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 in his 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 17th-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 work remains a cornerstone of political science and
philosophy, inviting continuous debate and re-evaluation.



Thomas Hobbes: 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.

Hobbes'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

Thomas 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.

Hobbes'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 English Civil Wars 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 17th-century England. The period leading up to and during the
English Civil Wars (1642-1651) was 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 stability. He believed that only a radical restructuring of
political thought could prevent a recurrence of such devastating conflict.

The English Civil Wars

The English Civil Wars were a series of armed conflicts and political
machinations between Parliamentarians ("Roundheads") and Royalists
("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 I 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 Royalist 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 Wars 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 World 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.



Human Nature According to Hobbes

Hobbes 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 power,"
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 War 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. It
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.

Individuals, 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. It 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. However,
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. There 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 Hobbes'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. Without
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 law 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. Instead,
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 like Jean-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 like John 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 Hobbes's Leviathan, while born of a desire for
order, could become a monstrous oppressor itself is a persistent and valid
criticism.



Alternative Models of Social Order

In response to Hobbes's model, numerous alternative theories of social order
have emerged, seeking to strike a different balance between authority and
liberty. These models often emphasize the importance of checks and balances,
constitutionalism, the rule of law, 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, in its various forms, champions individual autonomy and limited
government intervention, further diverging from Hobbesian principles.

The Enduring Legacy of Hobbes's Leviathan

Despite the criticisms, the legacy of Thomas Hobbes 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.

Whether 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
Hobbes'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 Locke 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 Hobbes 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 English 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 power.

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 fundamental 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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