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EHHAEFEHUREEXFRHER (absolutism) 2 BEF - £
REHLBERTEMH AR "EHEIR  RIMARERHHA LT M
FwmEH > NERMAREMHOEEVFESEAL T —EREEHE
HERMOMENY  WEERENRBNEATEELABHEE - RE
(authoritarian) Z A KR -~ B B E & A E K - FILEHE (Charles
D. Tarlton) #E— A F X FEF 5 "B #HE A4 ) (taming/
liberalizing Hobbes ) B B (8 1] $2 ) 5B L 77 - 38 % AR 0y o BE R
TEMHMAEREIR EEREXEY  EXHIRAETHERNRE
J& A+ %0 Bramhall $ Earl of Clarendon ¥ & 77 #f 09 #1357 - ¥ iE M 2
BRERE CHEZREAHIEERNIRBETRE -

Maks : EAN - @HER AWR ABEEME - THER
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i+ — BBl AR 2

FE AN W AR W Ry B X FFfE B £ 28 (absolutism) Z JAHE
(Courtland, 2009; Tarlton, 2001; 2002 ) - {H235 fffE %+ HEIEE S
AL W ASOA BAM b e 2 AR sk s P E S EE A
HrfER—l " fRTIR 5 (Royalist) BYEGGEZTHE (Curran, 2002 ) » A3
HERATREAMIY TS TR ) 8 - HeE By AR
BERTEMISH THEETEER ) A MRS EMTIERFmE
Bh 1 FERAER — T E AT R AR ) BusEST 2 H5—
JITH » AR AR AR A e R SR T R i - 3 HE

I 2324805 "8 %L (absolutism) ARG A L5 E FikM
Glenn Burgess I H B F09RM  BA  BHELAE 1T HLEERE &
REGFARERBAAT LR ERLEBATH RO RBZ — EAAPTRA
Tﬁﬁ%% — @A R (limitation) #%# > % — 18L&t (resistance) &K
o B ER  AMMEGRL &R S (unlimited) 4 F M AR T
T kI o 2R WA T A AR R > RAERHERA T LR HE
F THE = A &BH | (royal self-limitation ) EAk0IES > LW AR LA L&
T Gk LR ATIG M AT A R R A 2R RA @ % B AR 0
o RmERRERE RTAILE WA Rt (Burgess, 1996 19)» H#A&
HERYIKLEE - 5 L Daly (1978) MAEFRMEEEH P HBH E X
Bt S RARXE 3y
2r&&ﬁ B R %ﬁﬁ%mﬁi%ﬁﬁ’iﬁ%ﬁm&ﬁﬁA
Fiae i iFe A RERATHHARIER  CRAFTRS THIRRAES -
kﬁAmﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@Amﬁk%ﬁ &ﬁ%zééﬁmﬁﬁ(wWMe
power)J(Hobbes 1998: 81-82, 88; 1994a: 131) -
S RAREAM MR R A ERE MAY I E M % (Robert Filmer,
1588-1653 ) & & FE MM RXEXELH £ & (patriarchal absolutism) B
HAE MM AERE L LG L ABHERREARIRALHERN
AAAERE > BEAWRIRMEORLBAINHINAELIFEERF R
ol AT R # (Bowle, 1969: 17) ©
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AT FERAVHE S AR KAV R ERE L - 4 M L - £ (F
HESH) (Leviathan) W » FEATHTILT S b E REVIRHURER B THEE K
HYZEfE] - TEERRAYEEE b o ST AR e AT R 2 (LT S T
— R EL E - SRR AT - 1S  EE R R B AT T B R
MREAMHT 28 (Hobbism) HYIEMEREAHEL + B (authoritarian)
ZRAW - AHFEZRRE KR - [KHLEEH (Charles D. Tarlton) fE
— ARy EERE T B AT T 5 (taming/liberalizing
Hobbes) HIEEIEHEERLEE (Tarlton, 1998; 2001; 2002) » A&
5 BHD RS R R T M MEA B iR - AR SIEAGE
TR A BOAE AR - R LR AR - 8 - BREURE (R I i Ry
P FIAESE A BRI 5 o » ASCESR A RTE R - B Am iRy AR
it ERLBIAR TG 2 S DR BT im B s T — R E AR Ba s
im " E bR ) B - R R — R T IR R
LR A e EAE S E R BOAHE R - SRy B =20k
REE - MERSCERE LS - B EnE AR (FEUEE
AT E AR - B E RAER Fm it - DLURGHERS T S —(EARREIY
FHEZEG) » HESEF 2N EREERERCHNESR 2
MRER R B T IRIAGER T, LR - B T
ASCEEIZHANT « A5 SRR E AR Fy T AR TAE ) A
WAERER R AR E b (A - ARSI (Glenn Burgess) ¥ 7-31H]
fiE RE R ERARE B AT EE Y - BN T RIS S R R

4 Baumgold:h & #E s A TERESE ) At by T@&HMES 2 —#
T $3t ) (paradox) * A A REMAEREFTWAN  ABBHEZLKY
B EE T R AP — o BUH| 3 2 Baumgold 324 5 RE LB F L aH X4
FA85 FAE > % A Baumgold (2009) °
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PEEIRS ) EEE - TERHBESEIRAL - 52 - HEHER
HIMNE » 2B E0E S B E RERIIRSG] - [F]RF X E5R AR
RSy (KIBEARREMEET) M2 T DOG ARy - k2l - BEuERr
EMHBTERNEE - B LEEH T RE REnThvE FRERIIR
il - MEA R E IR A CHEIRA & T B IS R PR
FRRRIAIRED D o - A SR AT T A A1 HE TH AR R SRR AR RE ST
HR - Ry THERE T IR | 2@ ARSI = ETERA B AT
HIFRIEY 2 B » F SRR oA O I IR T B AR 3 3
- HWEmE - Bl TEBUeRE IR R ) B T o A RIS
RE L MJTHIEHEA L REAEE AR - AR NS AR R E AT
L IRAVIRUREREGR » BRACRHL « BANITIE R FyiE Seg AR ¥ -
Feamal - s E AR AUHE S EETAHEEE <

BB HAY R - ASCE R EIBHAE - BHDPE A2
W REE M E AR AREN » AP EENOERE R
(absolutism ) ~ Z&EX (Tyranny ) EIEHIEZE (despotism ) » EEYH
Lo 5 TR EAEET 2 5V 22 BME 1 FE AT T B BH g o Y B 2% -
P HREE R BEEER (oo ) e EBA B s - FRATER
e WEMITME - — eI TRIBURRE R BT EE N —
1 (absolute) ~ fEE (arbitrary ) » HIEFRHEIHY Cunlimited) EIAEHRE
J15#f 5 (Tarlton, 2002: 61) » TE38 R RE )1 » BHEDEEH T
VO{E G ERTE A RS » B THEE o TR TR, T

SO RERHELEEAN L EFHMME I M A R FWZR - Lk JER
R FHANEBH T LRBILRFTRERE > FEAE=H Py
SR — B B A A
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il 0 ¢ B E BAT R AR - AR R R R S — (A
RBEARE o RIEATESCEEN H Y - SEE R E JeAESE ZHi g
BATHTEERAY " REBY ) EREE IR TEERY ) IR AR
B 3 DRI G B R P8 R B B AT 20 S 2 28 R DR — (8 SR FR AU
EERES) > Al —m R B E -
ARMEEIERRR R A ARG HE M - ST AAE AT IET - #R5S
TRELRET R S HAVAE T BRI EHE A S R EAEHEE
FERAR EREFRETTHEIA 2 A58 — 7 - BATHEH G ARTR A —
BN -7 — T AT A s d R LB S
PRISPATR T8 o RIS — 5 i XERR AR "R
SETEE S (BIERR) M R E AL LAY REREER ] - BRitt

