CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN

CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN, A PHRASE THAT CONJURES IMAGES OF IMMENSE POWER, PRIMORDIAL FORCES, AND THE VERY
FOUNDATIONS OF EXISTENCE, POINTS US TOWARDS A SINGULAR, MONUMENTAL FIGURE IN PHILOSOPHICAL THOUGHT. THiS
ARTICLE DELVES DEEP INTO THE MULTIFACETED IDENTITY AND PROFOUND IMPACT OF THE INDIVIDUAL MOST FAMOUSLY
ASSOCIATED WITH CONCEPTUALIZING AND ARTICULATING THE LEVIATHAN, A POWERFUL METAPHOR FOR THE SOVEREIGN STATE.
WE WILL EXPLORE THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT OF THIS CONCEPT, THE LIFE AND WORK OF ITS ORIGINATOR, AND THE ENDURING
LEGACY OF HIS IDEAS ON POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY AND SOCIAL ORDER. UNDERSTANDING THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN IS NOT
MERELY AN ACADEMIC EXERCISE; IT IS AN EXPLORATION INTO THE VERY NATURE OF GOVERNANCE AND HUMANITY'S PERPETUAL
QUEST FOR SECURITY AND STABILITY.
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WHo Is THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN?

THE PRIMARY INDIVIDUAL RECOGNIZED AS THE CREATOR OF THE LEVIATHAN, IN THE CONTEXT OF POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY AND
THE SEMINAL WORK BEARING THAT NAME, IS THE ENGLISH PHILOSOPHER THOMAS HOBBES. HIS RADICAL AND OFTEN
CONTROVERSIAL IDEAS, ARTICULATED MOST FAMOUSLY INHIS 1651 TREATISE LEVIATHAN, LAID BARE A STARK VISION OF
HUMAN NATURE AND THE NECESSITY OF AN ALL-POWERFUL SOVEREIGN TO PREVENT SOCIETAL COLLAPSE INTO CHAOS. HoBBES'S
CONCEPT OF THE LEVIATHAN IS NOT A LITERAL SEA MONSTER, BUT RATHER A POTENT METAPHOR FOR THE ABSOLUTE
AUTHORITY OF THE STATE, A CONSTRUCT BORN OUT OF THE COLLECTIVE WILL OF INDIVIDUALS SEEKING TO ESCAPE THE
BRUTAL REALITIES OF A LIFE DEVOID OF CIVIL ORDER.

HoBBES'S INTELLECTUAL PROJECT WAS DEEPLY ROOTED IN THE TURBULENT POLITICAL LANDSCAPE OF 17 TH-CENTURY ENGLAND,
A PERIOD MARKED BY CIVIL WAR AND PROFOUND SOCIETAL UPHEAVAL. THIS ENVIRONMENT UNDOUBTEDLY SHAPED HIS
PESSIMISTIC VIEW OF HUMAN BEINGS AND HIS URGENT PLEA FOR A STRONG, CENTRALIZED POWER. THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN
SOUGHT TO ESTABLISH A RATIONAL BASIS FOR POLITICAL AUTHORITY, MOVING AWAY FROM DIVINE RIGHT THEORIES AND
TOWARDS A MORE EMPIRICAL AND MECHANISTIC UNDERSTANDING OF HUMAN MOTIVATION AND SOCIAL ORGANIZATION. HiS woORK
REMAINS A CORNERSTONE OF POLITICAL SCIENCE AND PHILOSOPHY, INVITING CONTINUOUS DEBATE AND RETEVALUATION.

THoMAs Hosges: THE MIND BEHIND THE MONSTER

THoMAS HoBBes, BORN IN 1588, WAS A TOWERING FIGURE OF THE ENGLISH RENAISSANCE AND THE ENLIGHTENMENT. HIS LIFE
SPANNED A PERIOD OF IMMENSE INTELLECTUAL FERMENT AND CONSIDERABLE POLITICAL INSTABILITY. EDUCATED AT OXFORD,
HOBBES DEVELOPED A KEEN INTEREST IN PHILOSOPHY, MATHEMATICS, AND THE BURGEONING FIELD OF NATURAL SCIENCE. His
ENCOUNTERS WITH PROMINENT THINKERS OF HIS TIME, INCLUDING GALILEO GALILEI AND FRANCIS BACON, PROFOUNDLY
INFLUENCED HIS WORLDVIEW, LEADING HIM TO ADOPT A MATERIALISTIC AND DETERMINISTIC APPROACH TO UNDERSTANDING THE
WORLD AND HUMAN BEHAVIOR.

Hosees's INTELLECTUAL JOURNEY WAS NOT CONFINED TO ACADEMIC PURSUITS; HE SERVED AS A TUTOR TO PROMINENT
ARISTOCRATIC FAMILIES, PROVIDING HIM WITH INTIMATE INSIGHTS INTO THE WORKINGS OF POWER AND THE MACHINATIONS OF
POLITICS. THIS PRACTICAL EXPOSURE, COUPLED WITH HIS DEEP THEORETICAL REFLECTIONS, CULMINATED IN HIS MAGNUM OPUS,



LEVIATHAN. THE BOOK WAS A COMPREHENSIVE ATTEMPT TO CONSTRUCT A SYSTEMATIC PHILOSOPHY OF BODY, MAN, AND
CITIZEN, ARGUING THAT THE FUNDAMENTAL DRIVERS OF HUMAN ACTION ARE SELF-PRESERVATION AND THE PURSUIT OF POWER,
WHICH, UNCHECKED, LEAD TO CONFLICT.

EARLY LIFE AND EDUCATION

THoOMAS HOBBES'S FORMATIVE YEARS WERE INSTRUMENTAL IN SHAPING HIS PHILOSOPHICAL OUTLOOK. BORN PREMATURELY DUE
TO HIS MOTHER'S FEAR OF THE SPANISH ARMADA, HOBBES HIMSELF FAMOUSLY QUIPPED THAT HE AND “FEAR” WERE “BORN
TOGETHER.” THIS EARLY ASSOCIATION WITH ANXIETY AND PERCEIVED THREATS MAY HAVE SUBTLY CONTRIBUTED TO HIS LATER
EMPHASIS ON SECURITY AND THE AVOIDANCE OF DANGER AS PRIMARY HUMAN MOTIVATIONS. HIS ACADEMIC CAREER AT
MAGDALEN HALL, OXFORD, EXPOSED HIM TO SCHOLASTICISM, A PHILOSOPHICAL TRADITION HE WOULD LATER LARGELY REJECT
IN FAVOR OF A MORE EMPIRICAL AND GEOMETRICAL METHOD.

His SUBSEQUENT WORK AS A TUTOR TO THE CAVENDISH FAMILY PROVIDED HIM WITH OPPORTUNITIES TO TRAVEL ACROSS
EUROPE, WHERE HE ENGAGED WITH LEADING INTELLECTUAL CIRCLES AND ENCOUNTERED GROUNDBREAKING SCIENTIFIC DISCOVERIES.
THESE EXPERIENCES BROADENED HIS INTELLECTUAL HORIZONS AND SOLIDIFIED HIS INCLINATION TOWARDS A MECHANISTIC
UNDERSTANDING OF THE UNIVERSE, A PERSPECTIVE THAT WOULD PERMEATE HIS POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY. THE INTELLECTUAL
CLIMATE OF THE TIME, CHARACTERIZED BY A SHIFT FROM RELIGIOUS DOGMA TO REASON AND OBSERVATION, PROVIDED FERTILE
GROUND FOR HOBBES'S INNOVATIVE THINKING.

