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Blomas Sobes on
Fudnce and vy
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Thomas Hobbes on Prudence and Morality'

For Hobbes, natural law is a kind of moral law. Does
morality, according to Hobbes, require us to be the first
performer in the state of nature? This is very important to
Hobbes’ argument because people could not escape from the
state of nature unless some of them start keeping covenants.
Hampton suggests that shortsightedness is very common in
the state of nature, so that lack of cooperation may be the
dominant strategy. However, Warrender suggests that
Hobbesian individuals are obligated to obey the laws of
nature since God’s almighty power delivers it. If
Warrender’s religious interpretation is correct, it presupposes
that people in the state of nature already believe in the
existence of God. In this respect, Warrender’s Hobbes seems
to suggest that even less intellectual inhabitants could
understand the nature of God’s punishment. This argument

is problematic because Hobbes never that the essence of God

! This review article is a revised edition of the first two chapters of my
assessed essay in University of London. The title of this article is a little bit
confusing for any attentive reader since the term prudence, for Greek
philosophers, means that doing the right thing at the right time within the
specific context. “Prudence”, for Aristotle, is a sort of intellectual virtue that
is indispensable for any natural born political leader. In this respect, on
Aristotle’s view, it is fair to suggest that only the people who have the
potential ability to exercise their prudence are qualified to be good political
leaders, and no otherwise, However, Hobbes argues that “prudence is but
experience, which equal time equally bestows on all men in those things
they equally apply themselves unto.”’(Lev, XIII) In this sense, “prudence”
is a sort of calculating ability that is based on his/her owns experiences
rather than a native faculty. In this sense, some interpretations of Hobbes
argue that Hobbes is a moral subjectivist. This essay partially disagrees
with this point, and suggests that Hobbes intends to justify new moral
articles that are compatible with classical moral rules even though he
rejects the idea of surmmuum bounm.
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is understandable to all people in the state of
nature. If the above critic is correct, divine co-
mmand interpretation of the natural laws does
not represent a source of obligation under

Hobbes’s moral theory.

If this is so, it is difficult for Hobbesian
followers to keep their promise in the state of
nature, even though punishment from God
exists. On what grounds do Hobbesians in the
state of nature decide to be the first performer
rather than taking advantage of breaching of
covenants? This review intends to reassess
Hobbesian scholars’ attempts to reduce the
morality to rationality.

According to Strauss’s interpretation,
Hobbes grounds his political philosophy on
two postulates of human nature: vanity and
natural reason. As we have noted in the
introduction, the reason why Hobbesian men
continually pursue power is that they cannot
assure present happiness without acquiring
more power. It could also be that people
strive for power because they intend to enjoy
the pleasure of superiority with regard to
another’s power. In Leviathan, Hobbes provi-
des a criterion for distinguishing between
permissible and impermissible striving for

power:>

Also, because there be some that, taking
pleasure in contemplating their own
power in the acts of conquest, which

they pursue farther than their security

? Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 11.
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requires, if others, that otherwise would
be glad to be at ease within modest
bounds, should not by invasion increase
their power, they would not be able,
long time, by standing only on their
defence, to subsist. And by consequen-
ce, such augmentation of dominion ov-
er men being necessary to a man's
conservation; it ought to be allowed him.
(Lev, XIII, 4; emphasis added)

Strauss argues that the rational pursuit of
power is unnatural because it derives from
rational self-reflection that could only exist
after receiving the education. Hence, Hobbes
only regards the irrational striving for power
as a natural human appetite. 3 Strauss concl-
udes that the irrational striving for power is
motivated by the desire for glory, i.e., desiring

.. 4
a sense of superiority over others.

Although Hobbes maintains that we can
discover the natural laws that can contribute
to our self-preservation as long as we reason
correctly, he seems to hold a pessimistic view
regarding the impotence of human reason,
leaving it vulnerable to natural appetites, such
as vanity. It is impossible to escape from the
state of war once Hobbesian men deny the
points of natural reasoning. If natural reason
is too weak to “direct our course to clear
away doubts,”5 how do Hobbesian men

attain long-term peace?

? Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 10.

* Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: lts
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 12.

> DC, Epistle dedicatory, p. 5.
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Strauss views Hobbes’s state of nature as
an unending life-or-death struggle. The
infinite striving after power is due to man’s
wish to win the recognition of others. As

Strauss describes it:

For if man's natural appetite is vanity,
this means that man by nature strives to
surpass all his fellows and to have his
superiority recognized by all others, in
order that he may take pleasure in
himself; that he naturally wishes the
whole world of fear and obey him.
(emphasis added)6

The proud man who lives in the
imagination of the world regards himself as
the best one. However, he cannot persuade
himself, unless he attains the recognition of
others with regard to his superiority. Hence,
he steps outside the world of imagination and
claims his superiority to anybody else in
order to satisfy his desire for vainglory.’
Conflicts arise because Hobbes presupposes
the equality of mankind, emphasizing every-
one’s satisfaction with his or her own talent
and the possibility of killing a stronger person
through cooperation between weaker ones.
( Lev, X1II, 2-3) The war of all against all
thus breaks out and people aim to subject
others rather than taking their lives away. In
the process of conflict, experiencing physical
pain can cause fear for one’s life. According

to Strauss’s interpretation, a fear for one’s life

® Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 18.
" Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 20.
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can “transform the desire for revenge into
hatred.”™® Consequently, the hater aims to kill
his or her enemy rather than triumph over
them. Strauss concludes that “the struggle for
pre-eminence, about 'trifles,’ has become a
life-or-death struggle. In this way, natural
man happens unforeseen upon the danger of
death; in this way he becomes to know this
primary and greatest and supreme evil for the
first time, to recognize death as the greatest
and supreme evil in the moment of being
irresistibly driven to fall back before death in
order to struggle for his life.’ ?

Experiencing injury during fighting
enables Hobbesian man to experience his or
her limits in physical ability, affirming the
idea of human equality. Besides, since we
cannot precisely predict the timing of an
mjury, it means that we also suffer from the
uncertainty of the event. Failing to predict this
timing is due to our limited knowledge, and it
follows that we realize the limits of our
insight and intelligence. “Men have no other
means to acknowledge their own Darkness,
but only by reasoning from the unforeseen
mischance, that befall them in their ways.
This self-knowledge is especially brought
about by the unforeseen perception of the

greatest and supreme evil, death.”"”

At the epistemological level, according to

Strauss’s Hobbes, the proud human being

®Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 20
*Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 21
"Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 19.



o AU PG F e 2006 4 12 A
starts to know the real world by passively
experiencing unforeseen mort- al danger,
rather than actively discovering universal
valid principle made powerless by human
reason. Strauss suggests’ the world is origina-
lly revealed to man not only by detachedly
and spontaneously seeing its form, but by the
involuntary experience of its resistance.” ““T-
he ideal condition for self-knowledge is, ther-

efore, unforeseen mortal danger.”12

In this respect, according to Strauss, people
can rationally reflect on themselves only if
they realize violent death is the supreme evil.
Thus, people can follow suggestions based
on reason, i.e., obeying the natural laws as the
basis of peace. Consequently, people may
take a cooperative stance that contributes to
our long-term peace in the state of nature,
even they are shortsighted. If this is so,
Hobbes’s natural laws are valid in foro

interno, as well as in foro externo.

I

Strauss’s Hobbes tells us that pride as the
source of Aristocratic honour should be
replaced with “bourgeois morality” that
derives from the fear of violent death. On
Strauss’s reading, unlike earlier writing,
Hobbes’s idea of passion anticipates the
bourgeois morality that in favor of the
profit-maximizing behaviors rather than the
aristocratic honour. It seems that Hobbes

holds the view that role of pride should be

"Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 27.
I eo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 19.
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eliminated in his latter works. In this sense,
Strauss’s Hobbes denies the possibility that
the man with proper pride can contribute to
peace and prosperity in Hobbes’s political
philosophy.