O FiFigd o EAHH EH 46 (despotic rule) #9314/ B o924 T IF AR
BRI SEARMN TAHBEREZSE TR RHIBOE | AR
1Ry BRERMAEXBH R ERBSE—FamEis - LRE—FH
xRS £ LRG0 AR E (Nyquist, 2009: 6-12) « & A 7 4 T 48
A T &4189%7%  (Dominion despotical ) — %) kfGHAEIRIE Loy 4 » Ry
Eﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁgﬁ’%ﬂﬁi despotes ¥ HAAE R EAZ A X - MBI L LA FIF
Tk, B ERGRERES ) ELFRMATR > wRBHELES
AAEHGBORE  FHER-ACALEE - ZTHARABERARYG
EMR BRI » % L Koebner (1951) ~ Venturi (1963 ) °
T OFEALEHETRSGAB IR RN T A RTH%E S
W B AERBFAARKAEERNBOEE BT OER T AR EAE T
i& E ey #] | (moral limitation ) * L3827 4 A Taylor (1938) » Warrender
(1957) > Lloyld (2009) ; Lk ZAER I X eh A RHEH AL F L E R A8
FRGBWM (FRTFXE22); AFRELARmA B EERFAERNZ
PHEAH IR RON AR HEHERHNERE BELILRY
%% (unnecessary laws) ( fL May, 2013; Sorell, 2013: esp. ch. 3; Dyzenhaus
2001) > FvAEik #5698 " FHe93d | (prudential reasons) * 4Lk 2 & E
A RF I RIRE > EH BB EMENAHZRARMNEZZE—M > @ EI :ﬁc
MR AR AL B R ZAEA] -
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ZANEHEAE AR (Right of Self-Preservation) FY58aH » thigh2
BPEEAE EREEE A T R BRI R A B IR E EH B E - TR E
HEDORE SRR AR N —E AR AL ) AUENR - {EEMEBILT - B
AR Ry E (I TP B3 S ab R U T —(EFry AL - il 2Kk
Tt T AR EER RIS ME B R EMTEE R
AERYRESE - LA T S PUREA 58 ) B ER 0 e B B Sk A i 2R
AR BEEEE R - 8 DIRERHE AT BOa R e R p e R B
FURRENEGR - FARLOEEEHI EF1Y (Tarlton, 2002: 61-62) »
S HERIGIESE R R S REE - B DU AT A RS
HIRESE AR BB » WG Ry v AR PR R e e & e
ENRRAIME S S PEEE - B QAR REET BB S8 5 rh o] DURE B e 3
P AT e AT B AOE R E R R B EE R EGE
[y

EEAHER - ARMAEARRER T HYHEYH 138 ) HEREN A
JE AR AR E TR SREH IE R N B AT BGA B R L Rt - AR
S FeE A ARIR IS - SRR IE A E R R R E HIK
JEFRE TN Az S RE sk i oy ISR A e o ¥ B SR R 2
FEEIR By TAERI TR B 7853 SARGEIBRTE DL N B S 3 Hah L
L AR SR R R A ] AT A T [R] R AR A T Feim B BB AR
AR BIEE R - ERAR A HIRG - MA@ s g5 5
FESENRASHIAZ S - (E2 Ay s th BT B E T AOAE 3 - Fem Bl 2 L

8 A —ReA - RHANE T EERYBERLLHH AL L (John Locke,
1632-1704) > AR & & L E R G R BB R & (George Lawson)
B 48 % A8 R 2 M a9 B W% 0 % JL Alexander-Davey (2014 ) » Maclean
(1947) -
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P AT T B A S RS & S DB e E AABRE
mirEaaEEm (RrlEts (FIHEH) R EREBHEDS)) 2 EEiHR
R — MM " FREWEY ) #EJJ (tyrannical power ) ©

Ry 7R T EAMIERAAIRFPE NS 185 2 ) DI
& MR TR B8 B EMEE - A GRS
T EeRHAIBIERHE R R A B R R BRI BGE )
i EHERAS R —HEGSERREOES - AR iETe
IR SARESE BAGER ML - HEw i —E b hrY s
Ry TR - RS PGEHES E R SRS - A EE MR FTE
=A% ARTATL - SERIRIEE S (John Locke ) ¥FHAZREEL
LR 0 E FK R E M EEEREY » HR - f@AE AR
T RE TR R BB lRAS 2 FTLANGA TRy - #mgEEaR - B EA A
e FIRBUAETR P R E— SR EBREHE ) (FEth—EE N EMITLL
Wi Ry BARE T FRHE ) - (S EEA R AR ER - XA
HRRHIAY + Btk - EH RS E AT RIS R R IRES
BATYHEE LEAAE - FEARRSCESRE =80 - #5H LR B AT E
JE R EIRAUK AR 52 1230 (John Bramhall ) EAHH — B S F53%
ehifi e {HES (Earl of Clarendon) R ASEAMIHIHLEE - LI H
B B R AT TR Ry SR R VSR AT e E SR
HIRPEGE—E " DIREAYE R R § » T faF R BB
HIBGER S (Rogers et al. eds., 1995: 182-183) - [KlItk » A[FEH
HfamEMSTE—E IR ) AR EIK (a very peculiar Royalist)
(Curran, 2002) » FEHASEZ HEIEHEMTEETHE —H IRt
AU BUREE T FE - AR AR T SR - AT AT BRI
" DARIE R A T RRRE | AUBERERmE R ME R HIR AR R (1 - &
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X EIE AT R IR A AR AR i B - KR R AHE S
FEEHIRTEIRA L CaRiEE ISR EDR) S @ REBEREEL
HITEE AT AR — AR ~ AR SRR 224 A S 20
T OB EAER AR SR o B SR A FEE A B A TR A
Bl o A S R AL TR ARYEERE (Earl of Clarendon, 1995:
207-210) » ARMEEF LUKy © @AY E SR aRaE T 8@ T B2
FEARWTFHLIEIE TSR TS RAE ST ) LR RN - HatgEEER -
TER R R EAMETAAIL ERERE T — (SR T SRR R A
JSE Ry i I Y S B s

T UHEERESD o Y TR 2T 7

R TEE E T — BT BUAH L L L — Ry X
¥ EFE (political absolutism) » ST K R £ ARG F-EH
— e BN E BRI SR SRR » © AR EFUE fTEE R R
it PP HREMSRER HAL LB SRS N EW T AT EE Ly
—& 5 (supreme) » AA[43E| (undivided) » #EFRH] (unlimited) ~ H.
¥ R e B IEEE ) (Lloyld ed., 2013: 145) » BRitb 2 /M ERE

9 Lloyld Fi S EA BB G L AERLEFTRH IR T+ L1
BofEh  REmETx THEI —EH—-WEHEATH  (Lloyld ed., 2013:
145) 5 FRbZ b > Daly 4o el i & Ik 48 Re A AR & A2 L 3580 T Bp AR /2 TR 2 o B
FERT  HAGH E K —F ek £ Rek % k3% (Daly, 1978: 228)
EREEFREHBCHEILA —FANTEIARA TR BRATEREANEHEL
BARZE  RERERCELIRSE  PRAR —R& THBE T HEH T L
Z R TR F ©
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FRHAE G FIAE A TRy - R RS —RE T R — T AW
MR Cirresistible authority ) 7% (Burgess, 1996: 19) °