Key INFLUENCES AND INTELLECTUAL DEVELOPMENT

SEVERAL KEY INTELLECTUAL CURRENTS SIGNIFICANTLY SHAPED HOBBES'S THOUGHT. HiS ENGAGEMENT WITH EUCLIDEAN
GEOMETRY INSTILLED IN HIM A BELIEF IN THE POWER OF DEDUCTIVE REASONING AND THE POSSIBILITY OF CONSTRUCTING
COHERENT, LOGICAL SYSTEMS FROM FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES. THIS LED HIM TO VIEW PHILOSOPHY AS A SCIENCE THAT COULD
PROVIDE CLEAR AND CERTAIN KNOWLEDGE, MUCH LIKE MATHEMATICS. FURTHERMORE, HIS ENCOUNTERS WITH THE SCIENTIFIC
REVOLUTION, PARTICULARLY THE WORK OF GALILEO ON MOTION, REINFORCED HIS MECHANISTIC WORLDVIEW. He saw THE
UNIVERSE, INCLUDING HUMAN BEINGS, AS COMPLEX MACHINES GOVERNED BY PREDICTABLE LAWS.

HoOBBES'S INTERACTIONS WITH FRANCIS BACON ALSO PLAYED A ROLE, THOUGH THEIR PHILOSOPHICAL APPROACHES DIFFERED.
BACON EMPHASIZED EMPIRICAL OBSERVATION AND INDUCTIVE REASONING, WHILE HOBBES LEANED MORE TOWARDS DEDUCTION
FROM FIRST PRINCIPLES. NEVERTHELESS, BOTH THINKERS WERE PART OF A BROADER MOVEMENT TO CHALLENGE TRADITIONAL
ARISTOTELIAN PHILOSOPHY AND ESTABLISH NEW METHODS FOR ACQUIRING KNOWLEDGE. THE POLITICAL TURMOIL OF THE
EncLIsH CIVIL W ARS SERVED AS A CRUCIAL CRUCIBLE FOR HIS IDEAS, PROMPTING HIM TO ARTICULATE A COMPELLING
JUSTIFICATION FOR ABSOLUTE SOVEREIGNTY AS THE ONLY MEANS TO ESCAPE ANARCHY.

THe HisToricAL CruciBLE: CONTEXT FOR LEVIATHAN

THE CREATION OF LEVIATHAN WAS INEXTRICABLY LINKED TO THE TUMULTUOUS POLITICAL CLIMATE OF 17 TH-CENTURY
ENGLAND. THE PERIOD LEADING UP TO AND DURING THE ENGLISH CiviL Wars (1642-1651) wWAS A TIME OF PROFOUND
DIVISION, VIOLENCE, AND UNCERTAINTY. THE BREAKDOWN OF TRADITIONAL AUTHORITY, THE CONFLICT BETWEEN CROWN AND
PARLIAMENT, AND THE ENSUING BLOODSHED CREATED A PALPABLE SENSE OF EXISTENTIAL THREAT FOR MANY, INCLUDING HOBBES.

THIS ERA OF CONFLICT PROVIDED HOBBES WITH A STARK, REAL-WORLD DEMONSTRATION OF WHAT HE THEORIZED AS THE
“STATE OF NATURE”—A CONDITION OF PERPETUAL WAR OF ALL AGAINST ALL. HIS PHILOSOPHICAL ARGUMENTS WERE NOT
ABSTRACT MUSINGS BUT URGENT RESPONSES TO THE IMMEDIATE DANGERS FACING HIS SOCIETY. THE VERY SURVIVAL OF
ENGLAND AS A COHESIVE ENTITY SEEMED TO HANG IN THE BALANCE, PUSHING HOBBES TO SEEK A DEFINITIVE SOLUTION TO THE
PROBLEM OF POLITICAL ORDER AND SOCIAL STARBILITY. HE BELIEVED THAT ONLY A RADICAL RESTRUCTURING OF POLITICAL
THOUGHT COULD PREVENT A RECURRENCE OF SUCH DEVASTATING CONFLICT.



THEe ENGLISH CIviL W ARS

THE ENGLISH CIvIL W ARS WERE A SERIES OF ARMED CONFLICTS AND POLITICAL MACHINATIONS BETWEEN PARLIAMENT ARIANS
(“RounpHeaDps”) AND RovaLisTs (“CAVALIERS”) OVER THE MANNER OF ENGLAND’S GOVERNANCE. THESE WARS PITTED
NEIGHBOR AGAINST NEIGHBOR, FAMILY AGAINST FAMILY, AND FUNDAMENTALLY CHALLENGED THE ESTABLISHED ORDER. THE
EXECUTION OF KING CHARLES | IN 1649 SENT SHOCKWAVES ACROSS EUROPE, SYMBOLIZING A RADICAL BREAK FROM CENTURIES
OF MONARCHICAL RULE AND RAISING PROFOUND QUESTIONS ABOUT THE SOURCE OF LEGITIMATE AUTHORITY.

HOBBES/ A RovyALIST SYMPATHIZER, FLED TO FRANCE DURING THIS PERIOD. HIS EXPERIENCES AND OBSERVATIONS DURING THESE
TURBULENT YEARS DIRECTLY INFORMED HIS BLEAK ASSESSMENT OF HUMAN NATURE WHEN UNCONSTRAINED BY A POWERFUL
GOVERNING FORCE. THE CHAOS, FEAR, AND DESTRUCTION WITNESSED FIRSTHAND FUELED HIS CONVICTION THAT HUMANITY , LEFT
TO ITS OWN DEVICES, WOULD DESCEND INTO A BRUTAL STRUGGLE FOR SURVIVAL, A SCENARIO HE METICULOUSLY DETAILED IN
HIS PHILOSOPHICAL WRITINGS. THE WARS SERVED AS A LIVING, BREATHING LABORATORY FOR HIS THEORIES ON THE NECESSITY
OF STRONG GOVERNANCE.

THe CRISIS OF AUTHORITY

A CENTRAL THEME DRIVING THE ENGLISH CIVIL W ARS WAS THE CRISIS OF AUTHORITY. QUESTIONS ABOUT WHO HELD ULTIMATE
POWER—THE KING OR PARLIAMENT—AND THE LEGITIMACY OF THAT POWER WERE FIERCELY DEBATED AND VIOLENTLY
CONTESTED. RELIGIOUS DIVISIONS, PARTICULARLY BETWEEN ANGLICANS/ PURITANS, AND OTHER PROTESTANT SECTS, FURTHER
EXACERBATED THESE POLITICAL TENSIONS, AS DIFFERING INTERPRETATIONS OF FAITH OFTEN TRANSLATED INTO CONFLICTING
POLITICAL AGENDAS.

