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24. Whether we consider natura reason, which tells us that men, being once born, have aright to their
preservation, and consequently to meat and drink and such other things as Nature affords for their
subsstence, or "reveation,” which gives us an account of those grants God made of the world to Adam,
and to Noah and his sons, it isvery clear that God, as King David says (Psdm 115. 16), "has given the
earth to the children of men,” given it to mankind in common. But, this being supposed, it ssemsto some
avery greet difficulty how any one should ever come to have a property in anything, | will not content
mysdf to answer, that, if it be difficult to make out "property” upon a supposition that God gave the world
to Adam and his posterity in common, it isimpossible that any man but one universal monarch should
have any "property” upon a supposition that God gave the world to Adam and his heirsin succession,
exclusve of dl the res of his pogterity; but | shal endeavour to show how men might come to have a
property in severa parts of that which God gave to mankind in common, and that without any express
compact of dl the commoners.

25. God, who hath given the world to men in common, hath aso given them reason to make use of it to
the best advantage of life and convenience. The earth and dl that istherein is given to men for the support
and comfort of their being. And though dl the fruitsit naturaly produces, and beedtsit feeds, belong to
mankind in common, as they are produced by the spontaneous hand of Nature, and nobody has originaly
aprivate dominion exclusive of therest of mankind in any of them, asthey are thusin their naturd date,
yet being given for the use of men, there must of necessity be a means to gppropriate them some way or
other before they can be of any use, or at dl beneficid, to any particular men. The fruit or venison which
nourishes the wild Indian, who knows no enclosure, and is till atenant in common, must be his, and so
his- i.e, apart of him, that another can no longer have any right to it before it can do him any good for the
support of hislife.

26. Though the earth and dl inferior crestures be common to al men, yet every man has a"property” in
his own "person." This nobody has any right to but himsef. The "labour” of his body and the "work™ of
his hands, we may say, are properly his. Whatsoever, then, he removes out of the state that Nature hath
provided and left it in, he hath mixed hislabour with it, and joined to it something thet is his own, and
thereby makesit his property. It being by him removed from the common state Nature placed it in, it hath
by this labour something annexed to it that excludes the common right of other men. For this"labour”
being the unquestionable property of the labourer, no man but he can have aright to what that is once
joined to, at least where there is enough, and as good left in common for others.

27. He that is nourished by the acorns he picked up under an o8k, or the apples he gathered from the trees
in the wood, has certainly gppropriated them to himsalf. Nobody can deny but the nourishment is his. |

ask, then, when did they begin to be his? when he digested? or when he ate? or when he boiled? or when
he brought them home? or when he picked them up? And it is plain, if the first gathering made them not

his, nothing el'se could. That |abour put a distinction between them and common. That added something to
them more than Nature, the common mother of al, had done, and so they became his private right. And
will any one say he had no right to those acorns or gpples he thus appropriated because he had not the



consent of al mankind to make them his? Was it arobbery thus to assume to himsalf what belonged to all
in common? If such a consent as that was necessary, man had starved, notwithstanding the plenty God
had given him. We see in commons, which remain so by compact, thet it isthe taking any part of what is
common, and removing it out of the state Nature leaves it in, which begins the property, without which
the common is of no use. And the taking of this or that part does not depend on the express consent of al
the commoners. Thus, the grass my horse has bit, the turfs my servant has cut, and the ore | have digged
in any place, where | have aright to them in common with others, become my property without the
assignation or consent of anybody. The labour that was mine, removing them out of that common state
they werein, hath fixed my property in them.

28. By making an explicit consent of every commoner necessary to any one's gppropriating to himsdf any
part of what is given in common. Children or servants could not cut the meat which their father or master
had provided for them in common without assigning to every one his peculiar part. Though the water
running in the fountain be every one's, yet who can doubt but that in the pitcher is his only who drew it
out? His labour hath taken it out of the hands of Nature where it was common, and belonged equaly to dl
her children, and hath thereby appropriated it to himsdf.