15 P ] n Ry £ AR SR - AR RYAE T A WA LIRS
FIERRIRE ST o - 1AF& T (Glenn Burgess) fEReHiIEH : BFZ6 TREA
S BAH RIS EE - G E RREE K E e EH b
WEZE - i ARG IRAT ARSI E A il EiEE " Ikl
A JT5EFIRIRRSEI ) ARERZ HIERIPRS] - #a)35E - ek A 38
E AR TRV RERE B TR RIIRE] - M 5tk H ARy
FRAIFEAE & — MHESEMEEEE (lip-service) » ZRTM BLAN R FAAR 7 Fir 5 HY
(1« AE— {5 ETIE A & e — 8476 TR m i 2 ) S B R
R FE—ME ] DAER SEiam 28 e — 1 < ASEEAR 4 (unthinkable )
BURZ A SR ERERREEER a2 E 3T
(feasible) (Burgess, 1996: 19; Wootton, 1983 ) o ZrH—fH (Charles 1)
TENBARRERT A7 (FJLiRdEE# ) (“Nineteen Propositions”) Z[H]
JET] DB O —EHE JI0esE - &R AEE AR « HEE T
RS T HAESZPRHIRYE FEH 5 (a kind of regulated monarchy ) » iE#H
B EFIAMEREARER E HAZESERITHERET] (Wootton ed.,
1986: 172 » ##5 [F Burgess, 1996: 22) 10 EREFAE T] LIRS - £
EEEZE LT EEFEEIRE L EdE (limited monarchy ) » ZRTITE
SRR L EEREBNTEHMAES) - RBIR—BIZNA
FEE RS - RIRAE E2R I (magistrate) MIEE T T
(Burgess, 1996: 24) » #AJEER + TEERRAVEEE T - —( THESHY
(absolute) FIFRESFILIZE T ZEHIM 5 (limited; bound ) » KL

10 F13 8008 0 eRMEERRAY  GFER L%k BT ERRE
HEE o
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e TIEEIE R 5 (lawless ) » BTSSR /& — 8 18 A B P A ] LAt
NBIHRET ] » TMEG R E IR ) iy T AR ) (lawless
despotism) Ff » T #&F | (Tyranny) Z4A REFIHEE H B RAEMRAY R
PikE (positive resistance ) °

THRIRVE SR ¢ ERHE E M HTRIRY B R 2 T L liGmES o 1
TERR R BGARE Ry TRERIE o T IRIREIRES T ) B T R, S SAE
fee N E BN - BRI AR BB R B SR - EK
TikgmsEiEnvER e » ] ABRIEEDAEE &SR 5 2GE R & A A
o BIATER - BEEBE IR R FE AR W b S 2Ry FE S A] DIHE o2
—ERFFRE AT AT AR TEERERER B THBRE
#t. 1 (liberalization) AYFEEE (Tarlton, 2001: 587) » SREEHEFIR ¢
P RS AT T B A FRRIEUE T —ERE S HAR R AYEL
EREST - BN EERY (HER) seBryftn] B 5 < IRIERETEENK
(moral demand ) ; ( Tarlton, 2001: 59) » AR HFE RIS E B FT A&
FEMSAEE - TR AR E R B A I B AR AR - BREE &
THBEATA BB BGEHEE 8 A RIS - ARME e s
A HIRFZ2IRAS - RS ML E A - REERA R S A E AT RE
TERF22E5'E (anachronistic) WY » B4 AT RELECETFEAm Wit ¥ - HEIR
HIRYERE - EEAEIR « AR E A E R s s B B IR At P s
HUREE F R EAEE - R AR T T aRAVHE S - S EA I AR R
71 EEARERE RS T BaEHE ST -

HoL  MEEEFRITEARFRN TERE ~ RS o 15 17 {1
FOAY SR - A 2 38 — B An (8 (52 F AR ol T RERY i EE 1 - 4nsiA]
(J. Daly) fRHIHY - FERERRE AT » ¥ —3alE g sRP AR £
/B EFRAAERIRE) 2505 - BU L HIBGEREST » BB
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TR TR RS P S AR ) SR A B R RS T B 1 T R AR R
Al (Daly, 1978: 231) » fEEFHIEI R LA - EERE R 5
P NEGZAT - —f8 TREBRY ) BB NN AR E Y TR
BUEREST » KBTI ERES] (arbitrary power) RS —FEEIE S
FRAI & » IEE R ARG S I — T R RSSO < s "R
TMEE ) BREEE WA (R AR 3 2R - ARTAE AR
BERT » SRR TAEE R B R AB Y (absolute) SUBRHIRHIHY
(limited ) » KIFy 2B FAEZATHEFRZE ARMEE (consent) » MATEE
HIEERE T HIA T B R AV BB (Daly, 1978: 242) 5 HK » #iF$5
B 12 38— B RO ] DUE I 22 R Fh R oS B 5 i
b2 PR SR RECCEE - REBIAYRETIBH AR T 2B (Tyranny ) HY[EIZEE
(Daly, 1978: 235) » KRS T FRAEE (SRR MERE R
R T R AATEL - THE AR A S SRR RS T RIEE 5 (John
Locke) HYRFARIERGSE R - i seH@E I R 3R N8
BARYAREE | (axiomatic evil ) (Daly, 1978: 245) » KL EAVER T2
— R R SRR R TR EER o TR T AKEEZ HERAS Ry
BOGHEE -

EFH DU RyiE b — (85 R R 2R A Lot A 350 It i B e B I P
TR B E A R - e E iR T I EE IS s sk L HI
TR A S LR - SEIHVINEFOR Ay B A e B R R 2 7% e
FAZRBISE (Tarlton, 2002: 72-73) » 18 (BUNERKGE#E) (The Second
Treatise) BB /\FE (GRZE) (“Of Tyranny”) 1+ ¥ 5K B BUR
Eky TITH ARG RERIITEERYRE ST 5 (the exercise of Power beyond
Right) * SERAESIRITTBEMEIE R T EIBRET T ARLARIRIRS - IR
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2t (Locke, 1988:398-399 ) » 11 DIy&saz(HY " KIETIE J HIE] AR EH AR
FGHR FAEE T R A e - R PR E SRR E =t
FREBRTETRETER | SRR ERN TS EL M T
AE s EYR BRI AR E ) (Daly, 1978: 250) HYE
b - ther R AT EREERE T MR G T REZR A IRHIRUREST - BR
AR R EA T EE AR S LR B ER EIR A L - MmN 5RE SR
S BEHET S REEE » BEAE SRR R YE b B ARTERIIR - B
T E R NAIRR ] 4% - 12

BRIELZ Sb - AT T SO - R LA Wrakan A S Aa
THRERET IR LB BRYIAER H T AR 43109 (indivisible ), HYMEE
(Hobbes, 1994a: 115-116; 1998: 83; 1994b: 116) » Z2HiE : 7 (F
MEH ) HPEAMET IR FAREF AR D HE N — e B R R R
RAAFHIRES) - MR i m e —EBUN B i TEig 2 —H%
1y » KR fg—TEARSE T AERRER (BEANEAEREE &R ~ RIVEME ~ B4ME
B ERGEARER ) AR RERISE A AT gk » RI e 2 B R — (AT & 4
TLHWZ EREE - Al —IERER R DA A B AR T A RE Ao B iR
il (Hobbes, 1994b: 110-116) ; Btz 4h » 72 GRAR) - BT

U ZmenFgvsidy T(BIRREWEN) ANE—% HE
VAEHE B A S 0 AN B ABURS B o 0 W R B AR — I AR R A M
A TegEE ¥ | (Locke, 1988: 400) 5 BN E A7 #7 174 55, F A8 BUS ALEF 09
EZE S RAREE (2009)