HOBBES SAW THIS FRAGMENTATION OF AUTHORITY AS A DIRECT PATHWAY TO ANARCHY. HE ARGUED THAT ANY DIVISION OF
SOVEREIGN POWER, WHETHER BETWEEN DIFFERENT BRANCHES OF GOVERNMENT OR BETWEEN RELIGIOUS AND SECULAR
AUTHORITIES, WOULD INEVITABLY LEAD TO CONFLICT AND INSTABILITY. For HOBBES, THERE COULD ONLY BE ONE ULTIMATE
SOVEREIGN, INDIVISIBLE AND SUPREME, TO WHOM ALL SUBJECTS OWED ABSOLUTE OBEDIENCE. THIS CONVICTION WAS A DIRECT
PRODUCT OF WITNESSING THE DISASTROUS CONSEQUENCES OF A FRACTURED AND CONTESTED AUTHORITY IN HIS HOMELAND.

THE STATE oF NATURE: A WoRrLD WITHoUT ORDER

ONE OF THE MOST FOUNDATIONAL CONCEPTS IN HOBBES'S PHILOSOPHY, AND A CRUCIAL PRECURSOR TO HIS IDEA OF THE
LEVIATHAN, IS HIS DEPICTION OF THE “STATE OF NATURE.” THIS HYPOTHETICAL CONDITION DESCRIBES HUMAN EXISTENCE IN THE
ABSENCE OF ANY OVERARCHING GOVERNMENT, LAWS, OR SOCIAL STRUCTURES. HOBBES'S VISION OF THIS PRIMORDIAL STATE IS
FAMOUSLY GRIM AND ACCOUNTS FOR HIS STRONG ADVOCACY FOR A POWERFUL SOVEREIGN.

ACCORDING TO HOBBES, IN THE STATE OF NATURE, HUMAN BEINGS ARE FUNDAMENTALLY DRIVEN BY SELF-INTEREST, A CONSTANT
DESIRE FOR POWER, AND AN INNATE FEAR OF DEATH. THESE DRIVES, WHEN UNCHECKED BY ANY EXTERNAL AUTHORITY, LEAD TO A
PERPETUAL STATE OF WAR—NOT NECESSARILY OVERT BATTLES, BUT A PERVASIVE ATMOSPHERE OF SUSPICION, COMPETITION,
AND INSECURITY. LIFE IN THIS CONDITION IS, IN HIS WORDS, ”SOLITARY, POOR, NASTY, BRUTISH, AND SHORT.” THERE CAN BE NO
INDUSTRY, NO CULTURE, NO ARTS, NO LETTERS, AND NO SOCIETY, AS THE CONSTANT THREAT OF VIOLENCE MAKES ANY LONG-
TERM ENDEAVOR IMPOSSIBLE.

HuUMAN NATURE ACCORDING TO HOBBES

HoOBBES POSITED A MATERIALISTIC AND MECHANISTIC VIEW OF HUMAN NATURE. HE BELIEVED THAT HUMANS ARE FUNDAMENTALLY
SELF-INTERESTED CREATURES, MOTIVATED BY TWO PRIMARY DRIVES: THE DESIRE FOR SELF~PRESERVATION AND THE PURSUIT OF
POWER. THESE DRIVES ARE NOT INHERENTLY EVIL IN HOBBES'S VIEW, BUT RATHER NATURAL INCLINATIONS THAT, WHEN LEFT
UNCHECKED, LEAD TO CONFLICT. HE SAW HUMANS AS ESSENTIALLY EQUAL IN THEIR PHYSICAL AND MENTAL CAPABILITIES,



MEANING THAT EVEN THE WEAKEST CAN KILL THE STRONGEST THROUGH CUNNING OR BY CONFEDERATING WITH OTHERS.

THIS EQUALITY, PARADOXICALLY, BREEDS COMPETITION AND MISTRUST. IN THE ABSENCE OF A COMMON POWER TO KEEP THEM
ALL IN AWE, INDIVIDUALS CONSTANTLY STRIVE TO GAIN ADVANTAGE OVER ONE ANOTHER, LEADING TO A PERPETUAL STATE OF
CONFLICT. THIS CONSTANT STRIVING, THIS “RESTLESS DESIRE OF POWER AFTER PO\X/ER/” ACCORDING TO HOBBES, ONLY CEASES
IN DEATH. HE REJECTED NOTIONS OF INHERENT GOODNESS OR A NATURAL INCLINATION TOWARDS SOCIAL COOPERATION, INSTEAD
EMPHASIZING THE EGOCENTRIC AND COMPETITIVE NATURE OF INDIVIDUALS IN A STATE OF LIBERTY.

THE W AR OF ALL AGAINST ALL

THE INESCAPABLE CONSEQUENCE OF INDIVIDUALS ACTING SOLELY ON THEIR SELF-INTEREST IN THE ABSENCE OF A SOVEREIGN IS
WHAT HOBBES TERMED THE “WAR OF ALL AGAINST ALL” (BELLUM OMNIUM CONTRA OMNES). THIS IS NOT A STATE OF
CONSTANT, PHYSICAL COMBAT, BUT RATHER A CONDITION WHERE INDIVIDUALS ARE ALWAYS PREPARED TO ENGAGE IN CONFLICT
AND WHERE THE THREAT OF VIOLENCE IS EVER-PRESENT. IN SUCH A STATE, THERE IS NO ROOM FOR PROGRESS, COOPERATION, OR
THE DEVELOPMENT OF CIVILIZATION.

HOBBES ILLUSTRATED THIS BY CONSIDERING WHAT LIFE WOULD BE LIKE WITHOUT ANY FORM OF GOVERNMENT. THERE WOULD BE
NO LAWS, NO JUSTICE, NO PROPERTY RIGHTS, AND NO SECURITY. EVERY INDIVIDUAL WOULD LIVE IN CONSTANT FEAR OF
OTHERS, AND THEIR EXISTENCE WOULD BE A DESPERATE STRUGGLE FOR SURVIVAL. HE FAMOUSLY DESCRIBED LIFE IN THIS STATE
AS HAVING “NO PLACE FOR INDUSTRY, BECAUSE THE FRUIT THEREOF IS UNCERTAIN: AND CONSEQUENTLY NO CULTURE OF THE
EARTH; NO NAVIGATION, NOR USE OF THE COMMODITIES THAT MAY BE IMPORTED BY SEA; NO COMMODIOUS BUILDING; NO
INSTRUMENTS OF MOVING, AND REMOVING, SUCH THINGS AS REQUIRE MUCH FORCE; NO KNOWLEDGE OF THE FACE OF THE EARTH;
NO ACCOUNT OF TIME; NO ARTS; NO LETTERS; NO SOCIETY AND WHICH IS WORST OF ALL, CONTINUAL FEAR, AND DANGER OF
VIOLENT DEATH; AND THE LIFE OF MAN, SOLITARY, POOR, NASTY, BRUTISH, AND SHORT."”