29. Thusthislaw of reason makes the deer that Indian's who hath killed it; it is alowed to be his goods
who hath bestowed his labour upon it, though, before, it was the common right of every one. And
amongst those who are counted the civilised part of mankind, who have made and multiplied positive
laws to determine property, this origina law of Nature for the beginning of property, in what was before
common, still takes place, and by virtue thereof, what fish any one catches in the ocean, that great and il
remaining common of mankind; or what amber-gris any one takes up hereis by the labour that removesiit
out of that common state Nature left it in, made his property who takes that pains about it. And even
amongst us, the hare that any one is hunting is thought his who pursues her during the chase. For being a
beast that is ill looked upon as common, and no man's private possession, whoever has employed so
much labour about any of that kind as to find and pursue her has thereby removed her from the state of
Nature wherein she was common, and hath begun a property.

30. It will, perhaps, be objected to this, that if gathering the acorns or other fruits of the earth, etc., makes
aright to them, then any one may engross as much ashe will. To which | answer, Not so. The same law
of Nature that does by this means give us property, does also bound that property too. "God has given us
al thingsrichly." Isthe voice of reason confirmed by inspiration? But how far has He given it us- "to
enjoy"? As much as any one can make use of to any advantage of life before it spoils, so much he may by
his labour fix a property in. Whatever is beyond this is more than his share, and belongs to others.
Nothing was made by God for man to spoil or destroy. And thus considering the plenty of natura
provisons there was along time in the world, and the few spenders, and to how smdl a part of that
provision the industry of one man could extend itsalf and engross it to the prgudice of others, especidly
keeping within the bounds set by reason of what might serve for his use, there could be then little room

for quarrels or contentions about property so established.

31. But the chief matter of property being now not the fruits of the earth and the beasts that subsist onit,
but the earth itself, asthat which takesin and carrieswith it dl therest, | think it is plain that property in
that too is acquired as the former. As much land as aman tills, plants, improves, cultivates, and can use
the product of, so much is his property. He by hislabour does, as it were, enclose it from the common.
Nor will it invaidate hisright to say everybody ese has an equd title to it, and therefore he cannot
appropriate, he cannot enclose, without the consent of al his fellow- commoners, al mankind. God, when
He gave the world in common to al mankind, commanded man aso to labour, and the penury of his
condition required it of him. God and his reason commanded him to subdue the earth i.e., improveit for
the benefit of life and therein lay out something upon it that was his own, his labour. He that, in obedience



to this command of God, subdued, tilled, and sowed any part of it, thereby annexed to it something that
was his property, which another had no title to, nor could without injury take from him.

32. Nor was this appropriation of any parcel of land, by improving it, any preudice to any other man,
since there was gtill enough and as good |eft, and more than the yet unprovided could use. So that, in
effect, there was never the less | eft for others because of his enclosure for himsdf. For he that leaves as
much as another can make use of does as good as take nothing at al. Nobody could think himsdlf injured
by the drinking of another man, though he took a good draught, who had awholeriver of the same water
left him to quench histhirst. And the case of land and water, where there is enough of both, is perfectly
the same.

33. God gave the world to men in common, but since He gave it them for their benefit and the grestest
conveniencies of life they were capable to draw from it, it cannot be supposed He meant it should aways
remain common and uncultivated. He gave it to the use of the industrious and rationa (and labour was to
be histitle to it); not to the fancy or covetousness of the quarrelsome and contentious. He that had as good
left for hisimprovement as was dready taken up needed not complain, ought not to meddle with what

was dready improved by another's [abour; if he did it is plain he desired the benefit of another's pains,
which he had no right to, and not the ground which God had given him, in common with others, to labour
on, and whereof there was as good | eft as that aready possessed, and more than he knew what to do with,
or hisindustry could reach to.

