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One day in the Prairie of Pax a North-Going Zax and a South-Going Zax run into each other. Both are trying
to get to their desired locations, but neither will move out of the way to let the other one pass. While both
stand facing each other too proud to compromise, they fail to see that the world continues on moving and
time passes by.

Guidelines for Philosophical Discussion

Pride is actually a very interesting term used in the English language as it possesses both positive and
negative connotations. We can think of pride in a positive sense, in the case that one is content and
reasonably happy with what they have accomplished, and we can think of pride in a negative sense as
being haughty, rude, and arrogant about one's personal accomplishments. The story of The Zax raises
questions as to whether pride is a beneficial or detrimental quality to possess and whether one should
compromise with another individual.

There are two distinct philosophical views of pride: The Judeo-Christian view and Aristotle's view. In the
Judeo-Christian view, pride can be defined as a haughty attitude shown by people who believe, often
unjustifiably, that they are better than others. This type of pride, also defined by Greek philosophers as
hubris, is considered the most serious of the seven deadly sins. This is possibly because the gospel message
is built on the concept of humility and sacrifice of one's own life for the benefit of others. In Proverbs, a
book found in the Old Testament of the Bible, we read that: "Pride goes before destruction, a haughty spirit
before a fall" (Proverbs 16:18). Although we do not see any physical destruction of the Zax as a result of
their inability to overcome their pride, they lose time and fail to progress as the rest of the world continues
to, which is arguably even worse than physical destruction.

Aristotle claims that pride can be defined differently, as "the correct level of respect for the importance and
value of your personal character, life, efforts, or achievements." This is the type of pride that Aristotle
considers not just a virtue, but rather 'the crown of the virtues'. He feels it is necessary and noble for an
individual to have pride since it means that they consider themselves worthy of great things, but not more
than what they deserve. It is good to have pride and for one to have confidence and be satisfied in what
they feel they can accomplish. This type of pride gives individuals the ability to behave autonomously within
society. Autonomy is very important since it provides individual freedom; autonomous individuals can
choose their own moral code, their personal career path, and who they wish to marry, etc. From this point
of view, one may argue that, in refusing to let the other pass by the Zax are simply both standing for their
personal values and maintaining the autonomy they deserve.

Neither the South-going Zax nor the North-going Zax are willing move from their designated path to
accommodate the other. Their failure to do so, arguably due to the type pride they each possess, prevents
them from making progress and arriving at their desired locations. One may argue that they should have
compromised, and had either simply taken a step to their right or left, they would not remain standing in
the same location while years pass and progress by other individuals was made. This is very true; their
inability to see the advancement that could be made in the future had they compromised debatably cost
them a lot of time. One may contend, though, that had either Zax moved out of the way for the other, they
would have lost their individual autonomy. This is also true; philosopher Immanuel Kant argues that if one
loses their autonomy that they may be thought of as a means to an end rather than an end in and of
themselves and thus their independent decisions will no longer respected. Therefore, in the case of the Zax,
one must determine the opportunity cost of the situation and thereby decide whether the Zax should
compromise so that progress can be made, or whether neither should compromise because their individual



autonomy is more important.

The Zax asks us to confront the concepts of pride and compromise. We must determine whether pride is a
positive or negative quality to have and whether the Zax should have comprised in order for progress to be
made at the risk of sacrificing their autonomy.

Questions for Philosophical Discussion

The nature of pride

The Zax are very prideful.

"Then the North-Going Zax puffed his chest up with pride. 'I never,' he said, 'take a step to one side'"

1. What is pride?
2. Are there different kinds of pride? [Especially see if you can tease out vainglory, pride of belonging,

proud of a relative's achievement, haughtiness]
3. Do you think that the type of pride the Zax have is bad?
4. Can pride ever be a good quality to have? A bad quality?
5. Can you think of a time when you were proud of something?
6. Do you think that the Zax should not have been so prideful?

[Potentially go over the 7 deadly sins, explaining that pride is/was considered the worst.]

Compromise

Because the Zax have so much pride they are unable to compromise.

"For I live by a rule that I learned as a boy back in south-going school. Never budge! That's my rule, Never
budge in the least! Not an inch to the west! Not an inch to the east! I'll stay here, not budging! I can and I
will if it make you and me and the whole world stand still!"

1. What does it mean to compromise?
2. Do you think that the Zax should have compromised?

1. Can you think of a time when you compromised and it was a good idea?
3. Can you think of a time when you decided to compromise and it was a bad idea?
4. Should you always compromise with someone?

Changes in reality

Toward the end of the story, freeways are built around the two stubborn Zax. Their original disagreement
seems to be kind of irrelevant, or even delusional or ignorant of reality, now.

1. Can it happen that an argument stops mattering, stops being important?
How do you know when this is happening?
How do you know for sure when it has already happened?
Do you have to both agree?
If the other person continues to think it's important, can you back down? Or is that like giving in
to them?

2. Can it happen that the situation doesn't change but you come to realize that it just isn't worth it?
Is that like giving in? Losing? Failing to stand your ground?
Could it be insulting to the other person? For example if you say "You know what? This just isn't
worth it." Would that be like saying "You just aren't worth it?"

3. What kind of thing could make your enemy your ally?
4. What kind of think might make somebody you hate, or who hates you, into your friend?
5. Do you think that the disagreements you have now will matter when you are grown up?
6. Did you know that brothers and sisters remember the mean things that were done to them for their



whole lives, even when they get old?
Is this a reason to give in to them?
Would there be some other kind of behavior that would be good to do, other than just giving in?
[Going to kindness, polite disagreement, but don't steer; be open to what comes up]

7. Have you ever disagreed about something but now it seems funny to you, looking back?
Does that mean it wasn't important at the time?
If you could time-travel back and tell yourself "this is not important," how do you think that the
younger "you" would respond?

8. Are there things that you would never change your mind about no matter how reality might change?
9. Are there things that you feel like you have to treat as important, or act like they are important,

because somebody tells you to, or makes you, but you really don't care?
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