THe SociAL CONTRACT: FORGING THE LEVIATHAN

THE DIRE CONDITIONS OF THE STATE OF NATURE, AS DEPICTED BY HOBBES, CREATE A POWERFUL INCENTIVE FOR INDIVIDUALS TO
ESCAPE THIS PERPETUAL CONFLICT AND INSECURITY. THIS ESCAPE IS ACHIEVED THROUGH THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A SOCIAL
CONTRACT, A FUNDAMENTAL AGREEMENT AMONG INDIVIDUALS TO RELINQUISH SOME OF THEIR NATURAL FREEDOMS IN EXCHANGE
FOR THE SECURITY AND ORDER PROVIDED BY A SOVEREIGN POWER. THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN SAW THIS CONTRACT NOT AS
AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE PEOPLE AND THE RULER, BUT AS AN AGREEMENT AMONG THE PEOPLE THEMSELVES TO AUTHORIZE A
SOVEREIGN.

THIS SOCIAL CONTRACT IS THE BEDROCK UPON WHICH THE LEVIATHAN IS BUILT. |T REPRESENTS A RATIONAL DECISION BY
INDIVIDUALS TO SACRIFICE THEIR ABSOLUTE LIBERTY, WHICH IN REALITY OFFERS NO TRUE SECURITY, FOR THE SAKE OF
COLLECTIVE PEACE AND STABILITY. THE ACT OF CONTRACTING SIGNIFIES A TRANSITION FROM THE CHAOS OF THE STATE OF
NATURE TO THE STRUCTURED ORDER OF CIVIL SOCIETY, WHERE LAWS AND ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS ARE IN PLACE TO
REGULATE HUMAN BEHAVIOR AND PREVENT A RETURN TO ANARCHY.

THe RATIONAL CHOICE FOR SECURITY

HOBBES ARGUED THAT THE SOCIAL CONTRACT IS A MATTER OF RATIONAL SELF-INTEREST. GIVEN THE UNBEARABLE NATURE OF
THE STATE OF NATURE, INDIVIDUALS WOULD RATIONALLY CHOOSE TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT THAT PROMISES A WAY OUT.
THE DESIRE FOR SELF-PRESERVATION, A FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN DRIVE, COMPELS INDIVIDUALS TO SEEK A SITUATION \WHERE THEIR
LIVES AND POSSESSIONS ARE SECURE. THE SOCIAL CONTRACT IS THE LOGICAL PATHWAY TO ACHIEVING THIS SECURITY.

|NDIVIDUALS, RECOGNIZING THAT THEIR INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES IN THE STATE OF NATURE ARE OF LITTLE VALUE DUE TO CONSTANT
THREAT, WILLINGLY AGREE TO SURRENDER CERTAIN RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS. THIS SURRENDER IS NOT A FORCED IMPOSITION BUT A
VOLUNTARY ACT UNDERTAKEN TO ESCAPE A FAR WORSE CONDITION. THE CONTRACT IS ESSENTIALLY A PACT OF MUTUAL



DEFENSE AND SUBMISSION TO A COMMON AUTHORITY. THIS IS WHERE THE “CREATOR” ASPECT COMES INTO PLAY; IT IS
HUMANITY, THROUGH ITS COLLECTIVE REASON, THAT CREATES THE CONDITIONS FOR THE SOVEREIGN'S EXISTENCE.

THe COVENANT OF SUBJECTION

THE SoCIAL CONTRACT, AS CONCEPTUALIZED BY HOBBES, IS A COVENANT OF SUBJECTION. [T IS AN AGREEMENT AMONG
INDIVIDUALS TO SUBMIT THEMSELVES AND THEIR POWER TO A SINGLE SOVEREIGN ENTITY OR ASSEMBLY. THIS SOVEREIGN IS NOT
A PARTY TO THE CONTRACT IN THE SAME WAY THAT INDIVIDUALS ARE, RATHER, THEY ARE THE BENEFICIARY OF THE CONTRACT,
EMPOWERED BY THE COLLECTIVE WILL OF THE PEOPLE TO ENFORCE ORDER. THE SOVEREIGN IS CREATED BY THE PEOPLE, BUT ONCE
CREATED, THEIR AUTHORITY IS ABSOLUTE AND UNQUESTIONABLE.

THIS COVENANT IS WHAT GIVES RISE TO THE LEVIATHAN—THE ARTIFICIAL PERSON, THE COMMONWEALTH, THAT POSSESSES
ABSOLUTE POWER. THE SUBJECTS ARE BOUND TO OBEY THE SOVEREIGN, AND THE SOVEREIGN IS BOUND TO PROTECT THE
SUBJECTS. HO\X/EVER, THE SOVEREIGN'S POWER IS DERIVED FROM THE CONSENT OF THE GOVERNED, EVEN IF THAT CONSENT IS
PRIMARILY MOTIVATED BY THE DESIRE TO AVOID THE STATE OF NATURE. THE LEGITIMACY OF THE LEVIATHAN RESTS ON ITS
ABILITY TO FULFILL ITS PRIMARY FUNCTION: ENSURING PEACE AND SECURITY.

THE SOVEREIGN POWER: ATTRIBUTES AND AUTHORITY

THE LEVIATHAN, ONCE ESTABLISHED THROUGH THE SOCIAL CONTRACT, POSSESSES ATTRIBUTES AND AN AUTHORITY THAT ARE
PARAMOUNT AND INDIVISIBLE. THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN, THOMAS HOBBES/ ENVISIONED A SOVEREIGN POWER THAT WAS
ABSOLUTE, UNQUESTIONABLE, AND RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING PEACE AND ORDER WITHIN THE COMMONWEALTH. THIS
SOVEREIGN COULD BE A MONARCH, AN ARISTOCRACY, OR A DEMOCRACY, BUT IN ANY FORM, ITS POWER MUST BE ULTIMATE.

HoBBES'S EMPHASIS ON THE INDIVISIBILITY OF SOVEREIGN POWER STEMMED FROM HIS BELIEF THAT ANY DIVISION OR CHALLENGE
TO THIS AUTHORITY WOULD INEVITABLY LEAD BACK TO THE STATE OF NATURE AND CIVIL WAR. THEREFORE/ THE SOVEREIGN'S
POWER MUST BE COMPREHENSIVE, ENCOMPASSING THE RIGHT TO MAKE LAWS, ENFORCE THEM, JUDGE DISPUTES, WAGE WAR, AND
EVEN CONTROL THE DOCTRINES THAT ARE TAUGHT. THE SUBJECTS OWE OBEDIENCE TO THIS SOVEREIGN, AND THEIR LIBERTY
EXISTS ONLY WITHIN THE BOUNDS SET BY THE SOVEREIGN'S LAWS.

INDIVISIBLE AND ABSOLUTE AUTHORITY

A CORNERSTONE OF HOBBES'S THEORY IS THAT SOVEREIGNTY MUST BE ABSOLUTE AND INDIVISIBLE. HE ARGUED THAT IF
SOVEREIGN POWER WERE DIVIDED, FOR EXAMPLE, BETWEEN A KING AND A PARLIAMENT, OR BETWEEN TEMPORAL AND SPIRITUAL
AUTHORITIES, IT WOULD CREATE GROUNDS FOR CONFLICT AND UNDERMINE THE STABILITY OF THE STATE. THE SOVEREIGN MUST
POSSESS ALL THE NECESSARY POWERS TO GOVERN EFFECTIVELY, WITHOUT ANY COMPETING CLAIMS TO AUTHORITY.