34. Itistrue, inland that is common in England or any other country, where there are plenty of people
under government who have money and commerce, no one can enclose or appropriate any part without
the consent of al his fdlow-commoners, because thisis left common by compact- i.e., by thelaw of the
land, which is not to be violated. And, though it be common in respect of some men, itisnot soto dl
mankind, but is the joint propriety of this country, or this parish. Besides, the remainder, after such
enclosure, would not be as good to the rest of the commoners as the whole was, when they could al make
use of the whole; whereas in the beginning and first peopling of the great common of the world it was
quite otherwise. The law man was under was rather for appropriating. God commanded, and his wants
forced him to labour. That was his property, which could not be taken from him wherever he had fixed it.
And hence subduing or cultivating the earth and having dominion, we see, are joined together. The one
gave title to the other. So that God, by commanding to subdue, gave authority so far to appropriate. And
the condition of human life, which requires labour and materids to work on, necessarily introduce private
POSSess ons.

35. The measure of property Nature well set, by the extent of men's labour and the conveniency of life,
No man's [abour could subdue or gppropriate dl, nor could his enjoyment consume more than asmall
part; o that it wasimpossible for any man, thisway, to entrench upon the right of another or acquire to
himsdf a property to the prejudice of his neighbour, who would till have room for as good and aslarge a
possession (after the other had taken out his) as before it was appropriated. Which measure did confine
every man's possession to a very moderate proportion, and such as he might appropriate to himself
without injury to anybody in the first ages of the world, when men were more in danger to be logt, by
wandering from their company, in the then vast wilderness of the earth than to be straitened for want of
room to plant in.

36. The same measure may be dlowed till, without prejudice to anybody, full as the world seems. For,
upposing aman or family, in the state they were &t first, peopling of the world by the children of Adam
or Noah, et him plant in someinland vacant places of America We shdl find thet the possessions he
could make himsdf, upon the measures we have given, would not be very large, nor, even to this day,
prejudice the rest of mankind or give them reason to complain or think themselves injured by this man's



encroachment, though the race of men have now spread themsalvesto al the corners of the world, and do
infinitely exceed the smal number was a the beginning. Nay, the extent of ground is of so little vaue
without labour that | have heard it affirmed that in Spain itsdf a man may be permitted to plough, sow,
and regp, without being disturbed, upon land he has no other title to, but only his making use of it. But, on
the contrary, the inhabitants think themselves beholden to him who, by hisindustry on neglected, and
consequently waste land, has increased the stock of corn, which they wanted. But be this as it will, which
I lay no stress on, this| dare boldly affirm, that the same rule of propriety- viz., that every man should
have as much as he could make use of, would hold il in the world, without Straitening anybody, since
there island enough in the world to suffice double the inhabitants, had not the invention of money, and
the tacit agreement of men to put avaue on it, introduced (by consent) larger possessons and aright to
them; which, how it has done, | shal by and by show more at large.

37. Thisis certan, that in the beginning, before the desire of having more than men needed had adtered the
intringc vaue of things, which depends only on their ussfulness to the life of man, or had agreed that a
little piece of yelow metd, which would keep without wasting or decay, should be worth a greet piece of
flesh or awhole hegp of corn, though men had aright to appropriate by their labour, each one to himsdlf,
as much of the things of Nature as he could use, yet this could not be much, nor to the prejudice of others,
where the same plenty was Hill |€ft, to those who would use the same industry.

Before the appropriation of land, he who gathered as much of the wild fruit, killed, caught, or tamed as
many of the beasts as he could- he that so employed his pains about any of the spontaneous products of
Nature as any way to dter them from the state Nature put them in, by placing any of his labour on them,
did thereby acquire a propriety in them; but if they perished in his possesson without ther due use- if the
fruits rotted or the venison putrefied before he could spend it, he offended against the common law of
Nature, and was ligble to be punished: he invaded his neighbour's share, for he had no right farther than
his use cdled for any of them, and they might serve to afford him conveniencies of life.