2 2B IO REIREAIRHESL " HERHHRINEETA
MAZ B eGPT A ME  AREMBE R o) TH Tk TG A KR
#ME TREREERIOESERARTETESS LA 7R Z R
B Tt R 5% (Coronation-Oath) «+-+++ B M 7e 3 2 S 4] b R AR AT AR SR A
Jgeeeee (4o ) IR AREBARR EGEEHRE  SENAE TRA
T A TEREHS | (Bramhall, 1995: 153) o BlZNE 87 X 4 H 78 x4
R T AR ek R 0 4 A May (2013) ¢
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KEREE THEERES T 0 FUE R T AMPTREEEERG AR ARES ] J (the
greatest power that man can transfer to a man ) (Hobbes, 1998: 82) » #X1f
HERILESE - AMMHE B SRRE R P ERRE TR I F =2 PR - =
DA RRNEAE A ANIRREH - HARARIRE S J 2 B 5 ARERY
FRH%| (Hobbes, 1994a: ch. 14-15) » 75 » 1526 " MERRHI ) A9HE
I BRSEE PR R A SRR A T T E A — B AR -

BTN E —BEATRE A A K « {ERTimfd SR I - AR
SR T AV I ERERE ST o WM IER AR TRy T R
T (selective king ) IRf » BAHTIAT28 8y 2K EAR GRS
FREMAA » st MEEEARY » SRR T - W2 R
HREMRE - AR R RS - B TR TINEARE RS AL 2
SR IEFEEFREZ A (Hobbes, 1994a: 10, 123) » KIHLEARHTHIRERS
i DEEXBE EAN R RS - T TAEEARE - EEGIRRET]
R A EHEE - R BAERMEZ ABIAEL  (Hobbes, 1994a: 10,
123) » R AR ILT 2R I B e A B S (R A SR -
AR EATRTATEENY T IR ) FERZEE R T ORRIRER , TR
FERER Ry T ARIRS ) - H8E - BEARMTE— L REE AR BT R HERE A
Firhg8 » BRPEAEE A T AERER R P - (AR RER 20 S Bk R Al gy B
ISR EREE R H AT ZE - ARG AR Ry B HE
T2 TR ERRE] ) 7Y o

BRSO - BEATHAEET 2 3 T IR et RO T REE U %
FIEHREIRSE] - 13T L (R TEE ) <HEH
DU AT EARER P ELE R HAY - TR AR L2 (the safety
of the people) » il [ FAEE ) RBANEERBGEEBEMHEE - I

B HAERA A REREARAL RO FRET -
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M{E R IERFE B as - HRAMEARE » £% TE@B’\J“—%EE'
@@%éﬁ? (bare preservation) M @ WS4 TEFRYHEEZ
B e AMMRFEE Gk H BRI A raEmNg EEE?E?%EI’J J
(Hobbes, 1994a: 219) » i T 5E {EBEHRHY H AR S Jm?f%fr&“m’ﬂ%ﬁﬁ
DS - FEAn U thomah R A E ARG B ARiEH A8 (Equity ) fResK
EMITERE R EE BRI VETT - AP e A PER L EE N
F1EFE (equal justice ) (Hobbes, 1994a: 226-227 ) - 14

R AR Ry « BT LGSR E M =CE 1M E - HRE
HHHHTT - (HRE B ARERGE S BRI AISR - B LR —r 3
%@UW\?EILXIG&’J‘E%ﬁﬁﬂ‘:ﬁ’ﬂf’%ﬁ%ﬂ 1S ERECAIERRME B AR R A
EPREK  EEAE ? TR PR ? e Fam i A T
TR - HREEE M ERE MU EE R L 2 A i =583

BRI B RN E R T - Pl RS e S A S il

%éﬁéﬁi%f%ﬁ¥ﬁl$ (FER S LRETEE RS AE ) - K

B PREB AR RASEEEENE - AR AT REAE IR A A
ﬁﬁﬁ?f%xﬁﬂﬂ ? FEHR RpE A B H A - AR Y
BTG T e B R R B R S A B T - RIS DU ¥
FEATHT Ay T AE SR i E - RREA S ZEE M EIH
Rl SRV (35 - TR A @B B AR - FE AR R AR SRR RIS
F EEFESARZEES - ARMAETR ARG B G (E 2R A iR - 2241
ﬁﬁé EXARZH - AT E el T s e A R A B 2 52

+ R E AR A R R AR MR R T T MR ) Call laws the

14 ”"%ﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁbﬁPfr'aéﬁ/\%mﬁ%ﬁ«é H AR EGR  ARBRAS
FER ey R A A NEMERGIH 0 4 May (1987) » Mathie (1987) -
15 BAEAM R EHEZME L E—REFohFmatsh 0 584 (2002) -
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most obscure ) * T2 " AEHHREEFAYEREE M 1 (able interpreters) 10 38
SERTEE RS HREE YRR RS BR T PR ML ERE R IEE - AT
PR E RSB T - RIREVE B aEb T th B R H ARERY T
RE @ (HREERIHIBI e G5 - RIFARI BAREAR B E Rk A
SAEEER - B MR AR B RSO - BT EEAMERS
i EHAREAR SRR T - st BRSO 730 B ARE I E R BN
B ERSHEIE - KBS EE RN » Fra Al -

BERBARS  FEIERE  EERMBLA TR 24
RiFBpZLLT R BEEXT ERRIEEE  RIESES
RFTR BB FIRE T B R — R AT B RN R
T AAT % B O FIBIL TR AR RS — B R &3 H] R0 RIE » A Lk
LR ERF A ORI RFF RATEAE A > i T
Rt THRAREY BEXHALAFREERSERE B
FEMAREEFZIAN RERTEF ALY A —BAHIER
R HAFRMAMAGESREET  ARKEIIE TR RIER
JE B AR AR 5 1R R R AR LR R F
Mo AN RARERICE LA RRE > Koy (Bdn) ®
MK A B R 2R - AR PR R A 3] & 3 3% (Hobbes, 1994a:
181) ¢

O PR (Flagim) LS T RAEABGRREL > BE-FE
A2 3 A 07 SR S B VT AR A SR Uk BN A BB IR RFE S R
MAFREEHHRAT)  FE R 2 E R AR 28 H D5 0 Bibdd
BHH BN AL WS RBHFIREF > TR RAREARERLE
WAL E— R BEEO BN FHREARRE S Bl g -
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BT R B2 s A8 R At AT L IR S S 2 B R S A 2
TEEERE - TS EEE T — RS OE R E 21T R AR
HIRMm kT - AV aE M - BRI AT A I AR B - AT
TS U A B BEGE I B AR B A BCGE IR AN R AR —Fada
HEE B IR R FeiZ T R NIRRT » AR T R AT 78 HLERY
IELIE - AL — R ERHEE A SRR ST - Q&S " HEE
HIAGI 5 AT R R G R NA RN B IS B B AR

(Hobbes, 1994a: 182) » JLERAY AN A FREAM MRy THEE N HE

TIER SN o A DI IR YR - AN A IRIETE - el DIUE R
APPSR ET - (H R ARATRT AT RA R E F DS IAMRIEZ AL
ZEEE] - AIRIAMEER AR ET T ABETRSES ) HUE » SR
BUENEEB A - M2 MEmelERXREEEIEE » 3
I = SUE B YL » (R B ARARRE I B oS R IR - ER
HR A SR AR B MITE — AR PR REEER - R
T EE Ry A ] DU BE AT Hir A S 3 A i ] s A AR

B PETEA R AR R s G FE RS « BRI T B ARIEAORRE L BIAR

(tamed) TEAMMTHYF ARG (AR ESTEALFIRY ) » SRS RERYEIE
R+ ANEEEE AR AR B W REZRNS T it LUK B AR AR A
HE G EAENTZ 2] - 4 Sommerville $8HAY © 7E 1603 2 1640 4F
M BAREEE (ROEHRES AEEEARENEBEERE  BR
EREEE BAr - R ERER L - BAREENREEEEE