THIS INDIVISIBLE AUTHORITY MEANS THAT THE SOVEREIGN'S DECISIONS ARE FINAL AND BINDING. T HERE IS NO HIGHER EARTHLY
POWER TO APPEAL TO. THIS ABSOLUTE AUTHORITY IS WHAT ALLOWS THE SOVEREIGN TO PREVENT DISPUTES FROM
ESCALATING INTO CIVIL WAR, BY SERVING AS THE ULTIMATE ARBITER. \WHILE THIS MIGHT SEEM AUTHORITARIAN, HoBBES SAW
IT AS A NECESSARY PRICE TO PAY FOR PEACE AND SECURITY, WHICH HE DEEMED THE MOST FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN GOODS.

THe RoLE oF LAW AND ENFORCEMENT

IN HoBges's VIEW, LAWS ARE THE COMMANDS OF THE SOVEREIGN, AND THEIR PURPOSE IS TO GUIDE THE BEHAVIOR OF CITIZENS
AND PREVENT THEM FROM RETURNING TO THE STATE OF NATURE. THE SOVEREIGN CREATES AND ENFORCES THESE LAWS, AND IT IS
THE SOVEREIGN'S POWER THAT GIVES THEM THEIR LEGITIMACY AND BINDING FORCE. W/ ITHOUT THE COERCIVE POWER OF THE



SOVEREIGN, LAWS WOULD BE MERE SUGGESTIONS, EASILY IGNORED.

THE SOVEREIGN'S ABILITY TO ENFORCE ITS LAWS THROUGH PUNISHMENT IS CRUCIAL FOR MAINTAINING ORDER. THIS ENFORCEMENT
MECHANISM ENSURES THAT INDIVIDUALS HAVE A STRONG INCENTIVE TO OBEY THE LAW, AS THE CONSEQUENCES OF
TRANSGRESSION ARE SEVERE. THE FEAR OF PUNISHMENT, COUPLED WITH THE FEAR OF RETURNING TO THE STATE OF NATURE,
SERVES AS THE PRIMARY MOTIVATORS FOR COMPLIANCE. THUS/ THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN VESTED IMMENSE POWER IN THE
SOVEREIGN TO ENSURE THE EFFICACY OF LA\ AND ORDER.

LiBerTY WITHIN THE SOVEREIGN'S WILL

DESPITE THE EMPHASIS ON ABSOLUTE SOVEREIGNTY, HOBBES DID NOT ADVOCATE FOR A STATE OF COMPLETE TYRANNY \WHERE

CITIZENS HAVE NO RIGHTS WHATSOEVER. |NSTEAD/ HE ARGUED THAT TRUE LIBERTY EXISTS NOT IN THE ABSENCE OF LAW , BUT IN
THE SILENCE OF THE LAW. THIS MEANS THAT CITIZENS ARE FREE TO DO ANYTHING THAT THE SOVEREIGN HAS NOT PROHIBITED BY
LAW.

IN ESSENCE, INDIVIDUAL LIBERTY IS CIRCUMSCRIBED BY THE SOVEREIGN'S WILL. CITIZENS ARE FREE TO PURSUE THEIR OWN
INTERESTS AND ENGAGE IN PRIVATE ACTIVITIES AS LONG AS THESE ACTIONS DO NOT THREATEN THE PEACE AND SECURITY OF THE
COMMONWEALTH OR VIOLATE THE SOVEREIGN'S COMMANDS. THIS CONCEPT OF LIBERTY IS FUNDAMENTALLY DIFFERENT FROM
MODERN CONCEPTIONS THAT EMPHASIZE INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS AGAINST THE STATE, FOR HOBBES, LIBERTY IS A RESIDUAL FREEDOM
GRANTED BY THE SOVEREIGN, RATHER THAN AN INHERENT RIGHT.

CrITIQUES AND COUNTERARGUMENTS

WHILE THOMAS HoBBES'S LEVIATHAN WAS A GROUNDBREAKING WORK THAT PROFOUNDLY INFLUENCED POLITICAL THOUGHT, IT
HAS ALSO FACED SIGNIFICANT CRITICISM FROM ITS INCEPTION TO THE PRESENT DAY. THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN'S STARKLY
PESSIMISTIC VIEW OF HUMAN NATURE AND HIS ADVOCACY FOR ABSOLUTE SOVEREIGNTY HAVE BEEN PARTICULAR POINTS OF
CONTENTION, LEADING TO NUMEROUS COUNTERARGUMENTS FROM PHILOSOPHERS ACROSS THE CENTURIES. MANY HAVE FOUND HIS
VISION TOO BLEAK, HIS JUSTIFICATION FOR ABSOLUTE POWER TOO DANGEROUS, AND HIS UNDERSTANDING OF LIBERTY TOO
RESTRICTIVE.

ONE OF THE MOST ENDURING CRITICISMS CENTERS ON HOBBES'S DEPICTION OF THE STATE OF NATURE. CRITICS ARGUE THAT HE
OVEREMPHASIZED CONFLICT AND DOWNPLAYED THE POTENTIAL FOR COOPERATION AND SOCIAL BONDS TO ARISE ORGANICALLY
AMONG HUMANS, EVEN IN THE ABSENCE OF A FORMAL GOVERNMENT. FURTHERMORE, THE IDEA OF AN ABSOLUTE, INDIVISIBLE
SOVEREIGN HAS BEEN CHALLENGED FOR ITS POTENTIAL TO LEAD TO TYRANNY AND THE SUPPRESSION OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS AND
DISSENT. MANY SUBSEQUENT POLITICAL THEORISTS HAVE SOUGHT TO PROPOSE ALTERNATIVE MODELS OF GOVERNANCE THAT
BALANCE ORDER WITH LIBERTY.

THe PessiMisTIC VIEw oF HUMAN NATURE

A PRIMARY POINT OF CONTENTION WITH HOBBES'S PHILOSOPHY IS HIS UNFLATTERING PORTRAYAL OF HUMAN NATURE. CRITICS
ARGUE THAT HIS ASSUMPTION THAT HUMANS ARE INHERENTLY SELFISH, POWER~SEEKING, AND DRIVEN BY FEAR IS OVERLY
SIMPLISTIC AND OVERLOOKS THE CAPACITY FOR ALTRUISM, EMPATHY, AND SOCIAL COOPERATION THAT ALSO EXISTS WITHIN
HUMAN BEINGS. PHILOSOPHERS LIKEJEAN‘JACQUES ROUSSEAU, FOR EXAMPLE, PROPOSED A MORE OPTIMISTIC VIEW , SUGGESTING
THAT HUMANS ARE BORN GOOD AND ARE CORRUPTED BY SOCIETY.

MANY CONTEMPORARY PSYCHOLOGISTS AND SOCIAL SCIENTISTS WOULD ALSO TAKE ISSUE WITH HOBBES'S DETERMINISTIC
VIEW. THEY WOULD POINT TO RESEARCH DEMONSTRATING THE IMPORTANCE OF SOCIAL CONDITIONING, UPBRINGING, AND
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS IN SHAPING HUMAN BEHAVIOR, SUGGESTING THAT IT IS NOT SOLELY INNATE DRIVES THAT DICTATE
OUR ACTIONS. THE IDEA THAT A HOBBESIAN STATE OF NATURE IS AN INEVITABLE OUTCOME WITHOUT A SOVEREIGN IS SEEN BY
MANY AS A THEORETICAL CONSTRUCT THAT DOESN'T FULLY ACCOUNT FOR THE COMPLEXITIES OF HUMAN INTERACTION.



