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downloading external resources on our site. If you're behind a web filter, please make sure the domains no.kastatic.org and no.kasandbox.org unlocked. _abc Powtoon Transcript Hello and Welcome to Today's Interview with Thomas Hobbs and John Locke! I hope you enjoy it and I'll see you at the end! Locke vs. Hobbs
Thomas Hobbs John Locke Why do we have a government? I think we have a government so we can protect ourselves from ourselves! Well, you're wrong. The government is made to protect the natural forces of life, freedom and property! What do you think is better? Divine law or social contract? Social contract for
sure! Oh, oh, oh, oh, oh, oh, oh, oh, oh, oh, Accept! Where is the ultimate power in government? People give their power to the absolute ruler. No! People retain power. People have created a government to protect their natural rights. I hope that we can at least agree on this issue. Philosophical absolutism is best. I think
we can't because I think bibik and philosophical constitutionalism are better. It is better to have a limited government. Do you believe in absolutism or constitutionalism? Well, I'd say the state of nature is the original state of the human race. Let's see if we can finish on a good note. What is the original state of the human
race? I have to agree with you, the state of power is really the original state of the human race! We can all agree that Hobbs and Locke had similar and different opinions about government. Good bye! And thank you for watching! Thomas Hobbs and John Locke were two political philosophers who had a significant
influence on political ideologies around the world. Some believe that they were the main authors of modern political science. And I believe that people have good reason to make such statements. Although Hobbs and Locke were British and lived at about the same time, their political philosophy was very different. The
essence of their political philosophy was to define the role of government and natural human rights. They offered their philosophical thoughts as a solution to make society more stable and human life more peaceful and prosperous. For example, in his famous work Leviathan Thomas Hobbs included the idea of a social
contract. He believed that people were selfish, wicked and destructive in nature. Thus, Hobbs advocated a monarchy (strong government) that should be out of challenge. He if the government is not strong enough to control people's behavior and actions, people's lives will be poor, nasty, rude, and short. He added that if
people live in an anarchic system, they will be at war with each other most of the time. Hobbes believed that human desires were limitless and that behavior posed a great risk to human natural rights. Concisely, people want more power, more fame, and more fame than they have. Generally speaking, representing a
person's behavior in a natural state, Hobbs believed that any person would be against the other person when he was left alone. Once again, Thomas Hobbs said that people need a strong government that can protect their natural rights and freedoms, and more importantly protect them from each other. In return, people
must enter into a social contract with the government. Briefly, Hobbs' social contract is a method of trading freedom for security. Hobbs himself defined the idea of a social contract as a mutual transfer of right for security. John Locke didn't believe that human nature was as cruel as Hobbs thought. He is optimistic about
human nature. He believed that humans are social beings and they have a good reasoning ability that distinguishes them from animals and prevents them from destroying each other. Locke said each person has three natural rights. It's life, freedom and property. He noted that no human rights law could repeal those
natural rights. If the Government revokes these rights by imposing its human laws, it would be a violation of natural rights. However, Locke supported the idea of having a limited government that would function on the basis of the will of the people. This governing body can legislate and grant legal rights to every citizen.
However, unlike natural rights, legal rights can be changed, restricted and abolished by a legal system that was built with the consent of the public. In general, Locke advocated that the government's primary function should be to protect people's natural rights. A government of any kind should grant freedom to all
peoples, regardless of their differences according to Locke. He recognized that the nature of each person is unique and unique. That is why all these people are equally important to society, and the government must protect their rights. In addition, the Government should avoid pressuring them to act in a certain way if
they did not pose a threat to society. John Locke's political philosophy influenced the foundations of modern democracy. He was also considered the father of liberalism because of his strong stance on natural rights and freedom. He believed that every person is born with natural rights. When a child is born, his mind is in
an empty state, and their reasoning develops based on their experience in society. Briefly he reasoned that if have the right to prosperity and freedom, they will act as sentient and social beings. It's This. it is quite difficult to label the thoughts of both philosophers as right and wrong. Because of this, there has been and
will continue to be a discussion on this topic. However, as the favorites of the democratic system, most people agree with specific parts of John Locke's philosophy. For example, people believe that power should support the will of the people and preserve their natural rights. And the main function of the government
should be to protect natural rights and serve the people with the consent of the public.  Briefly, the ideas of these two philosophers contradicted each other in a general sense. Hobbes wanted a strong monarchy that was beyond doubt, while Locke preferred a democratic government that would function with the consent
of the people. As we discussed above, both Hobbs and Locke supported their reasoning with their philosophies and gave real-life examples. Both of their philosophical works had some influence on the U.S. Constitution. For example, Locke's thoughts influenced the adoption of the U.S. democratic system of government.
