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3 IR The doctrlne that polltlcal phllosophy has -as 1ts‘

"1mmedlate prerequ151te a- psychology, or’ sc1eﬁqe of man,:ls
" as old as the Greeks. ThlS study concentrates upon two
14.'j“ . ,phllosophers who share thls doctrlne, v1z Hobbea and

| Hegel. For both'these thlnkers, though thelr doctrlnes

'vary ln form and content, social and polltlcal 1nst1tutlons*_

~
- ‘..‘..

‘;whlch govern human nature.f

'

'In thapter one the metaphyslcal foundatlons of
o R :
" Hobbes s doctrlne are dellneated The manner 1n whlch Hobbes

4 . 5 .

"fi: w\es the prlnclple of motlonlto elucadate human nature 1s

”presented further,‘lt 15 shown how, from h19 account of

. /

LT

RS -;;.have thelr roots 1n and -are. the manlfestatlon of pr1nc1plestufﬂ

ThlS study prOV1des an examln-—iff“

ffhuman nature,vhe demonstrates the nece551ty of the common—3‘ﬁ“’"'“

Beas Al fal v

o

Lo, o

RN

LR

FEEEY

,f'”giwealth:fA_ ~1s -‘fed that the psychotogy whlch HobbES
N MOt EER PO e
Aprov16es 1s mechanlco~naturallstlc throughout and that 1t

\

meserves as the basms for a aoctrlne of prudent1a1 obllgatlon.'

In chapter tvo a cr1t1cal appra15a1 of Hobbes s

- ‘fdoctrlne 15 presente&

[ : ‘e L
It 15 argued (a) that the metaphy51cal
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pr1nc1ple,wh1ch serves as the foundatlon of Hobbes s~'F,L ;f o "Q'M“

psychology 15 dogmatlcally natural;stlc, and (b) that the g,f

polytlcs whlch Hobbes derlves from hlS account of man 15.3

f{ llmlted by that account N ot

'

. - [ " N

'ia,: In chapter three an’ examlnatlon of Hegel s psxpﬂblogy Q')

- and pOllthS 1s prov1ded.. The chapter concentrates upon two

o prlnClpleSf‘ (a) man as the transcendence of nature, and - ;-_‘uv_ ;f
S RS

(b) man as free personallty. An examlnatlon of both i'i R f
. : ASE e RV

prxnc;ples 15 glign. 1t 15 argued that these pr1nc1ples

enable Hegel to amellorate and overcome dlfflcultles present ‘

_fxn.ﬁnbbes s doctrlne
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- Socrates of t!he Regubllc, lfor example, elects to turn to

'a’ study of the genesis of soc:Lety. Hls reason for thls

E ‘rz)mmunlty 1s the blgg ’r of the two.

‘4{ flnd 3ust1ce there
' ; S A
. :'ma e out.‘.lf Socrates s\cohtentlon, put 1n ltS broadest: Lo

" man, .is an ol one. "In attemptlng to determlne -the’ effect : \

.WhICh juSthé’ or 1n3us*t1ce has upon the llfe of man, the

s to h1m by Glhucon\‘ apd hls ot-her 1nterlocutors :LS the ‘. oo

;‘:_ bellef thlat in society we shall be able to see justlce

.- 3 : ‘
LA o /
. ,‘) L _ x v,

1mmediate p{:eguppomtlon a 'psychology, S doc.tr:Lne of o -

-, K -

&

'

b , .

.
i

seem:.ngly ‘ro d-l\about way of answerlng the questhcon put “ : .

e o : ,\,)"':\.'

: wrltten up.}..on a higger scale.. For, says Socrates,:

/then,

: POSSlblI

\1n l,arger proport:\.ons, ea51er to . L

S form, is - that all the 1n¥t1tutions of soc:Lety-—class R e o
, sti:ucture, lla art, rehi;on and so on--are the external : = '-'Iiv-
& e manlfestatzton and embodment of the v1rtues of the human _‘.'] L .
R .' 'V'}' ! O ' '.:li.l _..“‘_.‘jﬂ se
., soul that soclety a.s the Autfward express%on of the :Lnner RSN ;J ER
S ; prl:-;cztples th.Ch govern human lee. Thls cohtentlon of )
A Socrates 5, v1z. that psychol\ogy and pol:.tlcal" phllosophy .
T e AR “ g
. R aa:e/ :Lnextr‘ cably bound up w1th each other, ,one that is S ’i T
Y sh red also by the two phll'osophers examlned 1n thls study, \ o
R ‘ ‘1 ‘4:‘.4"’”‘.- R ‘\1 ! B S . : . L N 34 l,\z: Al_‘
R ', T A te o i K A
- L 1g.ato, .leg l:.c Translated by\‘F M.-Cornford" ; (New Yo,rk. L .
SR "-o ford Unlvermty Press, 1967), p., 55. “ N - <




" Thomas Hobbes and G org wllhelm Frlednch Hegel., For each
' ‘of these‘thlnkers,- as for So;::rates before them, psychology,
. . or the screhce of man, sexves as the 1mmed:n.ate round of
- .polltlcal philosophy, for each of them, .though th ir doctnnes
"vary in both form and content,' social and polltlc l 1‘hst1tu*t—-
2 J.onst\flnd therr roote in and are the mam.festatl n of the = -
'pr1nc1ples whlch govern human nature. T : .' T
The work of Thqmas Hobbes——wh'ose Lev1athan accordlng : J
to R G’Colllngwood "zm;:recllbly overteps all 1ts successors : .
..m pelltlcal ‘theory” --ﬁhas vas' }'?’ -background the polltlcal *

turm011 of seventeenth"'c ntury England., Hls J.s--.an\agelofv«g e

—

polltlcal and soc:Lal unres

: the age of CrOmwell. and the e

3

Revclutlon. The cause of _hls umrest. and 1ndeed of polltrcal
unrest 1h general, chbes attrlbutes to 1gnorance of the L

o prmplples upon wh:.ch the proper functmrung of so ':‘1 : l',' B
- ._J.nstltut:.ons and govemment depend Thus :m hlS Behemoth, for S

rexa.mple, he attempts to show by an examrnatlon of the deeds

< of t'he Long Parliament that confused and mlstaken v1ews :Ln

i

pol:.t:.cal phllosophy can spell dlsaster for the commonwealth
e s oy

' '_','.And 1f 1gnorance :Ls the cause. the cure HObbeS 0131“‘5' 15 SCRT N

R

'v":‘be se'enlm knowleage, and }spec’lflcally knowleélge of the ' T R
.".,,p'rmg;pies of p$1.1t1‘cal sclence. For J.f the leaders of the ' ‘ .
2 ,_'ﬁcountry can: be taught the pnnc:n.ples upon whlch secure - "";
B _"gove‘rnment rest, the affalrslot t}}e commonwealth can be placed
r upo\n.a stable foot:.ng, slnce the common people always follow '~ \

. L 2R G Collmgwood ‘_ j- The New Lev1athan

942) B ‘V4-——,

(Oxford, Clarendon

Press,




S edltor. _,'(Lonqqn' ) John Bohn,,lan), V01 I, (De Corgore)p. _v.

i . o~ ’ | o s : ‘\ y . v
. . - vii.
' the‘ir immedi;te ieaders.l.v Security and stability in" goverﬁ;-
ment, ln other words, hmges upon knowledge of the p.nnc1p1es
i,, of polxt:.cal sciencé. " , o :
@ / The key to attamlng these pr1nc1ples, Hobbes holds,
. lies in the fundamental tenets and in the resolutlve- . ’
.composn:J.ve method of the rew sc;Lence of Gallleo and his’ ) ' f
' . d:.sc1ples. What these tenets and this method reveaF‘when, 1:
, g L /épplled to the sc1ence of hunan nature, is that man_is, a E
:" S ' f.. s lf-preseﬂlng englne, an englne drlven mexorably by\a r }
g T : re for power and by a"fear ‘of: vmlent death,. an— englne 3
. nught note that_l._{'o'lob’»es sees vhzmself 'as the :fl.’::.r.st'to place,_,J 3
;__'.:: : ' = :le.LLlcal ph:.losophylr‘ upon a flrm .and’ sc(enti fJ.c foundatlon," g
' '.Vhe sxtuates hls own. /work squarely w1tl;x1n the framework of ; ‘
o . ::"."'.the erth' of meéetn sclence and of the dlscovenés of 7‘ :
Con . ::..Gahleo, whom he descrlbes as-"'the flrst that opened to .us‘ J,'- )
| , . - _'.”-', : the gate of natural phllosophy unnIersal. _3 Just- «as‘ Lt had“ e
. "fallen to Harvey to apply the new scxence to the human body: L ; '“‘
| | ”":"and thus to attam to an ur;detstandlng of the cltCulatory.
- ) '.: system,* S0, Hobbes clalms that he w1ll apply .the new sc1encvej-’_.’
to human nature 1tself and ‘on. the ba.-51s of hlS {Jnd‘l;u‘;s‘ . ,
; o ’ . coostruct once and for all the defmltl ""polxtlcal phllosophy '\]
' ~‘i~l.-‘5 L From a. study pf man and of the forces whlcﬁ move ha.m, :m other ;‘
o . . ; wotde, Hob;es !hopes f70 deduce the neceeelt){ of" 'leagues,
“."‘: ) @ ’ covena?ts and the commonwealth' #‘In suchﬂ la' mannerh pOlltZ'LCS
; BT The Engllsh WOI’kSI of Thomas Hobbes.. 81r W1lliam Molesworth
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@ w1,11 attain an adequate suentlhc ground. SR '
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v, 07 The pol:.tlcal ao trine whlch Hobbes Qerlves from hlS

)
& Y

account of man as a se f-preservmg eng:.'ne 1s one that may ‘

. K ‘ br.-st be’ descnbed ‘as a/ polﬂ;’a.cs of power' ¥ ,on the.bas;s 5
B - of man/s fear of vi;al"er’-xt.‘;ieath ‘he p;:oceeds to. give d p:.ctur
,,1\ S . of t‘.he ‘conmonwéalth ruled by a) sovere;gn :mvested va.th ) .
" 5 g - o ;bsolute and md!v:x 1bie fzov:er For. iman is a macline. dnven . B i
%; e t by an . J.nfim.te d $1 e‘ for power afn pre:-emlnen‘ce over hls , \,"‘ ' "-.
. ’:{‘ ) | ) fellov:ls, ye}.: he a'so moved by fear OF v:.olent death e
R A . . . 8 e s i p R R
,:ZS ' .'.‘Hcﬁ:bea‘ makes uée of he 1§Fter 40! r?.-:-,‘i:ram the .‘;:ormer. - And" l ,' } h
' for!'xioi:b'es this .mvol es: :‘I:x‘westlng- the overeign wJ.th as,._ ’
i "gre'a'ii ,pow'érﬁas '15 miguﬁgie,_lfpr oqlf fear‘ qf .fThe threa.t ."_ : ’,
J, .:" p uf absolute p.ovyer.,' ~Vlz’ «fear of ‘the sword oﬁl«pﬁstﬁ.ee, ﬁ.' 3"' ‘: -
k § S y T 4 )
“:? 5 2 . a’ﬂ"’ pea el and s~ curlty oié the co'mon:w'e.:altiz'h a‘z"e‘. 1_rr shc;ft',
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. :l ol - '-...us Hobbas: says. :?"'l : :_.the pas'51o.n“to be reckoned upon is’ g B
: “ - y #e"‘al,;.."." Hobbes thas. makes . éear the foundatxon of soc:.al u.::
- il ;:rder and the ulftl}né‘:;e,ééurca of author:.ty .3“.: L X E "";'_ . :
> A . In t-h.e“‘body of ‘the thesis w};mh fo'llows we shall argue ,
,""., thatu"tb":.; doubtful tt;ai: a stable polltJ..c'aJ‘. 'o‘rder can be g CS
e -, bmlt upor;: the foundatlc’m of power, force and tfe”ar wluch R

n -4<'

Pt

and Hobbes‘s othe;

"o,

: :.mpress:.ve attempt to plum]:; 'the depths~ of pol:.«t:,cs and to o

T
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dlsclose for the vxew of all the prlnolples upon &hlch i o
. R ] . SN

§oc1al and pol:.tlcal order rest, Hobbes s flnd:.rfgs afe 1n

. the f;nal analys:.s cr;ppled by hls pSychology and by the

--1.
domnatlc mechanlco—naturallstlc}framework 1n whlﬁh this

psychology 1svset. Moreover,'we sha}l argue that the=

‘amelrorated and overcome in what we shall designate as ;
/ . o

Hegel”s psychology.and pol1t1cs of free personal;ty

N

'l ) . “
force and fear, but rather on man s self—consclous ?

Y ,'\ “
R o : '..*«

- recognltlon of the state as hlS substantlve groundwork

oy R

and end "For although the State may orlglnate J.n vxo.lencé,‘ B

O p “...t of the people*’; custom, and laws. There matn 1'5“‘

_ recdghlzed and treated as\a ratronal being, as,free, asra_
f" oerson e S : .  - ‘\.-‘4' B —i ", :'-\; h

. -

v,

5Hege1.A 'I‘he Phllosophl of Mlnd. Translated by w Wallace.f :
(Oxfjrd:__ Clarendon Press, 1971), j 4329 Zusatz. ' oy

lee Hobbes, Begel wrote ‘at aﬂﬁ&me°of great leltlcal ando SN '

soclal upheaval, :"His 'was the agé.: ‘of the French Revolutlon and DU S

*, Napoleon.- -Unkike: _Hobbes, however, Hegei holds ghat- it 1s,not ‘_;‘3*
“the. job. of. phllOSOphy to.. glve instruction. ~He wr1tes.n°_ ef N &
". #' ‘word -about giving: instruction as‘to’ ‘what the.worla -ought- to”
U be:i" Philosophy in any ‘case. coméds: ‘ons the’ _§cene -too. " late: to ﬁ
=+ .. give ity .AS "the thpought’ of the World, At appears Jonly ‘when'

RS ‘actua11ty is" already there ‘cut  and dried after its process of
Ty ‘formation has. been. completed.;.When phllosbphy paints’its”
' ‘grey..in. grey it ‘cannot_be rejuvenated ‘but, ‘only undexstood.

“ ., The owl of_Mlnerva spreads..its . wzngs only ‘with.'the falllng

"o .. of the .dusk."  The Philosophy of ht\. - Translated by T.M.

el T Knox xoxfo;a- Dniverslty Press l97l), Ereface,'pp.-lz 13. R




L arwnme s g aven oy cmtaer oo

‘e
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L

wrltes'ﬁ "It follows Yrom hlS metaphy51cs that true llberty

P

'57\‘ conSLStS rn obedleﬁgezto an arblgrary authorlty, that/free

.
win,

ﬂ.SPEech as an, eyll,that absolute mﬁparchy 15 9°°d"'that e

3

"ztéf'-war 1s good \and that an 1nternat10nal organlzatlon for the e

peaceful settlemeht of dlsputes would bela mlsfortune..."7 . f,;‘ Hg?:l

‘Perhaps part of-the reason for snch aljuperf1c1al and :\5.; .

. . .

t'*unquallfled mlsreadlng of Hegel, a mlsreadlng not unCOmmon Lf_. Q' 3
in Engl;sh-Speaklng c0Lntr1es, 15 the dlfflculty of hlS :f l}i'i fff“
f.thonéht1;n-llght of the otten tortuous language in whlch 1t':_' N
.; ks clothed.r Goethe hlmself remarks.npon the}infe11c1ty oil* S

o
Hegel's la ‘uage and style. But whatever the_cause of such‘

‘o

enormous prejudrees\\nd mlsunderstandlng, 1t rs neceSSary

Y . . ¢

that a more balanced v1ew be presemted 1f Hegel 1s to
: %

recelve a fair hearlng and 1f we are to reap the bEDEflt of N 4;€;.y5"

hls 1n51ght 1n the realm of politlcal phllosophy. It 15 our;

A

f‘bgu that an understanding of*the manner ln Whlqh Hegel

grounds polltlcs 1n a doctflne Qf man as free‘personalmty

-
)

t:f wifi go some.way towards redressmng thlS 1mbalance. We hope_f'}%?fj

toovthat 1t w1ll prov1de some 1ndlcation of the rlchness andffj],«~'f

- ‘

e ‘,' . f

”fj? scoﬁe of Hegel s poirtlcal thought for the pr1nc1p1e of m%nff{;

as free personallty enables Hegel at once to encompass the

partlal truth of‘hobbes s naturallstlc doctrfne whlle avo;dmgl

.l‘
. .

the dlffldhltles wh1éh beleaguer thls doctrlne. In showlng ‘{5'.3

PN . .,‘_‘1;.
the constltutgon of the prlnc1ple of man as free personallty '

*“ A§ quoted 1n Sholomo Avrnerl,.Hegel s Theorx of the Modern L:
;State.m (Cambrldge-‘ Un1Ver51ty Press, 1972), p. 239.,“3x'=




xi.

\comprehends the pOllthS of power and whlch transcends 1t.

t

The plan 'in accordance wzth Whlch the argument will "

!
. ’ 7,
proceed 1s-as follows:~

4 ’ P
- ’ »

L

In chapter one we shall dellneate the fundamental : ?
"tenets whlch serve -as. the cornerstone of Hobbes s systematlc l ",}i

:endeavours in the realm of phllosophy. We shall show how,

<.

. |
. oh the ba51s of these tenets, Hobbes constructs hlS doctrlne X o
;7of ‘man as a self-preservrng, prudent1a1 engxne and how, from - Ji

thls account of man, he deduces the nece551ty of contracts

hnand the commonwealth. "55;.15.1_" i,l;””“' 'ﬁ o 5. SR

. In cnapter two‘we shall take a crltzcal look at Hobbesl :fzf.::?

'{doctrlne. We shall show (a) that the metaphysrcs whlch serves

«:-stic, and (b)

lS llmlted by that account*

_;account of man

1n chapter three we shall turn to a conS1der-

N K3

= ation of Hegel's psychology and pol1t1cs. We shall concehtrate

' upon two prlncrples-' (a) man as the transcendence of natnre,

“re
and (b) man as free personalmty. An examinatxon of the flrst

i of these pr1nc1ples w111 provide an 1nd1cat1on of the manner

"v‘ |

1n~whlch Hegel overcomes the naturallstxc standpolnt- analysrs {f'

% ’

of the second w1ll reveal the 1mport of Hegel's psychology.




e nature 1s one that may only be descrlbed as a system of

’”fso should become clear as: we proceed.

.'Sectlon 1.1 The fundamental metaphy51ca1 tenet and Hobbes s BT

- shall show that the shape whlch thxs sc1ence takes is .
iconcept of motlon--a concept dhlch may - be shawn to be the
-phllosophlcal account of the realms of nature and of mlnd

_We shall attempt to show fufther that the polltlcal and moralv )

:'-obllgatlon whxch Hobbes derlves from hls account,of human

Vfunlversal or common, prudence. The sense 1n whlch thls 15

1n51ght 1nto Hobbes s conceptlon of the scope and alm of

.phllosophlcal inqu1ry We mlght Wlth proflt turn to the openlng

'knowledge of effects or appearances, as we acqulre by true '5§;-‘

CHAPTER I ! .

HOBBES'S MOTIONALIST PSYCHOLOGY

\ .

In this chapter_we shall delineate the account Hobbes )

Hone VA LG ;‘J; g

gives'of,the‘ground civil society finds in psychology,nor,

DL e E

as he calls it) the science of the motions of the mind. We T
\ o . .

~
———

determlned in large measure, though not exclu51vely, by a’

coplngstone of all Hobbes s attempts -to p ovide a systematlc

Lt
PR _ 1

I \ |

systematlc 1ntent., S

i

To set the scene for the dlscu551on and to galn some— L

[ -

‘A.‘

k

Lotad

chapters of De Corpore where these matters are dealt wlth 1n‘

some.depth In the flrst few pages of thlS work Hobbes deflnes?b:'

the phllosophlcal enterprlse as follows.,'"Phllosophy is. such

ratloc1nat10n from the knowledge we H%ve flrst of thelr causes

I .
A,Q - a 1 ,“

'.”Ef or generatlon.i And agaln. of such causes or generatlons as s l,“-m F A




may be from know1ng first their effects. w1 Hobbésjs intent

in prov1d1ng thls def1n1tlon 1s to set the boundarles.w thin

. \ Wi
A?i Co | which all genulne phllOSOphlcal 1nqu1ry ope;ates. The subject— If
] matter whereof philosophy treats is “every bddy of which we %
.can conceite any generation; and. which we may by consideration %
'fthereef; compare with other deies,'er which is capable of %
' comp051t10n and resolutlon;"2 The job of the philosopher is
by ' true ratiocxnatlon' to methodlcally seek out the causes
}?,/ A ) . respon51ble for the generatlon of any. body; AExcluded there—'
.ﬁ' :‘fore,/from.the realm of phllosophlcal 1nqu1ry is, the doctrlne
) {; ‘ S " +of ‘God,. Or Theology, for God ls.eternal, 1ngenerable and "gkfy_f{ h?:{
: :E‘:lnd1v151ble._ Excluded also is.the; doctrlne of angels and all ;fi\:d%'b,Vf
v Pl ﬁ_:,,ﬁ R ‘ AR AR

other 1ncorporea1 belngs 1n v1ew of the fact that there 1s

"j "1n them no place nelther ipr composztlon hor d;vzslon, nor

._,

.g' v, R

any capa01ty of mord‘and 1ess, t at 15 to say, no place for-}?

B

ratldCznatlon, 3 Excluded in additlon,‘Hobbes malntains, is

- ?,“Iant_‘\~. hlstory, na%ural as well as pclltlcal for though such
1plane§ mlght be useful 1ndeed necessary for phllcsophy,i h;'.g;ﬂl.ﬁ

e [

"the knowledge contalned 1n them 15 kbut a- matter of experlence.

iééu .‘tii:."j“vIt mlght be noted that thls exclus1on:of hlstc;y from the ‘:';, ;

-‘ié' ' ;realm cf phllcsophy 1s in keeplng W1th a dlstlnctlon whlch f’n{ yzé'jg”“

Eug A'if::u"operates qu1te genexally throughout the whole of Hobbes' o . R
g%T | ﬁﬂfnfphllcsophy, vzz. that between purely experlentlal knowledge ! .
igh "7(d f,ft d‘f: 1All references from Hobhes 's’ works w111 be taken from the Eﬁw

Tk "' “Molewdrth'édition. . The'.English. Works - ‘of Thomas-Hobbes..- Sir |~ ™ .

v('drw.-.VyT:W1111am MOIESworth ed, -(London: ~ John Bohn, 1341), Vol.. 1, p 3..Mﬂ ; .
e L Puture references ‘will be ‘abbreviated. as:follows: EW which-is" ‘ CI PR
. 1Ashorthand for - Engllsh warks, followed 'by" Volume and Page number - R
";LThus the reference just glven is ‘EW X 3.;;;, . i L ,-~..f

EW' (De orgore) o g?‘ﬂﬂ “EW (De Coggore) 10
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H

and true 561entlflc or phllosophlcal knowledgeq The former, !

L

Hobbes holds, ‘is the product of sense.and memory and is

ngen us "immediately by nature. 1 he 1atter, on,the other L
. . / .. ‘w ’

. I -
hand,. is the-product of 'true .ratiocination'. It deals with

bodies and their causes .an@ proceeds in a methodical, systematic

manner. : ‘: ' i , ~)
What is thlS method in accordance wlth whlch phllosophlcal

ingquiry is carrled out? Phllosophy, as has been seen, concerns

.

itself with the knowledge of.causes and effectsr'ltuseeks either"

l l
] from glven cauSes (or generatlons) to arrlve at knowledge of

.

\

SRR b U

the effects of these causes,.or conversely, to attaln from f{w,'q,v

o Ton,

j~J'5.=}f glven effects knowledge of the poss;ble causesm’or generatlons)

'methodlcal Vﬂ} '3;f,*

of these effeéts.; In both cases the procedure‘

RN .

In the one case, however, reason proceed iregress1vely,from qlveng,u

‘effects to causes which, 1n aqcordance w1th the fundamental

prwnclple of phllosophy (thls ;>1nc1ple ‘as we shall see shortly ;~“gfliﬂ.

- Moot |

ril ; 4
'jw 1s the prlnclple of motlon), mlght account for thelr productlon./

W J

ThlS 1s the procedure Hobbes often uses 1n the explanatlon of

¥

S partlcular phenomena of nature and 1t lS the one to thcn he

R calls attentlon at the beglnn1ng of Part IV of De Cospore, the
Se°t1°“ devoted to Phy31cs.¢ In the other case, reason proceeds TN P

»
I 8

- u”' - progress1ve1y from causes to the effects whléh these generate.~ R S

K ) K H . 'f‘ ,,_..'. ’..- N .
x*; L ;hIn outllnlng h1s plan £or providlng a” systematlc account of the f“'l”
S "realms of re and of m1nd 1t 1s to thls 1atter procedure S

. / v
that Hobbes glves the place of prlmeﬂlmportance. He holds that ‘,,'::

,o

v b e

”from flrst pr1nc1p1es, 1ntu1t1vely known, 1t "s p0551b1e to

JAEW I (De Corpore) 3
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L e e e L
e e Tt \ -
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—/ to all bodles, that 15, to

K

‘deduce the fundamental structures of both>these realms. But

how, more precisely, are these first prineciples attained?

And what,

nature and mind loock like?

All'hnoyléﬁaz, according

in .gréater detail, does this deductive science of

/ .
!

to Hobbes, finds.its initial

point of éeﬁarture in the phantasms of sense and memory.

“There is n6 conception in a man' s mlnd which hath not at first

otally, or by parts, been begotten upon the organs of sense.”

~However,-phllosophy does'nottrest contept w1th thls purely-

‘ experlentlal knowledge

1

~./

for the generatlon of the 'what'n

BRI knowledge, phllosophy may se&rch erther slmply Qt
[ .,4' / b

that 1s, the phllosooher may see

7".:."

of the causes of all thlngs, as

‘f}‘If thls 1atter be the case, 1t i

causes of. unlversal thlngs,

1t seeks by way of ana1y51s to. f )

dlscover the d10t1 of the mere" thl, the cause5“res’onsrble

Now 1n thls quest for causal

[

1ndef1n1tely

1. ,,.

k the cause of some determlnate o

requ151te that he seek the

of such ac01dents ‘ag are common

1 matter, before...[he]...can know

P

the causes of srngular thrngs, that 1s, of thDSe acc1dents by ’

't !\ N .

i whlch ohe. thrng 15 dlstlngulshed from another.._8

an 111ustrat10n of what he means

the phllosopher seeks the unlve

whlch constltute the nature of s

’,

sghare, then he w111 by a proces

P t/‘ e
4, . ' P
LA, . -

FW III (Lev:athan) l

Ew 1 (De Corp_ore) 68

at thls p01nt.

rsal thlngs (un1versal.acc1dents)

ome partlcular tllng, say a

s of ana1y51s, pl,resolutlonq_‘;\

."w."m"‘ T

=;PEW?I*1éélc‘r orelafé;Li

far forth as. 1t may be attalned “7"

If for example,.

Lk
K
L
NF
g
¥

T . | { - R A
: appearance, say of 1lght or of heat, or he may seek "knowledge S

Hobbes provrd s.fA :
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arrive at the féliowing;_plain,iterminated with a certain

. number of equal and straight lghes and right angles. By ‘ .
o L L o }
.way of resolution or analysis, in other words, the philosopher o

'will. be led to those 'things®' which aré agreeable to all

' matter; viz. line, plane, limitation, angle, straightness,
. . - « . . i

> -recitude, and equality. These universal things, together )

X

»

. L P S ..
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With their cahses,‘eenstitute the sufficient| eause of a

quare. ‘Or anether example.. The idea of gold may be’ resolved
Lnto ‘the. 1dea of SOlld V151b1e, heaVy/and other thlngs mere .
unlversalAthan gold 1tself.. These, 1n turn,’may be further L

™ . : o .

ﬂ“l rfso;yed unt11 one arrives at such thlngs as are most

P

Lo St f ) CR rﬁ,:i
d:,g,..“*;‘.un1Versa1.wA"I couclude, therefore, says Hobbes, “that the ;-vjm,if.ﬂ
~method of attalnlng to the un1versa1 knéwledge of thlngs, 15 .
purely analytical.ng : B ' L ““Rt' "1 T ,3111;;
'@- N0w these unlversal thlngs dd not Hobbes holds, represent B
Sl 7 . £ e
) —"; Co the ultlmate termlnus of the phllosopher s quesﬂi for as noted 2
in the case of the square ]ust glven he must seek also the A :
., ‘ ) :
o causes of these unlversal thlngs.. We arrive, here at the central‘-:
. X R _ *
p01nt of all Hobbes 'S endeavours ln the realm of phllosophy., T
) B “jBut the causes of unlversal thlngs (of those, _7‘, R ;4,§
.. ...t L at’ least, that hdve any cduse)®are manifest’ . R
a e, " i .of themselves), or - (as “they say commonly) knoWn e T
N . .. to nature;. so that they need ngamethod at all~ L F
T S W;d'for ‘they have _all bit one univérsal-cause, 'which 5 4
‘ ; -l .is motion:. . For the variety of.all figures arises. R
. oo o) -outof the variety of those motions.by which” they ., "7 . 3
R v . -‘are made; and motion cannot-be understood-te have - . f
',ﬂJ,;j,. T L. .~ any other .cause besides -motion; nor has-the. IR
] wn RE 0 variety.of those things. we perceive by’ serise, as . it i In
P R - of: cdlours, e} nds, savours,'etc. any other cause“ oo s
R ~x'than motlon lO . ,L.zv S e A T L S
o [ o SRS ] T Rl :: s Lol Coee
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The claim, in short, is that '. .l causality is motion'; it L
is in terms of this 'one universal cause' that everytling

is ultimately'to.be_explained and understood. Even geometry, )

which is‘generally taken to be. a purely>formal sciencel}, is . i

: ‘ to be gtaSped in terms of this fundamental pr1nc1ple. Hobbes .
¥ T

intends the’ example of the square just gluen to be taken qulte

literally. To understand a square means to understand 1ts
° cause, and'thls knowledge of its cause is made up of-

£ . ) knowledge of. the causes of the un1versal 'thlngs whlch _ . .

) +
pt

constltute 1ts nature, viz, llne, plane and so on.‘ And what o

e K : ;
are the causes of these unlversai thmgs'J They are motlon" T i

for What 1s a l ne but motlon of a olnt and éuperf1c1esf 9a¥
} P! T

. A SRS g " ff kR
but motlon of a 11ne.}2 Fof Hobbes, 1n other words, the whole "éyjf

L . .
+

of phllOSOpthal or sc1ent1f1c reallty 1s to be glven a-dynamxc

.
; R X

1nterpretat10n ln terms of motlon,'ultlmately everythlng

» . L

N admxts of ‘a klnematlc emplanatlon..f L - '4\,'.7. S j.*;
' L Phllosophy deals w;th bodles and thelr causes or. generatzons. "

o : : By a process oﬁ ana1y51s or resolutlon the ph;losopher arrlves ftlef'“

*:“"' T at the unlversal thlngs Wthh constltute the nature o# any ‘ o ffﬁu
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llHobbes B 1ntroductlon of motlon 1nto a formal sc;ence llke'
geometry ‘was ‘to flnd strong opgdnents. For, an account of. his’'
. “debate with the: Oxford .gecmeter John Wallls | see’ T Lalrd S
.,.Hobbes..,(hew York : Russell & Russell 1968), pp. 102 - 9. o

4...