38. The same measures governed the possession of land, too. Whatsoever he tilled and regped, laid up and
made use of before it gpoiled, that was his peculiar right; whatsoever he enclosed, and could feed and
make use of, the cattle and product was dso his. But if either the grass of his enclosure rotted on the
ground, or the fruit of his planting perished without gathering and laying up, this part of the earth,
notwithstanding his enclosure, was il to be looked on as waste, and might be the possession of any
other. Thus, a the beginning, Cain might take as much ground as he could till and make it his own land,
and yet leave enough to Abdl's sheep to feed on: afew acreswould serve for both their possessions. But
as families increased and industry enlarged their stocks, their possessions enlarged with the need of them;
but yet it was commonly without any fixed property in the ground they made use of till they incorporated,
settled themsalves together, and built cities, and then, by consent, they camein time to set out the bounds
of their distinct territories and agree on limits between them and their neighbours, and by laws within
themselves settled the properties of those of the same society. For we see that in that part of the world
which was firgt inhabited, and therefore like to be best peopled, even aslow down as Abraham's time,
they wandered with their flocks and their herds, which was their substance, freely up and down- and this
Abraham did in a country where he was a stranger; whenceit is plain that, at least, a greet part of the land
lay in common, that the inhabitants valued it not, nor clamed property in any more than they made use of;
but when there was not room enough in the same place for their herds to feed together, they, by consent,
as Abraham and Lot did (Gen. xiii. 5), separated and enlarged their pasture where it best liked them. And
for the same reason, Esau went from his father and his brother, and planted in Mount Seir (Gen. 36. 6).

39. And thus, without supposing any private dominion and property in Adam over dl the world, exclusve
of al other men, which can no way be proved, nor any one's property be made out from it, but supposing
the world, given asit was to the children of men in common, we see how labour could make men distinct



titles to severa parces of it for their private uses, wherein there could be no doubt of right, no room for
quarrel.

40. Nor isit so strange as, perhaps, before consideration, it may appear, that the property of labour should
be able to overbaance the community of land, for it is labour indeed that puts the difference of vaue on
everything; and let any one consider what the difference is between an acre of land planted with tobacco

or sugar, sown with whest or barley, and an acre of the same land lying in common without any

husbandry upon it, and he will find that the improvement of labour makes the far greater part of the value.

I think it will be but avery modest computation to say, thet of the products of the earth useful to thelife

of man, nine-tenths are the effects of Iabour. Nay, if we will rightly estimate things as they come to our

use, and cast up the several expenses about them- what in them is purely owing to Nature and what to
labour- we shdl find that in most of them ninety- nine hundredths are wholly to be put on the account of
labour.

41. There cannot be a clearer demondtration of anything than severa nations of the Americans are of this,
who arerich inland and poor in dl the comforts of life; whom Nature, having furnished as liberdly as
any other people with the materids of plenty- i.e,, afruitful soil, gpt to produce in abundance what might
serve for food, rament, and ddight; yet, for want of improving it by labour, have not one hundredth part
of the conveniencies we enjoy, and aking of alarge and fruitful territory there feeds, lodges, and is clad
worse than a day labourer in England.

42. To makethisalittle clearer, let us but trace some of the ordinary provisons of life, through their
severd progresses, before they come to our use, and see how much they receive of their value from
human industry. Breed, wine, and cloth are things of daily use and great plenty; yet notwithstanding
acorns, water, and leaves, or skins must be our bread, drink and clothing, did not labour furnish us with
these more useful commodities. For whatever bread is more worth than acorns, wine than water, and cloth
or slk than leaves, skins or moss, that is wholly owing to labour and industry. The one of these being the
food and raiment which unasssted Nature furnishes us with; the other provisons which our industry and
pains prepare for us, which how much they exceed the other in value, when any one hath computed, he
will then see how much labour makes the far greatest part of the vaue of things we enjoy in thisworld;
and the ground which produces the materials is scarce to be reckoned in as any, or a mogt, but avery
amdl pat of it; so little, that even amongst us, land that is left wholly to nature, that hath no improvement
of pasturage, tillage, or planting, is caled, asindeed it is, waste; and we shdl find the benefit of it amount
to little more than nothing.