The state of nature is a concept used in political philosophy by most Enlightenment philosophers such as Thomas Hobbs and John Locke. The state of nature is a representation of human existence before the existence of society, understood in a more modern sense. Locke and Hobbs tried, each influenced by their
socio-political background, to expose a man as he was before the advent of social existence. In this sense, these authors also tried to trace how this transition occurred or, in other words, how the person was socialized, leaving behind him an animal state. The state of nature in the philosophy of Hobbs and Locke Thomas
Hobbs has a negative view of the state of nature. In his opinion, it is a state of constant war, a constant threat to the further existence of the individual. First, Hobbs stipulates that all people are equal. That is, that anyone can dominate others, regardless of the means used - whether it is power or cunning. Strength and
cunning are two essential qualities in a state of nature. In essence, there is no better sign of even distribution of the fact that everyone is satisfied with his hand . Finally, all people want the same thing. Given this state of desire prescribed by the greed that others have and the need to fill cravings, men are in competition
to meet their needs. Each creature tries to dominate the other, hence the maxim man is a wolf to man. Competition for profit, fear of safety and pride in reputation fuel this state of constant conflict. There are three consequences to the state of nature: the absence of any concept of law, justice and property. Without laws,
so in absolute freedom, the law of the jungle regulates human relations. They all have a natural which is to protect their own existence by risking their death. Where there is no law defining the individual, there is no injustice, since each of them has a natural right to develop means for their own safety, and there is no
common authority or authority to administer justice. Finally, there is no property, as the state of nature does not allow the property. In short, it is a state of nature of war that can only be stopped by natural law arising from reason, the premise that Hobbes does to explain the transition to a civilized state. According to John
Locke, the state of nature does not necessarily mean a state of war, as it happens for Hobbs. Although there remains some scepticism for Locke about the natural state, because it is full of impartial justice. Thus, the state of nature described by Locke is equal, since each person has the same powers as his neighbor,
which implies a state of failure. It is also a state of perfect freedom, because a person cannot depend on anyone. But this freedom is not absolute, because it is limited by the two commandments of the law of nature, which derives from nature and the human mind, and which provides that there can be no wrong inflicted
on yourself or others. But, Whoever sheds human blood, his blood will also be spread by man. A person can kill, but only for one purpose: to punish an offender who violates the principle of peace and preservation of humanity. There are two rights: the right to punish a person authorized to do a crime and the right to
demand repairs to ensure its preservation. It requires the power to judge a judge and punish: the exemption from passion and sentence must be proportionate to the crime, while at the same time deterring others from committing a similar crime. Each of them is both a judge and a defendant, which is the problem,
because - for Locke - the ego of the person makes him inherently biased and unfair. Unlike Hobbs, the natural laws discovered by Locke exist in a state of nature. And because they go against the freedom of people, they are considered fundamental features of human nature. The state of nature is not the equivalent of a
state of war. The violation of human freedom by a person depicting a state of war is not the same as a state of nature in which independence is shared by all parties. Without being two similar states, they are not two absolute opposites either. The rejection of a general judge, invested with power, puts all people in a state
of nature: injustice and violence . produces a state of war. Hobbs and Locke's visions contradict the meaning of nature. Ultimately, the transition to a state is characterized by a desire to impartial justice and the disappearance of the state of war. Thomas Hobbs Moving to State According to Locke Locke Hobbs for
Thomas Hobbs, the first step to the state stems from reason. It becomes two laws of nature that prevent people from being destroyed by agreeing to deprive themselves of their natural right and to seek peace. The laws of nature restrict individual freedom because they impose not to follow their natural passions, such as
pride, revenge, etc. The transition to the state is aimed at eradicating the state of war arising from the state of nature. Therefore, there is an inescapable need for a State that protects men. It is a partial transfer of an inalienable human right to a state with absolute power that protects people in their lives in return. The