- - % . "o

N

'

12For another eranple or Hobbes s clalm that georetrlcal , o
- figures will truly be:. understood only when - their construct;on

by motion“is" comprehended ‘see’ EW."I  (De Corpore)g 5. 'How DR
BRI ; - properties are. known. by generatloﬁsand c0ntrariggy . Tnere the
D . exanple of" a c1rcle is con51dered.~;_u.,,, s A EE

. BEELES s
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ll
v _ dgiven.body. - But the causes of these universal things are
. , , v ' ?
not themselves arrived at by means of the.analytical or - 2
. resolutive method; for "the causes of univeérsal things (of :
: . . : : i
' those, at least, that have any cause) are manifest of them- - L
’ selves, or (as they commonly say) known to nature; so that . i
they need o ‘method at.all."13 The fundamental principle, - §~
. : ‘. Vg s s s ' . "f‘} . . . ?(.
~ viz. that *all causality is motion' is, “ER®A, intuitively s
’ : K

known, or as Hobbes'says, manifest of itself. As -self-

‘evident it‘needs no.method; It QS this oﬁe‘self—evident -

. ! '
) A prlnc1ple that constltutes Hobbes s fundamental metaphy51cal de -
N "\;'_( clalm, it prov1des the key to the understandlng of the whole R SRR
T e . of reaah.t e T e e : .
, M‘.. N c A y , * e T :.G R R TR IR R R i
.?ﬁt’fﬁ";.;—l :“A 35; PhlloSOphloal knowledge is knowledge of cause,’and all B IR
o : ' :». ““:'."' . . v . . v L i "’ ,; ,":." ':'l‘,.
R ;. causalnty 1s motmon._ qute generally what Hobbes means'by _.1;:nnihﬁ,!j‘
e Sl e . ' T
R T motlon' 1n thls clalm 1s 1oca1 movement.~ The generatlon of % B
' o N R e . "1" .
. . s :'f any effect whatever may be traced ultlmately to movement of . :“"L”
. '.one sbrt'or-another; The varlety of geometrlcar flgures has ‘
cL 1ts orlgln in. the varnety of movements by thCh they are S
constructed. Perceptlon is the result oé 1nterna1 movement ‘ J
1n the perc;plent occa51oned by the effeoy whlch the movements }7“; -
/ ‘on ' of external objects~have upon the organs of sense. The productlonﬂ5z1'~w
.'of effects in nature consxsts ofaa contlnuous pﬁocess whereln C ;‘51‘{

/ ' Ry
one body is. affected by movements Ln another body, aFd 50 on. R : ;
th Hobbes, 1n other words, a11 effects, as already stated ":,~'

. . . o , N ‘\ - o . ; o o e . . .. . . ‘ A ) . »_" :" ;'
[ . j . . . - - - . * . . B ‘.‘ . ‘ ; -
ST [ At PR S o S »
y JTEW'I "(De Corpore).69 . .. . .. e




S

[

[\

?troys som

e , yE : :
uq?lled the'agent, 1t 1s the power, or eff1c1ent cause'

'because lt Hs a body, but because 1t lS hot

’ fin the agents and the patlents, such that when they are all -

wi

have "m tionAqt movement as their primary cause. However,

to gain a clearer picture of the full implications of this

claim, we might take a look at hoy Hobbes understands

causality. ) | ‘ ¢
obbes's account gf oausality is contained in chapters-

|
ix and x\of De Corgore. The account opens with. the statement

and explﬁcatloh\QE\Eerta1n general prop651tlons ﬁpncernlng
the natuﬂe of cause and effect and then proceeds to 1;nk

these genEral 1deas w1th the concept of motlon. "A body,

(erltes Ho bes 1s sald to. work or:act, that 15 to say;_do_

‘.somethlng to another body, when it elther generates or des— T"

: L . u14_

accldent in’ 1t ThlS actlng body is to be ,5ﬁ

Wie oo

responsxbl'

~Now, an agint 1mp11es a patlent, a/hody 1n Wthh the acc1dent

is generated or destroyed by the actlng power. This patient a

'..~

"in which. th% effact is generated Hobbes calls the\'materlal

cause'; together w1th the ‘efficient. cause it constltutes

the entlre\cause ior an agent "hath itse effe\t prec1se1y

-such, not’ because 1t 1s a body, but because 1t 1s such a. - K

'bodyf or so{moved...The flre, for“example, does not wafm'

g

"15 The causes

4. -

‘h‘of all effech, 1p short, con51sts in certaln acoldents both

o

I

present, the\ entlre cause belng present the effeq; 15

"producedg‘ But 1f one or other of them 1s lacklng,‘the ef ect ;

. N
E S

for the generatlon or destruct;on of some accldent.f



'-[;entlre cause 1s always sufflclent for the prdductlon of 1ts U M

’ the concept of motlon.%?‘ Hls 1mmedlate concern in the latter 5.'_35;;aﬂ

16,
ﬁ,ls

_«lphllosophy, Hobbes 1ntends his. account.of" causatlon ‘to refer‘ R
. only to . tHings generated. ~Thus it does not’ refer to the 'Flrst S S

‘enqulry 1nto natural causes" ‘EW III (Leviathan) 92" w111 be . ¥

. ‘note- further: that w1th respect to ‘this First Mover, ‘Hobbes does’”
. ~nct-hold it to’'be itself 1mmoveable. - He' says.“"though from: thlS, o
“that. nothlng can_move: 1tse1f, At may rlghtly ‘be 1nferred that.. B
.“there was -some f1rst eternal movent;: yet it -can’ never. be. 1nferred,-
_ythough some ‘used tor make such inference,-that ‘that ‘movent:iwas |
- - eternally. 1mmoveab1e, but rather: eternally moved.‘ ‘For-as it is -7
' i _true, that'.nothing is moved . by: itself; -s0 it is true_ also ‘that,

. :ﬁnothing is moved but’ by that whlch 15 already moved.f Ew I (De. oy t
'-:'Corpore) 412.,@# L ...‘ S AT S RE SR “ .

A R L P . ) - T P4

will not be produced. The accident, either in the agent or

r

the patient, without which the effect cannot be produced is
’

termed the causa sine gua non. Hobbes; thus, defines‘a simple

or an entire cause as "the aggregate of all the accidents both -

R N N T

ER

v

of -the agents how many -soever they be, and of the patlent, put

PRI I

LN

together, which when they are all supposed to be present, it
cannot be understood but“that the effect is produced at the

same 1nstant- and if any- one of them is wantlng, it cannot’be

4
-understood but that the effect is not produced w16 It w111 ‘be _2 L
:Iseen from thls,_that rn so far as the entlre cause is present . %'
L{‘the generatxon of any‘acc1dent occurs of necessrty ' Moreover,:ﬁ,;@.ﬁ-*
n'the entlre cause ‘is hdentlcal w1th the suff1c1ent cause-:‘ﬁan’ﬁlaiu~ngf1f

“17

effect, if the effect be,at all p0551b1e. . The presence ‘of 'r:"ijf“'”

the: sufflcxent or entlre cause dlctates the.necessary productlon
of the effect. S i_:;. . ‘ |

Thaﬁ the ultlmate cause of all effects is motaon Hobbes
takes to be manlfest of 1t=e1f It is thus not surprlslng that _: ,“ﬁ-ln

: St

he 11nk the general characterlzatlon of pause just glven w1th - -

o

-

Con

Ew I (De Corgore) 121 22 -t 17EW T (De Corpore) 122 ; N njﬁi

P

It mlght be noted that ‘in keeplng W1th hlS deflnltlon of 'gg't "%:

Mover', though. Hobbes does say- that * -anyone who makes . "any’ profound I

inclined to’ belleve in” the ‘existence:of a 'First Mover'.  We mrght I
FY S
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Tare motlons an us,

:~he defénds a mediumistic theory._ "See Frlthiof Brandt, ‘Thomas. -
- .Hobbes' ‘Mechanical .Conception ‘of Nature. (London--beralrJe

\
-

sections of the.chapters devoted to cause is to connect this

3account of causation with two principleé basic to his system:

uiz. that the cause oanllﬁchangevor mutation is motion, and
that nothiné but motion can cause a motion. To this end he
declares (i) that if a flnlte body at rest in space began to
move wlthout an external cause it would have to move itself

"alikeuall_waYS at once; which is impossible;"\19 and' (ii) that

. 1f a body vwere at rest and not in contact with éome other body

"wa may concelve 1t w111 contlnue so till touched by _some other

body.f,a’ In order that caUsal 1nteract10n take place\hoth 1‘

ey .

contact between bodles aﬂd the transm1851on of motlon 1s

[ e -

. ; e i S
: x12necessary. Hobbes rejects the 1dea of actlo 1n dlstans, if et

RS

:bodles are not contlguous a?d yet 1nfluence one- another contact'j'

must be achleved elther by emanatlons or through a: medlumyarff.'

LA it

‘For, "there'’ can be no cause of motlon, except 1n a body

.

contlguous [or lndlrectly contlguous ‘by. meanspof emanatJons or

through a. medlum] and moved w22 To show that all mutat‘on or

A

hange is motxon Hobbes argues that we do not say anyth1 g-15y4

'-changed but that whlch appears to our’ senses otherw1se than 1t ;

appeared formerly, w23 that 15, that sxnce sen51b1e appearances
: e

a- conclus;on that seems to follow only 1f all changes are 1ndeed

. »

4 SIS e 1“ . R "r;‘a‘ﬁu
19 - " 20 h
"EW I (De Corgore) 115 . Ew 1. (De Corgore) 124
21Hobbes alternates in. hls ch01ce of how to' explaln actlon B SN0

between bodlES not in’ immediate . contact ‘with one another.‘ In-
his early ‘work, the~L1ttle Treatise, he:favours the ‘thesry of -
femanatlons. In his later works,,Tractatus 'Opticus and De CorEore

iHachette, 1928), Chapters I, III, VIII."-' .: . - .
f?ZEw I (De Corgore) 124 AT ‘ W I (De Corggre) 126

meow el
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change 1n these nust’ be due to other motlons——‘_g.
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‘f&U changes of motion, Be this as it may, Hobbes's cardinal '

. point~throughout‘is that causal interaction demands contiguity

& . 3
land the transmission of motion. Causality,’ in short, is the

_transmission of motion between bodies in centact.

The significance of the claim 'there can be no cause o, H

of motion except ih_a body contiguous and moved' cannot be
stressed too much. ‘Implled in lt is Hobbes s complete and a ke

totaI reject¥on of- any 1dea of final cause. "A'flnal.cause,"

he says baldly,'"has no place but 1n such thlngs as have sease

and W1ll and thls also Iy hall proVe hereafter to be an

R ‘e P S 'ri

eff1c1ent cause."?4'"W1th thls Hobbes dlscards the Arlstote— EAR N R

i S p

~; “. \ R P

TAS Brandt puts 1t.‘“It lS curlous tO“ AR

b s '
b - P .

llahlsm of the schools

Z.ﬁffi read these few llnes about f1na1 causes,_on hlS Arlstotellan b:{c‘f-

e

contemporarles they must havaihad the effect of the blow ofs, ;““J }L}i

a bludgeonq A whole world p

1shed w1th the glVlng up of" flnal" i

I

causes. There only remalns the naked causal relatlon, the

,'efflclent causes' whlch are~not determlned by any purpose.. %
:Th1s dlsregard of the teleologlcal 1s by no means a surprlse.

. Hohbes s startlng poznts are of a purely mechanlco—naturallst1c

C.nature. n23 .In place of the teleologlcal v1ew of hlS contempor—'

) : [N o

-

-arles, Hobbes concelves of a, world of bodles composed of PR

.

' ¢

. partlcles in. causal relatlon w1th other~bod1es composed pf

-\.

. y
partlcles.A The 1nteract10n of these bod;es is due to motlon,

iIt IS.thl§ Whych*constltutes T

for all causallty 1s motlon :

“- ' T f I’ . -
v . . - L . e - . -

Hobbes s fundamental 1n51ght., ‘f?“-;_ - * 5 SRR R

At!-j Thus far we have seen that phllosophy treats of bOdlES,il'W_:

e '-",.- . ‘-,,.‘ 8 . Vi . . . L
ca
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thelr causes and effects. we have seen also that°invorder;to‘
- e . . .

sc1ent1£1cally un

rstand partlcular phenomena-lt 15 necessary
-4 . h

unlversal thlngs Whlch constltute

- .

to resolve them i?to

their nature. The cause of these unlversaldthlngs, of. thcse-:'

v,

that have any cause, e have seen to be motlon, thls Hobbes

says is manlfest of 1tself, known.to natune.( However,,hav1ng

once attalned knowledge of-these un1versa1 thlngs and'*f thelr

"
! [

cause we do not, Hobbes 1nsrsts, stop here. For we proceed

f'now to employ thls knowledge, we proceed that 1s, to 1nqu1re
f“jwhat motlons produce what effects.a,We anqulre, for example,
“' . . ,_
what motlon produces A‘stralght llne, and what a'clrcular

" o . .3.,

. \\l " -| e . . - ‘._ -. )

-

e ‘ . ._,..‘,v 5 . .o

TWe proceed, 1n other words, to make use of our prlnclples

Hobbes calls comp051t1ve or. symthetlcal

L

. N -

Awhlch are- the flrst prlnC1ples by‘whlch we - know-the d10t1 of

" thlngs,.we havé ln the flrst piace thelr deflnltaons, Whlch

f;are nothlng but the explicatlon of'our 31mp1e concept;ons w

e

.These deflnltlons are to~form the startlng p01nt of a great

." 4

. 2,

'systematlc undertaklng to be carrled fut 1n aocordance w1th the

~}comp051t1ve method.. “The whole methqd,}.of demonstratlon “n

T ‘/ 3
:;'Hobbes says, lS sxnéhetlcal coh51st_ g of that order of
4 o /" oM,

7'speech whlch beglns from prlmary or most unlversal

--.\1,:1 .‘

H”;and proceeds by a perpetual composrtloqfof proposxtlons 1nto"
sylloglsms. %7 What Hobbes 1s outllnrng here :s'a procednre

[P

‘whaf motlon pushes,.what pulls, andfln what way, and so on.»i}ﬁhff

From the knowledge*we have of unlversals and "thelr causes,:f?

J. I
'..
e




T:.* root of~all causallty,'. , .q -:w; e A ’ j-_ﬁ~3 .
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,?fo;;the}deduétion of all the mattérs whereof phllpsophy -
Ltféats”tfoﬁ axset of unlversai brop051t10ns. These L & 5 “g""

defthzt;ons, or prop051tlon§, the most fundamental ot wh;ch :: /
- tis the 1ntu1t1ve1y anWn princxple that the ultlmate cause of - ’
all thlngs Ls motlon, are the central conceptlons #n terms of. - ’ ; '

wh;ch everyth ng else is to be explalned and demonstrated

.
n'. .

Hobbes s magestlc plan,.ln other words, 1s to pronde a

-

.

WWVig. a s¢1ence of bqu, man and cltlzen. ThlS sc;ence 15 to

heve s 1ts controllzng 1dea, the concept of motlon as the‘

iy HARY 7 s

D‘
Ao a M

St e o - K J
4.0 env;ew here
" -.3 ).‘_- “\',_! S et - &=

:"‘chtv says Hobbes, we pass to the con51deratlon of the effect L;f:ﬁ,m’fi

.‘ . ., 252 ‘."’ "-.', '\ 2. L. IS ) 4 i am s RN .
e »

whlch one-body 1n mot1onuproduces upon another body & s ,
-~~.J€w -4‘ o o . o - o R g

s 9
x,.,. . &%

ubody taken as a whole““whlch way and-w;th what

’at rESt or in mot;on w111 be moved 1f struck.-‘gy' R

i

s

"r -_ ,-..':,. ,'h.. t .: [ e R i1 [

by another.body andﬂgo on.; Next clalms Hobbes,.comes phy51c$,;g'?;~ f:

of the 1nterna1 and 1nV1sib1 'otmons

{ence”which tFeats.
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':. wealths and c1v1l d'utles.. W:.thln the system,, however, th:.s

o

) ’the sc1ences, c:w1l phllosophy, the sc:.ence wh:Lch cons:Lders

of any body and which ‘seeks to explain "how it comes to pass,

i:hat.tl}ings when they. are the same, yet seem not to be the

: "28

Same; but changed, 'Serisib_le qualities such as light, colour,

‘opai:ity, transpare'ncy , sound, 'odour, savour, and the causes of

sense itself are to be dealt w1th and explained in physics.

After this sc:Lence, we pass to moral phllosophy wherein the

E}

*motions of the mind', v1.z.appet1te, aversion and the:Lr species,
4 N “

love,'.1 benevblence, hope, fear, etc. are to befconsider%d. .This
o . ‘. . -
science follows physics because all the motions of the.mind

have thelr causes 1n sense and :Lmaglnatlon which are the subject

of physxcal contemplatlon. F:Lnally, we arrn.ve at the last of

v

natural nght, the causes and necess:Lty of constltutmg common— ’

I3

last sc:Lence and mdeed the sc:.ence 1mmed.1ate1y precedlng 1t,
oc*ug.y spec1al poslt.lons._‘-, For 1n both cases lt 1s not

absolutely requlslte that 1n our study of them ve - begln ‘at the

soa)

E rlrst of the 501ences, vlz .‘ geometrvy;‘ that 15, both ClVll '

phllosophy and the sc:Lence of the motlons of the mlnd x be

' . / '

con51dered :mdependently of the prededlng three sc:.ences- ‘The,

'motlons of the m1nd,~ says ,Hobbes, are known, not only by

N ratloc:.natnon, but also by the e>'per1ence of every ‘man that -

takesz the palns to observe those motn.ons w1th1n h1mself§"29 '."

Consequently, not only t‘.’, e who have begun the:Lr ratloclnatlon
at the flrst part of ph:L_

two sc1ences'- «for by lntroqpectlon 1t is pOSSJ.ble to acqulre

\

BW 1 (De Corpore)~72 | ..~ ~2’EW I (De' Corpore):73 .

AV R

soPhy may atta:m to knowledge of these

pdurio pardendarbs itz . b i Tk,

e Lt . ""




" ‘,‘scuance of motlon sﬂnEhCJ.ter,‘ and to proceed through the

— -

knowledge of the motions of the mind and from here to elaborate

T

the principles of commonwealths and the necessity of their

-generation. Ultimately, however, these two sciences take their

logical places after the other three and like them are to be
considered as instences of motion and of the effects gene’rated
by bodies in motion. All' five parts of p;hil'osophy have this
idea as their controlling conception. o

The systematlc and methododlogical intent of De Corpore,

" then, is the elaboratlon -of a un:.tary comprehens;we science of
‘body, ‘man and 01tlzen. ThlS sc:Lence lS to proceed synthetlcally

‘from flrst pr;.nc;ples, the most fundamental of wh:;.ch is the

. .,

It pr.mc:.ple of mot:Lon ltself., It :LS to hegln w1th geometry, the

[

- doctrlne of /motlon (1e.l mecham.cs, wherem the 1aws pf actlon
‘and reactlon are con51dered), phy51cs, the sc;ence of the T
'motlons of the mlnd (1e. psycholiogg‘rv) ,.and flnally to f.md 1ts
‘completlon ind c1v:.l phllO'BO],vhyy Th:.s, we say, 1s the systematlc

1ntent. However, as just J.nd:.cated Hobbes clalms also that the

sc1ence of* the motlons of the mlnd and c:.v;xl phllosophy may

»

- legltlmately take another beglnnmg, .vu.. a beglnnlng based on.

"'self knowledge and self—exammatlon. And, \1ndeed , :Ln the preface

-

. to De C:Lve Hobbes speaks of hav:x.ng pursued both of these sc1ences - :

Y

P J.n accordance wrth thls -method and of thelr bemg rlpened and

"f"plucked' from hxm before any of the other three.. 5uch state- R
oo A‘.“).' N ."’ ' ‘\1 '-)— S ‘..';l N . :. , -\ ', ""‘ A:: ,: _l:' P .:“" ‘-—.,< . ) :‘
\'3DEW. IT (De Cive) xx . - . L moh T e
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- 1dea prov1des the conceptual key to unlocklng the secrets

perform thelq\covenants madelf,

ments on Hohhes's part have led some critics, noteably
Professor Leo.Strauss, to speculate that Hobbes;s political
phrlosophy is entirely humapnistic in orientation and that
it owes nothing to "a general‘scientific or metaphysical
theory."31 And‘EEEEa facie there would seem to be a great

deal of evidence to corroborate this claim. 1In the three

major works deyoted to civil philosophy-—The Elements of Law,

'De Cive and Leviathan--it As the 'introspective' method

which Hobbes adopts. Yet such evidence is misleading:;
though Hobbes does not (perhaps could not) carry out hlS

great deductlve plan in’ extenso he, nonetheless, brlngs to

.hls polltlcal studles, as Prcfessors Watklns and Brandt have

32

fconv1nc1ngly demonstrated the conv1ct10n that c1v11

-
’ o .

|
uphllosophy is but ‘a partlcular 1nstance of motlon and of

5,

;the effects generated by\bodles ln motlon.< For Hobbes thls S

of the whole - of sc;entuflc reallty. -As we shall see; 11fe,

33” liberty

34,

accordlng»to Hobbes "is byt motion of 11mbs

- is, " an absence of the lets ahd hlndrances of motlon 3

- " . .e

31Leo Strauss, "~ The POllthal Phlloqophv of HJbbes- Tts
Batcis and Its Genesis. . Trans. E.M: Sinclalr. &(Oxford:",
The Clarenoon Prpss, - 1936), . 29, - ' i

32

J W.N. Watkinsﬂ “Phllosophy and’ Polltlcs in. Hobbes,‘ in

.nHobbes Studies;g‘_.c. Brogn {ed). (Cambrldge, Mass: Harvard
*University Press,: 1965), pp--.237= 262. .Watkins. shows, -. .
. conclusively in our ‘opinion;, : that. . hobbes "philcsophical,

‘(1e.‘metaphy51cal) “ideas are in’the forefront ‘of" hlss...b .
political: theory.? Brandt, op. Clt.~ See partlcularly e

.Chapter I. dEVOtLd to an analys;s of the Little Treatise..
.This work, comoleted prior’ to-any of the works which deal
_with civil phllosophy, already.contains what" Brardt cal].'=
x(Hobbes ‘s 'fundamental 'viewpoint', :viz. that of ‘motion. .
“This v1ewp01nt colours all.of Hobbes ‘s subseauent thought-
_”‘1ndeed so cruc1al is it: that Brandt sugcests (p. 379) that';'
-J1f we are - to put ‘any label. on Hobbes 5. phllosoph1z;ng 1t :

_~be that of motlonallsm"
'33

i

EW III (Lev1athan) 1x (De Clve) 120

'B-ﬁBW'II

70 without this law, ﬁbbbes_.:
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nuances in the wit'of individuals are to be attributed to

differences in the rapidity or "swift succession of one thought

to another()'35 and so on. Motien permeates all-that is to Ty

be philosophically upderstood. However, let us turn to Hobbes's

-psychology and civil philosophy and see this in operatidn.'

ngéat many thlngs that occur for whlch there was, presumably

-,contlguous body that could have been the cause of that
‘: occurnence.. In such cases recourse 15 had to unobservable'.f'f

L mot;ons elther w1th1n the body ltself -or- between bodles. fb*fff

- some - cause, 1t 1s often dlfflcult to see any motlon 1n a-

Section ii: The appetite-aversion apparatus..
Basic to Hobbes's account-of human nature is the
principle-that all causes are antecedent motions. As already

/ :
seen, Hobbes expresses this principle as' follows: 'there can

-

be no cause of motion, except in a body~contiguous and moved';

there can .be. no actyon at a dlstance. Now in the case of a

o) . .

- R

- z,.»'

Hobbes makes use Of“thls 1dea of unobserveable motlons in hlS o

/concept of endeavour or conatus, whlch he deflnes -as motlon'

~

:motlons, wh1ch as Brandt has shown,‘"enters freely 1nto Hobbes s . . i'

made 1n‘less space and time than can be glven, that is- motlon

made through the length of a p01nt and in an’ 1nstant or p01nt

of tlme.T361 It 1s in terms of thel concept of 1nf1n1te1y small

, P

'collectlve endeavour to understand everythlng by mot10n“37

_that Hobbes 1s able\to 'brldge tbe gap betheen the movements,"

35

1n external bodles whaoh are transmltted by means of a medlum%
\ -

to the sense organs and the movements of the body 1n appetlte

; IR
R
.
'.\’;'

EW 111 (Lev1athan) 56 ¢ " 3Tprandt, op.. cit.; p. 313

pGEW I (DP COrgor ) 206 -f,:;}'?~‘7: o fﬁﬂ 'f RS :tfﬂ;"
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' upoh the'sentieﬁt} "...there are also-other'effects besides . q~i &
~these, produced by the Same objects 1n the same’ organs- namel&h_:
;Vcertaln motlons proceedlng from senSe, whlch are called anlmal
‘:;motlons.ﬂ For seelng in- all sense of external thlngs there is
f:tmutual endeavour opposxng one another,‘lt 1s man;fest that thesi
"iﬁmotgbn of both of them together w111 be contlnued every way, ‘
 o’cspec1ally to the conflnes of both the bodles‘"A
ilaylug the ground here for hl§ concept of an1ma1 or voluntaryv.‘_“'
fmotlon. The motlon .of the sense organs proceeds via the braln‘:

.. to the heart There it causes -some’ change in the vital motlon
__be such as to help v1tal motlon, causes pleasure. 1f 1t be ﬁ“‘ ) ;'g

, such as to hlnder v1ta1 motlon 1t causes paln. In. the former ;"‘

. t
case, that 15, 1n the case where v1ta1 motrpn 1s helped or~.

'40 D -0 ‘:,’“j.‘"‘«;r

r
—
=]
..
P

and aversion, In Hobbes's attempt to develop a philosophical

system based upon the princ¢iple of motion it is this concept

that enables him to show the continuity between physics,
physiology and psychology.

According to Hobbes, motions|of external bodies work
it : .

upon the organs of sense and\produce phantasms or images:

"and this, whatsoever it be, is that we commonly call the

S B S et T

object."38 ‘However, these phantasms or images are not the

PR

only effect produced by the action of the external object

i

kR
;

o
7.

i
£
fo
i
?
s
[
i

39 Hobbes lS I

- “ <

PR

"

240, .

about the heart the motlon of the blood. Thls change, 1f01t

A
N

. G PR
o L . - .o P . w . .
. . N :" . (RPN l . ‘ . v . e
“ . L. . R R

38 3ng I (De CorEore) 405

sw 1 (De Corgore) 390

Vltal motlon is the motlon begun 1n aeneratlon and contlnued ,

vjwlthout lnterruptmon throughout the;entlre life. of the organlsm. o e
. It includes'-such things as "the course of the:blood, "the pulse, .. "
' the- breathlng, .the' concoctlon...etc.“ EW III 38 It As_the -
e A‘generlc motion of, all life, .. That. all 11v1n thlngs must” exhlblt
-.w-v1tal motlon,. obbes seems to posit -as manl est of itself.
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iﬁc_reased, the body, says Hobbes, wil'l be moved in” such a way

a

as 'to preserve that motion. "And in andimal motion this is
the very first endeavour, and found even in the embryo,-ﬁ which
o - 5

while it is'in the womb, moveth its limbs with voluntary

motion, for the avoiding of whatsoever troubleth it and for
ke - ' .

pursuing of what pleaseth it.““‘ This first endeavonr, if it

‘ -
is directed towards objects that are known by experience to

help vital mdtion and to caube pleasure, is called appetite;

.if, on the other hand, it is direct_ed away from gbjects known

to hlnder v1tal motlon and cause pain, 1t 1s~called avers:Lon. :

Before proceedlng further,-}e might pause here to make

l

‘Flrst,- 1t= w11Ll be seen that accord:.ng to Hobbes hurnan nature

“ P
1

1s so constltuted that a11 men, even the embryo, seek from the

earllest stages of llfe téy attaln those thlngs whlch enhance o

\' W + el

is w:Lth self-—preservatlo and the mcrease of v:.tal m't:.on.
LTt is thJ.s wh:.ch const1 tes the necessary and sufflc ent

grounds of hi's act:.on. Indeed, for H‘B‘bbes, ' appetlte 'a d . “ .

avers:Lon a;e essentlally redut:ed to v1tal motlon, for

so far as- partlcular objects of sense are perceived to help or
hlnder v1ta1. motion that ‘a. man seeks,' and seeks necessarlly,

to attan.n these objects or to avcnd them. A.n:.mal motion :Ls

o I >

always determlned by 1ts percelved sxgnlf;cance for the ,

advancement or 1nh1b1tlon of v1ta1 mot:Lon. Second :.t mlght

Two oo .

be noﬁ’éd that: thlS account of endeaVOur, deSJ.Ie and avers:Ljon“',

. -

e P .
. » i . o .
. ! . v . A ‘ "

. f . . o . . B

o1 - . D X '

-a few comments -on* what has been Sald of human nature thus 9ar.

v1tal motlon. From :aneptlon, as '1t were, man s pr:Lme concern ‘

~

EW-T (De'Corpore) 4077 - .+ Lo .. R lveoane oo
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is meant by'!:lobbes s .the general frameworh within which all

the passions, wviz. love, hate, contehpt, joy, hope, etc., are

! to be understood. Actions which arise from any of these .
- ¢ pass:."ons or motlons of the mind are directed either towards »
or. al\:vay from the objects which are their causes, depending. :

on whether the effects of the objects are such as that they '

help or hinder vital motioh. All the passions are instances i1 -

of desire or) aversion. Third, it should be noted that Hobbes's

account of appetite’ and'aversion is mechanical and naturalistic

e

and eritirely ‘in accordahce' with the f\xndamental tenet .of ‘his -

'éystem, v1z.. that all causallty is motlon. All actn.on 15 the - & .7

ettect of 171ot3.on4 i phantasms generated by the effects produced

S

: - on the organs of sense by the movements of external objects

' -c.ause changes 1n the v1ta1 motlon about the heart. N Depend:.ng

Uy A

‘on whether these changes help or. hlnder v:Ltal motxon, the

- s

'*"“"-cts are e:.ther sought or avolded S R

.-Now,' says Hobbes, those thlngs whlch a man desn’es he N

“cali's. gbod; those th:.ngs whlch are the object of his: agers:.on

o B he c‘a"llseVJ.l. ) Further, l-f a man find no 'lets or hlndrances

to h.‘LS appetltlon, that 15 :Lf a .man be at 11ber§.y, he. will-

o

seek to atta:.n that whlch he de51re5 and to avo:Ld that whlch

. T causes aver51on. But 1t 1s p0551b1e w:Lth respect to one and

. - - - -

the same object that a man experlence alternately both appetlte S

"and’ avers:.on.. In thls 1nstance, the ‘man w111 émbark(upon a.
\

“ process of welghlng the good ‘and ev1l consequences of the -

L
L

DRV

object sought or! the actlon 1ntended. Thls calculatlve process, R |

[

RN

R
[N

V. (Liberty, Necessity &' Chance) 305
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Hobbes holds, is called deliberation; it involves the "whole

n sum of desires, aversions, hopes and fears contihued-till -

Lz]
the thing be either done or thought impossible.“43

L

The
resolution of this deliberative process, or more accurately,

44 Willing,

"the last appetite, or aversion, we call will.
* in other words, is animal motion; it is appetite or aversion
il B " -

directed towards or away from those things or actions which :

men conceive'may/her or hinder wvital motion. Spec1f1cally, .

o it LS/tﬁE/i;st appetite in the calculatlJe or deliberative

.

process; 1t is dlrected always towards the enhancement of a

T L S

Lo

5

mun 3 well- beipg, or what he takes to be such Let us take

. a closer look at these three concepts-svlz;_llbertyii
delrotratlon and w111. "‘_ﬁ'tAiy oo

v B . . LA

A.Q"_’f”'” 'h . In Lev1athan Hobbes provrdes the follow1ng definltlonﬁ

el

Sy

o of 11berty._ "leerty, or freedom, 51gn1f1eth,uproperly5 the

RS A AP o

S ‘ ab sence of opp051tlon' by opp051t10n, I nman external . . .

