Compare and Contrast Hobbes and Rousseau's views on the nature of primitive man.  Which do you agree with and why?
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The English philosopher Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679) reached his conclu~
sions about warfare and society via a series of logical arguments. In his great
work, Leviathan, he first established that, in practical terms, all men were equals
because no one was so superior in strength or intelligence that he could not be
overcome by stealth or the conspiracy of others. He found humans equally
endowed with will (desites) and prudence (the capacity to learn from experi-
ence). But when two such equals desired what only one could enjoy, one eventu-
ally subdued or destroyed ther in pursuit of it. Once this happened, all hell
broke Toose. The similar desires of others tempted them to emulate the winner,
and their intelligence required them to guard themselves against the fate of.
the loser. When no power existed to “overawe” these equals, prudent self-
preservation forced every individual to attempt to preserve his liberty (the ab-
sence of impediments to his will) hy_u;ﬁyinﬁg_iw_b_éue others and by resisting
their attempts to subdue him. Hobbes thus envisioned the iginal or natural
cond f humanity as i
this primeval state of “w f
violent death”; and, in Hobbes’s most famous phrase, their lives were therefore
“saii—&;yTvpooy,.‘ggstyl‘b_ruﬁsh and.short.> He claimed vaguely that “savage
people in many places in America” still lived in this violent primitive %ondjtion

but gave no particulars and never pursued the point fun.hcr_. fion
Humans escaped this state of war only by agreeing to covenanis in which the
surrendered much of their liberty and accepted ruls ity

(which, for Hobbes, meant a king). And since “Covenants, without the sword,
are but words,” the king (or state) had to be granted a monopoly over the use of
force to punish criminals and defend against external enemies. Without the state





[image: image2.png]to overawe humans’ intelligence by force, mediate their selfish passions, and
deprive them of some of their natural liberty, anarchy reigned. Civilized coun-
tries returned to this condition when central authority was widely defied or
deprived of its power, as during rebellions. All civilized “industry” and the
humane enjoyment of its fruits depended on a peace maintained by central
government; the “humanity” of humans was thus a product of civilization,
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