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Social contract theory is of the view that people depend on contracts and agreements to exert their moral and political obligations. The theory supposes that there is a state of nature where human beings are free and do not have any political associations. Thomas Hobbes and Jean-Jacques Rousseau defend the social contract theory, contributing to its dominance in the history of moral and political theories ("Social Contract Theory | Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy", 2020). However, various philosophers argue that the theory does not portray the true picture of their political and moral lives. 
Hobbes argues that the “state of nature” is the time when every man has the natural right to everything. The state is characterized by the constant act of violence because of competition and no take note of the other’s interests. Humans are driven by their necessity and self –interest as they get drawn to what they desire naturally, and repel what they do not want. Human beings also have the capacity and reasoning ability that helps them pursue their goal most efficiently and effectively. 
On the other hand, Rousseau argues that the state of nature is when a man had freedom due to their primitive state (Rousseau, 2018). The progress in the society, however, led to changes in the way competition, and the invention of private property. As a result, people lost their rights, hence inequality, injustices, and unhealthy competition. Humanity moved from a pure society to one characterized by competition, inequality, and greed. Hobbes and Rousseau agree that a form of contract or agreement will help to amend what is ailing the society. 
Some arguments disagree with some aspects of the social contract theory. For instance, Hobbes portrays morality as being invented by social contracts, and there are no traditional moral values that govern a society (Fieser, 2017). The statement portrays human beings that cannot live in a community or society and ignores the moral, biological, and social ties that unite them. Also, the two philosophers portray social agreements and contracts as a motivation towards a united community. Arguments suggest that if people cannot follow moral rules while at their state of nature, nothing guarantees that they will follow them in a social contract. 
Also, contrary to Hobbes and Rousseau's theories, Aristotle argues that to live well, people should appreciate goods such as virtue, friendships, pleasure, wealth, and honor ("Aristotle’s Ethics”, 2020). The goods have a way in which they fit together for a complete community. General rules alone cannot be useful in generating wisdom for a community. People need to acquire social and emotional skills like courage, justice, and temperance. With the application of such skills, a society has the capability and understanding to deal with different occasions.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion, the social contract does highlight the problems in the society and tries to establish forms of agreements and contracts that can help. However, social contracts alone are not useful, and there are the traditional moral values that have been governing people all along. Taking into consideration, the emotional and social skills, there is more that determines how people live other than the general rules.
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