‘ '4_ " impedlmentS'of motxon; and may be applled no less to 1rratlonal,

e e

and" 1nan1mate creatures, than to‘ratlonal...But when.the‘
lmpedlment of motlon, is 1nr§hg cohstitution of. the thing
t

AT itself, we use not to. say, ants llberty, but.the poﬁer to

45

“move;.;." Hobbes s account of llberty is natural or phy51ca1

"and entlrely in keeplng w1th hls 'motlonallsm", A man s‘free-

) dom COHSlStS in the absence of external 1nped1ments to h1s

4 - 3

‘ motlon, 1f the 1mpedlments to motlon are entlrely 1nterna1 then

it 15 power that ‘the man. lacks, not- freedom.» Thus, says Hobbes, ;
S N . .

L S P R
. 433“ HI <w) S e 45w 11 (Leviathan) 196"

EW ‘111 (LeVLathan) 48
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a sick or a lame man lacks the power to movef but not the
freedom, for the impediment to motion.is internal to them; )

a man who is tied, on the other hand, "wants the.liberty to i
i

46

n 1

e

go, because the impediment is not in him, but in his bonds.
" .When %roperly applied, then, liberty denotes the absence of
opposition to motion; the meaning of the term is conceived ]
in accprdance with a physical model of explanation. So con- ]
ceivedw(and Hobbes argues that this is the 'generally.received
meaning of the wordf47) the term may be 'properly’ applied £
only to bodies; fof "that which is not subject to motion.isv

'l

A o not subject to 1mped1ment 48 To say that a man is free lS

T

» to- say that he flnds no meedlments to hls motlon towards or’
away from the ob)ects of hls desare.; But how lS thls motlon f' a '
.7 : F: IR

o : +owardS‘or awa from-objects understood’ Let us turn our R #oL
: y S . v, 3.

attent;on to- the concepts ‘of dellberatlon and w111 T T :ii;:
As already noted. for Hobbes the dellbeqatlon that : -f."“ -
. precedes action is conoelved as an alternatlng series of

appetites and aversions.' It is in some sense a calculative

process-‘"to consider an action. is to imagine the consequences

of 1t both good and evil. From whence is to be_lnferred,

é that'deliberation is nothing else but altérnate hOpe'and-fear,:

- - or alternate-appetlte to do’ or qult the - actlon of whlch he

-,
»

_' ,)"‘”1. dellberateth “49 And thlS process is. not somethlng pecullar

to man,."for though men and beasts do dlffer in many thlngs

.very much yet they dlffer not in the nature of thelr delxber—

‘ at;onT.?q\ Anzmal and human dellbera ion- are 1n pr1n01ple the

‘ I 46 g

EW V (leerty, Nece551tx & Chance) 368
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+»same; both deliberate as they are moved to action by the hope ~

, .
N . of good or the fear of evi1, ! '

. ‘ The termination~of_deliberation is action; thg last in

. ! the series of contrary appetites, that Ys, the one "i ediately

next before the doing of the ac'tion, or next before the doihg
of it become Jmeos‘s:i_ble"52 is that .which we call will. Will, /4 :
in short, is the last appetite in the deliberative process; ]

it is the last dictate of judgment. The manner in vhich this
|

entire dellberatlve process is to be concelved, anq specrflcally

. . the manner 1n whlch the "last d:.ctate' functq.ons, _Hobbes
EE ‘__,\ 7"1nd1catels by wai; of a number of analogles. ‘ The'last dictate
B l‘,of judgment, ‘he says, may be llkened .to the last feather, whlch
. - hmng lald upon the horses back, 15 Ithe ‘one that flnally breaks

]

it; and’ when he" comes to expand upon thJ.s compar:.son he adds, e
."the objects, means, " etc. are the welghts, the man is ' he scale,

the understandlng of a convenlence or 1nconven1ence is’ the

et S b o e ot S e
A D b o i A i St ot g5 B P e
- = s

p-reSsure of those werghts, wh1c'h incline him now one way, now

w53

ano’-her; and that J.ncllnatlon is. the w111. In both these

analog‘les we observe once %1n Hobbes ] preoccupatlon w1th

meohanlcal models. Human actlon, 11ke all expllcable actlon, ,
’ ~ adm:.ts of mechamcal analys:.s, for all act:.on J.S the effe‘ét of A
, .‘ mot:.pn. Specrflcally all. act1on is ultlmatelx the effect of
L v:.tal motlon. External objects whlch work upon the org'ans of

‘o -
. »

sense prov1de the content of specrflc app“iatltes and avers1ons. k

;-

If the.se objects are_lknown by exper.lence to help -vital motion,

e el IV (Elements) 244 523w IV (Elements) 273

5 . 53Ew v (leerty, Necess:.ty & Cha.nce) 326
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the object is sought, 1If, on the other hand, the object is

known to hinder vital motion it is avoided. /

Section iii: The deponstration of the necessity.of the
commonwealth,

Thus far we have given Hobbes's account of the appetite-
aversion apparatus. We may now look at the consequences which .

he draws from this account. The first steps in this process

B et el e r e

are contained in the ideas of ‘felicity' and 'power'. Continual
success in obtaining those things which a man desires is,
o obbes says, felicity. Fu’rther, the means of achieving this, T

b - that .1s, the means of assurlng one [ cont:x.nual success 1n

in a pfocees of seeking to obtain objects which- they desire ”

y B attalmng those thlngs which help V:Lta} motmn .angd of av01dlng :
_;those thmgs -which’ hinder it, is power. Hence J.n all ‘men
there . is a perpretu\al ar»d restless de51re of pOWer after power xi
“that ceaseth 0nly in death w34 Since "llfe is but motlon, angd .{? . i
can never be without desire.. ;" all men are Ceaselessly 1nvolvedl ; ‘

and to avoid objects which cau;e aversion. And since the means
whereby the end, v:.z. perpetual prospering in this process, may

be achieved is ?ower, all mezc;;aae’é.essly seesk power. Morecrver,

this 'powver after po‘ker' whi, 11 men seek is not of any flnlte

y ’ - r“

\ . *  quality. The cause of thlS, Hobbes pomts out, "is not always A

.

that a ‘man‘h0pes for a more Inter_m_ve dellg‘ht, thah he has

_alr’eaay'attaiﬂed to; or that he cannot be content with moderate
.. ' ~4 . 4

e o e (g e A S e e e L :

56

power: but bpcause he cannot assure the power and means. to 1ive
/: hath present, without the ‘ecq'uis:Lt:Lon of more."

well which(h

PN
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, Thus, though some“men might be guite ‘content with moderate ~
i power they are driven to a restless pyrsult of p;nger after ‘;'}
. power in order tol protect those things which they deem ;1‘.
" nece¥sary tatie"maintenance of their vital metion. In | o
ordex to protect themselves from the ravages of t.heir fellows _
\ involved in a similar activity of Seeking to attain that which ‘ .
N -q
they desire, every man is driven\to tre pursuit of infinite ) ;f:
power. With this ideaf, viz. man's desire for in-finite. powver, . :f .
Hobbes at"rives at that point where hi,s‘ doctrine of hu.man ' ' é
nature takes on expllc:Lt 51gn1f1cance .for h:.s polltlcal ‘ fé
. thought. For as we shall see, each man' s quest for unllmlted 'é
pDWer creates a srtuation where the fellclty whlch each seeks ;
: is frustrated ThJ..S J.n turn leads man to the recogmtlon of g ‘:‘
L the nece551ty of lnstltutlng commonwealths. ‘ . g
. 1.
: Now consuiered strlctly ‘as. 1nd:|.vaduz-.nlsr Hobbes malntalns, ;‘ '
all men are substantlally equal to one another. Granted some ) .
. ¢

-
*

men ‘may be physmally stronger or qulcker of mmd than others.
Yet, when all 15 reckoned these dlfferences are not so consider-
) ' " table, "for as to the strength of body the weakest has strength'
‘enough to k111 the strongest, elther by secret machmatlon, or .

cy w:Lth others, that are. in the same danger with

by confedge
hlmself n The competltlve struggle ‘for power as the means

‘ to assurlng preservatlon and well be:l.ng, then, J.su -a struggle

)
between men who are by nature equal : WJ.th respect to the:Lr I SEI

1nab111ty as :Lndlv1duals to assure. absolute secur.lty né man ' ‘

a

' - T . . a - N PN . . “_ N - . : -
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greater or lesser than another.> S 2 . \

* In the:Lr quest for power as the means of securu.ng

B

preservatlon and the enhancement of vital mQt:Lon, then, there

: naturally arises among men a-struggle. Thie struggle is .one . S

in vhich 'every man is enemy to every man'. It leads to a

) , situation, Hokbes holds, where .neither arts, letteren'or' .

i socjety is possible. It _.is'a state of war. Worst: of all,
it places man in ' 'continual fear and danger of v:Lolent death n33

o

JIn such. a state, the life of man is. sollt%ry, poor, nasty,

| british and short « 60’

Moreover, m -such a state t.he éh:Lef

end whlch men seek, \'/iZ. the malntenance and :anrease of thelr ..

[ DR ; K Y "

o well—bemg,‘ 1S made unattamable. The ullmlted quest for power'

frustrates the end whlch man of necess:ﬂ:y sets' hlmSelf"mdeed,

1t places hJ.m in contrad.lctlon wlth hlmself ‘Rs Hobbes says. _'

1, -

1 L .0
5 .

i

dlctated by the passmns, then, leads to an 1mpasse.f It makes

E% T he "Lhat des:Lreth to lmve in’ such an"estate, as :Ls the estate “ '
-7 TuE- llberty and’ rlght of all,to all, contradlcteth himself. - F'o'.t‘ %
) - every Jnan. by natural nece551ty de51reth his éwn good to whlch E f
.o ‘ .. ' ‘ }-’
., . thvs estate is contrafy. ..'261 The pursmt of unllmlted power © X

-

. Ca R

s the achlevement of man, s chlef end 1m90531ble. P How J.S thls RIS
o . - S . w.

contradlctlon resolved" RIS .

: . . [ ,
A B I L B > . '» . o . Y v
N L

ST S¥obbes cla::.ms that only absolute power is’ J.rress.stxble. SEEEN

' RPN | . ereglstible powar, he’ hol‘ds, is wlelded by God; in clalmlng ‘that

o .. “the> sovgrelgn 5 power is cto be, made as great‘,as .can be e‘maglned' ¥

T hls aim is to ' make- t}ucpower a.Ss 1rres::.stible as p0551b1e. As

T L regards their natural, power, that is . the power.that dérives. f:om A

B ' the. ﬁunctlonlng of each. man's’' wital. motlons, men a.re ,su’bstantlally
As :Lndlvn.duals, no.man. can .be, absolutely cextain of - -

egu
EFA I de hg-his acquisitions (ie.. acqu:.red power in the. form“o: N
‘mon fame : and s50O'-on)" agaihst ravage; hor of malnta:.nlng hls o

natural’ power agalnst the- ult:.mate 1mpotence death

' Sgnw nr (Lev1athan) 113 Co 6°ew . (Lev:Lathan) 113‘,}‘".,.,;‘




- s vl o v .

S+ 7 We have seen that the result of man's guest for

~ unlimited'power ahd-ptécedence’is a State of,war of'every

man agalnst every man whereln the chlef end which all men !
seek 1s-frustrated;. We have seen also that ln.such a state, ) -

a/state whlch Hobbes de51gnates as the 'state of nature'

-

- . “each man 11ves ;n constant fear: of violent death, the complete
"‘-f\.--‘ [

and tqtal cessatlon of v1ta1 motlon.f It is the aversion

Do occa51oned by thls 1atter passxon, fear of death, that provxdes

'du

the 1mpetus for flndlng a solutlon to the contradiction. 1n ,A~

wh1ch man flnds hlmself. For, says Hobbes. slnce it is ;

o -

® supposei by the equallty of strength ‘and other natural

facultles of men, that ‘DO, manlls of mlght suff1c1ent to assure

h1mself for any long tlme, of preserv1ng hlmself thereby,_” 31‘1;
.'~1=4' P ' v "/ N - "u .

ear»of v1olent deaEh
A.“"

, ‘" -
‘ofjtltal mot}on 1s peace.”l '5
- .'0-\‘- !
he/rs to attaﬁn hls-OWn
8t : I ‘ i

I T .
'1t dlctate§ also the ways of

A

K »‘v' ‘\l‘\
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e

is. a!precept.

apr et el ey Ly

.o
Bt e

U gt en

v
23

N




’ -

'& taketh away the means of preserving the same; and to omit

\ o
that, by which he thinketh it may be preseryed:"gA Natural

.«

laws are rational precepts; they are 'theorems' of fconclusions'

conversant about those things which every man must do if the

conditions for the successful attainment of his chief end, the
. . / i . 7

maintenance and enhancement of his wvital motion, is to be -

- 4
e

j;?'. : _ achieved. - As ratlonal precepts, Hobbeg;@ﬁlnts out, they are

but lmproperly called laws, for "law, properly, is the word g

. ‘!4‘;

, 65 -

of hlm, thatﬁby t1ght hath command over others." 1€E, however,

"we consider the same ,theorems, as delivered iﬁ the word of . .

é

 God, that by rlght commandeth all things; then are they

: ' properly*called laws. 166 Th1s last clalm, ylz that the 1aws

P . , N - N '-‘ - s

\x - LF ”|‘<

frlosely when,we come to look at the place df God vn)Hobbes sbli- ” ;f"

1

s ) NN D

. “’1'sysfem._ For the present we wrll regard the characterlzatlonf:

BT . ,_1-, R ,I

; el RPN
R of them as.. rat;onal precepts' as adequate, and rndeed we;j:

Y. '.,._

”'shall”see that 1t 15 thls‘cnarac*’-“‘-f-‘lz‘tlonlthat most closely}}7f"V

/accords w1th Hobbes s expreSS syste atlc 1ntent ‘fw‘. y7§fﬁjt"

' I, e

3 In the state of nature there 1s nothlng of whlch a. man
f . "'J T e e AT :

'gcannot make use, 1f he’ deems:that thlng necessary to preserv—v

-

% I
N

,atlon and the enhancement of v1ta1 motloﬂ Naturally he has
e ‘la 'rrght' to all th1ngs.§7 The unllmrted exercxse of thls._ m

R LI - ' . IS ..

s 6 Ew III (Levrathan) 117“‘ | "Gssn"ii\rx\(rexvuathan) 147 e |
:':.‘:‘f~ 'j~665w 3 (Elements) 87 : '_\' A PO
::‘i'i}67Hobbe§¢s ﬁsé cf the term rlght,.herellmplles no ccrrelat1Ve‘ -

?;1*; duty-or o) llgatlon.,-ﬂe deflnes the:. qaght of nature ;as follows-~f
. M The right\of" nature...ls “the: liberty ‘each man-. hath tq use. hlS o
"own' power,‘“s ‘he’ wlll hlmserf for ‘the preservatlon of ‘his" own -

: at\is to say, of hrs own lee' and consequently bf .




' natural right, however, frustrates the attainment of his

' . ~

prineciple end. Conseguently, reason suggests general rules,

\
oAl

ie. the laws of nature, wherein the conditions for the success-

. © ful achievement of this end are delineated. The firstw~and ’ :

most fundamental of these Trational precepts Hobbes gives as é

follows: Yevery man, ought to endeavour peace, as far as he * g

has hope of o%taining it...;"§a or, *‘if this should prove g

7 ) ' impossiblei to.provide himself with the helps and advantages

t of war. The 'second law of nature, Hobbes claims, s derived 2.

’{ , Eromrhﬁiskfirst. It states "that a man be willing, when

: ' oLhers are so too, as far forth as for peace, and defence

Baa Y e

N :.fof nlmself he shall thrnk 1t necessary to lay down this rLQNt i R

:xlif"t ' -to all thlngs..;“§9 Hobbes follows thls law w1th a dlSCUSSlon

i RS i s

/ﬁf”; B t of the varlous ways 1n whlch rlghts may be ‘lald aslde' ' Thls,

0. ..
. ‘ Lo,

‘he says, may be done 1n one of two ways. .elther by renounc1ng

it .
¢ ' .

:”;'gﬂ¢~;,f" or’ transferrlng. —If r1ghts beaslmply renounced, the nenounc1ng ;?,:-.*‘355

St -,"," ) __\» . . N . N .
3

~5”_?¥ ‘ﬁf~;- 'party cares not tO‘WhOm the beneflt of these rlghts redound If'

-rlght be transferred they may be contracted covenanted or.u

;glven as a. glft. A contract lS a mutual transferrlng of" rlght- &

.

S :; o LA covenant 1s a contract ln whlch one party must be trusted to

: o
e 9.perform hls part at some future tlme, 5 free glft is a unllateral

~f:‘: o transferrlng of rlght wlth the purpose of galnlng thereby

'reputatron of charlty or fr;endshlp. These dlstlnctlons are T s

RS -
~ N . R . . : :
. Rl R . - .. R

:jfollowed by a statement of the third 1aw of nature;f“that men:“;
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A\
per form theiq\covenants made. Without this law, Hobbes

holds, "covenants are in vain, and but empty words; and the

right of all men to all things remainirg, we are still in the

condition of war."Yl' Hobbes terms this law "the fountain and

original of justice."72 With‘it injustice, wiz. the not-
pexformance of covenant, first becomes a poesibility, for

prior to the act of covenanting, that is, in the state of

‘nature where each man has a right to all .things, unjust actions

are impossible.

‘In a crucial sense these three laws are the most

essential and basic of all the laws of nature which Hobbes
/ N -

outlines, for with them.are given the primary conditions which

»mnet'be fulfilled if preservatidn~and’the enhancément of wital

motlon are to be achleved.; Wlth these three rules or ratlonal

o

precepts the essentlal CODdlthnS for the establlshment of
c1v11 soc1ety are outllned In each of the major works devoted
-o POlltlcal phllosophy, however, they arg followed by further

}ews: in the Elements there are thlrteen, in De Clve elghteen

”and in Levrathan srxtéen.~’These further 1aws repreeent a more

detalled spelllng out of the rules and v1rtues requlslte for
1 . '\‘
peace and the malntenance of soc;ety "In De Cive, for examplé

Hobbes includes . laws whlch proscrabe drunkenness, gluttony and

other thlngs whlch tend to the weakenlng of,the ratlonal

-

faculty[ "forasmuch as the laws of nature are nought else

. r i
but the dlctates of reasonr sq es unless a man_endeavour to

. B <
L ’
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preserve the faculty of right reasoning, he cannot observe

-

I
the laws of nature."73 In general, howéver, we may take the
first three laws as containing the essential elements of what
Hobbes wishes to say. 1In them the fundamental conditions for ¥

eath man's maintaining and enhancing his vital motion is i

/ 4 :
delineated; thus, in them alsc lies the immediate possibility

of commonwealths,

>

2 TR RN JAR

A
Section iv:, Psychology and the doé@rine of prudential obligation.

esnl,
¢

’ We have seen that the laws of nature are rational

LT,

precepts stating the conditeons that must bé fulfilled if m

o
152 s

' Vo - L
is to attain his chief end, viz. preservation and the enhance-

'

e ‘ . _ﬁent of'Vital“motion. As such, they represent

of the contradlctlon 1n whlch mar - found h1m=e1 due to high‘

'.v-'l b

quest for ! power after power‘ 1n the ‘s

R i £ o

e of nature.‘ ‘To this~:~

extent, they are derlved from the count of human nature wh1ch£<”w'

| Hobbes prov1des, for a 'man 15 led to them by,%he fearsome i jﬁ:iiq

.. ,‘._ -, ‘,
prospect of the v1olent cessatlon of hlS v1ta1 mctlon.‘ It must

! ) )

——t

-

be p01nted out, however, that thls 1nterpretatlon of the laws

K -a - Lt i

of. nature, and of the prudentlal dbllgatlon that flou5‘from

them, is not one- that would "be accepted‘by all students of

Hobbes 5 polltlcal phllosophy ' In an’, essayl"tltled "The

oh

Ethlcal Doctrlne of"Hobbes,” for example, A.E Taylor c1a1ms
. 1

. that.Hobbes's account of the laws ofxnature and bf the. obllgatlon

thah ar1§%s from them bears "no loglcally neceSsary connectlon.??

- - ' . X s o ces L -
bRl e . v e Lo [ . . R

L 73Ew II (De C:Lve) 44 T ey

74A E‘ Taylor,”"The Ethical Doctrine of Hobbes, “in‘Bobbes. i - - &
Studles, _2 c1t., p 37 S '._‘,"2~“- R T N




with his egoistic psychology. And Howard Warrender, following Eﬂ

.

Taylor, writes:. _ . . ' G,

Hobbes says so much about self-preservation .
) that it is easily regarded berng.central K

in his theory of obligation. This is so far ;
from,being the case that it is not a part of :
that theory as such but an empirical pestulate g
employed in its application. A denial of Hobbes's
o psycholeogy, -therefore, merely poses a new problem .
S of applicatipn but leaves his theory of-obligation,
- in the:proper sense, unaffected.

PEE IR

wpzd

A Now these views, -essentially similar, are certainly challengingL,
: . i f .

What they are claiming is that Hobbes's doctrine of the laws Con

of nature and of obligation are logically indenendent of his

-

pSychology, or sciehce of the motions of the mind. Such a

.

clalm, however, may be malntalned only by 1gnor1ng Hobbec‘

T P SR o .
N e S A balh e - E My B i
P .

1,

express systematlc 1ntent, Bven lf 1t be admltted that the

[y

majestlc plan of De CorEore, v1z._the der1vatron of all the

ot ;fﬁ matters whereof phllosophy treats from a set of unruersal
'.<1 ,(-“ ‘.

deflnltlons grounded 1n the pr1nc1p1e of motlon, 15 not carrled —

e i s

oat in extgﬁ 1t must be recognlzed that 1n hlS polltlcal
phllo=ophy (even—when u51ng the 1ntrospect1ve method‘) ‘Hobbes.-

1ntends to demonstrate the causes aiid necessrty of commonwealths.

from a sc1e§ée of human nature., Speaklng of method in the

<

Bg;exle Dedlcatory to De Clve Hobbes wrltes' ’"HBVlng therefore‘

s "thus arrlved at the two maxlms of human nature the ‘one arlslng.u

‘:r/ from the concuplsc1b1e part...the other proceedlng from the"

: ~J-e- S ratlonal...I seem from them to have demonstrated Fx a. most

[N

]

S ' ev1dent connectlon...the absolute necessxty of leagues and )
S S 2gnes [
contracts, and thence the rudrments both of moral and "of. c1v11 T

. e AR Lo » ,__- o - K ,_' ) "'z.
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75Howard Warrender, The Polltlcal Philosophg of Hohbes._ﬂ::fg
(Oxford-f At the Clarendop Pqess, 1966), p. 93-3‘3, s '




prudence."-l,6 Hobbes's contention is.to*have derijvéd the .

grounds of civil society from a science of humah“gfﬁhre. ‘

. From the two 'maxims' of human nature, viz. man's appetite

¥ for unlimited power whlch leads’ to‘a state of war of all
against ald and his aversion to v1ofent death which leads
: \
?*} him to seek peace, he claims to;have ‘demonstrated the

absolute necessity of the founding of commonwealths.

Moreove&, the claiﬁ that the statement; *man -
W . v/

necessarlly desires, 5elf~preservatLon‘ functions entirely
as an empirical postulate is surely mlstaken.. .Rather does
1t seem tg, be part.of a much widex, clalm Hobbes makes

'concernlng the nature of 1ly1n§'t 1ngs in general. uAll.

Lo 11vxng organlsms seek to malntaln and enhance thelr v1tal-

;<mot10n, fo;\Hobbes‘thls appears to be self—ev1dent.,;i f

S f~f“f’assert1ng thls, .hat is- 1n assertlng self preservatlonp,xfﬁ;'

-

. characterlstlc of bodaes posse551ng v1ta1 motlon Hobbes s

Y

y N

", cldim xs clearly more: than an emplrlcal one. On.the basis

of th1$ clalm,'and 1t is, thls that is really at the root of

-
.

man s de51re for 1nf1n1te power xﬁ the flrst 1nstance and

hls de51re for peace 1n the second, Hobbes proceeds to deduce

Rt I . Je

why men must found commonwealths.; Further,‘lt mlght be noted

LR K

.that,;strlctly speaklng, the clalm lS one that goes beyond

\yhat can be totally accounted for 1n terms of the klnematlc

el ‘ u~v ,._,_

- 'f. analysed 1n motlonallst terms, but 1t cannot be demonstrated. Lo

W 11

(Ce. Cive) vii Italics mine,:

Hlologlcal eel 1nterest/ as a necessary and unxversal o -:‘;':

2
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analysis.. The p051ted fact of ‘self—preservat1on may be ;“ ;:{'7“"
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'se1f~preser§ation and the enhancement of his vital motion

Vg e civels

What significance Hobbes attaches to this 1s unclear. 'What

is cléar is that Hobbes does claim bioclogical self~interest

‘as a necessary characteristic _of all things possSessing vital

]

motion; of man, he says that he seeks his own good, viz.
+

"by a certain impulsion ofbnature, no Jess than that whereby

n77 Soc far from being logically

a stone moves downward.
independent of his psychology, then, Hobbes's doctrine of

the laws\of nature and of the prudential obligation that
derives from these‘possesses a strong and (to. use Hobbes's-
own *perhaps over?eonfiaent .words) a 'most'evrdent'conhection'

Wlth that psycholqu.' To deny thls 11n§ is 'tc deny the un1ty o

thch Hobbes hlmself understood as. exlstlng between these two f;'"‘”

sclences. g 'ffff—“ix‘r L 'Af.”

In preSentlng the laws of nature as general rules or
crd

precepts wh1ch a rat10nal man- must act upon if ‘the- condltlons

" for. the successful achlevement of hls Chlef end are to be
N 3 . [

fuifllledn we have,’ of'course, presented them as fundaméntaliy

5prudentiai'in,nﬁturé. And 51nce for Hobbesg "the 1aws of . nature

78.

are ..the sum of moral phllosophy "1t fOllOWS that for h1m '

morallty is fundamentally prudentlal Each man of nece551ty

de51res hls own good, or what he concelues w111 contrlbute to

- [

such thls constltutes the necessary and sufflclent grounds of
hlS actlons.‘ However, there are paSSages 1n Hol:bec that are

v

not ea51ly squared W1th such a presentatlon. The most

consplcuous of these have to do w1th the laws of nature as'.

IR o o . B - L
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1t haS"sometlmes-been claimed that this passage'may be. made ’ X,
"con51stent only wmth a strlct deontologlcal 1nterpretat10n of
Hobbes s doctrlne of the laws of nature and of the obllgatlon

..that derlves from them.?0 On thlS readlng,,lt ls argued that

4
cited is that between actlons which merely accord w1th the law
" and those done from‘the law. For a man to merlt the title

‘-jUSt it is nct enough that hlS actlons be in accordance with -

: punlshment annexed to the law 1s properly sald to be unjust'

79,
. '-81

tjhlerarchy of commands::
'mun1c1pa1 laws at the bottom. Warrender, op c1t., pp. 299 311

Pl

~.

o

commands of God, with justice and with the virtue of the ,J?
just man.

In an attémpt to draw a distinction between the

justice of an act and the justice of a person Hobbes writes:
L)

When the words are applied to persons, to be ’
just signifies as much as to be delighted in
just dealing, to study how to do righteousness, 1
or to- endeavour in all things to do that which
: is just; and to be un;ust is to neglect righteous
dealing, or to think it 1s to be measured not - K
according to my contract, but scme présent benefit.... ?
That man is to be accounted just who doth right- }
) eousness for fear of the punishment annexed unto
- ‘the law, and unrlghteousness ky reason of the
1n1qu1ty of his mind. (9 . : o

PO T R R

! /

-we are to take Hobbes s utterances apropos of the laws of '31 CE T all” 3

ature gua commands of God qulte serlously, the natural law is

the m ral law.ql The dlstlnctlon belng made ln the passagel

~

N

.

law, the actlon must be dne thatvconforms tc law 51mply because

1t is law. ‘He who performs rlghteous acts. for fear of the

1' -'" . . "'. ~_. '»_‘

Ew II (De ClVE) 33

80Taylor, _E c1t,, pp. 35 r<5. .

In Chapter XlV of hlS work Warrender even constructs a
‘with -the Laws: of ‘God at the apex and .




There are just and unjust motives.~ What is to be said of T

such a reading?

In the first instance, it must be pointed out that

-

R

the passage cited is a difficult one, not without its
ambiguities. If Hobbes is indeed calling attention to the
strictly deontoleogical character of moral actions, then the

passage is one that is all but impossible to square with

*- his account.of human nature and the motions of the mind. ‘ : .
- But it is not clear that this is what he is doing. It is : "
possible, for example, to give the«argument a utilitarian
twist On such a readlng Justlce would be 51mply a far--
SLghted prudence, for, it mlght\be argued, only if eVery , - R

man regarded the laws of nature as. 1f they were laws and ‘: T

'facted w1th the motlve of obeylng them s;mply because they o 3“3 {f;l‘,;_f:‘

’ ffhf 1were such could the proflt whlch £lows from them be . o } ‘3%
- . ' N }
. experzenced Justlce would then be but a form of prudence, X

This mlght be one approach. ,' S ' : o

More convinecing, howeVer, would be an ana1y51s which

was able to find a grounh.for'justice in Hobbes's doctrine

of human nature and Wthh was able to account for the distinction 3 “

-~

whlch he wtshes to dfaw between just and un]ust motives. Such . °. L
N L 1
a readlng is proﬂ1ded Py Professor Strauss. Strauss contends. - S e

- that Hobbes 1ncorporates lnto hlS two postulates of human

©f

nature'-—v1z.lfear of v1olent death and the quest for - 1nf1n1te j S i::t; !
e - ' g - T
: o 'power--pr1n01p1es of rlght and wrong : He argues that prudence R AR i

and the Joxce of consc;ence flnd their - ground 1n the flrst of

! ) . . . e "
‘ i
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J

e~
Ry R




37,

these postulates, fear of violent death. In De Cive, he
points out, Hobbes says:--“...in the state of'nature, what
is just and unjust, is not to be esteemed by the actions but
o by ‘the counsel and conscience of the actor. That which is

g \ dpne out‘of necessity, out of endeavour for peace, for the

& /,preservation of ourselves, is done with righ‘t...",82

'

The just
man is he who performs his actions frog'inner conviction; that .

is, from the inescapable necessity of Nis fear of violent death,
¢ - o ‘ ' ' -

i

j

. . C . . i

. the total cgssation of vital motion. The unjust man is he who .o
i

]

acts without such inner conviction, who acts, for example, from

el S

fear of'punishment, etc.. Thus we flnd a pIEUSLble psychologlcal

FESY

PRy

grOund for just and unjust motlves.. f' BN o '
e i. e KFlnally, it mlght be noted that 1nterpretat10ns whlch SR

argue for a strlct deontologlcal readlng of Hobbes's doctrlne'. 3

- : L. Ega

BN '.fcan bE‘held only by taking ‘his qtatementsaproPos of the law "‘."f:{

‘ﬂ of nature as_commands of God“qplte,senlously and'thereby

.

