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John Locke-What is the Nature ofMan 

John Locke was one of the greatest thinkers of all times. He is one of the most persuasive 

philosophers in Western Civilization. His beliefs that were written down swayed the beliefs of 

many countries. Many ofhis contemporaries, such as Thomas Hobbes, thought that some ofhis 

ideas were wrong and farfetched. Ideas such as that every person in the world was made equal, 

that everyone was born with a blank slate, or his views on the nature of man, was not accepted as :'&-
'4'7 ~ oo"" ~ oS ':!" 

prevalent in those days by Philosophers and the populace. "(~ . \~~l.i'-~ cot--~f-. ~~.('~~ 
/ ~· "").- l(\ "?(- '\ 

Locke believed that all humans had the freedom of liberty and property. Locke would ~ v 

have disagreed with the treatment that the Spanish showed towards the natives in the Caribbean 

during the Exploration period. "So it went, from island to island, small and large, throughout the G ..... / 
Caribbean. Wherever he went, Columbus planted a cross, 'making,' as he said, 'the declarations 

that are required,' and claiming ownership of the land for his royal patrons back in Spain" 

(Stannard icolumbus went to all of the small and large islands in the Caribbeafi and claimed 

them in the name of Christ and for his Spanish homeland. He did not have any concern( for the 

( 

people ofthe island; they were a consolation prize for the king and soldiers of Spain. Most ofthe~ V 
/ 

inhabitants were slaughtered or made into slaves for the Spanish soldiers. The Spanish would 

even practice their torturing and killing techniques on the natives. Locke would have disagreed 

with the ExploratiOit.tecause the Spanish took the natives' freedom and property from them. f 1 
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Locke thought that people could revolt against a government that takes over their own. ")'~ V 

When the Spanish took over, if the people did not agree with the new government, the people 

should have rebelled. " ... the delivery also of the people into the subjection of a foreign power, 

either by the prince or by the legislative, is certainly a change of the legislative, and so ~ 1.-

dissolution of the government" (Locke 13'9{if another government came and took over your ~ 

own, Locke said the people could rebel. As the Spanish came to an island, they would take 

control of a government. Locke would have believed that if the natives did not agree with the 

new government, then they should revolt. The native people of the Caribbean islands rebelled 

many times against the Spanish, but failed miserably. The Spanish were just more technically 

advanced, and they also unknowingly used germ wrrfare. Locke would have agreed with the way "]/ 
~..;. 

that natives tried to rebel. They were trying to achieve the true nature of man by gaining their 

freedom and equality. 
"PI 

Locke believed that if the people had wrong done to them, they would punish more '\-:;:; 1.,/ 

harshly then an impatiial judge. Locke would have disagreed with the way that the Spanish b3 
slaughtered the natives in the Caribbean. The Spanish punished the natives because they had less 1; 

power and were thought to be nothing. "The inconveniences that they are therein exposed to by 

the irregular and uncertain exercise of the power every man has of punishing the transgressions 

of others, make them take sanctuary under the established laws of govemment, and therein seek 

~ 
the preservation of their property."(Locke 137). Locke was saying that if the person that has the 

transgression done to him punishes the transgressor, they would punish more harshly. By the 

Spanish thinking that the natives were worthless, they punished them too harshly. Locke would 

have not agreed with the treatment of the natives in the Caribbean. By the Spanish punishing the 

natives too harshly, they took their freedom away. 
( 0 
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Locke also stated that if laws are not upheld, then the people had the right to rebel. Many 

/11'--v 
of the Spanish conquistadors did not live by the same laws as they did when they were in \ 

England. "When he who has the supreme executive power neglects and abandons that charge, 

and so that the laws already made can no longer be put in execution; this is demonstratively to 

reduce all to anarchy and so effectually to dissolve the government"(Locke A19}. Locke was 

saying that if the head government does not do its job, then the people have the right to revolt, 

. 
and get a new individual to do the job correctly. Many of the laws that the Spanish had in Spain 

/ 
were not enforced in Central and North America. Locke would not have liked how the Spanish 

made up the laws as they went alonuecause in SpaiV person could not kill someone without 

reason. But in the Americas, the Spanish went around the island slaughtering people for kicks. ~ 1/ 

For the people in the Caribbean to show their true nature of man, they needed to gain their 

property and freedom back. 

