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A State of Nature According to Thomas Hobbes
	Philosophers refer to people who give a profound explanation to questions in ethics. Thomas Hobbes is our guide in the argument of the state of nature – showing that all individuals are self-interested and competitive, in this paper we are going to see the following: how Hobbes think about a state without a government, how people can get out of this state of nature, and then give our thoughts on the account of the origins of government according to him.
In the state of nature, there is liberty of what to do since no laws governing the people. Men have to fight for their own survival thus they tend to rage war against each other. In this environment, men are given the right to live a life of their own where they can practice power and make their survival come true (Pettit, 19). They also have the power to go in the way of what interests them and be the judges of their lives. Thus, the promise is not kept because covenants are never there. Hobbes compares this to life in prison where everyone is completely free, if one comes to an agreement with the other then is wise for them to defect and increase their power towards them surviving. This is done because it is advantageous and the promise can never be kept. (Hobbes, 84).
Material desire and glory is evident why human beings fight for power. This describes the reason that6 they not only fight for their survival but also to be wealthy since they will be competent in material possession after they have overruled every being. Here, anything can either be right or wrong according to men’s perception of their minds. With this in mind, every man will look towards achieving what they don’t have and therefore, distrust is built which leads to unending conflict amongst themselves. (Hobbes, 73).
Consequently, power is attained is never permanent. People will continue to fight in that the inferior will try to get hold of the superior. This is by trying to gain what they don't have from their superiors by raging war against them. Hobbes explains under storyline no one is weak in a state of nature. This is because even the weak being can fight the strongest men and bring them down to power. Therefore, people are unsocial due to lack of trust amongst themselves. This will always give them the right to do what they want as longs as they are capable of doing it. So fear, danger from dying in a conflict and diverse differences are the order of the day in a state of nature (Hobbes, 56).
However, this state without a government will at some point come to an end where the solution towards a concrete community with security is agreeing together and cooperation. This is done after everyone drops their personal interests and looks forward to a fruitful society. This drives them to bond so as to acquire peace and give preferences to their society, not for themselves. This society will always act like a government to them since no man is strong to secure themselves and their property. Self-concern is dropped where submission is done to a political directive is attained for a stable society. The union thus bring laws where people are bound by the laws. The laws keep order in the society in that the ones who are found in the wrong they give an account as per the laws laid down. This protects them from each other hence the dying, fear and conflict are reduced. The people leave the state of nature so as to acquire a productive industry, get goods and also have security for their lives (Hampton, 86) 
 In conclusion, we see that Hobbes tries to drive a point by how he gives an account of the origin of governments. Since the people can survive no more in this state of nature, it calls them to cooperate and come up with a sovereignty for good of the community (Tuck, 34). Thus, the laws set make them be accountable for their deeds. This clearly proves that Hobbes is correct in his account of the origin of government. The transition is as seen in this context.   
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