© o remebhy,

trahéforming‘a system which purports to be naturalistic into

- . . ’

a theistic one, The price to be paid for such a transformation,
: A ' . - ' .
‘however, is the'rejection'of the logical étandards which Bobbes ‘ ’\5
. ' . set himself, standards which he professes tlme and again to be

. follow1ng. Moreover, contrary to what the thEISth 1nterpreters‘

1

malntaln 1t is not altogether clear that unless we regard the -

' laws of nature as commands of God we are forced “to. the conclusxon
!

J .
4 3. .

\that"ﬁhey are ln no sense qbllgatory. As D.D. Raphael p01nts

.-out, though the “athexst 1s not obllged ‘to obey God in hlsf

N

S f ' fa‘ pT e e

T .
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natural kingdom,'...he can still be determined by hope or
o "fear to yield to thHe power of nature, and the necessity of

- \
his decision can still be scribed in his thought by suych

20

X words as: 'I must,' or 'I am obliged to' or 'I ought to do

l"83

this for self-preservation. As rational precepts, in

Q‘ ' other words, the laws of nature involve pgfidential obligation.

!t. ' ‘ They are the conditions which must be ;Ggiilled if preserv-

ation and the enhancement of wital motion are to be assured.
Within. the avowed systematic framework, then, morality

'and obliéatiOn are for'Hob es prudential. To say 'this is

.An action which oughﬂE?o ‘be performed‘ is to say 'thls is an’ .|

- . jactlon which reason dlctates because 1t is requlslte for

'

preservatlon and the enhancement of v1tal motlon ﬂE*E‘ ed

;

:?;. '1“‘~, ‘ . dp la lettre moral obllgatlon is prudentlal, and-duties are

..dutha only~if they are necessary for the 1nd1v1aua1's well-

o
3
-
"*-"“-oﬁ-o.u‘.-u/i-_. O SN THLIEAEWINPRE et B R

v ‘ . belng This sald however, it must be poxnted out that

Hobbes does manage to smuggle mqral values——ln senst other

. : : "than the prudential one--into his’ system. We have seen, for ,r ”{
f D L ‘ . -
‘example, that Strauss\flnds a moral b351s, principles of -

/

rlght and wrong, in Hobbes s two postulates of . human nature.
Moreover, we dé\often find Hobbes commendlng certaln v1rtues

".;.33, . , in. senses other than strlctly prudent1a1 ones. When.speaklngi S
.t . . _ / ) ) \ . A
of justlce, for, example, he wrltes-‘ ?That-whrch giues to

human actlons the rellsh of justlce, 1s a certaln noblenesse “ T p

or gallantnesse of courage, rarely found by whlch a man

e

e L Lo ' "'..

3p.D. Raphael Obllgatlon and nghts 1nfﬂbhbes,f'Philosoghz;.f '

/83

XXXVII 142 (October 1962), 345 351. I
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scoxns to be geholden for the contentment of his life, to

fraud, or breach of promise. This justice of manners, is

that which is meant, where justice is called virtue."%% 5
' ' | What Hobbes appears to be doing here is éommehd'né these o
N, . : a
o eharacteristics, ‘noblenesse and gallantnesse gf courage,' -
! 'ff\>£$; és admirable in themselves, QUite apart from any prudential

H 3
R

base. Why he does so, given the systematic frjamework, is

difficult to explain. We might speculate thati these are E

e L e

things which Hobbes .found in his first-hand experiénce of

L EWRY

human }ife and which he fp1t called upon to agcouny for in f

- ' : his wo&k Yet, in doing. so he 1mported 1nto rls sy tem"

-) . . : B . . . \ . . I : .§
. . . : §

. ’ i

;

“thinas for which strlctly speaklng, here is no place
' o "But havxng Sald thlS, there 8 111 remaipns a questlon~

e B what, ulélmately, lS the role of GOd in

L& . . - Ve san
H [ L

! ) ‘ doctrlﬂe of obllgat' Thls 1s & dlfflcult

all the-more difficuit b ,Hobbes slown ambiguiti with .-
. P o, . N R | ..

ieé?ect to it. hisﬁwriting is often\couehéa in\irony:and ;.
A .
he not seldom gives the 1mpressmon of dlssembllqg. Yet, -

—~ : conblderlng hls volumlnous outpourlngs .on matters religious

.

in nature—-over .one half of Lev1athan, for exampﬂe, is . .

[N ‘ B t

conclude that Hobbes is entlrely dlslngenuous in his | .

3 : - rellglous utterances;. Our own oplnlon is that he was a
[ ‘ I

"51ncere, though extrEmely Erastlan, Chrlstlan. In all'

B . '

3probab111ty he embraced himself’ the fundamentaL a]tlcle og”\\%’

falth' whlch he gnves 1n'De Clve and Levmathan as ["Jesus_ is . '.”3

e P T o e PR M
Y E ‘B4£w III Lev1athan) 136‘iA~,“ AU RPN AN
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the Christ."?> However, .having pointed this ouf, it must

] - N

be stated once again that, strictly~s§eaking, this 'article

-
? »

of faith' can play no significant role in jthe-realm of

&
Sy,

:

. ‘ scientific or phiiosophicaloknow1edge. It is Hobbes's

-
o g e

intent when writing civil philosophy to-derive the causes ) ‘s
' k ~ . and necessity of commonwealths either synthetlcally from the o i o
first.principle of motion a$§ in De Corgore or 1ntrospect1vely o |

from the 'two maxims of human nature' as in the Elements of

Law,,De Cive ahd Leviathan. He writes for rational men bent oy

R T

on self—preservatlon and the enhancement of V1tal motlonq gg_

»

, ] hatever thelr rellglous bellefs mlght happen to be. ThéreJ

;4‘: - ’I' - are, uf courseh passages whlch are dlfflcult to square w1th

Lo §
thlS express 1ntent and whlch strongly suggest a thelstlc h'”i

D : po y.

o o 11ne of develdpment 1h Hobbes 5. thought.' Yet such passages3

&
repreSent 1mportatlons 1nto a system whlch is- aVOWedly

v N

S y - natuwallstlc, and certélnly q con51stent 1nterpretatlon of

o Hobbﬂs s psychology may be glven without them £

Such, then, 1s Hobbes s argument. Iﬁ repfesenté an

. . \.

—and of c1v11
dutzes, for s;nce “from the not know;ng of c1v11 dutxes, that T:Qi

o e . .

4 i.s.;A

: ,_‘ ‘ show the ab501ute nece551ty»of c1v11 societ

-‘: ~‘, vt o

- .

c1v11 wars, an@

o

from the want of moral sc1ence, procee

PR . the greatest calamltles of manklnd we may very well attrlbute
o ) to such sc1ence the productlon of.. the cOntrary commodft1es
DR . . Y DR G .

" . e . !,.
ﬁ“m,:ﬂ I

[

i

A . . . c e
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f:m other Words that '-a ca.v:.l phxlosophy wh1ch .

% i \- ""I-}obbes felt

e e l‘

ir 5'87, the way td'pgdce, sgcgrity
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‘ ‘naturalrstzc account of appetztlon or wrll flnds 1ts flnal

s

.of his SYst

fﬂground rn a dogmatrsm, for the motlonallst framework w1th1n

~‘of securlty and the keeplng of the covenant' ‘we sha&l suggest"'~l

power whlch Hobbes deems necessary for’ polltmcal securlty 15

Sapr 3
£ wt e
SE

R
3

A CRITICAL APPRAISAL OF OBBES s DDCTRINJE;

.

.. i, N )

1\: In th) chaﬁter we.shall take a. britlcal look at o

e s s

Though there is much that mlght be. said

.

in general we. shall llmlt ourselves to two

1ssues dlrectly relevant to the subject at hand 'viz., the . o { o
1

psychologlcal presupp051t10ns of hlS pOllthal phllosophy

Flrst e shall attempt to show that Hobbes s mechanlco—" -

.

hlch hlS analy515 of human w1111ng 1s set rests ultlmately

thls respect we: shalL pay spec1a1 attentlon to the problem

Yo s

4'
.avr-' . i

that 1t 15 not ev1dent that the absolute concentratlon of fg.{@_g

|~" a

< ) «'A..

able to assure that securlty.~~}”ff:jﬂf
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'to'that motlon. Throughout 1t may be seen, the mode of

/

treats; viz. of body, man and citizen, in terms of a single

ultimate principle; the‘principie that motion is the root of

"ali causality. Everyt ing that admits of a scientific

explanatlon, he holds, is an instance of motlon and of the
] {“

effects generated by bodles in motlon. Now, since there can

. N ‘

be no cause of motion except in a body contiguous and moved,

.
‘

human action is occasioned by some antecedent motion in a

L

4=cpntiguous body. The pivotal concept.at this‘point as we

habe seen, is that of conatus or. endeavour. By way of the

-cencept of 1nf1n1tely small or unobservable motions Hobbes

fls able to argue for the contlnulty between phy51cs,.phy51ology

"[

Ibﬂand psycholpgy. Motlons of external bodles work upon the

organs of sense and produce phantasms or lmages. ThlS motlon
+} ¢

quthe sense organs proceeds v1a the braln to the heart where

. :l"'

1t causes some change 1n the v1ta1 motlon about the heart. ifg*,“"

4 s B
. 4

th1s change be such as to help v1tal motion,\the result—wand

LN

the result 1s a necessary onéz—-wlll be that the organlsm w1ll

endeavour té preserve that motlon by the appetltlon of the _
/ . o sn. -~
object, prov1ded there~are no 'lets or hlndrances' to such

M

appetltlon., If, on<the other hand the change be such as to

,,a

hlnder vrtal motlon the result w111 be that the organlsm w111

cw -

1f! endeavour to avord that motlon by the aversion S of the e,f'h‘_ﬁs.ﬁ“

object, prov1ded once agaln, there are no '1ets or hlndrances'

'| o “‘

explanatlon 15 mechanlstlc.and naturallstlc. Human actlon,f‘

IS
L
L
K
E
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.". and anlmal motlon,l the former bemg the gener:.c motlon of all

- as"'to go, to speak' to move any of our llmbs,_ln such mam‘xer ‘

as. 1s :Eirst fanc1ed in our mlnd. 4 Moreover, for Hobbes,

nature 15 not g:.ven s:mely Ain. terrns of extr1n51c,-antecedent

T volunta.ry motlon :.s always med:.ated and ultimately determmed"ff o

= ASee. for the exa.mple the paper by R =3 Peters anc .
: ,AHobbes and- Hull: - Metaphyszlcx.ans Of Behav1our. S
, ~Journal f’or the Phllosophy of Scmnce, ’8 (1957, l 585 vpp_. 30-—44. .

bodies in motion.
one of the keynotes of this ar;alysis is the ciaim

.‘that “the human engine is so constituted that it seeks always
to attain those things which enhance its well-being; that is,
that the necessary aud sufficient grounds,of all human action
is a striving to obtain ‘those thi:r'\gs‘which are conduoive to
self-preservation. We h'a.\(e argued alooveB that 'th'e posited p
fact of the living; organism"'s -d_esire' for self—p’reservatign.
funct:.ons as’the background agamst whlch Hobbes s resolutlon o k

' S

of humah behav:.our 1nto J,ts constltuent elements 15 carrled

\-.. ! . i

D

out. ,? ’I‘h‘:Ls resolut1on or analysz.s 1s gn.ven in terms of v1tal - _ 2

“ ; . ' p

\
:

.«L. - -A-'.'. E -
ammal or ’voluntary mot:.on (the two terms are synonymous) 1s

medn.ated always by v1ta1 motlon., Hobbes s account of human

. W ) .
stlmul:L as’ 15 sometlmes suggested.? Granted, voluntary mot:.on .
'/ tee L e
has 1ts or:.gln :Ln the exc:.tat:.on of the senses caused by g
1 { . . ° .
motlons 1n the external object', nonetheless, am.mal or

‘Y

’

by 1ts percelved s:Lgnlflcance for v:.tal motlon._. 'I‘he organlsm'f' .
o ,._'_- ke R s o , o ‘_' ] ,.~.:‘. 9

¢

3E‘.ee suEra, Chapter I, Sect:.on 1v.

h

Yew 111 (Leviathan) 38° R
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acts from biological self-interest. It seeks to-attain those

I

things which maZntain and enharice vital motion and to avoid

1
<& ~

-
1]

‘those whichd‘hgnder R .

That;r e_q%ganism is so constituted that it seeks to
ﬁaintain itselfﬂahd to avoid the principle of- all evils,
violeqt’death;.ﬂobbes appears té aerive from introspection
and self—examinarion. In the intreduction to Leviathan Hobbes

o . . ‘
writes ;hat he who would uqderstaﬁé "not this or that
partiéular man, but mankind”s’mﬁst iearn ro‘read himsélf,

nosce telpsum. The purpose‘of thlS Jntrospectlon is: to

"yeach us...the 51m111tude of the thoughts and pa551ons of

=~

one man to the thoughts and pa5510ns of another...I say the

not the ’s:.mn.l
5 W .

pa551ons...for these the constltutlon 1nd1v1dua1, and  ;f3gi~”

; : W N 5 ; .‘,_, "/,

partlcular educatlon, do so vary.;."jw

experlment lS man s de51re for self—preservatlon and hls_J7'

1

,concomittant fear of v1olent death. For Hobbes, as Strauss

.,

- N -\.X

puts lt,,"death takes the place of the télos.f Or, to preserve

the amblgulty of Hobbes s thought, let us say that the fear

Ew III (Lev1athan) Xil

rw :rn (Lev:Lathan) Xi
8 )

L Leo StrauSS, Natural nght and HlStO{X.;P' iy
.of Chacago Press, 1953), p.4181 RS F T fe

r;ude of‘the obgect of the ,Af

Serie g
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lsm., The actlons of man, these self—preserVJng englnes, are

L motlonu And of these two types of_mothq lt 1s the former

introspective fact, which "admitteth no other demonstration"9

than that each man carry out the introspective‘experiment for
himself, Hobbes proceeds to deduce.thejmecessity of leagues,
contracts and commonwealths. Self—preservatibn and the
attendant fear of v1olent death. are thus 2051ted on' intro-

spective grounds as tégrgfifi,TOtlve force in determining
hnm?C action. . /!

The*fact of self-preservation is not proved in terms
of the general doctrlne of motion; 1t is p051ted on the
strength of lntrospectlve.ev1dence. But the analy51s wh1ch

Hobbes glves of thls p051ted 1ntroSpectLVe fact 1s one that

N

1s carrled out 1n accordance w;th the tenets of hlS motlonal-"

P

‘4- . . .

resolved 1nto thelr constltuent elements- gv1ta1 and voluntary

'.- s . ,'.«'. .

R
N

that 1s of key 1mpcrtance, for voluntary or anlmal motlon 15 Ay
meaaured always agalnst 1ts 51gn1f1cance fdr the marntenance

" and enhancement of‘v1tal motlon. That Hobbes should attempt C

o
-

so to comprehend the actlons of the self—malntalnlng englnes;

.

that are men iB understandable glven hls fundamental metaphysrcal

.clalm that mOthD is- the root of all causallty.‘ "All act;on,

he wrltes,'"is the effect of motlon..,;p Thzs llne, whlch

occurs 1n the work The Quest1bns Concernlng leerty, Necessxty

and Chance,,ls meant by Hobbes to refer expllCltly to human

act1on.; lee the phenomena of geometry, mechanlcs and physrcs,
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human action too admits of a motionalist analysis, for the

-?' whole of reality, in so far as it is caused, has motion as

~its cause. It is this principle, as noted above, that

N S Y

T

provides the key to the understanding of the whole of

real:.ty.l'l

5 The ground uPon which Hobbes asserts. thlS fundamental
, ! ' pr1nc1ple is self—ev1dence. ﬁe wrltes:v “But-the oauses”of
?’ 4 . . f'unlversal thlngs (of those, at 1east, that'haveoan;'cauee)'aae

.i3 -t/f l’ manlfest of themselves, or. (as they say commonly) known to o )_

B ”-?.nature,'so that they need no method at. alI*‘for they have all’
R ﬂi??r but one unlversal cause, whlch 1s motlonu..ﬁ;z
¥ e e, (_., ¢ . e ,‘.. : "t ,1, ¥

Beyond thls,:

k3 [PRCEAN b AR A "o v o [

prlnciple is arrlved at. nor does he provxde any cr;terla of w

St

Self-eV1dence such as clearness and dlstlnctness.Q

What he seems to

¢

(as~they say commonly) known to nature..

[
RSP NI PRSCINREES L

= ¢ o 1 -',,». AT

'&_ ' prlnczple, the unlversal cause, of a11 thlngs, of those thlngs

C that have any cause.: But what thls amounts to 1s llttle more

S .llln the Eglstle Dedlcatory to De
- work. squarely within the . ‘framework of .the, birth: of modern
7. seience:and ‘of" Gallleo -3 dlscoverles 1n the ‘realm of ¢ natural

22 phllosopby

N < (EW L.viid): ..One-Of the - mo$t 51gn1f1cant oF. his systematlc
SRR developments is that- of prov1dlng an ultlmateametaphy51ca1
ground for the . new 5C§ ence in ithe prlnclple all causality 1s.
motlon SAS: R S.rPeters puts 1t'-‘¥.;.Hobbe= is to be regarded

‘of ‘the ‘new phy51ca1 sciences and’ generallzed them. to ‘cover,: man,
who was"™ v1ewed as; part of the mechan1ca1"system of nature....

v J,.fw.

Sl o
4uf. %\5,“‘ E“.'“f DA S

‘as one ‘of its field’ workers...[He]...used the sclentific notzons,f

jumlnatlon as to how the ultlmate;rﬁﬂg;lt”“'“

Lt 15 able 1ntu1t1vely tovrecognlze motlon as tbe anlmatlng jf:ﬁ

LT "He''conceives.his work as’ a consiStert ‘and sy=tematloﬂ
"w-”~i - -development. of ‘the " motlonal;st px1nc1p1es expounded by Galileo. u%ﬂ

§
.

e

RSN

medn by thls is that the humar mlnd 15 so conStltuted that ?,?;ﬁfip

Co%gore chbe= 51tuates hlS‘ ,}f},




than a dogmatic assertion. It provides Hobbes with scant

ground for confuting those who do not recognize motion as

LS

e

‘s the univefsal cause of all things or who claim that an i
analysis in ﬁerms.. cf motion is not adequate to t‘he concept o
of diétjinct‘ively human action‘. . Evidence of this daiffidulty
emerges in .the' course of hobbes's éhilosc’:phical 'duel' with f'
John 'Bra.mha,ll, Bishop of Derry. In his ‘encounter with Hobbes,

' Bramhall is cc_ncerned to argue ‘that a motionalist analycls of

human action cannot glve an adequate account of the human

agent- . » N S
P i A I ~ . .\.."' »-}, -'—’,,/q . - “‘,‘r‘_: N

‘f Bramhall's arguments, :Ln many respects equally as

mechanlstlc and na.turallst:.c account of dellberata,on

- J\ i

w1111bg as appetltlon whlch i-lobbes g;ves.."H:Ls clalm 15 th t

the human ,agent J.s not merely a self-preserv:.ng eng:me to be

A

analySed in’ terms of v1tal and voluntary motlon, for man 1s not

only. a part of nature.. He transcends nature" as a ratlonal

being he J.S possessed of the ab111ty to determ:me h:.s w1ll 1n

Y . .
ER N

‘ P accordance w1tl'i"moral causes" that make other than natural ‘, '_'.

< o
. S T

b S claims upon hJ.m. Speaklng of the relatlonshlp he conce;ves

e

as holdlng between the understand:.ng. cho:Lce and w1ll, he

wr:.tes. .the‘ma‘nner how the understanding doth determlne

. .‘;.
o .

g the w:Lll.. ..1s not naturally but morally., ﬁe W:Lll is moved

by the understandxng, not as by an eff:.c:ent“ hang a causal
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' ‘,'-;"'“ motrons 1n the external object ofl sense or the mternal

7 ' ‘ .

to say that the object of sight is the cause of seeing, -

so it is to say that the proposing of the obfject by the

understandlng to the will is the cause of willing. nl3

Bramhall's point is \hat ‘deliberationiis not a mechanical .
)

process as Hobbes's analogies of the balance scale and the

feather on the horse's back‘14

’

willing a wholly natural phenomenon, the activity of a

self—pres_erving engine eapab_le,of analysis in teyms of

would indicate; neither is

V1tal and voluntary motlon. Act:Lons that follow upon

u.nderstandmg and ChOlCe have '.“ﬁat Bramhall calls ‘ moral Ll

o

- -causes' : and these causes are. not an antecedent serles of

motlons of the v1tal 11fe processes. 3 Moral causes, ‘he ‘

,,.

suggests,‘derlve from the 1ntellectual appet:l.te and have

ey

e

to ﬁn wa.th what 1s honest future, .un:Lversal and splntual

K

In so far as the w111 determmes 1tse1f m accordance w1th

K > . . v

o As such 1t is. not determ;med naturally by the object or by

S acoordlng to the dlctate of reason.", ,

v "qu

" C e

the v1t.al proceSSes, rather is. 1t 'free to w.111 or n111
. or suspend aﬁd may reject that whlch the senses say to be

good, ."and pursue that wh:.ch ghe senses judge to be e\ul,
16 '

s ot Y N -

upon cho:.ce have causes other than natural ones '

,. A DTie s 5 K R

at1ona1 moral causes and are not adequately accounted for

Ew V (L:Lberty, Neqesslty & Chance) 73 74
See s ra, Chapter I, Section 1:.. _}, N

lsJohn Branhall, Works..
(Oxford- J H Parker 1842), VOlume l.V ‘fp 440

these motlves 1t acts 1n acaordance w1th a dlctate of reason.

Actlons .whlch follow :

They have o 3

L:Lbrary of Anglo-Cathollc Theology, Lo

1
;-
}
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D one pos.lts motlon as the ultxmate cause of all reallty, while

if they are reduced to a series of motions;: viz. external

motions of the object, movement of the sense organs, internal
motion and so on. Man, Bramhall argues, is coneciously self-

determining; Hobbes's account which conceives of man as a

self-sustaining engine to be analysed in terms of vital and

/

voluntary motion can not be adequate to the concept of human
actions, since these h.-ave moral causes which cannot be accounted
for in paturalistic terms. - - ' ' )

Hobbes and Bramhall begln their respectlve argu.ments

_fmm__posrtlons that are fundamentally antn.thet:.cal In 50 far |

/
- as’ both flnd thelr ‘ultlma/te ground 1n dog‘matlc assertlons (the

3,

~ s

" ‘!' s . - e

the other pOSJ.ts for hu.man actlon a moral‘« causallty grounded

:\,1n reason) t ir arguments pass one another by in essent1a1 “

respects. Thus, for example, . Hobbes s re-ply to Bramhall'

v ' N
talk of cho:n.ce and moral causes 15 essentlally nothlng more o

than a re1terat10n of h.lS dodtrlne of motlvatlon, of man's ,“

" des:.re for self—-preservatlon and of . the 1nterre1atlon of v.ttal o

- .

‘and voluntary motn.on. Nor can 1t be fiore than thls., for An-

as much as Hobbes holds on dogmdt:Lc .1.ntu1t1ve grounds that

. . : 3

the unlversal cause of all reality :.s mot:Lon and that hence .

human actlons too may be resolved 1nto eff1c1entumotlonallst T
‘(causes, he can do llttle else than repeat the analys:Ls he has

*-‘already g:Lven.\ Bramhall on the other hand who does not R R

v N - [

'-;share Hobbes s self—evxdent conv;.ct:.en concern:mg the ultlmqte PN |

oL . .g. - . . . . -

. metaphys:.cal pnncxple, cOntends for moral causes that cannot LTan

PRI . LT

Thus the

"'_be suff1c1ent1y analysed m naturallstzc terms. ;

R _:,t mf ,\},ur
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7 Biological self-interest constitutes the necessary and sufficient

L Homlne Hobbes wrltes-

!

debate reaches an impasse, an impasse dictated by differences
} e o
in the respective starting points dogmatically laid down.

SRR

We have noted that within the context of Hobbes's

systematic enterprise of demonstrating the necessity of 1eagues?

G

c¢ontracts, and covenants {(an enterprise we now sée to be

PRSIV

dogmatically groundedf man is presented as a. self-maintaining

engine to be analysed in terms of vital and voluntary motion.

ground of human action. We might point out, howeyer, that
there are passages in Hobbes s work that are amblguous and that
are not ea511y squared w1th hisg :;stematlc analy51s. ‘The‘

C prlntlple of these have to do w1th love and charlty . In;De

Y .Lthere 1sJyet another pa551on sohetlmes‘

""ralled lovep but more properly good w111 or charlty

can be Nno greater argument to a man, of hlS own power, than to
’ l v-

flnd hlmself able not only to accompllsh his own desxres, but

1 - ) -

_also to a551st other men 1n'the1rs. and thls is ‘that conceptlon
wl?

There

- wherein con51steth charlty. - Thls passage f1ts eagily the BRI

]

analy51s already glven, charlty is concelved as.a 5pec1es of

van;ty and self—gratlflcatlon, for in assxstlng other men a

man flnds concrete proof of hlS own pOWer.¥a°'But in Lev1athan

“De51re of good to another, Benevolence, good

LIf to man generally, good nature.flg

Hobbes.wrltes:

» w1ll, charlty And in the

Latln vers;on of De Homlne a dlstinctlon lS drawn between a, o 'W,'

self—seeklng IOVe,

v

as 1n the case of the love of a nan for a ‘\t-

v e

17

o

1&

L See sugra Chapter I, Sectlon 1v.'fv

EW IV (leertx, Wecessr_x & Chance) 49

19

Ew III,ALev1athan) 43
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woman, and love for "ancther's good, as in the case of love

between men: "nam illum amando, illi; hanc amando, nobis

“bonum guaer:i.mus."20 In these latter two passages Hobbes

N

appears (though both refnarks_ are somewhat cryptic) to be

.

drawing attention to passions rooted not in 'biological self-

1n§erest, but rather in concern for the good of another, If

) this be so, it would seem ve have here another instance of
g Hobbes's 1mport'1ng into his systematic analysis:things from
NS . . R ' . . .

e personal,experlence and observation, things -for which,

g
)

- .,-'/4 . strlctly speakmg, there 'can be no place.Zl For within the

" - - dogmatJ.c framework of- the system, man is a self—preserv:n,ng
enane an englne :Ln Wthh an:Lmal or voluntary motlon 1s. '

medlated always by 1ts 51gniflcance for v:.tal motlon. . Ift_ ‘, -

7

T ™

-

g S E HPCESSX and sufflcient ground of an‘y man s actlons- from
o

this, . Hobpbes deduces the nece551ty of. covenants and the

' .

Fg=
.

.

o

qdmmo“n{ve lth,. ' -

'S'e'etj on AI: Th pblitice of power and fear.

ot

Accordlng to Hobbes, 1n1t1a11y, vlz. vin the eftat':e of

N

: nature, each mag has a rlght to all thmgs. There 15 nothmg

Yo cof whlch ‘he cannot make use, lf he deems that thlng necessary

I to preservat.lon and the enhancement of v:.tal motlon._ 'J.‘he ‘
unllmlted exerc1se of thls natural r:.ght' p however, leads to .

- - / q e

R Y :._ : a 51tuat10n .m *whlch the chlef end whzch all men seek is g

frustrated ThlS’ bemg so, J:eason."~

2°Lw 11109,
her, ourr own

J 1

RN is tn\s.s concern w;.lh hisg own Well be:.ng that constltutes the

A B wmir B




is hope to attain the same-. n22 The means whereby peace may ;

be achieved is the act of covenanting thrqugh which the

* commonwealth and the sox}ereign are instituted. It is

i through this act and through the civil institutions that

Ny ' arise from it Ehat;\each man seeks to assure Himself the °
Sy .

~_ ' .
. maintenance and eghancement-of his own well-being.

B N
~

Hobbes 's account of the manner in which the common-

v

wealth and instituted dominion arise from the act o‘f‘-.’

.. - - . 1

covenantlng is conhected 1n Lev1athan w:Lth a theory of

‘ Sl 'art1f1c1al persorxal:.ty and authonzatlon. As Hobbes

.,;1",-def1nes t/he term, a person :Ls he whose words or actlons . -"‘

L o -2 ," LRRE TN
-,»‘ T \ - - . . o

s are con51dex:ed, elther as hls own, or as representlng the RN

IR e <
- : o - RS N . ‘ . . , L hel

- words or acta.ons of another man, or of any other thlng, to

whom they are atthbuted, whether truly or by flctz.on "23 o

Hobbes is concerned here to deve10p a' set of formal dlstlnctlons. -

5

'Af 'natural person ‘is one whose werds anc‘l actlons are ‘his ewn- .

2 st H

- 'felgned or a;t1f1c1al person' :Ls~:one (or many) whose words

and actlons are cons:.dered .as representlng the words and

/ 3-1;,* actlons of another.__ Now 1n the casen of art1f1c1a1 persons,

e some have thElI words and actlons owned by those whom they

b

erepresent And then the person Js,the actor, and he that

. R . o B

' owneth hls words and actlons, lS the author. 1n wh1ch case

‘ 3 ~,':: the aci:or acteth by authotlty "24 Thus, an actor 15 an SRR

K v [N
f PO N t

art1f.1c1al person whcrse words and actlons are =owned«by somel-l; «

. ) 7,

.