THe DANGER OF ABSOLUTE SOVEREIGNTY

THE CONCEPT OF AN ABSOLUTE AND INDIVISIBLE SOVEREIGN, WHILE INTENDED TO PREVENT CHAOS, HAS BEEN WIDELY CRITICIZED
FOR ITS POTENTIAL TO DEVOLVE INTO TYRANNY. CRITICS ARGUE THAT GRANTING UNCHECKED POWER TO ANY SINGLE ENTITY OR
GROUP CREATES A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF ABUSE, OPPRESSION, AND THE VIOLATION OF FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN RIGHTS. THE
HISTORY OF POLITICAL SYSTEMS IS REPLETE WITH EXAMPLES OF ABSOLUTE RULERS WHO HAVE USED THEIR POWER TO
SUPPRESS DISSENT AND INFLICT SUFFERING ON THEIR POPULATIONS.

THINKERS LIKEJOHN LOCKE, FOR INSTANCE, ARGUED FOR LIMITED GOVERNMENT AND THE SEPARATION OF POWERS, POSITING THAT
RULERS SHOULD BE ACCOUNTABLE TO THE GOVERNED AND THAT CITIZENS POSSESS NATURAL RIGHTS THAT THE SOVEREIGN
CANNOT INFRINGE UPON. THE FEAR THAT HoBBges's LEVIATHAN, WHILE BORN OF A DESIRE FOR ORDER, COULD BECOME A
MONSTROUS OPPRESSOR ITSELF IS A PERSISTENT AND VALID CRITICISM.

ALTERNATIVE MoDELS ofF SociAL ORDER

IN RESPONSE TO HoBges's MODEL, NUMEROUS ALTERNATIVE THEORIES OF SOCIAL ORDER HAVE EMERGED, SEEKING TO STRIKE A
DIFFERENT BALANCE BETWEEN AUTHORITY AND LIBERTY. [HESE MODELS OFTEN EMPHASIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF CHECKS AND
BALANCES, CONSTITUTIONALISM, THE RULE OF LAV, AND THE PROTECTION OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS AS ESSENTIAL COMPONENTS
OF A JUST AND STABLE SOCIETY.

For EXAMPLE, DEMOCRATIC THEORIES PROPOSE THAT LEGITIMATE POLITICAL AUTHORITY DERIVES FROM THE CONSENT OF THE
GOVERNED, EXPRESSED THROUGH REGULAR ELECTIONS AND DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS. THESE SYSTEMS AIM TO DISTRIBUTE
POWER, PROVIDE MECHANISMS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY, AND PROTECT INDIVIDUAL FREEDOMS, OFFERING A STARK CONTRAST TO
THE ABSOLUTE POWER ENVISIONED BY THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN. LIBERALISM/ INITS VARIOUS FORMS, CHAMPIONS
INDIVIDUAL AUTONOMY AND LIMITED GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION, FURTHER DIVERGING FROM HOBBESIAN PRINCIPLES.

THE ENDURING LEGACY OF HoeBes's LEVIATHAN

DESPITE THE CRITICISMS, THE LEGACY OF THOMAS HOBRBES AND HIS CREATION, THE LEVIATHAN/ REMAINS UNDENIABLY PROFOUND
AND CONTINUES TO SHAPE CONTEMPORARY POLITICAL DISCOURSE. HIS WORK WAS A RADICAL DEPARTURE FROM EARLIER
POLITICAL PHILOSOPHIES, OFFERING A COMPELLING AND SYSTEMATIC JUSTIFICATION FOR THE EXISTENCE AND AUTHORITY OF THE
STATE BASED ON RATIONAL SELF-INTEREST AND THE NEED FOR SECURITY. THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN POSED FUNDAMENTAL
QUESTIONS ABOUT HUMAN NATURE, SOCIETY, AND GOVERNANCE THAT REMAIN RELEVANT TODAY.

HOBBES'S INFLUENCE CAN BE SEEN IN VARIOUS STRANDS OF POLITICAL THOUGHT, FROM REALISM IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
TO THE EMPHASIS ON ORDER AND SECURITY IN DOMESTIC POLICY. His IDEAS, THOUGH OFTEN DEBATED AND CHALLENGED, PROVIDE
A CRUCIAL FOUNDATION FOR UNDERSTANDING THE MODERN STATE AND THE ONGOING QUEST TO BALANCE INDIVIDUAL LIBERTY
WITH THE NECESSITY OF COLLECTIVE ORDER. THE VERY CONCEPT OF A SOCIAL CONTRACT, IRRESPECTIVE OF ITS SPECIFIC
INTERPRETATION, OWES A SIGNIFICANT DEBT TO HOBBES'S ARTICULATION.

IMPACT ON PoLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

HOBBES IS WIDELY REGARDED AS ONE OF THE FOUNDERS OF MODERN POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY. His RIGOROUS, MATERIALISTIC, AND
EMPIRICAL APPROACH TO ANALYZING POLITICAL PHENOMENA MARKED A SIGNIFICANT BREAK FROM THE SCHOLASTIC TRADITIONS
THAT PRECEDED HIM. BY GROUNDING HIS THEORIES IN A MECHANISTIC UNDERSTANDING OF HUMAN MOTIVATION, HE PAVED THE
WAY FOR MORE SECULAR AND SCIENTIFIC APPROACHES TO POLITICAL INQUIRY.

His coNCePT oF SOVEREIGNTY, THOUGH CONTROVERSIAL, REMAINS A CENTRAL THEME IN POLITICAL THEORY. DEBATES ABOUT
THE NATURE OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY, THE LIMITS OF STATE POWER, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE



STATE CAN OFTEN BE TRACED BACK TO THE CHALLENGES POSED BY HOBBES'S WORK. EVEN THOSE WHO DISAGREE WITH HIS
CONCLUSIONS OFTEN ENGAGE WITH HIS ARGUMENTS, MAKING HIM AN INDISPENSABLE FIGURE IN THE PHILOSOPHICAL CANON.

REALISM IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

IN THE REALM OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOBBES'S PHILOSOPHY IS OFTEN CITED AS A PRECURSOR TO REALIST THEORY.
REALISM, A DOMINANT PARADIGM IN THE FIELD, EMPHASIZES THE SELF-INTERESTED NATURE OF STATES, THE ABSENCE OF A
GLOBAL SOVEREIGN, AND THE PERPETUAL STRUGGLE FOR POWER IN THE INTERNATIONAL ARENA. THIS WORLDVIEW MIRRORS
HOBBES'S DESCRIPTION OF THE STATE OF NATURE, WHERE STATES, LIKE INDIVIDUALS IN HIS HYPOTHETICAL CONDITION, ARE
DRIVEN BY A DESIRE FOR SECURITY AND POWER, OPERATING IN A SYSTEM CHARACTERIZED BY ANARCHY.