power of the state suppresses conflicts and closying peace between people. Power must be in the hands of one person or assembly, which can reduce all will by a majority vote in one will. This majority, however, implies the subjectivity of individuals sent to the common willpower. In short, for Hobbs, the transition to the
state is a necessity to get out of a state of destruction and anarchy. Therefore, in order to ensure a peaceful life in the state, a person must renounce his natural right. The transition to the state for John Locke occurs when justice is impartial. Before establishing agreement between people, there is a transfer in the state of
their natural rights in exchange for justice. It relies, as in Hobbes, on the rule of the majority. This rule implies that everyone's consent is necessary in order to make sure that they are subject to the will of the people. If they act against it, they are in a state of nature. A person, by withering his rights on the basis of a
general agreement, generates a legitimate civil government that imposes its rule on the persons under whom he is located. Man relegates his rights because in a state of nature, the enjoyment of property is uncertain, and can hardly be alone. Gaps in the state of nature go: the lack of established laws, impartial judges



and the authority to carry out sentences. These three gaps will force men to leave the state of nature to protect and preserve their property. The establishment of power is necessary, as in the case of Hobbes. But unlike the latter, it is not a matter of putting an end to the war, but in a state of injustice. From this point of
view, the new Government has an impartial justice that is lacking in the natural state. Therefore, the state is not, in the end, absolute, as it was created to address three shortcomings of the state of nature and does not go beyond the public sphere. Rousseau tells us it's property that ends the state of nature. But the
transition to the state is not an immediate benefit. This is when a person has learned to overcome nature, becoming a tall animal that he first became a man, suggesting the first sign of pride. It is a spirit that has veered the drive to improve. For example, people have settled, losing something of their cruelty and vivacity,
becoming less able to individually fight animals, but that makes it easier to come together to confront them. They sought to use new developments and divestment became much more cruel than possession was sweet. Inequality begins with property ownership: comparisons are born and jealousy occurs, creating
divisions. For Rousseau, the two main events are the source of the loss of fundamental features of man: agriculture and metallurgy. It is a culture of land and sharing from which property and the concept of justice were born. The right to property forced individuals to move from a state of autarky to a state of mutual
dependence. Thus, natural inequality and minor changes in institutional inequality are fatal to humanity. Understood as such, property inspires all men's propensity to undermine each other, secret jealousy ... which often takes the mask of benevolence in word, competition and rivalry on the one hand, the other opposition
of interests, and always a hidden desire for profit at the expense of others, all these vices are the first effect of property and indistinguishable from growing inequality. From this inequality are born domination and slavery, the immediate consequences of property arising from the emerging society. The transition to the
state is the idea of the rich. Faced with unrest as a result of their domination, the rich offer themselves and the poor the institutions that govern them with wise laws. And, in addition, successfully manages to turn their opponents into their supporters. In short, property law simultaneously breeds inequality and counteracts
these inequalities. Conclusion : The political philosophy of Locke and Hobbs Ultimately, each author has his own idea of the state of nature and the transition to the state. None of them agree at any time on the general definition. While some concepts pop up in both their philosophies over and over again, there is no
general definition of these concepts. Recalling the basic facts of this comparative analysis, the state of nature is criticized by Hobbs and Locke as, first, it is synonymous with war, and secondly, this state of nature is characterized by impartial justice. Thus, the transition to the state is perceived by these two authors
positively, because it is the lesser of two evils for a person who suffers from disorder or bias in a state of nature. Rousseau takes a special position, which stands out from all sides, so in opposition to the works of Hobbs Locke, because, according to Russo, they are transposing civil rights in a state of nature. In short, it
strengthens the state of nature, not civil society. Man is free and good in a state of nature and slavish and poor in civil society. The transition to the state, born of the advent of property and its consequence, inequality, was sharply criticized. Related articles on Hobbs and Locke philosophy: John Rawls - The Theory of
Justice (the-philosophy.com) (the-philosophy.com)
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