However,
Thomas Hobbes and the Political Philo-
sophy of Glory. Strauss’s understand of
similar to

Slomp contras Strauss in

bourgeois morality is quite
Macpherson’s new market men that aim to
accumulate possessions in a possessive
market society. For Slomp, the first textual
evidence against this interpretation is based
on Hobbes’s De Homine. Hobbes explicitly
need is

Furthermore, in his famous

“poverty  without
513

suggests
honourable.
posthumous work- Behomoth, Hobbes levels
against the Church because it fails to
condemn the bourgeois greed.

Although Slomp does not agree with
Strauss’s interpretation of Hobbes, Slomp
never subscribes to the view that Hobbes’s
idea of pride could be the source of morality.
Oakeshott and Goldsmith, instead, suggest
that the minority of gallant people who are
proud of themselves and never afraid of other
people’s betray will keep their promise in the
state of nature without the assurance of the
second performance. In this respect, the
aristocratic virtue should be the contributing
factor to our long-term peace since it enables
people to follow the dictate of natural laws.
However, according to Slomp’s reading, the

salient characteristic of content with equality

3 Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 49.
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and to study philosophy, “not the obsessed

with the pursuit of glory”14

According to Slomp’s reading of Hobbes,
compared with the Hobbes’s early political
writing, the number of vain-glory-seekers
dramatically decreases in his latter writing,
such as Leviathan.” This means that Hobbes
may refuse the pursuit of vainglory as a
universal trait of human beings in his latter
writing. If this is so, does Hobbes decrease
the possibility of conflicts arising in the state
of nature and, therefore, decrease people’s
motivation for establishing the state as a
protective confederation? As we have noted,
Hobbesian men may refuse to take the
cooperative policy because of shortsigh-
tedness. It is not unreasonable to suggest that
even the non-vain-glory seekers may
sometimes break their promise due to their
shortsightedness. Hobbes only
partially decreases the number of vain-glory

Besides,

seekers in his later writing, not absolutely
remove them. Hobbes’s argument that the
state of nature will absolutely degenerate into
a state of war is still valid as long as there

exist “a handful of glory seeker.””'

How could Slomp’s Hobbes escape from
the state of nature if the role of pride loses its
privileged status? In Slomp’s game theoretic-
al reading of Hobbes’s assumption, no

rational actors can find an escape route from

" Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 14.
" Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 92.
16 Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 96.
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the state of nature that will definitely
degenerate into the state of war. Contra
Hampton, Slomp argues that this should be
viewed as the failure of rational choicest
interpretation of Hobbes rather than Hobbes’s
own fiasco. Slomp argues that the best way
for Hobbes to escape from the impossibility
result lies in Euclid’s geometry. As a political
geometer, the best way to avoid the undesired
outcome or the paradox is to relax the
original assumption. 7 In this respect,
Slomp’s Hobbes seems to stand with David
Hume, who suggests that the function of
social contract theorist is to teach us how to
prevent the de facto regime from collapsing
into state of war of all against all rather than
providing the way out of the chaos. “ This is
in line with Hobbes’s belief that historically
the social contract is never the source of

governments.”18

I

On Oakeshott’s interpretation, there exists
a tension between pride and fear in human
life."”” On the one hand, Hobbesian men have
a strong passion of pride, maintaining their
superiority over others, whether in the
imaged world or the real one. On the other
hand, they also “dread of falling behind in the
race and thus being denied felicity.”20 “And
such dread is a reflection of the ultimate fear,
the fear of death.”” And thus, according to
Oakeshott’s Hobbes, the ultimate fear of men

' Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 149.

"% Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 152.

1% Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, pp- 86-8.
" Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 82.

2! Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 82.
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is a fear of violent death at their enemy’s hand,
because it represents the ultimate failure.
Thus, the fear of shameful death at the hand
of enemies represents the ultimate fear. For
Oakeshott, it follows that there exists an
“ambivalent relationship” between Hob-
besian men.” The human beings who have a
strong desire of being “first” need to compare
his/her own quality with others. They cannot
win the recognition of superiority without
cooperation and support. However, they also

fear that they may fall behind others.

Once pride degenerates into vainglory,

conflicts between Hobbesians appear.
Oakeshott suggests that the role of reason is
unable to resolve the tension between pride
and fear. Only the fear of uncertain violent
death can lead people to step away from their
imaged world and, thus, realize the real
human predicament.”> Hobbesian men could
achieve a long-term peace only if they
transfer their natural rights to “an artificially
created sovereign authority” as a third paurty.24
If this is so, survival is more desirable than
the recognition of superiority from others.”
So far, Oakeshott’s Hobbes seems to endorse
Strauss’ understanding of Hobbes, regarding
the fear of shameful death as the role that can
bring enlightenment to the proud people. It
follows that “proud men must become tame

men in order to remain alive.”*

However, this solution for the predicament

2 Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 82.
B Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 86.
* Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p-87.
 Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p-87.
* Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p-87.
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is problematic for two reasons. First, it seems
to suggest that proud men can agree to enter
into a world where the distinction between
honour and dishonor does not exist. If
Hobbes replaces the desire of honour as
aristocratic honour with desire for mere
survival based on bourgeois morality, it
seems to impose the morality of a tame man
as an absolute standard on the people with a
variety of desires. As Oakeshott has argued,
“It seems to suggest a single approved
condition of human circumstances for all
conditions of men, and morality as the art in
which this condition is achieved and maintai-
ned.”? The incoherence arises particular
because it is generally believed that Hobbes is
a “philosopher of the morality of individuali-
ty” who affirms the “individualistic reading
of human nature.”*® Besides, if Hobbes
substitutes aristocratic morality with the
morality of a tame man, he therefore preclud-
es the possibility that the role of pride can
provide motivational power to those seeking
peace according to Hobbes™ political theory.
However, as we have noted before, for
Hobbes, courageous people can be the first

performer because they are unafraid.

Compared with Strauss’ Hobbes who
regards the role of pride as a source of
injustice, Oakeshott’s Hobbes suggests that
the role of pride may enable people to
endeavour peace. Oakeshott locates Hobbes’s
idea of pride within the Augustinian tradition.
According to Oakeshott’s
Hobbes “recognized the twofold meaning

interpretation,

%7 Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, pp. 124-5.
% Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, pp. 124-5.
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which the word has always carried.”” The
first meaning is an attempt to take place of
God; Human beings may believe that they
are omnipotent and have the ability to control
the world, other

requiring people’s

unconditional obedience.

Vainglory-seekers especially belong to this
category because they intend to win
recognition of superiority from their rivals
without real achievement. This represents “a
satanic love,” and Hobbes and other moralists
view this sort of pride as the source of evil.
The other face of pride is an intention to
imitate God, rather than seize God’s place.
According to Oakeshott’s reading, this kind
of pride as a ‘“self-love appears as
self-knowledge and self-respect, the delusion
of power over others is replaced by the reality
of self-control, and the glory of the
invulnerability which comes from courage
generates magnanimity, peace.”30 Oakeshott

describes this noble character as follows:

A man whose disposition is to

overcome fear not by reason (that is, by

seeking a secure condition of external
human circumstances) but by his own
courage; a man not at all without
mmperfections and not deceived about
himself, but who is proud enough to be

spared the sorrow of his imperfections

and the illusion of his achievements; not

exactly a hero, too negligent for that, but
perhaps with a touch of -careless

heroism about him; a man, in short,

% Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 122.
% Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 123.
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who (in Montaigne's phrase) 'knows
how to belong to himself,*! (emphasis
added)

Oakeshott’s Hobbes recognizes it just
character that gives human beings their taste
for justice. A man with a noble character will
be the first performer in the state of nature
because they neither fear being betrayed, nor

need to breach it.