, other man, or body of men, thlS man, or body of menq. 1s the

(De C:Lve) 12

EW II
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authorlty to perform any act der:.ves from those who own

the actlon-' "by authorlty, 1s always understood a rlght of
;7 . N iy i

. 1

do:.ng any act; and done by authorlty,"done by commrss:wn/

v ' v -
K

or licence from him whose Tight it is, -_25~. With th1s set

~ ‘ N L} . . LT

of definitions and formal distinctions in hand, Hobbes sets

+ P

about the'.task of de'line“ati‘ng“/ the;act of covenanting by
: whlch comme,nWealths are J.nstltﬁ“ted

\
L~ > ]
R -

E . - InsEil tedy”ﬁ}(hon\uealths arlse when™ a body of men

R

J ) agree and covenant every one Wlth every one' to glve up
D T n“tw.._._ . N4 ",-. L
the use of thelr rlght,. or sdme port-lon thereof, to another

N . I
. E— i ( ' ‘

man, or assembly of men, whq 1s henceforth to act for them

Yoo

‘in those thlngs whlch cqncern
, the common peaCe and safety.’\'"26
AR ..l" 0 e

AN wlth Wthh the multltude of men authorlze‘ or confer upbn

5 i -

el B the actor th:Ls rlght Hobbes concelves as follows-" "-'.I,'_

’ .‘a'n’d' "to lﬁgéar then.r person

{

'I‘he formula :Ln accordance

-

.o SRR authorlze and give up my nght of governlng myself, to thls ;

@ BT man, or :to thls assembly of men\, on thlS conditlon, that

v [y

thou g1ve up thy rlght to hJ.m,' and author:.ze all: hlS actmns

1n llke manner. 2‘7' uBy th:.s act, says Hobbes, a mult:.tude

EEN . i S e ., . R I

. . . LR : ERRE 5 : . L
.- L, v s L . T . . Lo .' | K P

‘ZSEW III (Lev1athan) 148 R:Lght is' not used here 1nothe oA
N sense of rlght in"- the state. of: ‘hature, ' In. terms .of the: fprmal

analyszs it is the'actor's 1nst1tuted 0% delegated r:Lght to- '

perfqrn acts owned- by.'a- man, or‘a: body Lof men; yiz. the author.‘-.-
There follows from this, as a loglcal con51deratlon, -that as"
1ong as’'the authoruatlon lasts the. author must’ forgo: any rlght
whose effect 1t would be to; undo. theuact of authorlzatlon. .
- When’ worked’ out:in terms. of Hobbes's psychology, however, this-
.? doés not- mean that we, have herenany sense of. obl:.gatlon in ‘the’
deontologlf:al sense., ‘A po:Lnted out above - (Ghapter I, Sect:Lon»
.;ff‘.w) . -for "Hobbes man 1s obl:.ged bnly s0. far as he ‘deens;any: act. .
'.~'f'requ151te for the mamtenance= and enchancement of hlS vital -
motzl.on7 ' T . b

zs
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CL Thfs latterxls a gener031ty too rarely found to be presumed Co ::;r'ff

becomes one person, slnpe each man glves hlS own auﬁhorshap

to the authorlty of the actor- and he that carrleth thls

.person, is called soverelgn,...and every ‘one bes1des, hr

AP subject. 8 ‘&he soverelgn 1s thus an’ artiflclal person, he
. j : . ' . o \
T is an actor who derlves hlS authorlty or rlght to perfo;m
any act £rdm’ the authors of the covenant.?9 s -}

‘ ‘J .
- . ~ ¢ . .o '. 14. ‘J“.
. But covenantlng of 1tse1fols not suff1c1ent to assure 3
e v e

the securlty of the commonwealth. For hav1ng once made the&

.o E B
v T
. o 3
. ” E ¢

covenant how can we be Certaln that men w111 ablde by J.t‘> RS J

Hobbes states the ﬁroblem and hlnts at the- solutlon as -

,follows}' “The force of words, bﬁf@%...too weak to h" mgn 'f‘f

' 3 e o e

, to the performance of thelr covenants, there aﬁe i man‘s~ y,\ﬂggf g
] - . . . ' \'- o oo
a 'nature, but two 1magrhab1e helps to strengthen 1t And those/,4 :1 ~3_;

iy
F vr Lo .

are elther a fear df the consequences of breaklng thelr?wordﬂ

: or a glory,.or a prlde 1n appearlﬁg not to need to break lt.

?

v ;‘, ‘:' —\ “‘ ) : ( : . R
especially ln the pursuers of wealth, command,.or sensual f;fGI;n

- oy °,1. PO R . T s % A' ' T e

C . A RN . . .
o A U s Lt e <A :

L S

o 4

-

EW 111 (Lev1athan) 158 V;” f%},’f‘ﬂ‘.“;3;b;;4-;4;‘”‘,,ﬁ;nu“*"'

\Z?Even 1n the case of’ ‘commonWealths-by acqu151t10n,. v1z..} o
ST Al commonwealth where - sqverelgn power (is acquired by’ conquest,.~ s
Sl domlnlon .or, authority derlves from covenant. .(though in this. .;g";-”

©77 . .casé the covenantrappears "to be between" sovereign-and- subject L
.and not between ‘the multxtude as in:the ¢ase of an instituted . = .-
NN commonWealth) Hobbes says:" "It is not the. v1ctory that '+ ENTORE
.. _giveth the” right of dominion over tne vanqulshed.but hisown"

\‘ covenant.

MEW IXII 189.

At - 1east ohe of Hobbes's aims- here is

to . show- ‘the derlvatlon of- soverelgn right, -

This right, he

holds, must be as great' as is" ‘1mag1nable (EW-IIT (Levxathan)
195, 196) and accompanled ‘by unlimited power for given the*:
fact that man is psychologlcally necessitated to-seek’ only

‘'his own good -and .capable.only of prudent1al obllgatmon, only
unllmlted power ‘can’ assure| the security.of the commoqyealth‘
;We ‘thus. see - that the substance of Hobbes's doctrine of _
’ soverelgnty is determlned by hls account of human nature-_;

w
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w ok pleasure, Wthh are the.greatest part of manklnd.' The passion &
S b, be reckoned upon is fear “39 The pa551on that holds the '
—— . RFUETS Ol C s - . o | i
: - “majorlty of men £0" the penformance of coyenants is féar of the * *f ‘
-.:“ cdnsequencee of breaklng thelr words: viz. fear, of violent . '
death, the cessatlon of v1ta1 mot;on. .But\what are.the -causes : .
SR SO ' of thls fear’ Hobbes argues they are two- 'the power of e LN
L A e T L &3 ! :
'f{ A splrlts 1nv151b1e and the power of men.‘ Of these two powers, R
g HE. ‘ Co 8 RN TR
i }' g 1N he says, “though the £ormer be the greater power, yet the TS (R
D R . of N ¥ ; : _ .
:-f o i fear -0f . the 1atter is commonly the greater fear.“31_ By the o
4 . . t* ,power of men whlch commonly"constltutes thls greater fear )
“?ﬁ:'g, . _)' (for a few very rellglous individuals the power of spmrlté
',E-_ -iaﬂ”,ﬁa.LU .1nvaslb1e mlght constltute the gr‘atertfear), Hobbes does R Rt
bl -:"' % ., 3 ': R . . K ”. : o te . .' ,‘- / _‘ s "'":-" . ‘ .,“.t>: .
T T e not Lntend the power of men ln so-far as, these exxst 1n the . '
G A L SN " #t : ! i g
SO r R '»_: e } v A g ¢ B H
,%_u_xg~3‘;¢ RCeE fafe of nature .rather does he 1ntend the"sword'of Justice',.-“
i 5 ..:". . JRN ... = o - : (3 ¥ . by N : : i
5 o =
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. 158 that.holds most men to the covenant;i*"covenants, WLthout the

ACT

,, : ‘.

-, ~, L.

.. . AT .o " .
.,

Eor the malntenancé of’the covenanty then, it 1s

‘nehessary that the sovereign poesess power capable of

o % 3 3
B re . >
W . ‘.,- ’ .. - SN v

» P
instlllmng fearpln those who might otherw1se cqntemplate

: . i ‘1 .,.,
U “u ,.',, ‘.', ey Yo -1_.‘ e .‘._.

5 6101atlon."‘ JhOanuch*power does Hobbes concelve as necessary

”POEW T (Lev1athan) 12ar29n At EW-II - (De C1Ve) 63" Hobbes.

wrltes.-"It is; of ltself manlfest that ‘the:- actlons of men B
! -proceed ‘from; the' will, and the wxll £rom ‘hope..and "feax;
1nsomuch ‘as when/they shall see-a greater- good -or.less. ev11
Ilkely to happen to them by breach than: observatlon of the
'Nzaws,,they will wlﬂtingly vzolate then B o A

gl i (Lev;athan) 125"‘ '3,,,??Ew ::1 (Lev;athan)’lsq'

-.-.4,. ,




z-accompanles 1t must be as great as can'be lmaq1ned- so lt

ffof-the want‘of'ht} whlch isngerpetual .wa

u?:hls'nelghbour, are much worse '3

’:psychologlcally necess;tated to seek only thelr own good—-

- enemles)..

MawTes e . . v e IR BN T e T e R

'.‘L . %/

N f

_for 1nst1111ng in these self—malntalnlng englnes-—englnes

Y

9

the fear necessary fgz\the keeplng of the covenant? To

answer th;s we have to turn to Hobbes s doctrlne of soverelgnty.
N
Hobbes's doctrlne of soverelgnty is: one of the most

K

dlscussed aspects of hlS polltlcal theory. We shall c0n51der

1t but brzefly here under two essentlal heads- viz itS‘

1absolutlsm and its 1nd1v1s1b117ty. .Flrst, as Hobbes concelves

t, “the act of auehorlzatlon must confer upon the soverelgn

v J - K '

rzghts sufflclent to make the subjects secure agalnst onRe
‘ : .' '.'}'.

another (and to make them secure as well agalnst external

‘e N

To achlevqkthis end,,rlght, and the power whlch

3 i . «

’ K

‘.‘

power, men may fancy many v1 consequences, yet the consequences s

b “
A o .
T

rgof every man ag rnst

u33

Dnly a solute power ls -

.

‘;;suff1c1ent to effectively malntaln p ace and securrty, the want

i 3

of at, Hobbes 1lsts as ﬂhe flrst

LY

of those th;ngs that weakeh

T
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. 'his subject and what views they may express; to determine
a . 4 4 ' I -
W ' property-rights and property disputes, to reward and punish,

Y ' 4 and so‘on{ moreower,.with respect to his.subjects-the
;. .o ‘ sdvereign can perform no unjust act, since every subject
' qwns the acts of tne sovereign and no- man ean be unjust to

‘ . himself. 2> Crvil iiberty lies-“only‘in'those things, which
1n regulatlng their actlons, the sowereign hath praeter—'
mitted.' n36 Second soverelgnty must be - indivisible. For,

" a says Hobbes, "...what is 1t to divide the poweéﬁof a common-

. wealth, but to dissolve it; for Qowers-divided mutually
w37

.

destroyweach 6ther. Hobbes s reason for thlS claim

- appears to; derlve, ln part at'least, from. hlS own practlcal y

'ik .ﬁfli'”}fif recelved of the greatest part of England that these powers

"38 :

c1v11 war Only an 1ndlv151ble'soverelgnt¥ 1s Capahle of

"iﬁ'ff;:‘li’f‘. : fer bewer when d1v1ded leads to conpetltlon and nutual -
._;?1-; E"i 1:” destructlon. ;1~}”3Fa<}5;{:j : . ." Y {‘ »
m;ﬂ ;;ﬁ:'?3f,f_}ﬁ £1; It cannetube stressed too much that tne‘snane:whlch'
;#,‘ {. . nobbes grves hxs dOCtr;ne of sOverelgnty 15 determlned.nwu ‘
:; ' ‘h1s 1n1t1a1 premises concernrng.human nature.é Men are”not .

llke ants or bees whlch 'qu1te naturally and as a_matter of

3‘5

TS R R T

‘38

experlence-"fe' "1f there Had not flrst been an. oplnlon ”3}P’A‘

exerci51ng the absolute power requlslte for peace and securrty, s

o At i
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course, live soc1a11y together and ‘work for the common

/
good 9, Rather are men asoc1a1 Ind1v1duals, self—malntaln-

ing englnes, drlven by a desire for power and an aversion 3

to v1olent death. In order that these self-preservlng

ey
\
~ :

englnes live together, covenants and the 1nst1tutlon of

ey

T )
commoﬁﬁealths are necessary. But why must men ablde by

v V their covenants and 11ve in accordance w1th the rules of

. . - s

the civil instltutlons which, are. flﬁd down by the sbvereigﬁ" P

Mlght a man not dec1de ‘to break hlS covenant if he belleves
/ . "
--that some greater advantage mlght accrue to hlm by breaklng T T

L I lt, for all men are psycholog;cally necessxtated to seek : :?Q.;}7_
‘ /. . ‘ N ‘ ;! ' .( B - : ‘ ‘ '».
R Lf”only thelr own good Hobbes's answer l1es 1n h1s doctrlne 4 'Q;f.' )

ot

they\must make some arrangements wherebyilt'wrll never befﬁ

in fact, trans—'Jn.f'
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ZtJohn Locke s objeotlon. ."Are men’ 50" fOOllSh that they carea”'
afby lzons"

of human nature need/but read the hlstory of thls or any other

B «

Al

with theif\felloﬁs for hoqor}léignity and.pre-eminence4l,

. . s : N . . / . s .
they need a "common power to keep them in‘'awe, and to

*

’di¥ect their actions to the common benefit.' 1f civil

society is to serve as the means to peace and secu;ity,
then it is requisite that the sovereigo possees and wield
absdlute power; for only“power; unlimited andrindivisible,

is capable of‘aSSUIing absolute eecu;ity and for Hobbes

salus populi suprema lex. =~ - - f_,

But it mlght be*asked is 11 soc1ety ruled by

\a sovere1gn posse551ng absolute and undlv1ded power really

. to be preferred to the state of nature’[ ‘We . mlght refer to_t'.‘

f{foxes, but are'content-'

.43

,. )

ety

/

'vll som

EW III (Lev1at an) 156

1$3John Locke, The Second Treatlse on;Government,(New York.
EBobbs~Merr111 Co., 1952) lerary,of leeral Arts, - '

»
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! _the state of naturee for in-the state'of nature, men-are

at least substantlally equal in thelr ablllty to k111 or

harm one another,,whlle in the 01v1l soc1ety, as a result

of the -act’ of authorlzatlon, one man, or a group ‘of men,

/
vaulres power suff1c1ent to lord 1t over them all 45

)

Hobbes s reply, of‘course, 1s.that only absolute,pqwer'is,'

.capable of assurlng the chlef end which all men seek viz.’
self~preservatlon and the enhancement of . v1ta1 motlon. He D

does not deny that civil socxety mlght 1nvolve some

/encommodlty'- but these 1ncommodlt1es, he says, are: out— .
T Lo IR SR

welghed by "the consequences of. the want of (such power),",;Vu - : 1

v TR

":;fwhlch is perpetual war of everi man agalnst his neighbour 46;'4ﬁ{:;1f35‘m.

:f“Locke s o jeotlon 1s to hav

any force, he must be able. w o

War of 'exery man agaﬁnst ever man' or that llmlted soverelgn ‘

v, T
R .

power is capable of assurlng man peace and securlty.'/ﬁuti

.,g'

nelther of these p0351b111t1es, Hobbes argues, can be llowed

'glven the faot that-man 1s a se%ff;;eserving englne moved b

an egoist1c desxre for power and anjﬁ@erg;on to vxolent death.,‘_;
o e
We return once agaln to the absolute centralltx.of Aobbes s ?ij?;

psychology to h.‘LS pol:.tloal ph1

But thls psychology, c

10$ophy.1

45L8cke m;ghtimean that ultlmately Hobbes is unable to
;dlst1nguish‘between‘monarchy and tyranny. And Hobbes does N
' '.they that .are dlscont,nted under moxru:n:t:l'z“'~ call it"f
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. , R fundaméntal'metaphysical tenet that 'all causalityfis motion',

-

.%'5

Bl

; - the human engine is resolved into its'constituent'motions;

However, if we grantffor the moment Hobbes's Rremises
] . ’ /
cancerning human nature (1f we grant that.is, that man 1s a

self-malntalnlng englne moved by a desire for power and an

7}} ' "aversion to violent‘death and psychologically necessitated

]

to seek only his own good) we.might.still ask whethervcivil

Society as Hobbes conceives it is really possible? For Hobbes,

 as we‘have seen, only an absolute ana'undivided~concentration'
of power in the person of the soverelgn ean assure peace anp 3 :. , \;.‘ -
SR L
secuL;ty. ‘But thls soverelgn, whether one man or a small group R R

cannot,_Hoboes reallzes, tend to and admlnlster all the/i;i_é }5

N \. i

Of mt;n, :

o .“,

affalrs of the?realm,» To do so he requlres v1ceroys, governors,.

\\"\

bu51ness by.the help of many and prudent councellors, w1th

everyone cOnsultlng apart 1n hls proper element, does lt best,~;

as he that useth able seconds at tennls play, placed 1n thelr

.sqﬁewhat of a flctlbn infpractlce‘““

v v

.“

'ght,"}x".ﬂ s s

5 xf:wifu s

g ¥
Lo
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g :”
for honor, dignity and pre~eminence over their fellows, it. '
. is di%fichlt to see why the men Who'share in the sovereign's l%ﬁ
. exercise of power»wili not hompete among themselves, destroy- f
ing each other and ClVll 1nst1tutlons 1n ‘the process.‘ Hobbes, |
of COurse, clalms that “the pasern to he reckoned upon 1s )
' '. fear. is But as D. P Gauthﬁer pornts out- ":..the 1nstitution-

al arrangements which makeﬁany concentratlon of power p0551ble

depend for thelr effect&veness on the w1lllngness of those who

.

staff the 1nst1tutlons to qo—operate in malntalnlng them, °

‘ rather than only to compete 1n aggr ndlzlng power. Thls

S : <
B o -co-operatlon cannot rest entlrély on he fear of some further ~
. Z - . oa K N .

) ) ;f”power., At some p01nt, barrlng a Kafkaesque regress w1thout
f!hu ; ;-Yillmrt, ‘some: oegree of voluntary co—operatlon on the part of “jﬂlfq ingf\'
ii,‘ ; 'isome PEISS¥5¥15 the condltlon of the cont;nued worklng of -;:E‘;i‘vé;hi;ﬁi5i
f% 'i @%T?;ﬁkfall soc1a1 and polltr:al bodles.yﬁgi If Hobbes 8- systematlc ﬁ%fh'jff;*;;ff:%a'
;é tiﬁila;-;;xfpremlsesIcéncernlng the fundementalfcoggtltutlon of human :'&?‘ﬁj ;fﬂ5;fé[f
ﬁ[ 'f;hi;:fsgfﬂnature are accepted then the free.and wllllng co—operatron' Tﬂit»f:;h:ﬁfi

) c : ' : . .
i;lﬁ . ggnecessary for any soc1a1 and polltical order could not exlstr., B
‘hak;f,~:,{:;‘7tVifor acc fd;ng to Hobbes 1t ls the fact that the sword dangles:wj:“‘ Jffgc'?

S foveﬂlthe head of every member-of a state, that provides the ,3>f‘jw f7ﬁlﬂ,{
PRI ot R A

, T:soxe motlve strong enough to counteract the dlsruptlve

,.
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if men are concerned alway§ and everywhere to exploit every
weakness and every lack of power so as to maximize their own
strength polltlca? order w111 break down.. Interestlngly
enough, Hobbes claims that men will recognize the necessity
of oommonwealths; he claims too thdt man will recognize and
achnowledge the authority invested in the sovereign. But he
claims further that given‘the fact that man is an egoistic
engine driven by the invincible constitution of his nature

to desire power and to avoid  vioXent 'death, an engine
for whom,only prudential'reasons mdtter ultimately, the’

soverelgn must w1e1d absolute power. Slnce man is’ drlven

L3

';But, as Plato

e
isoc1ety 1s to operate effectlvely

?of ‘Political Philosophy.

‘1rre51stlble by fear llke a stone rolllng down hlll the

~v

'~More than power,zforce and fear are requlred 1f p011t1cal

‘ ol R

f

'ness to freely co—operate on occa51on at least, a w1111ngness

-whlch Hobbes s psychology effec Vely rules out

Hobbes s aoctrrne of soverelgnty represents an' jiti-

Almpre551ve attempt to understand the nature and functlonﬂof

‘1

Q;politlcal lnstltutlons., From start to flnish, as we have see

-‘:popu11 sgprema 1ex. Thls end may be besﬂ'accompllshed he

A PR

Plato, Regubllc,;l

‘LsWord 15 nece Sary, the~passron to be reckoned upon fear.,fn,.sgl
-:ts out,ieven between a band of robbers,” L

'flf they are to be successful, there must be unforced loyalty./p

There must be & wzlllng—lxi

R

nr._

‘7.'hls a1m 1s to show man the way to peace and securlty, Salusff.

On this po1nt»see D D. Raphael Problems'}
“(Toronto: Macmillan & Co. Ltd., 1970).
:pp. -59-66.. - :Raphael’ takés no ‘account in-his.rather: braef S
‘uﬁ'presentatxon»of either Hobbes s systematlc 1ntent10ns or hls" RN
'-,purely prudent1a1 psychology.,~ R : 5T .
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or as he calls it, a science of the motions of the mind. ‘é'
.‘5 P ;; The ps&chology which he delineates, a psychélogy dogmét%cu o g
;A% ally grounded, conceivgs of man as a self-preserving engiﬁé, g
. ? an engine neceséitated by the "invincible constitution of its f‘-
F . . '
: nature to seek only its own good. He‘is an engine moved by ’
. . a éesire for power and a fear Qf violent_death;.ag engine ’ .
. § . , ] for‘which only prudential ieasons matter ultimgtely; Given
b ‘: : this view of m;n, we have argued tﬁét it'is doubtfﬁl that’ e
. .,:i' . pollt1cal soc1ety could exlst at all Of itself fear is i
yn': % 3 ; = 3' not suff1c1;nt- 1f pol1t c;l 1nst1§ut10ns are io fuhctlon'
. 'effectlvely,.some amouﬂt of genulne tractaszlzf&'lg”
iy . requlred. .Hobbesﬁs doctriﬂe of soveréignty 15 ﬁaﬁst;ung

o becaﬁse of hlS psychology.

. ar 4 LY "a -t
5 c. ey . e

3k f'“"' /determined by the 1im1ts ‘of hls doctrlne of man.\ 5[

¢ .
N e ‘_.fc . e e .{ N 0.
. .

Its llmlts,,we mlght say, are

T -

p--“. . h

& ¥
e Y edant ......p.,.\..,.
0%

Y&%ﬁ_ ﬁé 4 'rﬁ'[x
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. CHAPTER III . ‘
’ HEGEL'S PSYCHOLOGY AND POLITICS. OF 'FREE PERSONALE[TY' ) * )
D ’ ’//‘In this chapter we shall turn;to‘a consideraticn of 4
- Hegel's'psychology; specif%cally we shall consider the ” i
manner in which ‘Hegel grounds political philosophy, or as
. he calls it 'the science of right', in peychology. We | 1
. shall argue that the principle upon which this psychology. 3 -:'H
’ | turns 1s that ‘of man as free personallty, we shall prov1de i,f.f ’
f 5 an examlnatlon of what Hegel understands by thls prlnc1ple . gng;"
‘? . Qgﬂr.and show how 1t eertes as the foundatloh‘ot a polltlcs ;O_Jiffu ;-Tr'
i‘l‘ ;;'f Iy 1 v.whlch recatds‘soclal and poiatical 1nst1tut10ns.as the ; ;{E_cf ?<. )
'} ,'hzng;ijfi . embodlment and man1festat1on‘cf han s tree,‘creatlve act1v1t§"if7:;?.
} i;% L”;ﬁ: o “in” the reaim'of hlstory' Further, we shall argue that thef’ HJ{J*J ﬁ:f
i ’,‘ | ‘fjh‘i 1nadequac1es whlchfwe encountered 1h Hobbeeus polltIE;'SEfﬂ* :27‘47
; Jllhiﬁ"~ fear and the selftsh maximlzation pf each indiv1dua1' »weii;i w
.: ) ;MEF l% : betng.are ahellorated and overcome 1l1'egel's psyphology and "jf
; » e | pOllthS of free—petsonallty. shall argue that the LC‘" | Aﬁ

- . 1": .
ii ST Sectlon 1~ The polltlcs of 'free personallty .
-a_i‘ t ’ A ': i WL r~.‘ ' } 4 ' ! . ‘ Y

7

i

S Rt LI

X

psychology whlch Hegel outllnes lS one that 15 able to prov;de
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viz. the principle that 'all causality is motion': Man,

Hobbes maintains, is necessitated by the invincible.
s ' -

constitution of his nature always and everywhere to seek . o
1 " . e

to preserve and enhance his own well-being; this essential

. i

fact of human existence Hobbes lays down on the basis of

introspective evidence. .His.modus“operandi; in Keeping sy

With the fundamental syétematlc claim that all causallty

uman actlon, or rather the actlons

nes, lnto the1r constltuent

is motxon, 15 to resolv

- of these self—preserv1ng en

v//,‘ v elements.;i

‘e

and rovenants and of av commonWealth ruled by a soverelgniﬁ

o . /- '.A,‘-..‘~

poeaeSSLng absolute'and 1nd1visible power.2 The IElatan 'Afyihfﬁ

|

iu i whleh—obtarns between SOVEIElgn and p' Ject, and between the

L ﬂg;;'I.soverelgn and hlS mrnlsters, 1s one th t is. rooted i fear.,nﬂf T

':H-Men anter c1v11 soc1ety because of thelr fear of vrolent

o death the completerand total°ces$atlon of v1ta1 motlon, and

Tthey malntain thelsoclgl order out of the 'fear of the

fconsequeﬂces of breaklng thelr word 3 For the sole motrve

. . strong enough to assure bompllance W1th the covenant by these
self-preserv:.ng ‘Englnes—-englnes drlven by a de51re for o

hY RN ‘--‘.

pdwer and an aver51on to v1olent death, englnes for whom only

}
o See su ra. Chapter I Sectxon 1i;
,motldn oceurs AR DeJCor ore. . : Hobbes deflnes the term as’
ﬁfollpws-' motlon is.- tﬁe prlvation ‘of one place, -and ‘thi
sacqulsltlon ‘of. another - and. again: motion is’ "the: 1eav1ng
upf,one place, and the acqulrlng of,anothet contlnually..,EW»Lw
1. S et
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prudent1a1 reasons matter in the flnal ana1y51s—-1s fear of

' /

the absolute and 1nd1v1s1ble power w1elded by the soverelgn. R

It is wupon thlS foundatlon, and thlS foundatloh alone, Hobbes n “?sz
° / . . L
\ﬂmlntalns, that every-soc1al‘order ultlmately rests. But i

A b

as we have seen, 1t 1s doubtful that any stable polltlcal . .~,"'

o, .
s . I

order could be bullt upon thls foundat10n.{1f polltxcal

-

soc1ety is to operate~effect1vely, more than power, force and <

fear are requlred. ‘But Hobbes s psychology effectlvely rules
¢ ! )".' . :/:
out any other poss;b111t1es.~ We may,. thus, conclude that hls
4 Q 3 BT
psychology falls to prov1de an adequate ground for effectlve

4 \

polltlca1°

e e B

rder., What 1s needed”'xf we are to provlde such a-
groundp i a’ psychology capable of glv1ng a more 9051t1ve

psychOIOgy must prOV1de a more adequate account of human

‘3gency, an account'whlch makes somethlng otber than fear the” :

. oo " B c

haSﬂS of polrtlcal aptlon and compllance w1th social_rules.

..»_g:-

";s-samply a-. compllcated anrmal capable of resolutlon.zn motlon-

Q




. ‘\‘: : . S
e ““E" N -."' SR s
B N
' . N . + W - -t
1 S b o
'e‘. ) [N R ". !"‘,m ..‘lx“ . . 3
' ‘ T R M . -L-“ 4.69‘. .
R e RUCRUE T |
. / be:mg essentlally transcendlng nature. The natural reaJ:m“ o,

-

o accordmg to Hegel, is’ a. realm of externallty that 15/ it

D

is a rea]_m ofn f:.nlte thlngs, mntually extér{nﬁ:j@ne another,‘ i

;andt 'e,r. "We .

L . e

L and “in a relatlon of actlon and reactlon to

.

o

A AN Nt /) 4]

@ -

tl:n.ng follows anoth T, ,1n brlef that in Nature all

: 4 F .
ai‘e mutually exterrial ad J.nflnltum. ,‘.4 ‘This descrlption o'f-~ §

ina tural

. ( ¢

4

mutual externalltﬂ and rec:.proc:Lty.chag.{c{terlstlc of

thlngs flts well ruc;al asPects é ;}Iosbbes 's accoun of man*.-~"',.'-‘_

-

;
K

f essentlally 1ngh J.dual or

~.

e,

atom;v.stlc eng:m S, englnes whose"a'tlons *a‘re bas gﬁally- ) ’ ff .

1 _“‘
4

reactlons dete mned by the sigmf'cance ‘of - any sense content

! o 4%@ ¥

N

for the enhan ement or mhlb:.tlon f v1ta1 motign. - E\or Hegel, R
. - i "

L

. ;, V'

4

.
LR .

ve T .

{ howéver, any uch naturallstlc acc unt cannot d{: \istlce to s o

Y
'

~F e

~ v

. the reallty [f man asg free personallty. - Grantev:l n has

nature as Hls \presupposn.tlons'- bu as free peraonallty the

3~; ] R )

[ A

¢ ,pr;nc;pl in accordancelwn.th whlch he J.s deflned is other L

-'i‘ N C . »n.,. e . i, \
. Loeagnn oo

atural one. ' IFor man 1s f eely and. consclously self—

' oo " o

: J"than a

dete.r?ﬂnlngi, as such h:Ls actlons Ire not blo,loglcally deter- o

[} . RS

‘ ‘I:.mneﬁf react:.ons, capable of reductlon to- natura.l,&st:.c terms..

N

'Mo‘eover, says Hegel, ‘as a result of man"s act s 1n the

ld, ,the world‘acqu1re9 charact r:.st1cs/ whlch
] > '

"'.."lt does not pbssess. As free pe; onallty, man e‘xlsts 1n a.

gua natural, U

,.
'_r_,-.,-,..- 0’

o . ’
. c -s.

lworld ‘of hJ.s own creat:.on, a worch const:,tuted by hfm and

/ R i--
whz_ch is the development and .magii estatlon of . hJ,S freedom.
Lt . Lo _:1 e o .‘../"",../V"

3 "‘*:i?ﬁ : ,"",‘ ﬁ:q ;.' "*;g ﬁiﬂ\. - "~”.,4‘?' ai S _
' c..w F. ,Hegel, ] THE% PhllO$thX of M:mdf‘ lTranstated hy Wg.lllam
L Wallace.. (0xford "At th{ C;Larend:rn Press, 1971) 381 L y
' R L "‘ K s A

"'{‘“ LI BThe Ph:.l-osoghx of—~mnd j 3&1. e

n."‘.,_.A(“., Lo s j:"',“_...l“l
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‘ ?, g u' = ('rh:n.s~ self-cd‘n;tltdt:.ng acta.v:.ty J.s what we. uﬁderstand by .
SI/ ) .-..'!: i '}-iegell'e'tem Mmd or SpJ.r.‘Lt, v:.z.' Ge:.st) In man as .free -
O A . 3

‘ i - - ) personalxty naturn/e 1.5 sublatéd‘. a.n free actlops‘ 'i; "

E - ' tran‘sformed fer man s conscn.ously determmed ends. : How-e:ver,

; :\ — . 4 ‘ Qhat does Heg"el understan§ by man s ab:\.llty‘ f.teely and ' n

L / consc:mu'sly to deternu.ne h:.mself that :I.S, by man'.s ablllty N
.__',: "to'wa.ll an;( aet:.on'? And how dees Hegel demOnstrate th;at man :' -

X , - A 1s free or. »self determln:.ng? Before.‘we ‘proceed to thls ,
v b . : ..',u': . 2,

. ] 1atter quest:.on, which may be effect:.veljvlanswered onlry by s
‘a'n .“acceﬁ;xtz of Hegel's psychology, we shall gJ.ve‘ *"Sbrlef‘\‘ o
' ~(.:haai:a(.:tenz.ation of ;:ilat H‘egel understands /t; X wi 137 dnic .