AILARR 3 AR BOE ERILS A EAE R R (royal
absolutism ) * BFEE R PLETEEE (resistance theories) HY A T-#F$k
EBGRHEHIRE (Sommerville, 1986: 12-17) 5 FHEZEE »
ERRHERNWEREZFBUAEREBE AL T EEEHER
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EES Lrr & o DUk TET B R ERZLTE  — RS
DUF R L3 2 o E 1 - a R AL O R RTER SR B B SR A
(Sommerville, 1986: 17-22) » 15 » fREEAMIT I EL T H
SRIEEAE S ERERE T JRIRRAET 17 (H EH AREA AR SRR BT o RS
AYTEETTEIE NHEIE - e — BN E I E BB R E Y E
B i R EH RENIRRE A A E B imEs - MEE AR TH L RE
SR e B (AEIERERRE ) & FATOL -

=~ TIRILAIRY | AR RH
( A peculiar absolutist )

TERTH YGRS B - FH LREMT=UEH LR A FRINMEEE
REIFTBGERES T - IR BEAT T (EL-T- th B B RURE A - 255 RS MR A
Al - BEGMS - BAH T AEBGAREIRERE | BT e A R
PURE ) MTHEHEH EREFAEEAR > WREMEERZHEN
HOEEATHT EET T LA R R T IR RS LR o 18 E A

17 A EA B 60 B Rk BIFRATBUS LGP ARD  ERMHRET
LBk B RiEZARGNE > OB TAE e AR SR B RIRG 2L
ARG ERA] » ek €k AL 5 F& (George Lawson) 1245 & E A7 #7 A 32
ey A RFELETFSAR > mA A ReYFLAKRE (of corrupted Nature) »
AEARIA 0 £ A Lawson (1995: 17-18) » Bramhall (1995: 177) ; A EHR
BaRAL T B REM A RN M AR S BUEEF © 4 R Strauss (1953) -
Skinner (1966 ) °

18 pbgfey TR A  RKABRARCEAHLE—ME T FRAGHK IR, (A
Very Peculiar Royalist) % 7% » BB & se45 HP7+8 " 4% 2 £ & , (Royalism)
— e mEEE (1) ANERRAMIFERE -l tgs  RERAHS
Z—RkAL () EBEEIHREEILROBEL I TRHEEL
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Y2 « EE RS 158 2 10 B RTHRERTE D - ME EHREN
BRI A — S BRI AR - (EREERAS ITHIRE ST - A
i ] DU SUE AR R BE AR - fE S R s E R (D)
PAZERERHINARERE ) GEME " AR ) BASCHIE —Fi L
BHRETEE) Rt Sh - i RS (i) BELSTH
¥ B EE - DB EERBRE - (i) BUGHE T R 2 A E
(iv) #E#E E R 7 ARSI TIAIRER] (Burgess, 1996:
28; Sommerville, 1991: 348) » Hrh X DL (iii) Bd (iv) Wil
BRSE - K Ryis R R L2 FE TR RE A 2 (AR UHE 3 - St aT
I+ e Nl sehz SRR BB 52 L B smadirh - Fefftn] Ist
A S e G WA A SR - 28 2 4300 - DA B AT Ay 3 F oy
fa s - F AR — B R BRI AR A T 3 R A R LR
i M HRPURERISR B N AT it & 224 S5 ikam AR
REHy=GEHRERE L (AR5 «© Rt & 32K E b A R

MARBHEIERGAAMBEEFRMEOBA  ERAFZIREE T EHEH
ARZRHBAERBIRTHS | ZBCERD] B ERIFROBE ZH KR
vk AL EHA CHRERER - BRREIR S BREER  RERER  ET
MREAE) AE - BRIETHFENRIILE > &%A BT ERI LW
R EERREERNEE EANMAKRE R IHEE i - pagst
b RRERMHAMREIRALHER > HEREIESABEGBHNE =
R AER AR L A WA RN LT MBS TRk
IRAL ) EAME " ATREAREA , B TBOEH A KR A R
T M BRIEFTHLRERY LY EEER AL GGG REER I
MHA A EMRE E KX E (Curran, 2002: 205) » KRB X F 2 HEFikmEUE
FIRFAME R 2k -

19 JBEBRHTLELEEEA—BIGE Aok R AR ER S
ZIERAZ A AAEFRABH I AZ 3 BT LT BHER
Z ARG AR AL QI R T IR R A R B -
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VERIRERZ I AT FREE R HR TR B ER - T B RAYE L
JAPEEMGRERP (BRI ) ks - B R R
HAg— B B R R RSV B 3 [R] BOB B R HEm TS0
(Hobbes, 1994a: 141) » [K|HLA LERERAN TS - 21
FEATHTAHYHEIRE SR B A RS AT TR AR RER] - 2 it 2 E i
SEMEHIE R 2 H CRORMERY B H - FEERL FAREE I REEAR T T
TR RERR R RBCEH BRAVRER - RIRyE 5L 2R
1T Fs (voluntary act) » MIEABHTFER « "M AR EFETT R HIVE
TR T HAEE H O RE (some good to himself) » FTLIE SEREFA
AR S A B AR R - FRANEERR Ry B | (Hobbes,
1994a: 82) » [RIPLANSRA AL T BB HANA - BEEEH Fdy (B
BER AN EE e R AT LA e vRe - Wi THE - imsiEiA
5 ) 0 R A RE R GEIRT - R SRR BT R R vl RE Ry H
E&XEHE’JZ@F@ BTG RIOR « T HOERRIICERER - AR

20 ghRRIERIE R B RE MR R T T35 0l T RAR
oty —3itd | RABENGERT  REERMRDEAL® A g > B LA
&mﬁﬁwiﬁmﬁa%&ma%%né(@ﬁﬁmw) K A A B R
BE R ERBRL B RO A dR AT A AR R
ﬂﬁmik&%*%i&ﬂﬁ LBBELY  BHEROEART T
%ﬁuzhé%%%& W E & ERAHN TARREE T AR EHF Z 4
S BTEFTRUEHFEM ABEERT  EANKXLH I LM FLEE
%ﬂﬁé@uﬁﬁﬁﬁliA@%W
2 T A B AR 09 il R R & 2w (Burgess, 1994: 69) ¢ #F £ H 4
A L H AT Y AL S L BUE W R a2 R > mIE R BUS Y % £ B30
2 (Hampton, 1986: 197-207; Kavka, 1986: ch. 8) * &R i 5k 3k — £ 4 8h
Jh-\;j‘iﬁ”ﬁu’ EERIBEA LA "THIRA41E | a9 kB 0 FH A Aok
BRI B ATHRE S T EANE 4 (Hobbism) ZABKE > HAEHR
Jiﬁ#t&#m?}{z(% % A Burgess (1994) » Curran (2007: esp. ch. 4) * Sreedhar
(2010) -