The English Civil War was pivotal point in Western Civilization. Locke thought that if V 
'\Q 

the laws were changed by the government without reason, that the people under the government 

had the right to revolt. Lock would have agreed with the English Civil War because Cha'f(es I 

raised taxes without th@liament
1
s consent. "That levying money for or to the use of the crown 

by pretence of prerogative, without grant of parliament, for longer time, or in other manner than 
~1../f~ 

the same is or shall be granted, is illegal"tEnglisli;lJ. The laws that were declared in the English 

Bill of Rights prohibited the king from changing the laws for personal gain. After signing the 

N ,L V.J: · rrL~ 
English Bi~fRights, King Charles lost most ofhis power and then had to go through 

Parliament to get the money that was needed to finance his warsQut the peopleb)gree with 

the methods and rebelled. The people of England were acting in the nature of man, which lead ,rv 
them to be driven to active the freedom and equality. '( \ rx / 
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Locke also stated that the people have the right to revolE)f the king stops parliament 1/ 
/// 

from meeting. He would have agreed with the English Civil War because Ch~ I told the \ 

Parliament to go hom(}'ecause they wouldn't give him money for his wars." ... when the prince 

hinders the legislative from assembling in its due time, or from acting freely pursuant to those 

ends for which it was constricted, the legislative is altered"(Locke 139)~ke said that under no~ tt 
v 

circumstances can the king make Parliament stop assembling. By Charles I telling Parliament to 

go home, he gained total power in England. This would be in straight contradiction of Locke's 

beliefs, which would lead Locke to not support Charlesg.nd agree with the English Civil War. e<'l1/ 

By telling Parliament to go home, King Charles I took some of his people's freedom and equality, 

by forbidding parliament to do what is right for the people. Y \ 
Locke's idea was that all men are created equal, and that just because one man is the '\-'l o/ 

leader in a government, he is no better than his lowliest servant. The kings of the time thought 

that they ruled by divine right, this means thatLt}"(e kings believed that God gave them their power, 

and that they were somewhat of a god. "'The state of monarchy,' James told the House of 

Commons, 'is the supremest thing upon earth. For kings are not only God's lieutenants upon 

~1;1~11 
v' 

earth and sit upon God's throne, but even by God Himself they are called gods"\ v~1 58). By 

claiming that the kings were given their position by God, and even claiming that the king was a 
./ 

God, the kings avoided rebellion from their peoplytjor a time. Charles I claimed divine right, 

./ 
and ran England with an iron fist. He was eventually beheaded because the people were tired of 

v ,-; v 
being bullied and threatened by Charles I. Locke would have disagree with the way th~harles fr / 
t~~ not think that man was equal. People in England wanted to keep there their 

freedom and equality so they rebelled. "' 
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Locke thought that all men should come together0\nd fonn a govemment that protects ,....., 1/ 
v \"" 

the people's rights. This govemment would be weak enough that it did not take the peoples I 

freedom. "Eventually we could discover that we should create a social contract with others, and 

out of this contract emerges our political obligations and the institution of private property. This 

is how reasoning places limits on the proper use of power by govemment authorities" t~ ohn \1 ). 

~"'V!e sayi that if a group of people come together and create a social contract) The social contract 

that John Locke had learned from a fellow philosopher?homas Hobbes
1
was made to keep any 

one individual person from having all of the power in a govemment. The social contract would 

be used in a community to help the populace keep their freedom and equality. FD 

Another pivotal point in Western Civilization was the Enlightenment Period. Locke 

thought that every man was born with a blank slate, (a Tabla Rosa). Thomas Hobbes believed the 

exact opposite. Hobbes believed that the nature of man is greedy by instinct. "The passions that 

incline men to peace are fear of death" (Hobbe~5). Hobbes believed that man could not 

control their emotions, that they are animals that have ideas that are imbedded in the head. Locke 

believed that any knowledge that ~yn has is learned fro~ world. Locke's belief was that 

man is born with a blank slat~ws the man wants freedom and equality, because he learns 

" ~om his surroundings. F I 

Although John Locke and Thomas Hobbes disagreed on some ideas, they both agreed 

that if a government was founded under a social contract that it would be best for the people. 

"The social contract was very simple, and if everyone one agreed to it, they would find 

Qff 
~ 

themselves living in a more peaceful society" (Rosenberg<\{;). Thomas Hobbes came up with the '/ \ ,j 

ide'CJmd John Locke agreed with it. Hobbes and Locke believed that only though everyone 0 ~\~~.,.~ 

agreeing with the contract fully, would it work. The government would be weaker, but it would \~ 



protect the citizens' rights . This would make the social contract capable for people to keep their 

freedom and equality. 

Thomas Hobbes, <m th@ ether•hand, believed that all rebellion should be cmshed, and by \ /-:
\ 

cmshing the rebellion that the population will by safe. Locke thought that once a government has 

been rebelled against and conquered than the people should raise a new government. "In these, 

and the like cases, when the government is dissolved, the people are at liberty to provide for 

themselves by erecting a new legislative differing from the other by the charge of persons, or 

./ 
form, or both as they shall find it most for their safety and good" (Locke 13 9). If a government is 

dissolved, they should raise a new one. This would allow the people to achieve the nature of man. (-- {) 

To conclude, J9hn Locke would have agreed with the English Civil War because the 

people of England did what he thought was their right. When Charles I overstepped his power 

and tried to do with England what he wanted to, they rebelled. This proved that the people just 

wanted their freedom. Locke would have disagreed with the way that the Spanish treated the 

natives of the Caribbean. Although the natives tried to rebel, they failed and were slaughtered. 

Like the English peasants, the Caribbean natives wanted their freedom. John Locke agreed with 

Thomas Hobbes' social contract. These ideas all back up John Locke's view of the nature of man. 
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