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¢ K 2 YIT oaas Hobttﬂﬁepsr,ilbolr5r1885, i's probabl
g it sh politcal philosopher. Hi:

h inthe t meas thmee loifv ecd viin war, v

5 79)

| Ad4 OASg 2F GKS 1 dzYly t S|

b I ( dzNB

For Hobbes thewquastlhwmas beings

together? He argues that 1 f pea
power ful state with strong power .
conclusion derives from his view
He argues that by nature, p-eople
interest and will increase their
even to the expense of others. L
naturally cooperatve. Ofen we de:
food, propentdy bewaalstht hey are i
competton and confict ensue. Lif
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So wwhatthe soluton? While Hobbes argues the humar
person has a ratonal Dbeing. As rat onatlhebyeicnagns ,hei
|l ive without government (the state of nature) o

Each persond2yitir®idgrneesa to hand over freedom ¢

from a powerful state. However, in order to be
command obedience from every citzen and may eve
be tempted to step out of | ine. The reason r at
state, was that Iife in the st‘ s
and giving up our freedom is t&=; f o
For Hobbes, a social contract | 7 =~ =i s
sovereign power was a hecessar We thepeople it
awaited humans if lef to their) agreetoobeythe | un
had argued for the divine righ law and to respect Ul
relatonship between the rul ed theauthorityofthe '1s
HobBesontractual view of the : sovereign, whose fan
dutes of the state. Only so IO;‘ powerisindivisible c
were they bound by the social § & rer
and unlimited. |
encourage popular revolutons, hur

main aim of government was st ali® e 5N e,
freedom. 3 :



For Hobbes, anyone arguing for individual freed
grasped that the basic security that civilised
only endure as | ong as strong, centralised rule
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I n his most[ SicaAnidioksibyl® r kort rays human

ratonal agents who seek to maxi mise er and a
i nterest. Leviat han i§ t he nam%Aﬁd atrﬂenstleirfien
For Hobbes the state is the great Leviathan._ Th
. . S oI [tary., poo
and terrifying construct, but | et\ces?] ,rg done
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the protecton of its citzens. he boo was writ
Civil Wabr51()1,64a2nd argues against cHaflgempass t oH
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The |l ogic Beliemdilobmds the social contract was
by many W2hKiyn He2lGil&Sved that authoritarian rule is
dangerous as civil disorder Locke argued that
including the right to civil disobedience and t
unjust government .
Ot hers chal®@epgedi Mbbbesportrayal of humans as

for powerWSHwWOIgdz3 a freRjdeicitSddiz t he vi ew
human person as innately wicked and saw t he
more romantc |light, as a |ife of inr nce and
one should not try to escape from the state of
be crreeated as best as possible. DAbLisedu tal €0 b
i mportance on protectng the fr &eldlohf Gl tt h@ iCh@ Y

sacrifcing the common good andtdoevkleoep tthd et Mme
contract which aims to balancetthhéytw[omen] ar
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t he

made a stabl e sod&izetiyN: Ohliedel rieroanvicopd iz ed war | a
politcal authority but to argu?nafﬁr eégnaoiminc@_ﬂu
that all rat onal i ndividuals would want to |ive

was social justce and where their T haovmaus: H-
Those in power should frWw8dfg@W¥ernment policies
Ady 2 A®YiOS means making decisions on the basis t|
could be any person, not on the basis of a posi

Ot her t hi nk2eo SNIi@shizedhksal®osn the role of the state,
can also be compared and contrasted to Hobbes.

Whil e most scholars t@®@daiyewoafl dt tentsumdanm Hobbes
conditon to be pessimistc, he maintains a signi
politcal t hought. The anarchical conditon that
state of nature is taken to be true for the int

many thinkers.