43. An acre of land that bears here twenty bushels of wheat, and ancther in America, which, with the

same hushandry, would do the like, are, without doubt, of the same naturd, intringc vaue. But yet the
benefit mankind receives from one in ayear is worth five pounds, and the other possibly not worth a

penny; if dl the profit an Indian received from it were to be vaued and sold here, at least | may truly say,
not one thousandth. It is [abour, then, which puts the greatest part of value upon land, without which it
would scarcely be worth anything; it is to thet we owe the greatest part of dl its useful products; for al

that the straw, bran, bread, of that acre of whest, is more worth than the product of an acre of as good land
which lieswagte is dl the effect of Iabour. For it is not barely the ploughman's pains, the reaper's and
thresher's toil, and the baker's swest, is to be counted into the bread we eat; the labour of those who broke
the oxen, who digged and wrought the iron and stones, who felled and framed the timber employed about
the plough, mill, oven, or any other utendils, which are a vast number, requisite to this corn, from its

sowing to its being made bread, must al be charged on the account of |abour, and received as an effect of
that; Nature and the earth furnished only the almost worthless materials asin themsdves. It would be a
strange cataogue of things that industry provided and made use of about every loaf of bread before it

came to our useif we could trace them; iron, wood, leather, bark, timber, stone, bricks, codls, lime, cloth,



dyang- drugs, pitch, tar, masts, ropes, and al the materids made use of in the ship that brought any of the
commodities made use of by any of the workmen, to any part of the work, al which it would be amost
impossible, at least too long, to reckon up.

44. From dl which it is evident, that though the things of Nature are given in common, man (by being
measter of himsdlf, and proprietor of his own person, and the actions or labour of it) had till in himsdlf the
great foundation of property; and that which made up the great part of what he applied to the support or
comfort of hisbeing, when invention and arts had improved the conveniences of life, was perfectly his
own, and did not belong in common to others.

45. Thus labour, in the beginning, gave aright of property, wherever any one was pleased to employ it,
upon what was common, which remained along while, the far greater part, and is yet more than mankind
makes use of Men at firgt, for the most part, contented themsalves with what unassisted Nature offered to
their necessities; and though afterwards, in some parts of the world, where the increase of people and
stock, with the use of money, had made land scarce, and so of some value, the severd communities settled
the bounds of their digtinct territories, and, by laws, within themselves, regulated the properties of the
private men of their society, and so, by compact and agreement, settled the property which labour and
indusiry began. And the leagues that have been made between several states and kingdoms, either
expredy or tacitly disowning al claim and right to the land in the other's possession, have, by common
consent, given up their pretences to their naturd common right, which origindly they had to those
countries; and so have, by positive agreement, settled a property amongst themselves, in digtinct parts of
the world; yet there are il great tracts of ground to be found, which the inhabitants thereof, not having
joined with the rest of mankind in the consent of the use of their common money, lie waste, and are more
than the people who dwell on it, do, or can make use of, and so il lie in common; though this can scarce
happen amongst that part of mankind that have consented to the use of money.