Bl (RlAEE) » EMHMALHER 71

(BN E I E R SR A B % » A an Z BB RIE A TR
B PEAEOR A A d ]ORN LA A A RO TR B+ AR — R A Ay
SREEHAMRIT - PP E CREE TR SRR A A EE R E R
HRIERE A RERE Ryt L HE AR AR - B DUR e B S AGE AR - 1A
REHfF Ry i 57238 26 5 RN S BT IR 2 EAR AR 5 (Hobbes,
1994a: 82)
BB MBS B - AR DU B RAEBUAE & B FAEE
i HIRPUZ HH » 5% AEFTHTE RS G RER A arER - il
FETHEEGSREA (BEZFIRGTFIES) IBHCKRIE ~ 75465 - 7F
R - B BB AMEY A IR - Bl e S thfaak R ~ B -
eSS - SR HANA G A AREE A e REARBHA
JIR{E ; (Hobbes, 1994a: 142) ; HK » REZHHECIRIIER » 1R
— AR R B E AR TR H T JRATY » TR A SR
AIEREE Al - fy% A KRS (Hobbes, 1994a: 142) 5 Itk - EBAf
Wraam B RO —iF T A, RPTTEREE YU TSR » KITEA
N E AL RS2 2805 LR SR B A & AL SRR T B
WHCHIEE - E RS EMBLRT R AR T
R ORI T (Hobbes, 1994a: 143) » #af58—MKER
HIHRHIIT Rt » AT E— P L R A AR T i e
i FERGRIERTS T — R AR A TR T LUERE R - R
FHEE A RERI RSB - (BAEET 2 B8 N E W LR Z S dr i A Ry
% o LA S TSGR E AR E I ARRBEMAEC
R AR E MG N A OB R ERAARES - BRIz SRR B
RARJERR - S EESIE 20 (WA Nt BB T E R Ek
MIZRHS) » I ETH BRI A2 PO MM - R ZC 8T - FEHkES L3k
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LA A AN R i el s AV - HIRRE R R B TR IE SR
A A RER R RSP EYTT Ry ) (Hobbes, 1994a: 142-143) -

18 BRI U B IR R 17 35 IR S A BT PR IR A
B AN RSEINREL - IRIBEGEES 0 RILEAIN (FIE
H) PARRESE R 3k T B ERIHE T, (Rebells catechism)

(Brambhall, 1995: 145) » RIS EHEE R IE 2R B FEAHTERIN 158

IR A LAYGREE RS - R BOGE AR M@ i MR A 2 H Y
(Bramhall, 1995: 149) » kiS5 EZOAE R H AR il e R 4]
R —(ERENIFIHE - (BEER FANKIE T RS FTLEIIRER] - a0
[EIRTSCAT - AR R BRI B AR - B R ek TEE R
FHMEN - MRASEFELER 8 8 BRI 2 AT - LR S
B FRERIRREL - 2 FAESRERCEAN T B %EZ BAF ) (a mortall god)
—fig - JRPEA R AR TR B RE S 4 SR B TR AT IR EFT L
HIMER] (Bramhall, 1995: 144) » SRTIEEAM AR GREEARAMERE —
B o

B ATLEAM AT " AEA RIS A REF R R R 4
7 o GG » RS R ALY - R R E i BAR A S E

23 A7 % £% (Bramhall, 1594-1663) SLEA AR » HANK T L4HFEE
—kmABRATER  LERwE 1645 F oy BRERE R I - L L%
AHYRRA  FLNHRAE AT EERLARMRIAE > 1654 FRAG
e e srd (A 8 b RH) (Of Liberties and Necessities) % #& AR
KRB ALMEZHRERFIANEIRE (BEEAMHLETI0E)
B FRAELERMOEHFE  ENERHEIBGERL > ERELH
MR K& R 0 1658 AR T 1o A i BUG B3 09 36 3F The Catching of
Leviathan or the Great Whale » 1% % 77 1 5 £ B33 09 % F A7 A7 04 7 3k it
RVEL L HMANEREIARXRIRBHEIRE AW R HEHA M BULIE
WOH RN R SR -
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B ELVCEETF | (Bramhall, 1995: 146) 5 ANMEANLL - EARYHE (FHE
H) & GipftEifSaEs ) (“Review and Conclusion”) FTESHIAY T fr7EE
ARAEIE R ) TR R RBLEL ¥ THAART - 18 (RruiBaisdn ) #HEEAm T
WINT —RERE  THRBEARZHE - M AEE T E AR
IR O CHIRERURE = 25 T I ARG - - - (2RT ) E AR
BRI A TE 1 B 5 i [ o P A IR e [ﬂﬁﬁ@Eﬂﬁﬁ EERRE ) Rk
BN SR TS R - 1 RE S I REEHAL
7% ; (Hobbes, 1994a: 490) » 5.2 » %ﬁ@%%ﬁl%rﬁﬁ s}
IRIERIBOETRRS » TRER T E T 2SR ) - HIEIRE TS
B T E ey EAERE R L T IRE R R RAVEET] - RIIE A EEE
SEIRIEEARE - MG H " B EHARIEM ; (having liberty to submit to
him) » KR BEIRF 3 R SE EREB RV BUG R B AR L - MlEZZEAY
‘*ﬂi’ﬁ%tﬂfﬁﬂ’ﬂﬂl GIF RIAME G B ESEEERA A FIBTAYZER - HiER2

R B RSB ER . — (Bramhall, 1995: 145) » #7i5.Z » fAlISE
Et@ﬂ@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ FAREESoEER « Bt - TREE TR B ORAEME B Ry A
Wz — R " IRHHMRTE ) ARSI TRERER IR - S L
FREEAG R A E T RER RAYREJTERRIR G 7 1R E MRV A
(Bramhall, 1995: 148) - FHEIRYEE —BEHE « —EAETHE LI7#E
FIREEIRERES (BIAERIR RS i) WRRRIEEA & T kB
FAYIEE M (Bramhall, 1995:147) = 24

QT TR AT T 52 SRR AT T BOG B B o HE AP B BT BB 5 — B B A

Bl

T2 AMFEALEST TR (dejure) $1 "EE | (de facto) L#y
EAMEHR O AR B AT RS (Mym) Poy TIREMRE | HERT
E A e A E A % (de facto theorist) » H# s — 28 £ B 1213
# > % R Skinner (2002:249-250) -
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[FIRF R AR R IR A 78 1% (Edward Hyde) —— 22K TaH;
fiEHET (Earl of Clarendon ) 25 ——Z #EEFAHELERAYEE - 26 BATHTHE
By E RHE BT S - A0EAGRE 52 R 8 Sehi S
IR E M BOAEE T R Al RE B AT T ACHEE T8 8 £ =
AR BRI EGAIE A ) (Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 183 ) © Swhifii g
{HERHERE FEEERAELU N RIS © 55T - sehf S DBt E TR
TAREBRIRER N T AR R IR | ANEE T 2R EIRA L
BEE  H MR A AR —ER R R R S BB A SR L

235 ZiAGGRERLA EFTAAMGBEEERE - RAKE & AW —
A2 BE B R MATENEF  MALEBSE IS ERIAKIR LA
do b AL SR EAR Z R 0 EAT A 1651 AR (Rl4m) 24 (&
ERZEAERGFAREAN T EFERET (Fpim) AR EETR
Br o B AT RARIE R T EA A (Rl4EE) P AT MRS B SR L
foy B8 B Z Bk ER ) 0 A 1652 NAA = Bl SE B 0 SE 4 B8 55 BIA 1660 &2
—HEHEREREZ BRI RE RS A BRI S%E BRFLRIEARAE
(Zagorin, 1985: 594 ) « f& %3l B0 H R EA M AT T 09 3 4F (— 8%
A A AT S A 2 A de 38 BTk e M3 ) (A Survey of Mr Hobbs His Leviathan ) &
T AEABRMGASERREEHAEAT LM R EZE B AZT
P B ARH] (FHm) PAEERERILGEERE  Hn RRDE R
Wi w2 e BN XA SMi % B 209 %% (Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 182) » it
Z 49 ABEABEFLEFRFE  EANTAE LA T EHR LR T AE
#4988 & % —  (Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 181) » F st % 35tk 518 & #E A el
PFEAAEHEML - MALEGEHEFRDOMRTIARHL CRETE)
( The Elements of Law) Z 3307 » 4 f Parkin (2007: 21-14, 50-54) °