" "" w'.:;.' .‘~' "-' T, x E ST -

Yo ,for pol:.tlcal philosoz:hy. ',- 4‘ » ." , '.; .::, ,;'c_, .I' ‘ )
-'.'- -.f --.1.:-, i oo B 5 ¥ B o

,-r

k g The @recxse place and pomnt of omg:m of the object:we

The w:.ll, as Heg 1 descra.bes 1t J.g the 1ntroduct1.on to hlS\

'-" v T . i ;,'
Phllos'ophy of nght, ‘contains three moments:- It contams, %

,,thxs is- the unlversal moxdent.» of t.he w:Lll and ":anolves the

34 '-.,r~.-- :_t- 2 g W et 1 Ve vet ™ » -

=30 d selpatlon of every restnctlon *and every content e:.thér - :»‘
S alately presented by nature,. by needs, des:.res, and i
tel "v‘ [ ,." 2 '.'... " R -, v-. "". e S

AN

.to.tne_.pm.ncz.ple of the, wxll‘ as',

‘.a,. e

free-‘- for the w111 can exclﬁdé froma'jtsel

: .~.,,,.5G w,r_ﬁnegel, Vi Thia PhllOSOPhY of: nght-

Traqsiated -w:.th‘
otes by '1‘ M Knox. (Oxford.,

Univers:.ty- Press,~197l),:_ ,f 5

"‘JLK:_(& SAahY

) 1 el
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;, : r and make 1tself an empty form, the bare pr1nc1ple of self-

b

determlnatlon.n The one—51ded freedom characterlstlc of

thls moment of the w1ll Hegel calls negatlve freedom,.or -
: the 'freedom of theqvold}'7 When taken as the whole truth
. N ' . g -

} g of the wlll, 1t results 1n the 'Hlndu féhatec1sm of pure
T <

I TSN ST e (1R S

N e o contemplatlon or 1n pOllthS 1n 'the fanat1c1sm of ,bb.
ERtV destructlon ,efor'“only 1n destroylng somethlng does thls'f'“ A
5 b;.negatlve w1ll possess the feellng of ltself as ex:Lstent.'_'?t.‘..'i-.'""'~

m%f . gt A '%T%ﬁ: I'I'he second moment of the w1ll 1s the moment of 1
'Hg L dlfferentlatlon* or: determlnatlon,_as thlS momeht, the Wlll
’igl,gu,7f~gf“* steps forth from 1ts pe:e 1ndeternhnacy and glves 1tself
;,%iivi”‘:‘{l”ﬁli’ a content.f“ﬁ..W1lllng,? says Hegel,i"ls not pure wllllng

E:%; : ‘ but the w1111ng of somethlng. A W111 Whlch, llke...[the

i_%{§lﬁi .ﬂ:?: : oréVLOus moment]..., W1lls.only the abstract unlversal,

F q'. ::innli'w1lls nothlng and is therefore no w11luat.allf:? To be

Y '
ot L w111, lt 15 kecessary that the Wlll choose some determlnate

‘2
¢

content,,that 1s resolve upon some deflnlte thlng or actlon.

At L S S i g

Choxce“and a determinate contént are thus intr1n51c to the .

pature of w1ll,\but even so they do not const;tute the wholed-

of the w1ll as free. For as mere cho;ce the w1ll Ls open tovf“
y : y

'rf:a/multlpllc1ty o& content, the endless var;ety of thlngs thel‘

another ls,w matter of pure arbltrarlness and GontlngEncy.

a2

e
"The thlrd moment of the W1ll

":7TheuPhllosophy,%f R;ght_~
s l !
BThe-@h:.losophx\of Rléht;
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l- e ) ‘ . . . . ,:.;l —‘ .. ) 0 : . . . [] W
ST e t('vo‘-‘moments;. that‘is, the un:Lty of form and content. As i _EC ) R
T P th:.s moment the w:Lll 15 the concrete act:w1ty of g1v1ng ’*. A y
| ...: :.tself true express:.on :Ln.a determ:.nate world, each aspect B N E
Lot T s e element of wh:.ch J.t recognlzes -as the enbod:.ment of NN L
,~ ‘I . . ‘.. J 1 wE . - L ‘. . » - . ". o"‘" ol -' . .
S | :.tself‘ and the freedom wh:l.ch const:.tutes 1ts substant:.al:.ty, - AR
, & ol by Just as weight constltutes the substanta.allty bf a body."f o P ‘ e
DL s " Lou &g i " et o 3.
S W ﬂnllke the prev:.ous moment where the w:.ll accepts some L wkE i

natural des:Lre and resolves to ma‘ke thJ.s the substance of L ”‘ ‘4

G
o .
.q.' l_.

e i ts will:.ng,'. as th:.s thJ.rd moment the W.'I.ll has J.tself and L, ..B

4 .~—-,' o g

f
.

4»'-

‘._

s _; 1t§ freedom .as’’ 1ts end.;

» o i w111 whlch wil’].:’.'?__he' rree w:Lll (der fre:l.e Wllle,"dehr den
.. ;Ij 't‘ fre en ;'ﬁ;l.llen ngll) . 0 This is the will as it Ls l.'h. ite .
' ,N ' ’trut.h, th? Will wh:Lch l.n choosing and reso]‘.v:lr;g “"onstitutes A .
u ﬁa worlc_i whiohls the emhod:.ment of 1t’s freehom.. 'I‘he will
' :' has:‘ to d,6 'h'ere only thh rts " ownx hanélwork.:“ :.t f:.m‘is':':.n the " . .: "?' a
;ror-ld-j-:.n morallty, :in T:he"system of 1aWS and in .the soc:l.al .'. |
,,...,and pol:.tlcal a.nstltutxons--eoncrete embodlme-n‘te o't. its em &

‘;-’f‘ :Jxan_'.;; frée personality wllls freedom '~th§t isi he * ": Sh: .-
..:‘.-Szt:cﬁfnséfiéiisti.x,-%néléééf_.h.i.,s o, £dodon e & ._éciit:%ﬁé;.‘fénsifc.»f-}jb'#si oy
' ! B‘.’.t, thJ.s ‘concrete freediojﬂiis not'somett)ung g:lven'“nf”'f, RN
rather .1.t :)i.s' something that is. x’n/;i:.ated thre‘;éh his"’-""’Y RO "':'::h

the h1étory of man as free personality, argues 'Hegel, .‘I.S the

-,
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N _ hlm. Thls is the educatlon, Blld g " of man. Man becomes:“_;< B 2
s‘\‘. " . e < .o “ ’v. :ﬁ’{..
o N N ; free, hls.freedom 1s~not some ng hlch he finds- in a state PR
% P o R
o ' of nature, but rather somethln whlch he achleves through ;1»'-.'; 5,.-
hlS efforts to dlssoc1ate hlmself from a prlmltlve, savage_ ' oY
’ A s Lo P
s te ‘of exlstence ‘-"The savage 15 lazy and is dlStlthlShed o
nll 307

R e

‘;7fuj' man as freely and consciously self—determlnlng has come 1nto ' S 0
. . i 4 - \ o ] } N
1ts<own.‘ In thls age. and 1n thls age. alone, has man‘“x.'t;/JT”v,

5;f_ from the educated (Geblldeten) man by hlS broodlng stupldlty.A
' Nor is the exp11c1t consclousness of hlmself .as; free personalzty
“;,somethlng that 15 present 1n each and every historical age._..—

In the anc;ent polls, for example, man dld not have as the \;fnzlaléﬁ

Tal

- prlnalple of hlS w111 the manlfestatlon of his freedom 1n the e

objectlve order-:f"In the states of anthulty the subjectxve lthj{-w

PQ“fl nd sxmply coxnclded w1th the state s w111 "1? Indeed, argues :

—e._‘.t.....

Hegel, zt 1s only zn the mOdern world that“the'prlnc1ple of

9onsc1ously taken as the prlndiple-of hls w1ll the development

and manlfestatlon of hls substantlve freedom in the inter—ﬂﬂkfi{
. Sk B A

+ " - e N -

subjectlve realm of soc1al and"polztlcal lnstltutlons.. The

modern state has as'its basis the pr;ncrple of man as free

personallty., What are some of the 1mp11catlons of thls for ', - ]

the polatlcal order? - . gt‘f' . o j < B
.,. - ¢j~ '“".. '- ! . A N - o “ - N N . --‘:~ 4:_?..“

sudf “Begel's doctrlne of the state--q\\h dlscussed and often e

‘mlsrepresentedv-ls a: toplc of great deta11 and 1ntr1cacy. We ®
; WJ ! o

. .‘“‘ﬂ K .4,~ 3 ";.;'., A‘lv‘. ," o , .4'..:':.”.!"

11

The/Phalosqghy of g f 197‘37?;

= The-Phllosophx of nght. 261. Zﬁsatz-“wWe are 1ndebted im
... the. Temainder of. the sectioff devoted to. Hegel's 'politics of
qfree—personality/ to SKolomo Avineri. See Hegel's :Theory. of

-the Modern.State’- (Cambrldge.g At- EhevUnlverszty Press, 1972

Chapter Nine- "The Hleroglyph of! Reason'
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' 0 . L
aspects of- this" doctrlne dlrectly relevant to showxng the

N /

(N

':consequences of the prlnc1ple of man as frée personallty to
. B AT

.

the development of polltlcalfsoczety. The state argues K }';1,

e

o

R A c TGt

Hegel,"when artlculated and genulnely organlzed'13

™~

“

represents the embod}ment cf the free w111 _xn the state .

and 1ts 1nst1tut10ns man consc1ously flndS the substance of
hls w111 hlS freedom, manlfested" For the state‘"ls the f v

‘ethlcal mlnd qua substant1a1 Wlll manlfest and revealed to

1tself know;ng ltself, accomplzshzng whatllt knows, ln so f.f‘fZA;%J

.
far as 1t nows 1t...Self—consclousness...flnds 1n the stater

as 1ts essence and the end and product of 1ts act1v1ty,.1ts

substantlve freedom.";4 What thls means 15 that the state _fﬂ'~;?ng”
’ P i oL 1::"'

1s at once the product of man s free act;vaty 1n the realm '
: of hlstory, and when artlculated and genulnely organrzed' 7“w€ﬂ: B B
v . T
the concrete embodlment of hls freedom.. Human actlons 1n RPN B

fhe state are motlvated by the conscious recognltlon that 4fﬁjj;f;jf"¢f

/ the soc1al, polltlcal and legal 1nst1tutxons of the state

hava their ultlmate source in the subJectlve w;ll 1n man as .

free., As such, the state 1deally represents the unlty of

the free w111 w1th 1tse1f ;fFor the free w1ll, as we have

seenr\rs\the W11l that w;lls freedom.- Hegel's argument 15;?

that ln the state, ahd only 1n the state, does the free will ;:an~7:_ﬁ;

.. P L

flnd an’ adequate forum for its actxvrty.,. S ;_:3'¥5
e e : R . R -
HThe state rests upon the conscious reCanltlon on the"

o -4-‘.,

.:a B RS i

13The Phllosophy

D :~ S

The Phllosoghy

4
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wfrepresent the embodlment of thelr freedom. There ex1sts,

‘as it’ were,'an 1dent1ty.between the c1t1zen and the state.

or commonwealth——@n identlty, Whlch when 1ack1ng, places

’the state 1n jeopardy ondLsorder‘and éassolutlon. Fornr

Sy . .
says Hegel,‘"the state is actual only when the members have

. a feellng of thelr own selfhood and 1t 15 stable only when R

. . .

‘,the publlc and‘prlvate ends are 1dent1ca1 It has often'

‘been 5a1d that the end of the state lS the happlness of 1ts o

[

i V'c1t1zens.. ThlS 15 perfectly true.» If all 1s not well w1th

L them, 1f thelr subjectlve a1ms are not satlsfled,...then

.a. /

. the footlng of the state 1tself 15 1nsecure The feellng

fof rdentlty between cltlzen and state, the feellng that Zfa”]fmih“'
Q- o - G

: R
,and polltlcal 1nst1tutlons of the state, Hegel calls

o .
N Gesxnnung R S
V.., s ~n ‘, B 17).

patrlotlsm.u
,readsness for exceptrbnal saorlflces\on the part of c1_lzens R ‘L.'

AN St .
‘ \\iE one s substanglve groundwork and end.‘{l6

2

Do The Phxlosophy of nght, j 265, zusatz.-

lGThe Phllosophy-of

L0 strausS points. out,:

-‘-

. This

'§ 268

here exzsts an ;nsolubl_
- - the rzghts of government and the natural right. o
. to .self preservatlon.

*1nsoluble conflic

By contrast f r Hobbes,‘as S
oconfllct between-
~the 1ndlv1dual

B

bCONBS to the.

" fore in times of national emergency’

for if' the/individual is o

Q"'motlvated ‘always-by- egoistic con51deratlods, then: it is dlfflcﬁit
-to.-sae why he would w1111ngly put his life in jeopardy in times

s
" of, WAE, instead -of nmv1ng to safer. climes. .. Hobbes says: “When
- armies fight,” there ‘is .on one side, or both, running away:. yet
,'/when they .db ‘it 'not out of treachery, but fear, they are not 3"¥3.>
o esteemeg td do it unjustly, but dlshonourablyf“ :EW IV. 414.- But .- .-
.in_grantifyg this he ‘destroys a considerable::part of the basis of
;. .natienal defense.: ‘Strauss ®laims’ that- "the’ pnly solution to this

-‘difficulty-which preserves “the. spirit of_Ho

i ;phalosop z is_the outlawry off war or, the es
o 'state.“ _ eghstrauss, Natural nght and His/t

PP-

197-98. o .

'abiishméntfof-aﬁvb:ld(ﬂ“xsﬁ"




Zsentiment or'conscrousness that-the'citizen5s interests, both

‘ substantlve anid partlcular, are reallzed only 1n and through

the state, thqt the 1nst1tutlons of the state represent ‘the
i
extenszon of the ind1v1dua1Vs self—consc1ous freedom.n'A

0

Hege} takes some pains to spell outothe full 1mp11catlo
‘ o
of the clalm that in the state soc1a1 and polltzcal'anstltutlo

“.

f‘wall.

the laws of the 1and are not somethlng externall
‘ s

On the contrary, hls 5p1f1t.

i

5
essence 1n whlch he has a

In the state, its laws and

SOmethlng alzen to the‘subJect.f

N2

ZTbears w;tness to them as to 1ts own

*Ffeeling of hlS own self hood..."]f7

, \
ment of hrs own free w111, and thus feels secure. “When we
: ‘ '/ : - o
n  ‘walk the streets at nlght in safety, lt does not st‘;ke us-ﬂ*

S -‘ "-' .

Thls hablt of feellng safe has

"

-

‘1-15 due solély to the WOrklng of spec1a1 1nst1tut;on5"

place‘thinklng often hasAthe 1mpre551on that for¢e holds the'

a

”

Y

. .,'p_..
sense of order whlch everyone possesseS'”,.

e

P

18

1nst1tut10ns, the citlzen finds the manlfestatlon and embodi—-

vbecome second nature, and we do not\reflect on just how thls }ﬁ

Common-“'

ns

i

DS

represent the exten51on ofmthe subject's self consc1ous free-'f“
What thls means with respect to the legal order 15 that;f

'y imposed upon,*rf.".l

PN

vState tOgether, but in fact its only bond 19 the fundamentalfmlﬁ‘l

whe functxonlngfzﬁﬁi

%w'

4,'& i\.

cavich

p’ét

U
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A A s - ~ - . ". A ) ‘ s .
) yof the stat.e .{r:ests upon the recogn:.tlonl?. that what is bemg
o F . I 'ofdered has ltS f:.nal source J.;l the free w11/l, laws are‘n'ot y >
| 2 A 2 B & nerely external commands, but the embodlment of man's self-— '
o 1 . . R hconsc1ons‘ freedom. - : i' R g - .

. i ) e B
a '.
1 A C
) 4 N
. v
i
. N 0o 4 ¥ .
A .
.2 . n

s llgpolx,t:.sche Gesmnung__; ac'aording tO Hegel, ; "130 ”‘ general,

“ ! Of course Hegel doea not doubt that laws, ‘and 1ndeed I

S TR I O

the state ltself m:.ght ;Erom the- standpomt of purely 1ndw1d-

L

0 _t‘1a‘1 :Lnterest somet:.mes- appear as an external necessity, -as, \""‘_-:-’ N _"ﬂ‘
some‘g:.hlng :uhpose& Trom w:.thout.,: Hle claq.m, however, is *’that "
beyond thi,s external appearance; ) the ;-,tate : i and ) ~

na't‘itutlol‘{s represent‘ the necessary devlellupment of the, : - . pe
'p'nncaple of man‘ as free p‘ersonallty;..' S 'A
¢ "‘o~_..ll o e gEis e SO

3 .. - -
..’ P o

xgress:.on, But to warrant tha.s lofty de cript:.on the state. w

¢“ "

"The .state 1s.actual, and 1ts actuallty RCH

ot "
5 L3P . : +"a
o Kl ., l‘ '

'.:che fo 1ow1ng caveat-

; 'j.“s th:l.s; '-that,_ the ‘1ntereet of the whole ;.s réé.i'ié:ea in anﬁd. - , ,...,
.‘.‘,through‘parti/c.ular end-s‘ ~ " Actuality 1s aiw'caysmthen unity of ,~ _ ’.,'._;: } :'.
. nn:.versal and part;culaaf;;,.when th:.s }mity, a.s not oreSent, a N
.thing" 1s‘ not actual thongh’lt may h‘ave' acq\;:.red exxstence g '; )
bad state :LS one wh:.ch me;:eifl'exn.ets-'. a‘ s;ck bgdfn ’exlste too,. “ “ p
FRN 3

"‘trust :(which may pass pver. mto a greater or- 1e,sser degree
of educated :|.hs1ght),....,.. See, g 2 e

,.4,

2"'l'he Philosop 1 of nght, § 270- i
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.

as-freetﬁérsonality; 1n and through 1t man. comes to consc1ous
N ecognltlon of hlmself as free. . ‘ -:n ‘ ' .
o o From thls brlef descrlptlon 1t 1s ev1dent that the .

fbcal p01nt of Hegel s doctr1ne of the state 1s the pr1nc1p1e.:‘

of man as free persona11ty, -man. 1n his splrltuallty., Un11ke
A . ,"~ bebes Who concelves of ‘man- 1n purely naturallstlc terms, and

. of the commonwealth and the 1nst1tutlons whlch make 1t up as-

7 to. . - ;-

based ultlmately on fear and on man s selflsh de51re to ensure

. I . . o
o ') '.| N A A i .
¥ B i,

ithe malntenance and enhancement of hlS own well belng, Hegel

s

N . PPN ;-

'~?5;Z*7ﬁff”.:? concelves-of man as free personallty ‘as’ he activ1ty of pﬁ}*kf

vg“'-d' embodlment and manlfestatlon of h1s freedom.,'
.._Ih;"ﬁf%;‘;‘ “J‘ ms Hegel 1s.ahle to” g;nela poSLtlve characterlzatlon of
;;ffﬁ ',:1:)%:" ) uthe polltlcal order; to v1ew soc1a1 and polltlcal inStltutlons' -
B e P . K D ot AR
R S .ﬁi'j°-as'e%ten51ons of man's free self-consc1ops act1v1ty. The stategrfr 7
U B A e . .

l:;"'.?lf f\nds its ground not 1n force, power and fear, but 1n freedom.@’.frj..}’

.-N'

il.f;‘i-_glh ~["rYﬂ{t ”Hls is. not tOusay tha; Hegel denies what we mlght call the;jx E :fj
arggﬁ-ﬁ"c,;} par ral truth' of Hobbes 5 pos;tlon.' For, as Just seen, he 1s ”:i

iE;’f<;”_'i fully appralsed of the nece551ty-of the cltizen s findlng 1n the

IR

state the fulf;llment of thelr own=se1flsh lnterests, the :gfig”-”ﬂ

'xﬂ fu1f111ment.of particular de51res, wants and needs.?% But he

- 21'I‘he SElflSh maximlzatlon of one .5 1nd1v1dual wants and needs -
,constitutes the.’ princlple of what Hegel calls the' burgerlich Ll
:‘Gesellschaft, the state in''its- appearance. ' Hegel .writes:. ‘.- v.u‘¢ .
L MChvil society = an associatidn of members as self-subsistent.. -
. ipdividuals: in a nnlversallty which,. because of their-self--":}z'g o
,:subs;stence, ;s only abstract. Thelr assoclatlon is brought - '
- about. by needs, by the. legal system - the means of ‘security .
. fof person and " prOperty - -and by: an external orgah;zatlon’for .
I~atta1n1ng their particular -and .common interests. ' This. external
"state is: brought back: to and wlelded into. unit& An. the )




clalms that thJ.s phenomenon does not const:.tute the essence

) of the state.

The foundat:.on upon whlch the state rests is

s ‘ the prmc.xple of self—conscmus freedom. And,lfor Hegel

e
5
e
Cf
<.
A

e 2

thls 1nvolves the um.ty of partlcular and substantlve :.nterests.

; L Lo "The unlversal must be furthered but subject:w:Lty on. the ‘ ;‘f L
l N : other hand must atta1n rts full and fllvmg development. It , §
’ ' . . 1s only when both these mox‘nents subs:.st m the:.r strength that i
._'""' ‘ ‘:';;;:’ the state can be regarded as artlculated and genulnely L
organized "22 'I'he prlnciple wg;ﬁch serves as the ground and AR
" S secure footlng of the state J.nvolves the um.ty and /lxv;l.ng ‘ .
-T development of both unlversal and partlcular. -WJ.thJ.n the
3 - Epr1nc1ple of man as free person;llty both aspects reee:.ve ‘
"[ f thelr du'e;‘., But how dOes Hegel demonstrate‘that man is free S
' ‘ " "“_‘:personallty, the po:.nt upon wh hlS entlre doctn.ne turns? : p i
CEn L T To answer th:.s, we mu\st tﬁrﬁ to Hegel's psychology, ,where:.n C 3. -
,. / '_':'-"f_j',.f-the dﬂvelopment of th:.s prlnc:Lple 1s traced and :Lts nature“ L .
) ' demonstrated. L 4 BRI ] ’ ’ -
: S R ..;.‘J Sectlon‘; | , Man as the transcendence of nature.. / e Y
T A PO Hegel opens hJ..S Ph:l.losophy of and by cit:.ng the f MERTR |
_J.ngunctlon of the Delphlc oracle.“. Know thyself. ) Tlus "
: ".;&’;ot‘h/the substant1a1 um.\;rersal order ‘and the publlc llfe :, ) ';.
- devoted thereto.” - Philosophy of Right. § 157

We ‘might note SR
_that it is not accidental that®Hobbes is often. designated-as < -

" the 'Father of political. economy”‘ Fox h:.s characterlzat:l.on
I »'L\_of man"ls .identical -with: homo Oe&onomlcus.-‘ i

... knows no other good"than the thing des;red.
"Hobbes 'S Bourge01s Man,
pp 169-183

Economig, sc:.ence LT

N ;
"Seé.: G. B.( Macpherson, A
. 1n Brown, Hobbes Studles, _..E' c:Lt.
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v
_ T partlcular po:Lnt :m world hlstory does not have the meanlng i ) )
( ‘. of a comanWﬁ/upon man' or more SpGlelcally upon =
N the human-—mrﬁd -from ‘without;. "ont the contrary, the god who N :
1‘ I .'1mpels to self—knowlédge is none other than the absolute T N :-' ,
: law of mihd 1tself."2'3 ‘Mlnd seeks to know, to constlthte, - " )

. e l.-' ' o % d ‘ l oL -
ltS true self- 1t is man seekmg to know hlmself in hle e

,1-\

mlnd 1s. - .J.n J.ts every

"-,;w‘. splrltuallty.' Indeed says Hegfel

act only apprehendlng 1tse1f, and the aim of all genume o :i,,.' )

AEIRLIN i oy RIS SRR

sc1ence 13‘ Just thls, that mmd shall recognlze itself,ln

A
B . v ;_\

everythlng 1n heaven and on earth "24,_‘“‘ 'The end of all -

genuine sc1ence 15 that the human, mlnd come to full ahd

. '* to 1tself. The knowledge thus commanded, says Hegel,' is

‘?,'.i“.“::_ . not 'Jnere self—knowledde 1n respect of the partlcula _
R capacltles, chara;ter, Propeneit:.tesr Jand fo:.bles of the/ o ._ o
alngle self,"25 knowledge that goes under the: name of - .
| Menschenkenntn:.s. Rather,"_"theknowledge 1t commands means( q
. ' ) ' that of man 5 geh}:;ne reality--—of what J.S essentlally and“ B
y EREORES ultlmately true andj real—-of rru.nd as the true and essentlal _'
: £ be:.lng' "26 Man ‘s knowledge of hlmself as splrtx—t-ls. in shox:t,l_,ﬂ__".,'i";‘..
- knowledge of hze I\ih:.versal and substantial nature,".‘ 1t 15 the. o
£ .:5'. expllnc:‘(.t recogm.tlon 'of hls true‘ and essent1a1 seif.., Fo:r: '
: g lregel, as we have seen, .th:.s involves man sn‘c’:ogolt:t;h lof
I ° v . e lf‘ hxmselftes. free ;:e;:sonahlty.‘ T i

5{24

The thloé)hy 'of M;nd,' ‘j‘;377 Zusatz""

B The Phllosc.n)hy of Mlnd,

JF 377.
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| :\‘;‘rw‘.n'p"’:':'."“ &"""""‘:"“.""':;‘”"‘;‘.':"',',‘h‘/'r?‘;", ‘;'“'.'Z",;;i_;,fm, et g e ".";i':.;"""“' ’J’"'! L e
. :
‘ ) . - X - ' \a
SR As free personallty, v1z.~as the self-conscmus RN
‘,_':'f.. L human agent who knows hlmself as free and who has h:.s freedom ’ ' L{
as’ the Object and end of Bis, w1111ng, man is the transcend U P
ence of nature. ~In the human mind or Splrlt, nature is n o
. = T b ) N ' " .,I' ' - {' .
_ subsumed and transformea ' m:.nd negates the externallty of A
. -'c. e . _', ,
':Nature, assmulates Nature to ltself and thereby :uieallzes g
. Ky o “:"v ° .
_fit-'!,.27 One must be careful at th:Ls polnt not to confuse
R \O v n
i Hegel s usa of the prlnc1ple of man as the transcendence of

r) :

nature w:.th Bramhall s talk of man 8 transcendlng nature J.n

v s

- ';moral actlons.' Bramhal,l, we remember, affarms a rad:Lcal

'::-.e;:dlstlnetlon hetween man 5 ap:.ntual:.ty and nature and dog—

I . _e“

'j. mat:u.a].ly asserts‘a moral causal:l.ty for actlon that :Ls

gronnded 1n the 1nte11ect and wh:Lch is’ ln no sense continuous

r.\.\. !. v e K

w;th .nature. Hegel on the other hand, is: goncerned to po:.nt

L A
Lo

Lo the wrongheadedness ﬁof any appr' lach Whlch constructs an

. LT impassablegulf betwaen, mmd and nature‘.- For m.'Lnd has nature" |

: ‘_'. as .’tts Pre'SUPPOSI.tlon, .that 15. nathe ;LS ‘the very °°“dlt1°n ¥

of mind s ac}:lv:n.ty As J'N Fmdlay poz.nts out:;:" "There J.S ““.."-'. g »
v 3 ‘ for Hegel nothlng 1dea1 or sp1r1tua1 whlch does not have 1ts ; ',,' 7"."

" }‘ 1‘.1" e, ‘:
.__‘,roots .l.n Nature, and wh:.ch J.s not nourlshed and brought,to

9

g kull fru:Ltion by Nat\.u:e.,"_%8 Nature is not simply and .
wh1ch mJ.nd or splrit' fa.ret e;nerges.
I' * v '-:A ; - 3

; .

2'7Phrlosgph1 of mnd, j 381 Zusatz. : -

-,J N.‘,F:Lndlay, Foreward to Hegel :
x1i '~, Hegel's text translate_d h
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as -

[Aussere:.nanderse:.n) g:hayracterist:.c of :.t and 1n the '

gradual aclueveme,nt qf "a klnd of self-dependent unz.ty wluch
: .'I.S ohly adequately realzzed\zn s,;::.:!::.t:.“z,9 'I‘he ’b:-}ocessa.on Qf r
. o At 2 U P L .

mi.nd or, 3p1ri€ from naEure conﬂitu{:es, .for.: Hegel, the 2 & ‘ N Y

emergence and demonstratmn of ;he princ:Lple of man as th{ ":: "':." : .
s [y ‘v """ 'ﬂ " 'r. K B _.";. .. K

k- tra g&endence of nature. the pi*].nc:l.ple wh:.ch,oas po:.nted By
o S v ar.‘-.'.“ Oy o .
,’ : out above3° serveg as . the pomt de depart of Hegel' e S

'. L. psychology of free personal:.ty. . Befor.e turnmg 1-,0: 47 :

L

ns d rat'lon pf t}us psychologx, we shall attemp‘t 'an ie‘x,am-.

,-t:

J.nat:.on. . though a brief,one., of ;p:hat Hegel means by

.
™ ‘. 05 i
8 e L .
- u .‘ A . i ‘

pr:.nclple of man a.s -the transcendence of Qature; and

s ‘.- .“-..x

the

,‘| &

— -.‘ N ‘:1 "\',. op o .'-"." i ‘..."' "'“)4
.,and nfiive,, Al S AR
: LT e
T4 . . s '.. & N 5 '." .
. TR Hegel\introduces hJ.s study of nature wu:h
'..._“: .\? d .»',. 1.. ‘, = - ,‘ o ‘“'

*

. ').

:

entxties .ui general..g He makes

bu. kY

ph:,"cal* tfeatment. of Nature :ts me '

J.-,J ',.. ....w- o S
.' wh:.chhe

.~

close.

4..:,. o0

|:f B so ffom the perspect;ve ~nf appet,:.te "wh:.ch is self-seekin
',‘!-.' s '... ‘_‘ ‘,ﬂ.’;n : . "'.: PR T I _“. o S

need impels us to uge:

Ve

P -‘--,,,.', “;,L s s S
lex' oﬂt, it wéar‘ hér" d‘“\ '1:0 ai;nlh;late her.)'.,3?7 ,The rpsult ""
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v themselves. ‘

o attempts prlma facn\e tc- av01d thls dlfflcqlty \by begmn;ng L.

" \\ -

- X1 1972 pp.  396-97.
C Hegel.

\
A second approach, the theoret:.cal approach,

N - = -.._.',__

For X

5

. 6 /
frem thﬁ'arrest of apkm, but f_al].s mto an7ther.

: though this- st.andpornt seeks to leave natu al obJects as they

are, to stand back from them and to g:Lve us knawledge of

NP T TR )

Dol
-, .

B

the:.r u.m.versal ‘and essent:.al aspects, 1t haS the effect of

. "" / e
reduclng them to mere abstq:\act laws, forces and genera.
\ R

"_'...abm)dant 1:Lfe/ weanng a thousand

th:.s approach, nature s

wonderful and dellghtful shapes, shrxvels lnto ar:.d forms and \

w32

' sh eless generahtles..‘; _ Moreover, thJ.s ,approach has the

effect of establlshn.ng- "a duah.ty ‘of obj\ect and\Subgect and’

< “ '7.

tbeu: separatlon, someth:mg here and someth:.ng yonder. " But

"‘. in I"'he speculatlve study of nature thls s not oug .mtentlonf-..: : -:.' o
‘ : AR RS
for our aim 1s to comprehend Natv.}re, to make her ours, so E :

thai- she J.S not someth:.ng al:.en and yt:mcler.":"?3 Clearly, says,-_."‘ N I

ecﬂl, what J.s needed is an approach to nature Whlch is' 4' S

-" . . . " oL, ‘«<~A‘,‘ JRNPE N - .
f . e e Lo NI

e T "ﬂ“' A N
3;')Phllosophy of Nature, 5‘3246 Zusatz. - For Hegel, .Hobbes('s C

reduction .of ‘nature to.the. abstract motlohal:tst laws of action’

-~ and reaction: would be" gullty of thlS' S0’ also, of. course, . REREE: S

.would the a,bstract perspef:t:we of modern sc1ence Ain- general. B B

Phlloso hy of Nature., §, 246, ‘Zusatz. The standpo:Lnt of
moaern -science is essentlally ‘that. of Cartesiapism. As James

',':‘Doull -points, out: Assumed ‘on -the part ‘of the scientists.‘is ' .