THE " ANARCHY” IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, IN REALIST TERMS, IS NOT NECESSARILY CHAOS BUT THE ABSENCE OF A HIGHER
AUTHORITY THAT CAN ENFORCE RULES AND SETTLE DISPUTES. STATES, LIKE HOBBESIAN INDIVIDUALS, MUST RELY ON THEIR OWN
STRENGTH AND ALLIANCES FOR SURVIVAL. THIS PERSPECTIVE PROFOUNDLY INFLUENCES HOW SCHOLARS AND POLICYMAKERS
UNDERSTAND GLOBAL POLITICS, CONFLICT, AND COOPERATION.

THe ONGOING DEBATE ON SECURITY VS. LIBERTY

PERHAPS THE MOST ENDURING ASPECT OF HOBBES'S LEGACY IS THE FUNDAMENTAL TENSION HE HIGHLIGHTED BETWEEN SECURITY
AND LIBERTY. HIS WORK FORCES US TO CONFRONT THE QUESTION OF HOW MUCH FREEDOM INDIVIDUALS MUST SURRENDER IN
EXCHANGE FOR PROTECTION FROM VIOLENCE AND DISORDER. THIS IS A DEBATE THAT CONTINUES TO RESONATE IN
CONTEMPORARY SOCIETIES, PARTICULARLY IN TIMES OF PERCEIVED CRISIS OR THREAT.

FROM DEBATES ABOUT SURVEILLANCE AND CIVIL LIBERTIES IN THE FACE OF TERRORISM TO DISCUSSIONS ABOUT PUBLIC HEALTH
MEASURES DURING PANDEMICS, THE CORE DILEMMA ARTICULATED BY THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN REMAINS CENTRAL TO
POLITICAL LIFE. HOW DO WE BEST ENSURE COLLECTIVE SECURITY WITHOUT UNDULY SACRIFICING INDIVIDUAL FREEDOMS?
HoBBES’S STARK FRAMING OF THIS TRADE-OFF ENSURES HIS CONTINUED RELEVANCE IN ADDRESSING SOME OF THE MOST PRESSING
CHALLENGES OF GOVERNANCE.

THe CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN'S IMPACT TODAY

THE INTELLECTUAL SHADOW CAST BY THOMAS HOBBES AND HIS MONUMENTAL WORK, LEVIATHAN, CONTINUES TO STRETCH
ACROSS THE MODERN WORLD, INFLUENCING OUR UNDERSTANDING OF GOVERNANCE, SOCIETY, AND HUMAN NATURE. THE CREATOR
OF LEVIATHAN, THROUGH HIS UNFLINCHING ANALYSIS OF THE NEED FOR ORDER, HAS PROVIDED A FRAMEWORK THAT REMAINS
DEEPLY RELEVANT, EVEN AS IT IS FREQUENTLY DEBATED AND CHALLENGED. HIS INSIGHTS INTO THE MOTIVATIONS BEHIND HUMAN
BEHAVIOR AND THE NECESSITY OF A SOVEREIGN POWER OFFER ENDURING LESSONS FOR NAVIGATING THE COMPLEXITIES OF
POLITICAL LIFE.

W/HETHER ONE AGREES WITH HIS PRESCRIPTIONS FOR ABSOLUTE SOVEREIGNTY OR FINDS HIS VIEW OF HUMAN NATURE TOO
BLEAK, THE QUESTIONS HOBBES RAISED REMAIN CENTRAL TO POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY AND PRACTICE. THE CONSTANT BALANCING
ACT BETWEEN INDIVIDUAL FREEDOMS AND COLLECTIVE SECURITY, THE ROLE OF GOVERNMENT IN MAINTAINING ORDER, AND THE
VERY FOUNDATIONS OF POLITICAL LEGITIMACY ARE ALL AREAS WHERE HOBBES'S IDEAS CONTINUE TO PROVOKE THOUGHT AND
INSPIRE NEW APPROACHES. HIS LEGACY IS NOT ONE OF SIMPLE ACCEPTANCE, BUT OF CONTINUOUS INTELLECTUAL ENGAGEMENT
AND RE-EVALUATION.

RELEVANCE IN MODERN GOVERNANCE



IN CONTEMPORARY POLITICAL LANDSCAPES, HoBBES'S EMPHASIS ON THE NECESSITY OF A STRONG, EFFECTIVE STATE FOR
MAINTAINING ORDER IS A RECURRING THEME. GOVERNMENTS WORLDWIDE GRAPPLE WITH ISSUES OF CRIME, TERRORISM, AND
SOCIAL UNREST, OFTEN LEADING TO POLICY DECISIONS THAT PRIORITIZE SECURITY, SOMETIMES AT THE EXPENSE OF CIVIL
LIBERTIES. THE UNDERLYING RATIONALE FOR SUCH MEASURES FREQUENTLY ECHOES HOBBESIAN CONCERNS ABOUT PREVENTING A
DESCENT INTO CHAOS.

FURTHERMORE, HIS MECHANISTIC UNDERSTANDING OF SOCIETY, WHILE SIMPLIFIED, CONTINUES TO INFORM CERTAIN APPROACHES
TO PUBLIC POLICY, PARTICULARLY THOSE THAT RELY ON INCENTIVES, DETERRENCE, AND THE RATIONAL CALCULATION OF
CONSEQUENCES. THE IDEA THAT INDIVIDUALS WILL ACT TO MAXIMIZE THEIR OWN WELL-BEING AND AVOID HARM PROVIDES A
BASIS FOR MANY ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL POLICIES, DEMONSTRATING HOW THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN'S INSIGHTS STILL
PERMEATE OUR THINKING ABOUT HOW SOCIETIES FUNCTION.

THe PErSISTENT DEBATE ON RIGHTS

THE DEBATE BETWEEN STATE AUTHORITY AND INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS, SO CENTRAL TO Hosees's CRITICS, IS A PERPETUAL FEATURE
OF MODERN POLITICAL LIFE. WHILE HOBBES ARGUED THAT RIGHTS ARE GRANTED BY THE SOVEREIGN AND CAN BE CURTAILED FOR
THE SAKE OF ORDER, THINKERS FROM L OCKE ONWARDS HAVE CHAMPIONED THE IDEA OF INHERENT, INALIENABLE RIGHTS THAT
PRECEDE AND LIMIT THE POWER OF THE STATE. THIS ONGOING TENSION BETWEEN THE NEED FOR COLLECTIVE SECURITY AND THE
PROTECTION OF INDIVIDUAL FREEDOMS IS A DIRECT DESCENDANT OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL LANDSCAPE HOBRBES HELPED TO SHAPE.

MODERN DEMOCRATIC SOCIETIES ARE BUILT UPON THE IDEA OF A SOCIAL CONTRACT WHERE CITIZENS GRANT LEGITIMACY TO THE
GOVERNMENT IN EXCHANGE FOR THE PROTECTION OF THEIR RIGHTS. HOWEVER, THE PRECISE NATURE AND EXTENT OF THESE
RIGHTS, AND HOW THEY SHOULD BE BALANCED AGAINST THE DEMANDS OF PUBLIC SAFETY, REMAIN SUBJECTS OF INTENSE
POLITICAL AND LEGAL DEBATE, A TESTAMENT TO THE ENDURING POWER OF THE QUESTIONS POSED BY THE CREATOR OF
LEVIATHAN.