Compared with the rational actors who
may break covenants because of “‘shortsight-
edness,” men who possess proper pride will
keep their promises, since they have a
fearless attitude toward the uncertainty of a
mutual covenant. This serves as an alternative
to being “a human calculating machine”
designed to predict the profitability of
fulfilling the promise. Consequently, the role
of pride that supplies the motivational power
to the first performer represents the source of

civitas.

As we have noted before, Strauss’s
Hobbes suggests that the fear of violent death
can enable Hobbesian men to realize their
intelligent and physical limit. And thus, peo-
ple can overcome the desire of honour and
obey the natural laws that require them to
“perform their covenants made.”(Lev,XV,1)
In this sense, fear of violent death may
motivate people to obey the natural laws even
though people as the first perform- er may
risk their life.

31" Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, pp. 120-1.
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However, this line of argument is
problematic. Strauss’s interpretation seems to
presuppose that even the people who possess
the proper pride will absolutely degenerate
into vainglory seekers. Strauss’s Hobbes thus
concludes that pride is ““ far from being the
origin of the just attitude, is rather the only

origin of the unjust attitude.”™

The question
arises. Does Hobbes assume that everyone is
obsessed with the pursuit of vainglory in the
state of nature? According to Slomp’s
reading, Hobbes’s early writings, such as De
Cive or the Elements of Law, suppose that
pursuing vainglory is “a universal trait of
man” while Hobbes does not deny the
existence of non-vainglory seekers. In
Leviathan, the number of non-vainglory
seekers dramatically increases.>* And hence,

Slomp suggests that:>

...on the whole Hobbes seems to be no
longer conceived that glory is the
fundamental ~ universal  motivation.
Therefore the

non-glory-seekers is consistent with the

existence of

general tenor of Leviathan, whereas
their presence was inexplicable and
contradictory in the context of the
psychological theory of the Elements of
Law and De Cive.

2 Leo Strauss, The Political Philosophy of Hobbes: Its
Basis and Its Genesis, p. 25.

* Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 88.

* Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 85.

% Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 92.
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Perhaps, the weak point of Strauss’s
interpretation lies in his fanciful reading of
Hobbes’s own text. Strauss definitely rejects
the possibility that pride is the source of
justice in Hobbes’s political philosophy,
whereas Hobbes holds the view that there
exists people with proper pride in the state of

nature, even though they are minority group.

If Hobbes
non-glory-seekers in his latter writing, this

increases the number of
revision may increase the chance of
successfully establishing a commonwealth
while decreases the chance of conflicts
arising between Hobbesian men in the state
of nature. However, it is possible to verify
Hobbes’s main premise in argumentation, i.e.
the state of nature will absolutely degenerate
into the state of war, once we admit that
people may take the uncooperative policy
because they are unable to reason correctly or
shortsightedness. It is not unreasonable to
suggest that the non-vain-gl- ory seekers may
have difficult in reasoning, thus failing to take
the long-term policy.

If Hobbes revises his idea of the state of
nature in his latter writing, is it reasonable to
perform first even though there is no reasona-
ble assurance that the other party will perform
in the foreseeable future? Oakeshott suggests
that the covenant of mutual trust is the
necessary cause of a civitas by which we can
achieve long-term peace. However, a conve-
nant of mutual trust is not the sufficient cause
of a civitas because we are not sure that other
will keep their promise only if there exists a

sovereign that can compel people to fulfill
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their promise in this covenant of mutual

trust.® Oakeshott goes on to argue:

The necessary and sufficient cause of a
Sovereign possessed of the authority
and the power required to establish a
condition of 'peace’' is a covenant of this
sort combined with a sufficiently
widespread disposition (displayed in

overt acts) to observe its terms; for the

Sovereign's power is only the

counterpart of his subjects' disposition to

obey.37 (emphasis added)

