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PREFACE

TO

THE THIRD EDITION.

So long a period has elapsed since the previous
editions of this book, that I have been able to read
it with a certain detachment. T have discovered,
among other things, that it was written with an
audacity or lightheartedness which I no longer
possess. . I made blunders and I gave estimates of
various books, corrections of which might be sug-
gested by later reading and reflection. To make the
book fully satisfactory even to myself would require
the rewriting of a considerable part. Buf, in the
first place, I am not sure that I should not spoi!
instead of improving ; and, in the second place, I am
now quite unequal to a task which would demand
much time and labour. I have corrected such errors
as I have discovered, one, for example, about Paine,
to which a reference will be found in the proper place.
I must leave my imperfect judgments as they were.
Mr. Sichel in his recent work upon ‘ Bolingbroke and
~his Times ’ has criticised my account of Bolingbroke’s
philosophy. He thinks that I must have read hastily
begause I did not discover that Bolingbroke was the




vi PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION.

writer attacked in Warburton’s ‘Divine Legation.’
Now, as the ¢ Divine Legation’ was published before
Bolingbroke’s writings appeared, I cannot admit the
force of this remark. But it is probable enough
that I did not read with sufficient care. I cannot
think, however, that my general estimate of Boling-
broke was so far wrong as Mr. Sichel holds. As T amn
unable to go into the question, I can only advise my
readers to read also Mr. Sichel’s remarks and judge
for themselves. Meanwhile they must regard me as
& devil's advocate, giving, I hope, an honest but not
& conclusive appreciation of the work. If I erred
in this case, I can only hope that the error was
exceptional.

LESLIE STEPHEN.

LoxNpoNn : September 1902,