7-a Cartesian subjecta.vn:v whith has.:.the vice that it readily- o R
e m:.stakes logical for. empJ.rJ.cal ‘entities. and-vice versa." For - ¥ V.
:-;.a-concise statemenkt ‘of the relat1onsh1p which Hegel sees as .. - W8 -

rbbt\a\:;:\xng between natura - science -and the’ Phllosophy of Natirej~ - .
" ‘see Doull, “Hegel's P}\:Llosophy of Nature, " 'Dialogue. Vol." .
See also, G. R.G. Mure; -The’ Philosophy of '
Oxford Um.vers:.ty Press, 1965, pp. 153—4_

Londdn T
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3 ) . . cLoT e "~ T .‘. .."--' ‘-
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. . RS -
4 . - able to recogmze the essentlal and u.m.versal in her w1111e

. ) : t the same t1me domg Justzce to the Wealth and rnam.fold

L

conf:.gurat:.on of her J,nd:.vidual aspects. . Such an approach

\\ _ ' _ ' he ,argues, is the one adoptefi\ln th\a Philoscfphyrof Nature.
. e \\\ - I'c represents the 'uxuty of 'the practlcal and theoretlcal ) 4 A
\'\,\.‘“\. approaches and the correctlon of the:.r respectlve one-—s:.ded— : -' ~
‘ o '.w nes\'\ Phllosoph‘.\.cal knowledge, or, "t;e cognxt;\m whlch o N 1 I
L ' comprehends (begrlef‘endesérkennen) is.the mlddle ‘term ‘in. B 1
' R ehlch umversalzty does not ‘remain. on thls 51de, in me, overk ' 1
- ) o agalnst the 1nd1v1dua11ty of the objects- ' on the cont.rary, Lo - '
;'.i whlle it stands J.n a negatlve rela ion’ to'thlngs and A
. aSbJ.mJ.lates_\t.hem ¢\o J.t\self, J.t equally' inds ind:.v:.duallty’ ‘ '
1h them and does not encroach upon thEII .rr;gependence, ‘ or !
.. ‘mterfere wn.th the:n.r free self-—determnatloh “34 'hé g , - N

the ph:.losophlcal approach J.s one that alms at a comprehens:. J :

¢ S

S S ; S
sl grasp of nature ‘as she :Ls both in her umvarsal:.ty and
».Eartlcularlty.- ._.r__ o * R

S ',\
‘., - . \ ER /.'

o What\does th:.s comprehensiv_ﬂ -

approach th:n.s begr”e1fendes

Erkennen, reveal nature to be? - In the flrst mstance, saysY

s .\ :'.)

‘Hegel, ‘1t reveals Txex‘ to be a realm of asunderness and’ s/elf—

S ; ’ O S
' -Zexternallty, of Aussere:.nandersein and AussersrchSeJ.n. ,In B
Tl _nature one thlng exlsts alongs:.de‘ another and follows .another,

"that J.s, 1n the natural realm all th1 "'s.\are mutually external

| - ‘ad 1nf1n1tum. B,ut th:.s :.s not all _:Lt revea].s 1n her as well,
. ".4‘ " N - \'\" M l', ,‘..'.f'
- ,“_".even J.n her fn:st and most 1mmed1ate determ:.nat:.on~'vxz.. pace, TN
C a certaln un:\.ty, :the preflguratzon of the splntuaJ. .5 ‘Indeed

-." . ‘; ’
, o LT

S 34Ph1{1050phy of Nature, j 246._\ SRRV EEE T
.;';‘"._ 3 Phllosophy of Nature, Introduct:.on, 1‘:"."3>'3".'""""‘,'.Sﬁixf'"it ‘ietﬁrtesagsea':fl::‘
. :m nafure.' U et e P R
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‘,\,\That is, what the: phllosophgr

,pretatlon of Natuz:e, must ...c0n51st ln seelng in 1t ‘a

"-encompasses, Hegel shows m hls PhllosoRhy of Nature, the
'7‘-7’:wh0¢e of the natural realm_ o

ithe movement from mechanlcs, the sc1ence whereln :.nert

& ;,'over externallty whlch nature achieves.' In the anlmal

;.‘unlty that nothlng 1n 1t appears as 1ndependent,,,every

determlnateness is at once 1deal the an1ma1 remalnmg 1n L

. ) 5 , ]
T DI " .
. N -
L "t e
<
’ . L
4‘." -
Sy - eI T 1 ar e s At L e i b o Bt e T
. A I T e g e T Ty
i ‘
L4
oy

-as: Flndlay pomts out for Hegel “the phllosophlcal nater-

T

-serles of stages wh:Lch evmce the gradual tnumph of self—

.,36

explanatory t;\}lty over mutual externallty and otherness.

5

ees in nature is-a- process

which exhlblts the progre551ve : oration of nature s’

o

own self-externallty, the very stones cry put, says Hegel,

and ralse themselves to 11fe and to m:Lnd ok splrlt 37 'The
. o

course of thls amellorat:LVe prooes,s,«_thls progresswe over-

1.'. A

‘comlng of the endless extens:.on of Qaftes extra partes,

[

- . ; :
I

'Very generally, 1t :mvolves -

" I

. mafter and matter 1mpelled mto motlon by external -mfluences

‘-"15 studled, to~phy51cs, the 501ence whlch deals w:.th matter

. \ JREN p)

b '_essentlally ;n relatlon aw1th other 1>natter,‘ to organlcs, the

’

‘sc1ence of the lJ.v:Lng organlsm. Wlth thls last sc1énce, and

”

‘?j‘-_.:jsnnczxflcally w1th the study of the anlmal organ:.sm, says ~

!

.,Hegel ‘,we See the hlghest polnt, ‘the most complete trlumphf-_f_i'.;,f .

1 =y

‘organlsrﬂ ve have to do w.1th a whole "so pervaded by 1ts

P

~_-_every determnateness the same one um.versal,\ s0 that 1n the h

ot

', .vanlmal body the complete untruth df asunderness 1s revealed. ‘:

— < g - D . s
. .'_ " e . e ..‘,

f

“f.f‘36F:.ndlay, _E Cxt. .p x:.v. 37Ph1.losoghy of Nature, j 247

Phllosoghy of Mznd, j 381. Zusatz.; :
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With the feellng-unlty of the anlmal organlsm, an organlsm.

Y i

o .in whlch each aspect or determlnateness manlfests one total

a

real:l.ty, we reach nature 5. apex. th thzs po:.nt, po:Lnt

whlch represents 1n J.ncn.plent fashlon the 1nter(‘_1}a11ty and
1mmater1.al unlty of conscious thought, nature palsses over Co N .\ L

T -',_,,1-« '
mto mmd. BRI BRI 'g

T i

. .
Lot AT i
. et N -

.'\ R '. M . . . “H‘.k'r-

- - - L ©

R The process:.on of m:.nd or. Splrlt from nature(,He.gel

i .
= —

makes clear, is not to be understood as lf mmd were 51mp1y

L

™

L
2
o
%
[
o
o

the resuLt of nature, as. 1.f natute were the absolute ‘PT. igs . ""; 1

and mlnd somethlng secondary."—Granteinature pre-exlsts ‘
h "- oo ! ) ,' o L, .o
mind and in’ & temporal sense s’ the condltlon for the R A

. b u.‘.
D B -

emergence of mlnd. But temporal prlorlty does not make

i

“at‘-m the\ab@l‘ufe beglnnlng, ‘ the h:rstory of the earth pr;LQr,""f‘»‘h"":" '

oo,

to the appearance of llfe,?and more speclflcally of conscrous‘l_.
e S ) o

thought, represents, says Hegel me.taph\orlcally, ) "the movementr.j"f_-.'*'{_-:r," :

e and dreamlng\of one asleep, unt11 it awakes and recelves 1ts R ;l’j S
B consc:l.ousness 1n Man, and 80 confronts itself as a stab;.hzed ,
LR i S n,\'-‘ ’

( uhlg ) formatlon._” Mmd 15 not somethlng der1vat1ve,"_f".,

_ _‘ he r::.s it nature s own truth the reason for her exlstence.._.r‘ ,
The e

re process of nature, '\{z the progre551ve amelloratlon

\ V- o
of asunderness and externallty, flnds 1ts adequate reallzatlon

only 1n the/‘internallty of mlnd or sPJ.nt.;.

Moreover, Nature 1s

[
ass:LmJ.lated and :Ldeal:l.zed J.n m:.nd -“'I‘he :.Lllusory appearance

. t .
“ . " . s

whlch makes mlnd seem to be medlated by an Other (ie. Nature)

15 removea by m:Lnd 1tse1f, s:.nce thls has, so to speak, \the ":"‘7

_‘.. R S . PR . . . . :.'_w“”" -




S
5
S

-
. %

sovereldn 1ngrat1tude of rlddrng ltself of oi medlatlng,

-that by whlch lt appears to be medlated, of reducrng 1t

ST s ._}to somethlng dependent solely on . mrnd and in thls‘wa§~
i:" o . 'Jﬁmaklng 1tself completely seif-gub51stent."40 Through the
Njiﬁ - L ﬂﬁ.assxmllatlon and 1deallzat1en‘of nature mlnd comes to exrstﬂ'
. T
‘:57" N }'l - for 1tse1f as self—suff;czent.' But thls\does not mean that |
: §§ o ':"nature 15 annlhllated in mlnd rather does it mean - that 1n :
& \

"‘.mlnd nature fxnds her truth and fulflllment. In thrs sense

..

, o - - “i
: . ; mlnd constltutes the presupp051t10n of nature and 1s!the ;!
i R T, qg 1u of the latter. S :‘g“,l -'_wf- , ,:3

Mlnd emerges fron natUre as the truth of the natural

'fand serves, as already.n‘ted, as t‘e startlng p01nt of Hegel'

.

‘."”Jpsychology of free personallty In eed, the emergencerof\‘”ﬁ

';}mlnd as fre\ﬁom-l "The substance of mlnd 1s freedom,'le. the

}j,fA‘ labsence of d&pendence on- an Other, the relatlng of self to
11,:‘igﬁ.self..4} Unllke the natural realm where each exlstent 1s a

- - ’., |

n] ! . -, '

- realm~ 1n man as splrxd nature 1s 1deallzed«and transcende&... :

B e l P

3;'m1nd from nature has preclsely tpe meaﬂlng that the e!ﬁEhce of ‘f*

v T~

_,rpartlcularsmutUally external*to'é‘*n othef‘?hrng and yet
. -

N ! ' Chs ‘
dependent upon these other thlngs for 1ts explanatlon, mlnd 19
self conﬁﬂlned. self-dependent.u Even at the hlghest sLage of

_.-nature does not attarn to the unlty and self-contarnedness of

i

- _“ » - i ] RS L

Phrlosophy oftﬁind, j 381, Zusatz. i?*

Ehllosophy

of:hihd, j 382 Zusatz.“

1ts trlumph over externallty, v1z._1n the anlma} organlsm,-t,}#”
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consci“ous 'thought. . ~.~' . ..the an:Lmal soul 1s still not free- p

H 42
. or exc:.tatlon, as’ t:.ed to one det rmlnateness. But m:Lnd

v:.z. be ‘aware‘of q..tse-lf, as the sel r—ldentlcal unlty present

: says, has a power over every content present 1n a.t, and vthls S ¥

1s self-determming‘ f.

.’ constltutes :hc?entlal and substantlve n l
mnd 1s not 'etha.ng of wh:.ch m1nd 1nuned1ate1y upon LtS T )

.o L - . o
. . Lo . , . ’
- I - v et et
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v

power "forms the bas;s of the f,rtLedom of m:md "44

short, e}fé:s for J.tself as self dependent and self-d"termlmng..» :;‘.;.' \

P 4

1t is free. , But thls freedom whlch '
@ure of the human

emergence from nature 1s wholly in possessmn. Mind's con-~"' S .
o e o I . . )
scmus recognltlon, 1ts knowmg, of 1tse1f as free is something '

N

that 15 achleved . ,..,,m J.ts munedlacy,_mnd 1§ free only R .

A

BRI

. [ LR
. " ' He
S w
R E
TR

S

" R .
. .‘: -
v,

i

Phllosophy

1mp11c1tly, 1n prlnc1p1e or p&tentlally. ,not yet in, actual:.tv-
7 e At

actual freedpm does not..belong to mmd m 1ts 1medlaoy but Y

45 MJ.nd S/ N} .

ha.s to be brought 1nto being by m:.nd's own act1v1ty

know:.ng of 1ts'e1f as 1t 15 1n J.ts essen al nature (and th:.s

J.nvo;lves m:.nd's cognztlon of itself as frm:xalgy\)\'ls ’.:' ‘

. .. Lo . . .
s s . .‘ Lo . T T,
[ q ’ . - .

Ph11050phy of Phnd, j 381, zusatz

Phxlosophy of Mlnd, j 382

Zusatz. T

of mnd,_-j 382,."usatz.;"
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know, 1tse1f Indeed says Hegel,_"’xt 1s..-as the creator A

w:.th m Anthropology, that smence Mherem the flrst forms

' somet}ung gradually realrzed' mlnd constltutes, comes to

of 1ts freedom that we have to con51der m::nd 1n phllo phy.

.~

The course7 whlch mnd travel& in c0mmg to’ know 1tself as ., . . '

~

- s

o i af s %, D gyt

free personallty, v.Lz. as the poss;l.bllz.ty of constltutlng Lo

in the - objectlve order soc1a1 and. pollt:.cal 1nst1'tut1.ons L _E

) . Al

that are the embodlment and manlfestatlon of 1ts freedom, ' P

Hegel traces 1n h:Ls doctnne of subjectlve mmd the :Elrst : \
part of h:.s Phllosophy of M:Lnd In what fOllOWS we shall CL
attempt a bnef’ recountlng of thlS doctrlne, our mtentmn is ." “ I

A DU . R R

to show 1n ‘a - ver_y

eneral manner the constltutlon of the self— \ i~

CG.’ﬁaGlDUS agent capa '1e of free aCtlTS 1n )

Sect:.on J.J.i: . Man ‘as’ free{Personallty_ ':-'.\‘\‘ . i
e The'three main forms " of, mlnd subjeotlw}e are, ; HEge]_ , ,
sa}vs soul (§_¢e_e_1~_e_),,cor;soiousness (Bewuﬂ_igiﬂ) and m:Lnd’ 2. L

such (Ge:.st als solche) . The flI‘St of these, soul .is dealt

N -
wh:.ch the human mmd takes :Ln 1ts emergence from nature 15

- in the modern state... e et - R U B

studled 'Rn th15 sc:Lence, 'we have to do w:.th "mmd whlch 1s

gy e -‘-:

46Philosophy_ of M:l.nd 5 382, zusatz. :,:_ "_’;-‘7_.,_

47When we say 'formal' e mean that 1n hlS doetnne of R i,.’j;"_
Subjective +Mind Hegel is concerned to clarify the formal: powers .
-of . "the human mind. -.The'se powers:are, of course, developed Adn "'.'\'1 SN

the nexus of; soc:l.al and. political éircumstances, we' have seen. j':',,; DAY R
‘above that 'Héegel ~holds’ that' the principle of‘man as frees’ -;_.;‘ |
personallty finds -its adequate h15tor1cal manifestatlon only




G

AT . " B
L} L ..-.%3’

&il1 in the gripiof Nature and coﬁnected with ifs,’cofpof-(-
. I3 N I

,'eity_,,.’mind which is potjas:.y‘é“t 15 communlon w1th 1tself,

]

4

. \madn them truly '1ts own.‘ : «,j‘_.: e, '.'/' .' 'j

“not yé-t" free..

.'.43, .Soui' accord:mg to’ Hegel 15 the "sleep
ﬂ

of mind—-—the pa551ve nous of - Ar:.stotfe, which is .potentlally

all thlngs,"49 it 1s the . substaqce of all further deVelop—
e

ments of mlqd as consc1ousness and &atlonal though,j: and w:.ll
¥

:

and serves as the 'bas;s of man'g’ ' As 'the~ba51s of~man,“ 1t‘

is mnd 1n 1ts :meedlacy, the flrst faint- splrxtual:.z’!’hon ﬁ

of man s naturalness. " 'I‘he stages exhlblted throughout the

AnthrOpology w:.ll dlsp‘lay the development where1n the soul

.7

takes possess:.on of 1ts natural features and comes to

'A . .' . . w .

it

‘,s

and 15 1tself unawaz,'e of them.,. Included at

cluded als‘o %t th:.s stage J.S sent:.e ce ( E—flndung) . the

hlghest moment of the natural soul.-‘ The flve senses,. Hegel

) '—'2 see};s to show, form a system of _corpprexty spec1f1ed' /'

PhllOSOphy of M:Lnd 5 387”'

49nhnoscphy,o£_ Mmd g 389.

-
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mlcrocosmrc fashlon the macrotosm
. \ : .

of nature. ' As Hegel says,. .

\

"My body is the mlddle «term by

.....

e \\' In the next stag.e of' the Anthropology, feellng soul

.y
PN ‘

(fuhlende Seele) ' the parltrcular and c0nt1ngené(contentKof

: sentlence recelves @ h::.gher and more comprehensive :Eorm..

Y B .

o ;
,ut._._ D P
r‘; ¥ M ' :

.t

s /

. i:ch

‘Lgat:.g in depth psychology. :

: 11- a‘ﬁ somethm .

550

The feehng soul contalns stored up w;,thln it "an J.nfln,xte

A -
treasury of senSatrons, , deas and acqulr*ed J.ore" 51 a manJ.L

fold wluch J.t has 1mmed1 tely in the form of dreams and '; A

premom'glons. At thls s age we have to do wrth a form of
K4 . . i

Tt

52 Hegel calls th:.s feellng soul

e .,
b

a self-contar\ed 'monad' ‘ s:l.nce ltS content does not confront

external to :Lt and objectlvely structured

)
As rnstances of e J.mmeIdlate knowxng charactenstrc of thlS

form of m:l.nd He ol p01nts to thé phenomena of clarrvoyance and

telcpathy, phenomena ‘in whlch a know,ledge med:.ated by neJ.ther

space and t:.me, non cause. and effect, :.s obser}ved In s:.ck-

A

nesses of 1nsan1ty,\dea1t wi th also at the level of the feelmg-_.ﬁ‘

soul . we see, says H gel tl'te monadlc self engrossed wrth and

ftihl) ; a dom:.nat:.on whlch results 1n the obstructlon of the

,_'..'.. RN . . "
¢ e PR | L - '-, Tt

) '..", ]

AR

N s e ' .“A[l '. , ~'.‘ N . . ., T . ‘. "
Ph1 losophy of Mlnd, 5.,7410, Zusatz. . See also( Murray Greene,
Hegel ‘on. the: Soul: A S eculatlve Anthropology.u (The Hague- o

Igartlnus ‘Nijhoff, 1972) || Py 86 R N e
o e =_: IR Seden Ty .
lphllos_ghy of Ma.nd, j 40§ :.. _"‘..‘5 'f .

52
See Murray Greene "Hegel's Conceptron of Ps cholo :
Unpubl1shed paper. i \ ol gy._

53

Coreed \ : "f,' e fx':’ L :.-,,/“'-'.
Ph110<0ph}' Df M.'l.nd, f 402, 2ﬁ§at‘2,"'.';;' .,_'-". S

: 'uman mlnd that late came to be systemat:l.cally 1nvest—-'-"~ T

A ’f domnated by some part\leular content of self-feelmg (s elbstge—"".' = N
RS W sy, ‘ cLuv !
I ‘,' " f ' ‘

g2z




{featuree At is not sen&ient nor.does it stand in

o .;‘,; o In takzng possesszon‘ of J.ts oorporii'

v oo e

‘#?‘.56

S o AU PR SN PT A .
B AL SR P TR G e DT e el

fluid uniVersality of the life of mindy, In habit, the

: t.
final moment of the feeling soul, the self returns from the

partlcularlty of its content to J.tself in. its universalityi
L9
says Hegel,

as habzt "the soul has t’.he contents in -

. 1'
possessron, and contalns them in’ 5uch a manner that in these

f i ‘ v, :
relationship

N 1

w1th them as d:.stmgua.shlng ztself from th\em, nor is absorbed
in them, but has them and moves in them, thout feehng or

consc:.ousnees of--the fact’. w54 'Wlth thls, the soul reduces
el . o

.

1ts corporeity to an ':Lnstrument' and renders 1tself free for '
Srdw -

POSSESSLOI‘I. - , R

Yr.

: '.-actual:n, zes ! ' 1dea11ty

.-

(verwirkllcht) 1tse1f as’. thz

Cah body, the latter has been molded and mad so thoroughly
soul's own that 1t 1s now the soul § own 'work of art"*its

-y -

In 1ts corporeity—-ln stance, attltude and physiognomlc

- e

exprcss:.on——the soul has 1ts "free shape, in- whlch _|.t feels

5°lf and makes 1tse1f felt.'f55 we have here the .t:ruth of -

the progress whlc/h We have wltneesed throughout the wholé of

=1gn.

-

the Anthropolpgy: as Murray Greene 901nts out. '
- The soul s\development 1n.the Anthropoloqy 1s x[
presented by Hegel: above. all.as a struggle '
“toward” freedom, a: str1v1ng by the- psychlcal

s selfhood 'to actualize-.its: telos as . Spirit by ,

| rlslng abo.ve 1ts immersion in .1ts feelmg-—l:tfe

“to- genulne self-determ:.natlon. The- struggle S
requlres a- sunderance of the self from JtS S
natural belng.?ﬁn_:n R S

' 54ph11osophy~of umd—~5—410— ‘—g‘-» -'}'iphllos 1’»_1y~ of; ana,_; 411-_,, PR

o -Gr..e'ene,

the soul ‘_‘-_-‘ N

’
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' In “its Befre:.ungskardgf towards true self—possesslon the

% soul atta;ns :|.t<s actual1ty when its outwardhess, 1ts body, é

we A . is but the sign and J.nstrulpent of its own spJ.rJ.tual i

¢ ‘ ' inwardness. At thls point, says Hegel, the soul loses -

tﬁe' m‘eaning of  the m‘?z;e soul, or the im:me‘,diacy &f mind.

. ' It sets it'self. in opposition ;(ges}enﬂbefstellen) v_‘to the being

. , ‘ of.iqts &:qrpor_eity,l’{(.'hi,le absér‘biﬂg this and mei}‘cing it 'its

‘own . ('erixinert) :Ltself in J.ts

As such 1t has mwardlzed
- L

‘. external:l.ty and J.S 1nf1n1te self—relat:.cn." M.J.nd thus ST T

/awakens to 1tself as ego and ga:Lns the pOSlthn of t.hmker ‘

and subject speclflcally the subject of the Judgment S

/ f. (Urtell) in whlch the ego exclud’es the’ natural m?nada.c I ; \ .
tl.t x AR R . - . / _-'.;': L s

content of the prev10us stages as an object' (Gegenstand) ‘-. ::”‘,";"41:

. w:Lth thlS soul becomes conscxous—

,or, world external to J.t

s ; ) nes.-_., abstract unlversallty whlch J.n .1ts object is- :u'nmediat—
Y . Ve ) a,
ely reflected J.nto J.nself--the subject-matter of the sc1ence

w

of Phenomenology -.

S : o Phenomenology, 'the second of ‘the sciences of mJ.nd R . -". ‘

S . o sub;ectlve, emerges as a result' of the Ur—teJ.l of soul and o :. .'.."‘;:.

" S has as e focus of :.ts study the var:.ous general modes of : "
LI

A SR " consci ess.,-' Unlike the An};hropology wh:.ch dea.ls wn.th the ST

e o natural monadlc self as: mlnd

Lt has as the sub_ject-matter

. :. self—rg,ation, n‘El‘.'nd as it .'LS

or spa.rlt ':Ln ltself'

Gan su:h) -4,

v" for :Ltself ’

' 1n 1ts relatlon to 1ts other,

s

. 'v'.

"I ,

7

'of 1ts mqulry m:Lnd as :.nflnlte(

but at the same tn.me

fe e -7 .-

i NEEE D B -

,an other whlch.. .J.s determlned .

Ph:L losophy ‘o-f M:Lnd ¢

R C

j 412. :~ For the etymo],og:.cal signr
word’ Urtell,l see. Encycloped
w HaIlace_(London-__- Oxfoxd _U

Phllosophy of Mlnd
Hemes t""’tﬁe
< f lISS.. Translated by
Press, 1968)
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'by that: relation as ‘both imElicit~1x an object and also, as‘
hegated. Consc:.ou/,Sness, Hegel tells gs is the relatronal

mode of mind;

1t 1s mmd " 1n 1ts manlfestatlon (als prschelnend) .

Ve

lts oppos:.te n 60,

as exhlbltmg J.tself 1n But this opposxte

to whlch conSciousness is related and which for 1t has the

shape of somethmg external and independent is J.mpllcltly oné

‘

with cons’c:.ousness a

."For’ conSc:.ousness, say s Hegel :us the?

contradlctlon "between the: 1ndependence of the tvﬁ)o j.des andr

thelr 1dent1ty in. whzch t.hey are merged 1nto one. This

I 1dent1ty, however,
[ Lo
L -begmn:.ng of the Phemcnemology /:Ls unaware.

\ -

'the stages of oonsc:.ousness 'S development throughc;ht th:Ls

15 somethlng of,whlch ccmscmus /ess at the

o4 f,“smenc:e appear always as an alteratibn ‘1-011 the side of the

h"ect._‘ 'yfue goal of the movement exhxbxted throu/ hout th:.s
fas the

Su.enc:e 15 that conscmuSness come to know\\}tsel

fruth of the changlng show before ity that isy fame‘ to know .-
o

the 1dent1ty of the ‘two, sides. Hegel says,

- When thls occurs(,

.

" For . th:.s re‘ason B

‘COngClOUSDESS w:Lll hhve ralsed Jtself to truth,

.

..

,/wa. ll know its’

/

. other -as 1tself, and 1tse],f in ltS other.. ) /

, L As :Lt emerges as ‘a resblt of the Urtell/of soul,

i

BewuBtseln --

P 'in thqught. ..§2

" f— B PC " .

596 W: F Hegel,

w e

I

<

Sc1ence of Logl .

Foreword by J ,N-
" pp. . 781-782. - RARET

Fmdlay ‘(Loncxon

CODSC:LOUS!’\BSS 15,.f1rst’, sensuous CO]’ISClOUSnESg

,:appears Hegel says, as "wealthlest in matter’ b

For thls reason, 1t passes over to

«

das s:Lnnliche“. ERERE (S

. In thls mode conscmusness .'LS the 1mmed1ate

/ ce:ta:.nty of 1ts ob;ect as a. sdmeyhat' and aé a ‘here F 'Itj-f- ’

’ Translated by A V.,M:Lller. )

The Humgn}lt;es Press, i969) y

. . ] . . S I
\ Scﬁ\ence of LOO:LC, 782 \""' Phllosophy lof Mx.nd, j 414 B Fa
Ph»:.loso::hy bf I-hnd,- f 418..__ B ’ g -
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(Wahr—nehmuxlg) where a more adeduate 'charactenzatﬂpn of

“ ot

the ‘object’ is achleved. In thlS mode the object apnears

e

LIS .v, 9

_not merely as ,an :Lndwn.dual somewhat" and al'here' but ' <

J .o, ° i)
. [ '.4..° 9 ",

as a t.h:l.ng, the bearer of qualltxes or’, prcpertxes. JBut as.’

PN

PR
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P tow

o
-

et

RIS IR

._/a.

AR .
o e S

’ ,

a characterlzatxon, of - the Ob]éct th:n.s too proves 4nqdequ,ate; . Cled

'~; .

‘ © ' the unlty and exclusiv:.ty of. the Thﬁ;ng cannot; be rec0hc:.led e
‘¥ - LR o
KR Coe with the presence s.n 1t of varlous mutuaIly dlsth.nct sense- ‘

[ L’y o . 9

, } e P qual:.t:n.es,. sense quallt:.es present a'.l.so 1n g er th:l.ngs .‘- For
} ] \ A'_ W . oo o H B “‘“
§.r ' v tms ~reason,. gense perceptlon passes over into 1ntellect

] . 4
, - . u + AN g
(DS

:,,_ L

J.S brought under laws, whlch suppress the multr

) v

le.cJ.ty" of the*

sensible and yet contaln 1'!; "but as an 1nter19r°;'si/mple o

,

w}uch rema:,ns sé].f—:.déntlcal ln'the v1c1551tudes

a

f
RIS B IV dlfference
SR R " . - "a.“- <
; e e o oI appearances.'f_GB wn—.h thls, Hegel argues 'cbnsclousness
A r: . . K . : ‘ ‘. o - ) \t‘;‘ .M
has ralsed 1tse1f to self—conSc:Lousness,‘ for{ as lntellect,

v R LN .9 - L e ¢

iz, in belng aware of laws, consmousness relates J.tsélf

to ‘an-’ object 1n whlch the 'I') flndé’agamuthe counterpart

or reflex of 1ts own sefl.f.,','«G“.1

I3

ot S

s the act:.vn.ty of br:.ng:_n/gxﬁ

K]

its obgect under laws, .1n oth words consc;wsness relates

1t5€f to 1tse1f and 15 self-consciouéness. "
o - “.ﬂ ,. N

In J.ts /processmn f}'om consc;ousness, self—consd:.oué—-‘.":;_'-,--ff-'

ness :.s 1n the 1n1t1al 1nstance 1mmed:.ate and abstract.,“ sXt

. RPN I
: . ;' : u"° -"’ B * '4-:5,."5“*1-:“_
- J.S the contradlctlon, Hegel says, between, J.tselfu as consc.lous— ] ",

R
r - ', #l

ness and as self—consc.louSness,
s TN . s
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<’ .. \ Ry ‘ Do s e
"i:a? B |
1

that 1n the world 1t flg;S 1tse1f.,°what we wrtness through—.
S ¢ 4 , T
oﬁg thls,sectlon of the PhenomenolOgy is- mlnd's gradual K.

sl

n

overcomlng of thls contradlctlon.' The flrst steb in this e
dlrectlon occurs at the level of appetltlve self-consclousl v Lk
_;f ?ess kdie Beélerde)p As appetlte;bmlnd flnds 1tselfa 7 Lj S
.;.nconﬁrqnted by an object other than 1%self and hostr;e to 1t. . .
v‘.To demonstrate the objeot's nuility and to 2§6w 1t§ owner- o :h:

-
3
Cod e
-

. »
PSR S,

shlp of ‘the. w0rld, appetlte proceeds to consume and destroy

.
S

the object whlch confronts 1t. But ln destroylng thlS, 1t . =“r“? z

- . .

:

d troys,that upon whlch 1ts satlsfactlon and the demOnstratlon

-

A

s st e
B - -

by another object whlch lt m"sﬁ~1n*turn domlnate and destroy. i

o

Py

1o

Immedaate self—consclousness 1s thus caughtaup 1n .a monotonous

- yo_‘,-v ¥ b . [ \'
progress ad 1nf1n1tum of'appetlte and 1ts satlsfactlon.ss..The‘ I T

"V resolutlon of thls monotonous alternaflon, Hegel says, comes 'q-j;
a - . N N
A R PR L - e LT

'whqp self—conismﬂgsness flnds 1tse1f chnfrontedxnot by a-

‘T:V' natural object but by an other “fllled w1th the 'I‘" éﬁ vaz.