20 EEAFEF AR ERHANERAH T RRAZIBIGANZIGHE - £
REMEFZHM IR BANMAAGEEZEH  AOAHRERIN T2
& 71694 )8 ) (abhorrence of arbitrary power) * A& " A R £4£ | (limited
monarchy) #E£%k > MR EREFHUMRAER LT EXRABAREL T @
% (Parkin, 2007: 28, 37-38) » ¥R X Bk & oY 23t A8 B e 3 F A 2
iy RKAE - BRERAZIANGGEANRH £ LF > AAREATXEH
TAFRAZ BM—HRB -
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HR TAREE RS — AP - 55 PRAY LR Gm B A A [ T RERER
WAHEY) R NEE K EREETFIRE (Prerogatives) FYTEEM: » Ky
— HUE(EMESSHI L TRRELHIHEHERN - HRIE ML By R REBLAER [ B2
1H78 (Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 211) S » B EmETER
R A o B AR R B B S BX B RSB - (RIS
82— m R AT e an i - (RIS R AY A 8 SRS AN AT s st B K
KI5 EREAIESSE (Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 213) 5 Hk » AT
THEFRE SR IR AR - IR EEER R T AR
Tt B R BEINARAE e S s&E A R R ERYRERSEE o (Hobbes,
1994a: 203 ) » IRBEIRETHRLERE 21T R NN LL R ST HEE - BIANESR
 E X I REETHE E MR R EASKUEL AN - TS fli
ST BINEE] - MERBIR LT "B TRy o (act of
hostility ) » KU FEARHTE R FAEZIBEH TR ER N B H R REHR
WERSSCR » DAGE B IRAN &8 SR AERUE - AR iR A TR B REETRUE B
B8 FEE ROERGERR - FAEEA TS - R i o B T
PMirvER - 52 - G TEECE ) AP IEREEEEHEER
TTREAIRER] - (Rl S REER A Fy /2 B FHIRRE R U RICA AR 5 BRI ST
FEATHE TR EHRERG T FHEE RIS R RS - T SRS
RI—YIEET - N A/ NMRE N 2RI 1 (Hobbes, 1994a: 208) » fE5¢
PR AEEZK » TREEBEIRE I Rt R BURIG I H » T IE 2
—(EAFIREIIRE ST - HBGAEMELE R S U SR AT EE
T+ RSN S v 7 A B AR B A 2 AT B A PSR o B e A ey A~
W MERREATE M T IERRREIYERETE 1 (a very ill Architect)
(Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 264 ) » [RIEsfth T#3& T —MiET - alfEA
AMSFEFIMA (oeeee ) HAERZE (e ) A R AR H Y
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EMTEREAE A AME T EEE (- ) EA AT T —
S (a2 JIRES B ETEA - TREEEE M2 DI - 340
HIRZ NEHEFIREME C - IFRRHE L FEmHEZSm#E] - JRE
N FREE R ERYELEE ST - T E R TR AR ) (Earl
of Clarendon, 1995: 265) °

IR FTREE G LU NRYBER « BERL IR EIRA LHEE N E AR
B A B G AT RE S S RBLEEE) % - PR R AT T E A B
SR EAHEIHAORERR » DABHEE R SR EAE A A IIE 2 E BRI R
TR RS - AOAARE S L REE R AT R RO R S Rl 15
AR (exorbitant) » DABAMEMIR A —kh RO EHIET HIE R
AR - RILBERE EHl 532 AMGER Codious ) 5 (Bramhall, 1995:
149) » i S HE R EMETRY " MR S, 2 T 5B
A 1 (Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 229) » 4ISREAATAY T JEHTT | 2R
TER AT IS T ERERTREE 1 - HRIE X ZE AN r iR E Ayt 3t 2 27
FH LRy« G E AR AR HEEP L BLE e R S 58
BHENEAMETY TR | ZEERERTOEEARE - k2R - EmETIE
A —REVEA R BUAHE IR EREAE R A » EEE IR SR TR
HIEEHEA TR E B IEH EhmrysRes - i S s R
FEKEAMEE] - R R B EREIER AR R R
B KRatiny T ERE ) e EE S84 ) (Bramhall, 1995:
209) + At DAANMELZZE 7 RE S B T2 S B B - SE B A i R T

27 ks —1A T E B E AKX E % (constitutional Royalist) » 5% 46 &
BHEEEHRTORXERNDL EHEZE N RAERY EH S (Earl of
Clarendon, 1995: 229-210) » MRtz 4 » HHAE AR £k EAHEF RA M A kT
BATHE -8 R AERAAMAMA (Cromwell) £ 48 R BIRME 14
(Earl of Clarendon, 1995: 216-217) °
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TREFIORERE R RE I S (& fEFH (all his Prerogatives must
likewise fall, too) (Bramhall, 1995: 211) » [KIFLEARHTFTEARMY © HoAd
ESRAYKISE 5 (accidental convention) HYEZKERAFEEER EERE
TiEEEN T REEENNIEEY - Hindcih " BN
5 ERE | (the Parkerian danger of Hobbes’s line of argument )
(Parkin, 2007: 52) » 5L E B EICRIGHY AR - ARG
ERICEE AR R fa b R o AR BASEREIAE TR
REGHEHURE | B T AEAREEARTE ) B b - P URERYEEE C ARG - B
PeE - BEMINBRAHE R TEA R B | HERfEkEE
& PP IR EALS MRAYAE AR AE T A0 ve i R R LA - e il B
AR EMEARE IR JREE A v e e i L R EMRGE - (E2ERAIIRTE
EANEEER - T HEARTRESRIGEBEAER (de jure authority ) Rl
ZRFEIEEME (Parkin, 2007: 53)
B2R - JRELARLZ AR EEATIIE S SR S RERE T AE A - R
B VIR E — LA B DR e G G it BG4, - 8l
st AR HHAER LA AR S HEIN S - a2 dlss 7 efm
ARG TIEE HeES EH PR o 1Y TREEIRETT ) BEERERIR A L AT HEEERY
MEEZRI, WPV EEARE - GEFREEE I EREAE
BB YA Rl A - ARIME R EE T H OIS S &M
16 AR R PR AE R - (HR A A B R R
AN AGERHHETE THE B HYEEE - BRNESR IR LS - B
WrEEe A MR TR, ; (subversive aspect of Hobbes’s theory )
MESEREIRERE TREBUERCR - @ REAEAAHSATRE - thEt2
PO B 25 5 FAERY N R R » L2 AT REIR( LB AR EIR L AR
it e R EGAH TRESHES D ARy B M ST (Parkin, 2007: 52;
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2013: 427-428 ) » [KIEEFAMT AT DAGG » A7 i 52 - 0B vo b f B {0 B SR
TEAGHT AL TR K ) IOHERE - PTLASE HERE A T A ik
FTeTREfTAE KR R RRBUEE M - Ll B TR A B ZEE eIk A
THYHEEY - HEAR S ZEHRTIREREGE - IRIL T DAGS S R Rt a2
S SRAAE A -

VY ~ dilam - TR MR RE S 2

18 b SR A AR R BT R A T GRS
—BRIHEH BB AR S ) Gii - TREYR 7B A T B TR ML R A - A
it - FESE—EE R - BRIEAEREREK BRI AGE A E
EEOME (AMEE - SREIELES]) - AmE (S~ 2 A
HARY - AR5 B 4R A IR E AR 200 A L R B 3 38 A
7 ERRIREE £ ARy B BRERH TAE AT DU e SR B -
AT LUEGEE A AU A ZE M - R ESEATREERY T 5
LSRR, HE S R H B ARG ERE T — AR
FERR=fith - FEEE DRI EAMTEH LRI 7 - TR
AIBFEERETIEA R T EAH ) w5 - ARIMAE R AR S i B R ik
ot R R B R 1% THE A A3 i D O R RS oK —flBE M £ P4
AR AR T 2OV - ARSCGERZ T H55 T8 —
fEEH -
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Abstract