Oakeshott does not reject the idea that it is
unreasonable to be the be the first performer
in the covenant of mutual trust because the
second party may refuse to perform.
However, Oakeshott note the difference
between an ordinary covenant of mutual trust
and “the covenant to acknowledge the

authority of a Sovereign.”3 8

In an ordinary
covenant of mutual trust, the performer will
not gain the profits unless all other parties
perform. But in the covenant to acknowledge
the authority of a Sovereign, the first perfor-
mer can benefit from keeping the covenant of
mutual trust once there is a sufficient number
of covenant keepers to generate the power
that can force the covenant-breakers to obey.
¥ Oakeshott concludes that it becomes a
not unreasonable risk for any man to be the
first performer.” “And every party to this

covenant is a potential first performer.™

36 Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 128.
37 Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 128.
3 Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 129.
* Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p. 130.
" Michael Oakeshott, Hobbes on Civil Association, p- 131.
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As we have noted, Oakeshott seems to
suggest that the people who possess proper
pride or noble soul will be the first performer
in that state of nature since they do not need
to break it. Although they are minority group
in the state of nature, it is reasonable for a
non-glory-seekers or glory-seekers to be the
first performer once the proper pride men are
sufficient in number to generate a common

authority to compel other parties to perform.

1\Y

The essential difference between Strauss
and Oakeshott’s interpretations lies in their
attitude toward the place of pride in Hobbes’s
political philosophy. Strauss argues that pride
is far from being the fountain of justice.
Rather, pride is the source of injustice.
However, according to Oakeshott, the role of
pride is a contributing factor to the establish-
ment of the civitas, especially because a man
with a noble character will be the first
performer in the state of nature because they
neither fear being betrayed, nor need to
breach it. Strauss does not agree with
Oakeshott’s idea of Hobbesian pride since he
insists that proud people will absolutely
degenerate into vain-glory-seekers that have a
strong of winning the recognition of
superiority from others even though they lack
real achievement. However, according to
Slomp’s reading of Hobbes, compared with
the Hobbes’s early political writing, the
number of vain-glory-seekers dramatically
decreases in his latter writing, such as
Leviathan."" This means that Hobbes may

" Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 92.
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refuse the pursuit of vaing- lory as a universal
trait of human beings in his latter writing. If
Hobbes
possibility of conflicts arising in the state of

this is so, does decrease the
nature and, therefore, decrease people’s
motivation for establishing the state as a
protective confederation? As we have noted,
Hobbesian men may refuse to take the
cooperative policy because of shortsigntedne-
ss. It is not unreasonable to suggest that even
the non-vain-glory seekers may sometimes
break their promise due to their shortsig-
htedness. Besides, Hobbes only partially
decreases the number of vain-glory seekers in
his later writing, not absolutely remove them.
Hobbes’s argument that the state of nature
will absolutely degenerate into a state of war
is still valid as long as there exist “a handful

of glory seekers.”*

Although Oakeshott suggests that the men
who has proper pride are qualified to be the
first performer in the state of nature because
of their courage, Hobbes admits that people
who possess this noble soul are minority
group. Novertheless, Oakeshott insists that
once this sort of people are sufficient in num-
ber to generate the common power that can
enforce other participants to obey; it is reason-
able for any Hobbesian men to become the

first performer.

Hobbes

philosophy on a paradoxical combination

seems to base his political

between self-interest and morality, i.e. strivin-

g for self-preservation and obeying the natur-

2 Gabriella Slomp, Thomas Hobbes and the Political
Philosophy of Glory, p. 96.

$+ =4 10

al laws as articles of peace. After re-evaluate
Leo Strauss and Oakeshott’s interpretations
of Hobbes, it is reasonable to suggest that the
role of proper pride may supply the adequate
motivational power for obeying the mo- ral
rules, i.e. “Do not that to another, which thou
have done to thyself.”
(Lev,XV,35 ) This is the reason why it is
rewarding to study Hobbes’s political philos-
ophy.

wouldst  not
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