916 Classics of International Law edition, are similarly flawed andbased
on the edition of 1760. However, two English editions from the end of
the eighteenth century include Vattel’s later thoughts. One, from 1793,
contains a pagination error. This has been corrected in the revised ver-
sion, London 1797, and the latter forms the basis for the present edition.
The 1797 edition has the benefit of a detailed table of contents and mar-
gin titles for subsections.

There is no modern edition of The Law of Nations, but facsimiles of
the popular nineteenth-century editions by the London barrister Joseph
Chitty have appeared in recent times. These annotated editions (first in
1834) and their reissue with further notes by Edward Ingraham (first in
1852) were based on the 1797 London edition. Chitty helpfully identified
the notes that distinguished the 1797 edition from the earlier English
translation. He sought, however, to add much more to the text, as he
explained in a preface written in Chancery Lane in November 1833:

Many years have elapsed since the original work was published, long
before the invaluable decisions of Sir William Scott, Sir C. Robinson,
and Sir John Nichol, and other eminent Judges in the Courts of Ad-
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miralty, and Prize and other Courts; and the last edition upon which
any care was bestowed, was published in a.d. 1797; since which time,
and especially during the last general war, many most important rules
respecting the Law of Nations were established. The object of the pres-
ent Editor has, therefore, been to collect and condense, in numerous
notes, the modern rules and decisions, and to fortify the positions in the
text by references to other authors of eminence, and by which he hopes
that this edition will be found of more practical utility, without inter-
fering with the text, or materially increasing its size.

In consequence, Chitty’s text is overloaded with legal citations based on
the case law of the sea that emerged in the Napoleonic era. Vattel’s work
had become a textbook for law students in both Britain and North
America.

Some of Chitty’s notes remain useful and have on occasion been in-
corporated into the editorial apparatus for this edition. The present edi-
tion includes new footnotes, elucidating dates, events, works, and per-
sons referred to by Vattel. Posthumous additions to the French edition
of 1773, which were then translated in the edition of 1797, are identified
as such in the new notes. Translations of Vattel’s Latin citations have
come from the best modern editions, particularly from the Loeb Clas-
sical Library. For each translation, reference to the edition used can be
found in the bibliography of authors cited. In cases where no translation
could be found, or where the context of Vattel’s work required an
amended translation, the editors undertook the translation, and this is
signaled in the text by “trans. Eds.” All of the preceding new material
has been added to the 1797 text as numbered notes or as double square-
bracketed inserts within Vattel’s original notes.

Chitty lamented in 1833 that “he proposed to form an Index, so as to
render the work more readily accessible; but, in that desire, he has been
overruled by the publishers.” The present edition adds bibliographical
and biographical details of authors cited in the text, followingupVattel’s
own sometimes obscure references. The bibliography of authors cited
includes and explains the short titles employed by Vattel in his footnotes.

Page breaks in the 1797 edition have been indicated in the body of
the text by the use of angle brackets. For example, page 112 begins after
<112>.
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