46. The greatest part of things redlly useful to the life of man, and such as the necessity of subsisting
mede the first commoners of the world look after- asit doth the Americans now- are generdly things of
short duration, such as- if they are not consumed by use- will decay and perish of themselves. Gold,
dlver, and diamonds are things that fancy or agreement hath put the value on, more than red use and the
necessary support of life. Now of those good things which Nature hath provided in common, every one
hath aright (as hath been said) to as much as he could use; and had a property in dl he could effect with
hislabour; al that hisindustry could extend to, to dter from the state Nature had put it in, was his. He that
gathered a hundred bushels of acorns or apples had thereby a property in them; they were his goods as
so0n as gathered. He was only to look that he used them before they spoiled, ese he took more than his
share, and robbed others. And, indeed, it was afoolish thing, as well as dishonest, to hoard up more than
he could make use of If he gave away a part to anybody dse, so that it perished not usdlessly in his
possession, these he also made use of And if he dso bartered away plums that would have rotted in a
week, for nuts that would last good for his eating awhole year, he did no injury; he wasted not the
common stock; destroyed no part of the portion of goods that belonged to others, so long as nothing
perished usdlesdy in his hands. Again, if he would give his nutsfor a piece of meta, pleased with its
colour, or exchange his sheep for shells, or wool for a sparkling pebble or a diamond, and keep those by
him dl hislife, he invaded not the right of others, he might hegp up as much of these durable things as he
pleased; the exceeding of the bounds of hisjust property not lying in the largeness of his possession, but
the perishing of anything usdesdy init.

47. And thus came in the use of money; some lagting thing thaet men might kegp without spoiling, and
that, by mutual consent, men would take in exchange for the truly useful but perishable supports of life.



48. And as different degrees of indusiry were apt to give men possessions in different proportions, so this
invention of money gave them the opportunity to continue and enlarge them. For supposing an idand,
separate from dl possble commerce with the rest of the world, wherein there were but a hundred
families, but there were sheep, horses, and cows, with other ussful animals, wholesome fruits, and land
enough for corn for a hundred thousand times as many, but nothing in the idand, ether because of its
commonness or perishableness, fit to supply the place of money. What reason could any one have there to
enlarge his possessions beyond the use of hisfamily, and a plentiful supply to its consumption, either in
what their own industry produced, or they could barter for like perishable, useful commodities with
others? Where there is not something both lasting and scarce, and so vauable to be hoarded up, there men
will not be gpt to enlarge their possessions of land, were it never so rich, never so free for them to take.
For | ask, what would a man value ten thousand or an hundred thousand acres of excdllent land, ready
cultivated and well stocked, too, with cettle, in the middle of the inland parts of America, where he had no
hopes of commerce with other parts of the world, to draw money to him by the sde of the product? It
would not be worth the enclosing, and we should see him give up again to the wild common of Nature
whatever was more than would supply the conveniences of life, to be had there for him and hisfamily.

49. Thus, in the beginning, al the world was America, and more so than that is now; for no such thing as
money was anywhere known. Find out something that hath the use and value of money amongst his
neighbours, you shall see the same man will begin presently to enlarge his possessions.

50. But, Snce gold and slver, being little useful to the life of man, in proportion to food, rament, and
cariage, hasits vaue only from the consent of men whereof labour yet makes in great part the measure-
it is plain that the consent of men have agreed to a disproportionate and unequa possession of the earth |
mean out of the bounds of society and compact; for in governments the laws regulate it; they having, by
consent, found out and agreed in away how aman may, rightfully and without injury, possess more than
he himsdlf can make use of by receiving gold and slver, which may continue long in aman's possesson
without decaying for the overplus, and agreeing those metals should have avaue.

51. And thus, | think, it is very easy to conceive, without any difficulty, how labour could &t firgt begin a
title of property in the common things of Nature, and how the spending it upon our uses bounded it; so
that there could then be no reason of quarrelling about title, nor any doubt about the largeness of
possession it gave. Right and conveniency went together. For as a man had aright to al he could employ
his labour upon, so he had no temptation to labour for more than he could make use of. Thisleft no room
for controversy about thetitle, nor for encroachment on the right of others. What portion a man carved to
himsdf was easily seen; and it was usdess, aswell as dishones, to carve himsdlf too much, or take more
than he needed.
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