A FOUNDATION FOR PoLITICAL THOUGHT

ULTIMATELY, THOMAS HOBBES’S LEVIATHAN SERVES AS A FOUNDATIONAL TEXT IN POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY, A STARTING POINT
FOR MANY SUBSEQUENT DISCUSSIONS AND DEVELOPMENTS. EVEN THOSE WHO VEHEMENTLY DISAGREE WITH HIS CONCLUSIONS
ARE COMPELLED TO ENGAGE WITH HIS ARGUMENTS, DEMONSTRATING THE PROFOUND AND LASTING IMPACT OF HIS WORK. THE
CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN PROVIDED A STARK, LOGICAL, AND SYSTEMATIC ACCOUNT OF THE STATE'S NECESSITY, FORCING
SUBSEQUENT GENERATIONS TO GRAPPLE WITH THE FUNDAMENTAL CHOICES AND TRADE-OFFS INHERENT IN CREATING AND
MAINTAINING A STABLE SOCIETY.

HIS WILLINGNESS TO CONFRONT THE DARKER ASPECTS OF HUMAN NATURE AND TO PROPOSE A ROBUST SOLUTION, HOWEVER
CONTROVERSIAL, SOLIDIFIED HIS PLACE AS ONE OF HISTORY’S MOST INFLUENTIAL THINKERS. THE QUESTIONS HE ASKED ABOUT
POWER, ORDER, AND THE HUMAN CONDITION ARE TIMELESS, ENSURING THAT HIS INTELLECTUAL LEGACY WILL CONTINUE TO BE
EXPLORED AND DEBATED FOR GENERATIONS TO COME. THE LEVIATHAN, AS A CONCEPT AND AS A WORK, REMAINS A POWERFUL
LENS THROUGH WHICH TO VIEW THE ENDURING CHALLENGES OF COLLECTIVE HUMAN EXISTENCE.

Q: WHO IS WIDELY CONSIDERED THE CREATOR OF THE POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY KNOWN
AS LEVIATHAN?

A: THoMAS HoBBES, AN ENGLISH PHILOSOPHER, IS WIDELY CONSIDERED THE CREATOR OF THE POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY OF
LEVIATHAN, AS DETAILED IN HIS SEMINAL 1651 WORK OF THE SAME NAME.

Q! WHAT HISTORICAL CONTEXT WAS MOST INFLUENTIAL IN SHAPING THE CREATOR OF



LEVIATHAN'S IDEAS?

A: THe EncLIsH CiviL Wars (1642-1651) WERE A CRITICAL HISTORICAL CONTEXT THAT PROFOUNDLY SHAPED HOBBES'S
IDEAS, LEADING HIM TO EMPHASIZE THE NEED FOR STRONG, SOVEREIGN POWER TO PREVENT SOCIETAL COLLAPSE INTO CHAOS.

Q: WHAT IS THE CENTRAL CONCEPT OF HOBBES'S “STATE OF NATURE" IN RELATION TO
THE LEVIATHAN?

A: HoBBES'S “STATE OF NATURE” IS A HYPOTHETICAL CONDITION OF HUMANITY WITHOUT GOVERNMENT, CHARACTERIZED BY A
“\WAR OF ALL AGAINST ALL,“ WHICH HE BELIEVED NECESSITATED THE CREATION OF A SOVEREIGN POWER (THE LEVIATHAN) TO
ENSURE PEACE AND SECURITY.

Q: How DID THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN PROPOSE THAT THE SOVEREIGN POWER BE
ESTABLISHED?

A: HOBBES PROPOSED THAT SOVEREIGN POWER BE ESTABLISHED THROUGH A SOCIAL CONTRACT, WHERE INDIVIDUALS
MUTUALLY AGREE TO SURRENDER CERTAIN FREEDOMS IN EXCHANGE FOR THE PROTECTION AND ORDER PROVIDED BY AN ABSOLUTE
SOVEREIGN.

Q: WHAT ARE THE KEY ATTRIBUTES OF THE SOVEREIGN POWER AS ENVISIONED BY THE
CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN?

A: THE SOVEREIGN POWER IN HOBBES'S LEVIATHAN IS ABSOLUTE, INDIVISIBLE, AND UNQUESTIONABLE, HOLDING THE AUTHORITY
TO MAKE LAWS, ENFORCE THEM, JUDGE DISPUTES, WAGE WAR, AND CONTROL DOCTRINES TO MAINTAIN PEACE.

Q: WHAT IS ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT CRITICISMS LEVELED AGAINST THE CREATOR
OF LEVIATHAN'S PHILOSOPHY?

A: A MAJOR CRITICISM IS HOBBES'S PESSIMISTIC VIEW OF HUMAN NATURE AND THE POTENTIAL FOR HIS ENVISIONED ABSOLUTE
SOVEREIGNTY TO DEVOLVE INTO TYRANNY AND SUPPRESS INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS.

Q: How DOES THE CONCEPT OF THE “SOCIAL CONTRACT" AS PROPOSED BY THE
CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN DIFFER FROM MODERN INTERPRETATIONS?

A: HoBBES'S SOCIAL CONTRACT IS PRIMARILY A COVENANT OF SUBJECTION AMONG INDIVIDUALS TO EMPOWER A SOVEREIGN,
\WHEREAS MODERN INTERPRETATIONS OFTEN EMPHASIZE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE GOVERNED AND THE GOVERNMENT, WITH
LIMITATIONS ON SOVEREIGN PO\WER.

Q: IN WHAT MODERN FIELD OF STUDY CAN THE INFLUENCE OF THE CREATOR OF
LEVIATHAN BE MOST CLEARLY SEEN?

A: THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN'S INFLUENCE IS STRONGLY EVIDENT IN THE FIELD OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, PARTICULARLY
IN REALIST THEORIES THAT EMPHASIZE STATE SELF-INTEREST AND THE ANARCHIC NATURE OF THE INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM.

Q: DID THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN BELIEVE IN INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, AND IF SO, WHAT
WAS THEIR NATURE?

A: YES, HoBBES BELIEVED IN INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, BUT DEFINED THEM AS FREEDOMS THAT EXIST IN THE SILENCE OF THE LAW —
ACTIONS NOT PROHIBITED BY THE SOVEREIGN. THESE LIBERTIES WERE RESIDUAL AND GRANTED BY THE SOVEREIGN RATHER THAN



INHERENT RIGHTS AGAINST THE STATE.

Q: WHAT IS THE ENDURING RELEVANCE OF THE CREATOR OF LEVIATHAN'S WORK
TODAY?

A: THE ENDURING RELEVANCE LIES IN ITS FUNDAMENT AL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE BALANCE BETWEEN SECURITY AND LIBERTY, THE
NATURE OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY, AND THE NECESSITY OF ORDER, WHICH CONTINUE TO SHAPE DEBATES IN GOVERNANCE AND
POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY.
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