It is commonly argued that Hobbes advocates absolutism. In what
sense Hobbes’s sovereignty theory is absolutist, however, remains a
moot question. The dispute lies in Hobbes’s claims of the contractarian
basis of sovereign power and also his insistence of subjects’s resistance
right. Therefore C.D. Tarlton argues that the history of Hobbes studies
is basically the history of taming or liberalizing Hobbes’s Leviathan. By
so arguing, Tarlton intends to see Hobbes’s Leviathan as a defense of
despotical and absolute political powers by using a Lockean point of view.
In this article, I intend to argue against this interpretation by investigating
the criticism of his royalist contemporaries (such as Bramhall and Edward

Hyde, later the 15t Earl of Clarendon).

Keywords: Thomas Hobbes, Absolutism, Bramhall, Earl of Clarendon,
Sovereignty Theory

Qiriti press
FEERENT H AR



Taming Leviathan? Hobbes and Absolutism 87

Long Summary

It is commonly argued that Hobbes advocates absolutism in terms
of his insistence of undivided sovereignty. He has usually been grouped
together with other absolutist thinkers and writers of his time. In what
sense, however, Hobbes’s sovereignty theory is absolutist remains a
moot question. The dispute lies in Hobbes’s claims of a contractarian
basis of sovereign power and also his insistence of subjects’s resistance
right. Commentators have interpreted these ambiguities in different ways.
Some argued that it should be seen as deontological theory, while others
considered it merely prudential. In recent years, some even have argued
that Hobbes’s political theory is much closer to natural law tradition than
we thought. Despite the plausibility of these interpretations, C.D. Tarlton
argued that the history of Hobbes studies is basically the history of taming
or liberalizing Hobbes’s Leviathan. To be specific, Tarlton argued that
“the despotical doctrine of Hobbes”, namely the claim of an absolute and
arbitrary political power, has not been taken seriously. What is worse,
those despotical parts in Hobbes’s political theory have been “ignored,
dispersed, suppressed, denied, misinterpreted, and sometimes even
refuted” to make Leviathan more liberal. By so arguing, Tarlton intends to
see Hobbes’s Leviathan as a defense of despotical and absolute political
powers by using a Lockean point of view.

In this article, I argue against Tarlton’s claim by first delving into

the highly controversial concept of absolutism. By Glenn Burgess’s
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historical analysis, [ argue that while “absolutism”, “unlimited power”
and “tyranny” are often relatedly used, it is at best misleading to consider
them to be synonyms. As Burgess insightfully indicates, for example,
before the English? Civil War, it was not inconsistent for royalists to
believe their king has absolute power and is also “limited” by his own
oath to obey God and the laws of nature. His political power can be seen
as “absolute” in the sense that he cannot be “punished” by any superior
authority but God. Similarly, “absolute” power cannot be simply reduced
to “arbitrary” power. While the latter implies the power is exercised
at will or “lawlessly”, the former must be bound by the king’s “self-
limitation”. In brief, it is at best misleading to take for granted the
dichotomy of “arbitrary absolutism” and “limited monarchy”.

Given the account above, I argue that for Hobbes, the sovereign
power can also be seen as “absolute” and “limited” without inconsistency.
It is absolute because it is indivisible. Specifically speaking, the rights
of sovereignty cannot be transferred or divided because this would make
sovereign fail to fulfill his duties, namely fail to be sovereign. It is also
limited by the purpose of establishing sovereign power, namely the well-
being of subjects. It is worth noting that the purpose of subjects’ alienating
rights to the Sovereign is not mere survival (or bare preservation) as it
has usually been thought, but striving for a life where they are able to
enjoy the fruits of their labor with “all other contentments”. The sovereign
power and the rights of the? sovereign hence are limited by this purpose.

In addition, Hobbes’s account of the laws of nature clearly show that the
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sovereign power cannot be “lawless”. While Hobbes’s account of the laws
of nature has been a highly controversial theme in Hobbes studies, I argue
that it might be sensible to see it as Hobbes’s objection to the common
law tradition. In other words, rather than considering the studies on
Hobbes’s account of the laws of nature as the “liberalization of Hobbes’s
absolutism”, it might be more sensible to consider the laws of nature as
part of “the conceptual apparatus” that Hobbes draws on in order to argue
against the argument of divided sovereignty and constitutionalism, which
were both popular in his time.

In the third section of this article, I argue that Hobbes’s absolutism
should be considered “peculiar” by first defining the vaguely used
concept of absolutism as four core claims: (i) absolutism usually refers
to the claim that political power is superior to the civil laws but remains
limited by divine laws; (ii) While the sovereign is above the civil law and
other political powers, the sovereign is accountable to God alone for his
actions within his realm; (iii) the political power is not based on consent;
(iv) the fourth claim is that the sovereign ought never be resisted by his
subjects by force. While the concept itself remains vague, the four core
claims can still be identified in order for us to estimate how “peculiar”
Hobbes’s absolutism was in his time. As I indicated, Hobbes’s account of
absolutism deviates from the traditional use of the concept in (iii) and (iv).
With regard to the third claim, Hobbes is well known for his contractarian
approach. Hobbes argued that to endeavor for peace, a man has to “lay

down his right to all things”, “[for] as long as every man holdeth this
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right of doing anything he liketh, so long are all men in the condition of
war” (Hobbes, 1994a: 80). By laying down natural rights, one is said to
be “OBLIGED or BOUNDED not to hinder those to which such right is
granted or abandoned from the benefit of it” (ibid., 81), namely one is
obliged to obey. What is relevant here is that Hobbes derived the subject’s
right to resist from the contractarian claim. Since making covenant is
a voluntary act, and for Hobbes, “of the voluntary acts of every man
the object is some good to himself” (ibid., 82), some natural rights are
inalienable such as “the right of resisting them that assault him by force,
to take away his life” (ibid.) because one cannot be understood to aim at
any good by renouncing these rights. By so arguing, Hobbes derived the
liberties of subjects from these inalienable rights such as refusing to obey
the sovereign’s command to kill oneself or even “execute any dangerous
or dishonourable office” (ibid., 142). Moreover, when “a great many men
together have already resisted the sovereign power unjustly, or committed
some capital crime for which every one of them expecteth death” (ibid.,
143), one has liberty to continue the resistance without injustice because
one only fights for one’s preservation in this situation. It is hardly
surprising to see that due to these deviations, Hobbes was criticised
severely and relentlessly by contemporary absolutists such as Bramhall
and Edward Hyde, later the Earl of Clarendon. As Bramhall clearly
indicates, “T.H. [Hobbes] alloweth Rebels and conspirators to make good
their unlawful attempts by armes: was there ever such a trumpeter of

rebellion heard of before?” (Brambhall, 1995: 146).
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In conclusion, to argue against Tarlton’s claim, I first explore the
concept of absolutism by arguing that absolutism does not necessarily
involve arbitrariness or tyranny. In addition, I investigate Hobbes’s
account of absolutism in order to show in what sense his account deviates
from the traditional use of absolutism. Lastly, I intend to argue that rather
than considering the history of Hobbes studies as a history of (improper)
liberalization of Leviathan, it might be better seen as a history of exploring

the peculiar absolutism that Hobbes provides.
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