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“Good” and “Motion”: Hobbes’ Inheritance from Aristotle

MO Bin
( Philosophy Editorial Department Social Sciences China Press Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100006 China)

Abstract: Goodness is the purpose to which the nature of things tends and all things aim for goodness. The concept of goodness which is embedded in
daily human relationships is deeply integrated into every aspect of social life. Returning to the natural philosophy of Aristotle and Hobbes especially their
theories of motion we can identify the expectations of those thinkers regarding the unknown world their understanding of the external world and their
comprehension of humanity” s place in the universe. Hobbes’ views on motion are largely inherited from Aristotle but lack the dimension of the “unmoved
mover”. Although research on goodness happiness politics the state  and human beings all begin with “motion”  they ultimately diverge in the modern
and ancient perspectives due to Aristotle’ s emphasis on the “final cause” and reliance on the “unmoved mover”. This divergence highlights the different
positions of various disciplines within the philosophical systems of the two thinkers. The reflection on “goodness” and the contemplation of the “unmoved
mover” reveal the distinct worldviews of ancient and modern times.

Key words: goodness; motion; first mover; knowledge classification
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