- N
'7 abother self-consélousness. In havlng as 1ts object another
Cy - SO
free and developlng c0nsc1ousness, mrnd has ralsed 1tself Cl
s v . R / Y

s of merely destructlve appetlte, and 13 e
. R . . . R A

LT . N AN

-
.‘,

l*‘«]‘w

-EfHobbes, as we | have'seen, is’ also aware of the 1nf1n1ty of~ vh.‘g‘:"”.‘
- appetlte.. }1ke Hegel,: however, who'shows that:appetite's ° R D

“infinity lkiés'in the very. nature of its:relationship to its {_G,
. other, Hobbes attribites this 1nfln1ty to man{g 'fear of > . - o
~violent death.' See above: -Ehaptgg I, Sectlon 111..f[t might 3
) “3i alsp be:noted that .Hegel's. analy51s of appetite's infinity’ ' .
‘would. form a fruitful starting ‘point.for a study..of/ what. .- .
w"mlght be’ ghlled the: 'consumerlsm' of contemporary soc1ety,
"Hegel's analysis". ‘shows that_the. satlsfactlon which’ appetlte
. “., seeks always eludes it.. For in taklng posse551on of -its.
'j —JObJeCt-lt consumes and destroys ‘that upon its satlsfactlon
“ . depends,- thﬁs grylng fise.to .the progress to Ainfinity of -
: }appetlterand its sat1sfactlon. Hegel de51gnates thls mono—,f
. ’tonous altérnation. ad infinitum an instapce of the 'spurious
Nortcounterfeat.anflnlty.., .For.a loglcalrconSLderatlon of thls
B scﬁlechte gr negatlve Unendl;phkelt,«see Encyclopedla Loglc
BRI B kTP A e e

‘?n:“GBPhllosophy of M;nd j 429, Zusatz.'xtgl‘;“'; - 3 -"frﬂ
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‘self-consciousness 'recognitive (das anerkennende Selbst-

As rec09n1t1ve self-consc1ou5ness, mlnd has as its

<

ent of me and. opposed to me .

.

“67

~“ob3ect afiother ego-ln whlch it beholds 1tself and yet. "also

‘an lmmedlately exlstlng obJect another absolutely 1ndepend-

Thls natural immediacy of

_the two opp051ng and 1ndependent egos 1eads, Hegel says,

a struggle for recognltlon in’ whlch elther 51de attempts to

show 1tse1f as a free self and to. exmst for the other as .

I

R

for 1n treatln

'« o '/..
- B .,.‘[
5;67

the vanqulshed as’ a slave, the master o

the master-slave relatlonshlp

Phllosoghy of Mlnd j 430

we have here the famous, or 1nfamous, d15cussxon of o

Por thls struggle Hegel 'J,h

68

'fbecomes/the slave and the other, the master.;,

'ﬂf tells us, 15 a battle, and 1n thls battle, whlch becomes a

~f-:f'_"hfe and death sé&uggle, one 51de eventually gives way and

)

.

But the ”;Afﬂ?f:?‘.Al

”:amaster 5 v1ctory over the slave 1s 1n realxty no vzctdty-éﬁ?’rvif-.ﬂ;

8As polnted out’ above (fn. 45), ln the realm of mlnd subjectlve

i constltutlon.
[:people, custom, and law_.
‘W‘as A rat10na1 belng, a
. “.external ‘or phenomenal co
'mrunderly}ng and essent1a1 p: 1nc1

r ,n‘;. -'.,,,._ B
D o PRI
P R f
i LI
i
. ; N

%Stlfled

Whi

'znvzolence, in: produclng t
“‘only what is j i

‘....the‘flght for recognltlon pushed to the. extteme

State “has’ brought into . exxstence‘

-'Hegel is concerned to. tracethe: formal constltutlon of: the’
.T‘prlnCIPle/Of man a free personallty
;g_lnterpersonal con; ict in: thls formal j ‘onstitution. ’
.. point, we -find. herdfalso. an "indicatjon of how Hegel: mlght
- ireqgard’ Hobbeg!s- pps tion: conoernlng,force in pol tics.,
“;awrltes-”

- We see ‘here the-role of .
.On another ;,uu

Hegel

or itsplf;’ namely laws and a-

at dominatesin- t

and £
g Theretﬁ;

ee; as’ a-person;i:.."Phildsophy. of s -

tate is. the’ splrlttpf the

n’is recognazed .and treated-

d.i\n"§ 433 he-yritess’

le.

<y

Fo;ce...ls the
encement of states, not thelr R

PR L AL Wt
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treats him not as alfulﬁy self-conscious; free individual\. § 3
: but as a complex thind'to'ﬂe dominated and manipulated aEiS\! ' %?
will. ‘Thus in' the master-slave relationship,'Self-conscious;f ‘ ? )
, ' ness'finds‘but an inad;quate medium for self—eXpressidn:‘. g
The solution to thisxdifficnlty,'ﬂegel says, may be achieved‘ é; P
’only-in a situation of reciprocal recognition, ofiigd}viduals o
E
."mutualky\}hrow1ng light upon eacH other.“69 Heré, in the 3
, " - afflrmatlve awareness of self in another self, self-conscious- ?
;‘ ‘ness flnds a. medium adequate to it :hd is universal self— ?
fj . consc;ousness.\ As such, 1t is the exp11c1t recognltlon of %,
i. inf'lly,‘_"h,‘ltself in its- other, and of 1ts other as. 1tself"that>is,jthe; é‘f e
'? zl‘vlslii“expllclt recognltlon of the object1v1ty of 1ts subject1v1ty./ oL ,f;;?,v
“E:'Wlth thls recognqtlon, Hegel says; the sc1ence oﬁ mlnd‘als ‘;ﬂig”fﬁ*“
f{;‘;_;ft{.:‘,~fﬁ ’ersrhlenend ends and passes over lnto the sclence of feégan.“v'f[?;;j”j}‘?
'q??f,ffftl ;:{i;' or mlnd as,such' that is, passes/over 1nto the sciénce: f-fiiﬁ:ffﬁ?!
E' ;:lt; ‘ psychology proper.””zﬂtf'?"ﬂwldlu'd'ﬁi Ef i%ff{h'J}‘;*.?: .
; . Psychology, the’ th;rd and flnal 501ence of mlnd
i N - .
if : _ subjectlve has to: do with mlnd whlch has "deflned 1tself as A
M; _ y o the truth of 's6ul’ and: COhSClO;SHESS,"z?Imlnd as- ratlonal b “"4~:“: )
,l§‘ '?' i‘,‘ 1ntelllgence and Ji;} Unllke 1n the Anthropology where mlnd .
.ﬁg "°'a‘ is’ nclosed w1th1n the monadlc self, or lq Phenomenology where
.t%; ,4,,iﬁ' appears' as an entanglement WIth an external object 1n :
h) o0 S . -
'a%‘/ *} f N Psychology mlnd starts onlynfrom 1ts own belng and 1s ln ?‘:fﬁﬁﬁg;ﬁ
;25 '-'ﬁ'correlatlon only wlth 1ts own features.ﬁ7} In psychology, S g
AR ‘ ',mrnd has ltS own determlnations expllcltly for 1tse1f hence #'“*I'%;’
D 'Tv‘mlnd at thls stage'%f 1ts developmept 15 to be cogn:zed as ' .

>

69!?h1losoghy of Mmd, 5 237, 70 Phllosgpj 9__ ) i"na,f.xj'iqg.o‘-‘-’.'
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e

'ﬁ?.fffg;jf;::' Phllosophy of Mlnd; j 440',fh‘:2,_r¥ :?="::aﬁt:d




.this science wilihhe such that, that which mind finds in

- subject1v1ty and brought to unlversallty such‘that it 1s .. . . 57

”q-'Free-mlnd (der frexe Geist), mlnd whlc
'ﬂ‘free and whlch wllls rtself as thlS
:; mlﬂd W111 have come to recognlze 1ts lf as free personalltﬁ leﬁ’f:.

’ v1z. as the p0551b111ty of constltutlng 1n the external o ;:éiz

' mlnd or rational 1ntelllgence. In cons;derlng mlnd 1n thls - ”‘;::~J

'aspect, we have to do w1th the modes of act1v1ty whereby

C . . : N
a knowing of reason (Wissen der Vernﬁhﬁt); viz|. Feason's
S .

knowing of itseif; of its own facultieS'ehd_mo es of

activity. Within this science, Hegel pqints‘ ut, each

A
.

—

T

content has from the very beglnnlng the two-fold aspect of :

'being',and of being mind's 'own' (dle des Se1enden ‘und d1e

’

L

des Seinigen). The course of mind's movement throughout C

itself as seiend-will be appropriated as das Seinige (the . :

movement of theoretlcal mlnd), and conversely that whlch

mlnd has as das Se1n1ge will be llberated from 1ts mere . a

ready to be set forth and glven exlstence 1n aeed ana act.

N . . b T . o

When thl : s achleved mlnd w1ll have ralsed 1tse1f to l'i‘;Vf ;'gxlm:'"
o, { " IS \.r{‘

,ts object. As such,\._}”ﬁ;~'?fi;.-f

2 B K

£,

‘.'\

order sac1a1 and pOllthal lnstltutlons that are the
& .

N i ~"_r.~

P [N

embodlment and manlfest?tlon of 1ts freedom.;

}p The flrst general form whlch mlnd takes 1n 1ts SIS B RPN

/
S 3 FRNIE
emergence from the Phenomenology lS that ofB theoretlcal o °\J

‘ o
. 4

-
ol V.

mlnd takes posse551on of the\world and renders 2 seemlngly-%,gf;:,f‘;;

v

allenl'found-content"lts own., The flrst of the moaes of /:

‘1ntu1t10n (Anschau n ).: Intu1t10n, he tells us, is that

knows ztself as o\ o
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Rt ‘ : oL ] ' 100.
) . . faculty oxr power in which theoretical mind 'frﬁds' itself
determined;'it is.a mode of activity of mind’in ité‘SEIff . .%‘
R g externa;ity, ite content having the forﬁs of self—externality ?
© 3 . _as such; Viz.'SPace_aﬁd,tihe. é;t-inteiligence does not ;
reﬁain in this its imméagacy} "the nominal'kQQWieace, which ‘é
, R ) o 2 ;
is only certitude, elevateé itéelf, as reasonu%s concrete,. e
¢« to defihite and coﬁceptuai knowledge.“72’.in‘its eubsequentl . %
modes~~viz} in the various stages of representation‘(Vor— }
. stellun é){ namely in recoilectlon, 1maglnatlon and memory—- - ]
the externality of mléd as 1ntu1t10n 1s pregresa;velg‘ - :
i  \ '::1nwardized Flnally, 1n thlnklng fDenken) the last traces
:3??}5 i:‘;f_i.:igrof,ﬁlhd a self*externallty are\overcome.: As thlnklng, ﬁeéel;J%fTifﬂx =

ﬂisays, 1ntelllgence 15 recognitlve--"lt knows that what is ﬁgx;ﬁf

‘ '-.' 3 Lo DT

'Z:ZQ‘EQS o ?-f?fthought 1éiland that what 15. only is- 1n'so far as lt is’ a‘_mmgx_f-'

L -jg9xljf:éhought‘"73 As such. mln&\exlsts‘expllc1tly for 1tse1f ‘as :;j‘;?‘?ﬁj:'
‘tf“ﬂfi=l‘ ;";” “the unlty of subgecthxty and object1v1ty in the realm of '{fﬂ-~¥ftﬁf“7

cognltion and as 1tself 1n thlS respect whollsc_p-90553551on.“)j

‘ Voreoverf ln(knOWJDg 1t5elf as determlnatlve of 1ts contenz

‘ 2Phllosqphy of Mlnd j 445.J§~T”ﬂf _55.:y.. j_.ifl' s .;7_.* .
,‘73 . : - et .

;{

i

: “This- c1a1m i's.-as old as Parmen1des and thus, S Hegel assertsy y“}”§?¥
Lo .as bld as: Phllosophy itself. -He says: - "Philosophy began in .~ . .’
L T the-Eleatlc .school, ‘especially with Parmenides. P rmenldeé
i .

}

e

who -conceives. the. absblute as Being,. says that: YBes'ng alone 1s i _ oo
and’ Nothlng ‘&5 not.*‘ -Such ‘was the true starting- point of . PR R
;f'l‘n”‘uphllosophy, ‘which. is a;ways\kggq}edge by thoughtt"' Encyclqgedla SV PR
S . Logic, §:86, Zusatz. And in Philosophy 'G6f Mind,: § 465, = - I} U
-7 . .Zusatz, he:says< "Those -who-have no comprehensrcn of phllosophy?j.;tllh .
. .+ . . . become speechless....when theyﬁhear the proposxtlon Thought is - (.
SR AP "ABelng ..None 'the’ less.. underlylng -allour" actions is .the pre—:'-‘-‘j
AR Tsupp051tlon of the .unity of Thought" and' Belng...Pure thlnklng ;'
Y0+ %, . .knows, that it alone,tand 'not: feeling’.or representation.is =
i R e -'capable of ‘grasping ‘the: truth of thlngs and that the asSertlon o
-0 of Eplcurus that. the. true: is: ‘what. is seﬁbed, must -be pronounced R
.a complete perggrsrsn of}the nature of mlwd. I N S
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mind is not'only th;;?ezical but also practical.“For, "when

: ;subgect1v1ty, it seeks 1ts self-fulflllment 1n 1ts own.
fw:abstract satlsfaetlon and has not as yet Ldentlfled thlS wlth H.in?'
fiyymatured reason The mou'ment exhlblted throughout mlnd ) L
‘ngractlcal w111 be that whereln thls 1n1t1a1 formal w111 f1llsf:m

“Y#Q¢Self w1th lts essentLal nature, v1z. w1th freedom, and thus

1-wh1ch 1s natural and f_ntlngent, the c1a1m of xts essentlal

“f'autonomy %o control some exlstent mode of fact 15 the'“utterly

~f"74

o o
.
.
.
/* '
- . ‘ '
o e - I . A .
LA ‘ \ RS . v -
. an
. ’
< - -

intelligence is aware that it is determlnatlve of t:j/ggpte

which is its mode no less than it is a/mode of b61n it is %
W111.“74 .Thus theoretlcal mlnd passes over to practlcal mind. \?
‘ As wil says Hegel, mind 1s consc1ously autonomous, ‘ ) >\ -
it is aware that it is the author of its own conc1u51ons, ‘the _ ‘ {f\x
origin of i self—fulfilment;75 But in its initial form, ' A
~that 15, as it emerges- from theoretncal mind, .it does not yet ‘
know 1tself xn 1ts unlversal and substantt;; nature. For in ;
Wlts 1mmed1acy practical nund 15 burdened w1th the form of _h"f . ;;
: s - oL - ‘.4 .

a0

K

R s . O

RTINS

' 'y . SN S
cnmes to attaln a content that 1s truly objeetlve and un1versa1 o
‘r“ e .
" in and for ltself. But consldered 1n 1ts 1mmed;acy, practlcal oo
T o , _;'.f

mlna is’ first practlcal sense or" feellng (das praktlsche fff'i;w.- yifb.l

Gefuhl) f As such, t

flnds 1tse1f determlned by a content
6{ ~

.,..,_ ~

subjectlve and superf;clal feeling of pleasant and unpheasant "75?:ﬁ
'MBht lf w111 1s to knowlltself as 'the author of 1ts own: . C ;

;3;conc1u51ons the conform1ty between 1tse1f;and the ex1stent ; PEPEEE

7th1ng ought not be somethlng"found' but rather SOmething 11;;; :

PhllOSOphy of Mlnd, 5 468 5

ph;l'soghx of Mlnd, 5 56907 "4

Phlloqophy of Mlpd j 472
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,brought about by w1ll's own activity. 'This active institution

of the conformlty between practical mlnd and the objectively
valig beglns in 1mpulse {Triebe) and continues through choice 3
(Willkir). As Wlllkur pract1ca1 mlnd is reflectlve, sees

impulses'and'inélinations as its own, and chooses fromlthe

R

manifold for fulfillment some particular of these. But the

: - " choice which it’ exerc1ses in the faCe of thls manlfold is a
i ' matter of purest contlngency and arbltrary caprice. Moreover,

;
;' \
P as Wlllkﬂr, practlcal mind dlSCO ers-that it can achxeve only ' .

LR : . . .

. - o an 1nf1n1te regress of pa551ng sat15fact1ons.77 Hence, practlcal

Tt ¢ L ot \ R
..' an -

}nund ls lead flrst to hapaness, where a man1fold of partlcular_:{ >

K3

;1nc11natlons is subsumed under a unlversal—-though again 1n a

';tlsubjective and arbltrary/fashaon--and flnally to free mlnd ‘;Qm,”'f

'h(der frele Gelst) where a true unxty of unlversal and partlcular

'ﬂ‘ls achleved, ln,that mlnd has for 1ts contents and alms not

e

KL o R LT

oo - —_r

B N e’ mlght note, further hat when speaklng of contlngency in
I TN .I'respect of the will: Hegel?says-""The Freedom of ' the Will is. an:
I o .'expre551on that often ‘means.mere . free-ch01ce, or @he will in the’
T ) “ ;- form: Of contlngency. Freedom of ‘choice, or the: capac1ty of '
Sl T 'determlnlng oursélves towards one thlng or. anpthex, 'is’ undoubt—
2, e . cedly ‘aVital elementin. the will: (Whlch in its very notion is-
' ' * free) ; but- 1nstead of" belng freedom 1tse1f, ithis- only in ‘the .
S . --g”fxrst 1n5tance freed m in form. ‘We ‘have, seen ‘above that Hegel
,-(,y . e callsvpurely’ formal ) ol negatlve freedom the 'freedom af- the . 3~:':.
K e void' and claims tha such’ freedom. results Ain'the 'Hlndu S
;fanatxclsm of" pure C templatlon Or in pOllthS in the
1'£anat1c15m of f uction.'- He. contxnues' ’"The genulnely
i ‘iq“,fuulfree w1ll, whlch 1ncludes free choice” as suspended, is conscxous
e e el to itself that 1ts contert: is: 1ntr1n51cally firm.and fast and
AR S 7ijknows.1t at the same- time to be.. thoroughly its ‘wns A .wills RPN &
ook e e one the’ contrary, .which. remains standlng ory the' rade of optlon, PPN

.y, - .even supposing.it -does “decide-in’ ‘favour 'of wha._ls ‘in’ import - "-g‘ O

fﬂrxght ‘and; true, is. always haunted by the conceait (italics mlne)’
" that it mlght, Afit had’so pleased, have de01ded in/favour ‘of .. u'“‘

5;*15 seen’ to ‘be: .a contradlctlon, toithis extent- t_at its’ form and, : L
wf:content stand 1n antlthe51s.v'7Enqyclopedla Lo 1 ,/j 145 Zugatz.{n-'»,;:

“the revérse.course. - When mote narréwly ‘examin d, free choice:” ,_ﬂ,u-]j'”
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practical and begins consciously .to order its deeds and acts i
" itself as free personality and sets about giving itself o v

. communi ty and the’state. . . N . ’

the goal of the movement W1tnessed throughout the whole of the

'realm of mlnd subjectlve.- In the Anthropology thls Befrelungs- .L
;in ltS corporelty, to recognlze 1tself as the ldeallty of
. its body.“ In the Phenomenology, 1t was evxdenced as mlnd'

: sﬂruggle to kpow 1tse1f as the-ldentlty underlylng the subject-;‘

i mlnd's struggle to overcome 1ts own sglf-external1ty, to know/'ﬁ

7/
- .
° a

same mere-subjective-end,but its own-infinite mode of being,.

.

viz. freedom itself. As freie Geist, mind has ‘liberated

itself from the formalism and fortuitousness it'had‘as mind

2

to accord with its substantive freedom. - In short, it knbws

A

objective existence in the realm of abstract rlght,.ethiéal
N,

Wlth the emergence of der frele GElSt, m1nd stands N

e i S s

ot

transparent to 1tse1f as .an lmmanently determlned self~un1ty.
S v .
It has 11berated 1tse1f to 1tself; 1t knows 1tself as free ;‘3 {‘;“

(NS

i

5y

NS

and makes 1ts freedom the object and end of 1ts willlng Thls

llberatlon of mlnd s essentlal nature to 1tself we now see as

r

»

mg took the form of mlnd's struggie for complete self—mastery

te

object dlcotomy. Flnally,fln Psychology we have Seen~1t as’. " A S

e . e —r‘-"—"—'—""" - = e = - - 4

1ts substantlve nature aﬂd hence attaln to full and total

SRR . SRR
possession of 1tse1f.\ Thraughout, the trust has been ln keep~f' ﬁ:,ig?;.
lng w1th mlnd's absolﬁte commandment,"K:;f Thyself"JQ iIn”f.‘ '

v

ralslng 1tse1f to free mlnd the telos o

A

he realm of Coal Ja} L

subjectlve mlnd has been achleved and Hegel has shown the'f

-1“";2 w‘.g? v

thlosophy Qf Mlnd 5 377..

g |
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»

formal constltutlon of the. prlnc1ple}§$ man as free personality.
For as freie Geist, mind 1s aware of its substantive and

=universa1 nature and is ready to give this objective existence

1 4

- in the realm of history.
~

Section iv: Conclusion.: o
+ ‘ 4
What may be said of this account of man as freé person- L

- i i
omgarison

. ' ality and of the politics which follows -from it in ¢

-

-

with that which we have'seen'Hobbes propound? Very generally,

1t s doubtless the case that the doctrine of man whlch Hegel

glves LS fuller, more complex and more. comprehen51ve tha

‘e

whlch Hobbes provrdes And 1t ach}eves th1s not by dxsre ard— i

1ng man S. natural aspect-—ag aspect that 15 all 1mportant in

Pioeal v, ; - u<.v

‘ 3
Hobbes 'S account——but by embraclng thls w1thln the prlnCLpie
T

0r*man as free personallty.,

For 1n the unltx of self-consc1ous

.

thought nature lS sublated and 1deallzed, and this does not

fo/

h ve the meanlng that nature 1s annlhllated in. mlnd -Bather

does it mean that in mlnd nature flhds her truth. ~As free

e e e

pchonallty, man transcends nature, in him the partlcularlty

of hature and. of 1nd1v1dual 1mpulses ‘and 1nc11nat10ns is -~ f' SN

brought to truth under a prrnc1ple\ofgun1ty and self-determln-F
' ' B L

'atlon. .

-

»

Moreover, just as-the psychologlcal pr1nc1ple 1tself 15;:

'ﬁbre comprehen51ve than Hobbes s, so also i§- the pOlltlcal

phllosophy whlch‘Hegel derlves from the pr1nc1p1e. Unllke .

ﬂobbes who concelves of hls commonwealth as peopled by self-'-ﬁ”

‘ .
Y u

preserv1ng machlnes, machlnes bent on the pelfish maxlmlzatlon




N

!

\ngegel 1s aware

"Dut he is aware further that the adequate functlonlng of the N

.

'"fulflllment of hlS own seﬁf-lnterest, he rs aware too that 1f :

: L
g state cannot rest solely on, these pr1nc1ples of self—lnterest

“what Hegel calls c1v11 socgety (burgerllche Gesellschaft) For

“3the state to be aotual 1t 1s necessary that the c1tlzenry

r'1on of thelr essentlal nature rat once means and end.Bg Hegel'

j"_-..79

'socral and pollthcal 1nst tutlons are to functlon properly a f

“aud the admlnlstratron of aws--prlnc1ples characterlstlc of.

-?possess polrtlsche Ge51nnung, the recognltron--of greater or

of their,power and th av01dance o£ violent death, Hegel
conceives of the state as the groundwork and the manifestation
of mani?/self-con501o s:ﬁreedom.' ut this is not to say that
Hegel is unaware of th

I

for as a recent writer\makes clear: ' ' -

partial truth of the Hobbist position;

/

In developlng%hls theory, Hegel endows the state
with a dual guality which accentuates the dialect-
. ~\1cal nature of| his whole attitude: on the purely
v ) ctive level, the state is merely. instrumental;
people view itlas a convenient devige to'secure
their ends,.to (smooth, the ‘functionirig of economic
- 1nst1tut10ns, 0 allevrate some .of tlie- glarlng
‘tensions created by ‘the, system of commodlty
productlon. ’But on a hlgher Plane,; - the state
.embodles man's- ha51c universal nature, the- immanent -
') = necessity of man:to’ transcend 1nd1v1duallst1c‘
L 1nterests..;7ii[,ﬁ‘, el
- S L S

xthat the %ndlv1dual must flnd 1n the state the

',_.
x

i

5system of laws w1th organizatlons to enforce these~1s necessary.p‘

R

. -

./.

1

iflesser degree——that the comPunlty 1s therr substantlve ground- }f'

work and end, that the state - the emuodlment and manlfestat—/‘i.~":

V. -,‘1 .

T

An . 1nterest1ng comparason m1ght be drawn betWeen Hegel'

v
v .

Shlomo Av1ner1, He el Theory of the Modern State (Cambrldge-‘i“f
3The Un1versrty Press, 72),J p 101.“- . . IR
780,

'nanaly51s of’ politische - Ge51nnung and Hart s analy51s of. the

Qni,lnternal aSpect ‘of -rules.;’ See H.L: A Hart: - The ConceEt'of S
: 3jLaw (Oxford- At the Clarendon’rress, 1963), pp. 55 ff-.g‘.,
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! doctrine of the state, #in short, encompasses Hobbes's and

-, elevates it in accordance with the principle.-of man as .free

i personallty. - , ’ Y g
< .l ' /Iy
- ~ . In essential respects, Hegel's p051t10n comprehends )
L' - Hobbes's; the politics of free-personality, we might say, . ;
‘f ‘ ,'comprehends and eleeates the'politrcs of power. And in &oing ?
so it(makes clearAthe central role which psychology blays in &
f " ) shaping political philosophy. HobbeS's Leviathan and the
i - politics'of power which it.embodies does not-arise in'vacuuoE. i
»&.'j' ‘ f— o Iit follo's froh theodoctriné of nan.which sérves as theugronnd ii"‘
i ;? .1‘4_"of hlS pOllthS. HlS conclusron, as Bertrand de Jouvenel 'f‘n' 1}5"%'
;‘f?t -7 f?'.'>n rlghtly p01nts out follows from h1s premlses of an absolute ' Hfah;;;'
Eéiﬁ:?,:/Einacilnyllbertarlanlsm,x Where each man acts as hevnjlls and hls w111 ”gkrifﬁﬁ.:“t
‘ :T{'f““=r‘;”‘1s made up for hlm by hlS de51res, tﬂls llberty of hlS, 1f 1t ;"u“.ff-‘
}3.“J/'. ‘ ;/:'_15 not to engender 'the war of all agarnst all" can be kept \} ‘25“?:
i$ : /‘,. . fin belng only w1th1n the rlgorous framework of laws strlctly R
gﬁ ; . o applled and exactly obeyed.f 81 If we'conceiVﬁ,of man as'an ‘H”’
? /f | '“' \appetltlve englne, then the pOlltlcS of power follows.of fl, :‘k“i“nr
KA " ) nece551ty——a fact whlch leads de Jouvenel to draw from Hobbesuuyﬁ> y
0 .the followxng 'lesson'-f’"To the entlre extentlto whlch '

-

N \ . )
ot -

hprogress developSIhedonlsm and moral relat1vrsm, to whlch

b .

/?)' ,'1nd1v1dua1 llberty is concelved as the rlght of a man to obey

. X J » F . g . R
u? ’ hlS appetltes, nothlng but the strongest of powers can mafntaln .

gy : : ‘

SR soc1ety 1n belng. 52 In other words, to adopt HobbeS's Wiew: .
-E” : L 8¥Bertrand de "Jouvenel, - Soverelgnty ‘An Inquiry.into the '™ R D
£ .~ . Political Good. Trans-. by J.E. Huntrngton.,‘(Cambridge:,,Jﬂ; SRR & o

R : ‘« 7. University: Press, 1957), . 246.r;., R T SIS it

a8 Ssz;d., B 246..{_ ;;“f:¢", L




of man as a capricious appetite is_to be on the road to

adoptingfhis politics of power, force and fear. i N

, In like manner, from Hegel's psychnlogy of free person- g

ality there follows his politice of self-conscious freedom--a 5

f polities which is more comprehensive than Hobbes‘s politics and _;
able to obviate the difficulties of that‘politics precisely E

because the psychology upon which it®is based is more compre-

o A

—~—~hensive. Throughout his account of man, Hegel is concerned

t -~

. f% ' to argueﬁﬁ“r a- doctrlne of the W111 which embraces both a

o

~\part1culag;'ﬁd a unlversal element. Hegel s w1Tl is nelther
, NN _

f‘ﬁﬁ e . 'none—SLdedly ap;etlte (Beglerde), 1mpulse (Trlebe) or- free‘
ch01ce (Wllkﬁr), ‘ though 1t comprehends all of these. When

taken by themselves, Hegel argues, each of these 151nadequate :

‘to the prlnclp;e,of the,wrll-as<free; He does not 1gnore
the'naturalistic and particula¥ eieﬁentSe—elementSVJ%ich
; Hobbes: considers all important"-But neither'doee he make thém

i F

- absolute; for Hegel 1s concerned to - glVe a doctrlne of. the ' .ijf,

w1ll which is full both in form and content, a doctrlne whlch -

. .conceives of a concrete unlty whereln unlversallty and

partlcularlty both receive the;r due. The prlnclple of man
2NN N

:agf as free personallty 1nvolves pértlcularlty, but it 1nVolves

H

thls 1n SUCh a manner that it accords w1th the substantlve SRR S

,and"unlversal nature.of man. The free w1ll 1s the w1ll wh;ch
! J .« .
w1lls 1ts substantlve freedom in its partlcular actlons and

'deeds~ as such its prlncrple is . not caprlce or arbltrarlness.
07 L CoLT

Rather, 1t 1s freedom, a freedom moreover whlch 15 determlnate..jt;.f
x

The free WLll 15 the concrete actxvity of glvxng,ltself trne

[

?}:, o 3 jfsff. . 7\‘? A
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expression in a determinate world, each aspect or element '
of which it recognizes as ‘the embodiment of itself and of
the freedom vhich constltutes 1ts substantlallty. It finds. ,
L 14 the world, 1n‘the state and in history, 1ts own handiwork,
- the resu¥ts of” 1ts free self-conscious actlvhty. From the e,

°‘. b L2
' v principle of man as-free personality, in other words, there
.4
derives a poliflcal doctrine whlch regards sbcxal and polltlcal
. ™
p institutions as. embodlments of the freedom w] ich constitutes

-t

a
man s essentlal nature. The psychology of- free personallty

thus serves as the foundatlon for a state ba ed not 1n force X

¢

“~and fear,,but, rather, a state whach serves as the vehlciej

v f
- ! oy C o

1n whlch and through whlch man s freedom is reallzed.‘f

- For both Hobbes aﬁd Hegel, then, polltlcs 15 man 'writ

large As go thelr doctrlnes of man, so go thelr d0ctr1nes

1

4Ef the state or commonwealth.. If. anythlng 14 to be learned

i

from this, it is the absolute centrality of an adequate,

psychology tovpol1t1cal phllqsophy, From an account of th

. as aniappetitive"engine,,we_ha e\seen, there proceeds as a
[ -

’ matter of course Hobbes s

1trcs of force and fear. If We

“are to av01d ‘the abstract o —81dedness of doctrlnes such as’

S a: general gu1de that we wou1d°do f N B

well to travel 1n Hege S footsteps, v1z.-to attempt to
draw a psychology whlch concelves of man 1n hls concrete,
11v1ng totallty. For to concelve of mah 1n anythlng less than'

/ .
hls l;vlng complexxty 15 to run the rlsk of a polltlcs whlch IR

¢ ]

enSlaves man, rather th‘

one whlch is’ a genulne vehlcle oz~ 37_ff~

self—reallzatlon.~

human fulflllment a..
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