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john locke on government and the monarchy worksheet answers are a valuable resource for students

and educators seeking to deeply understand the philosophical underpinnings of modern governance.

John Locke, a pivotal Enlightenment thinker, profoundly influenced the trajectory of political thought,

particularly concerning the legitimacy of government and the nature of sovereignty. His ideas on

natural rights, the social contract, and the limits of monarchical power continue to resonate today. This

comprehensive article delves into the core concepts addressed in typical worksheets on Locke,

providing detailed explanations and insights that go beyond simple answers. We will explore his

theories on the state of nature, the purpose of civil society, and the right of revolution, offering a

thorough examination of his contributions to political philosophy and their relevance to discussions

about government and the monarchy.
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Understanding John Locke's Core Principles

John Locke's philosophical contributions form a cornerstone of Western political thought, particularly

his seminal work, Two Treatises of Government. He is best known for articulating a theory of natural

rights that predates any form of civil society or government. For Locke, these rights are inherent and

inalienable, bestowed by nature or God, and serve as a crucial check on the power of any ruler.

Understanding these foundational principles is essential for comprehending his views on government

and the monarchy.

His philosophy emphasizes reason and individual liberty. Locke argued that individuals possess a

natural freedom and equality that no earthly power can legitimately take away without their consent.

This conviction fueled his critique of absolute monarchy and paved the way for theories of limited

government and representative democracy. The concept of property, which he extended beyond mere

material possessions to include life and liberty, is also central to his framework.

The State of Nature According to Locke

Central to John Locke's political philosophy is his concept of the "state of nature." Unlike Thomas

Hobbes, who envisioned a brutal "war of all against all," Locke's state of nature is characterized by a

natural law that governs human behavior. This law dictates that all individuals are equal and

independent, and no one ought to harm another in their life, health, liberty, or possessions. It is a state

of perfect freedom and equality governed by reason.

In this pre-political state, individuals possess natural rights. Locke believed that individuals are free to

order their actions and dispose of their possessions and persons as they think fit, within the bounds of

the law of nature. This law is not arbitrary but is discoverable by reason. It teaches mankind, who will

but consult it, that being all equal and independent, no one ought to harm another in his life, health,

liberty, or possessions. Therefore, the state of nature is not necessarily a state of license but one



where individuals are bound by moral obligations derived from reason.

Key Characteristics of Locke's State of Nature

Natural Law: Governs behavior, dictating moral obligations.

Perfect Freedom: Individuals are free to act as they see fit, within natural law.

Equality: All individuals are born equal and possess the same natural rights.

Natural Rights: Inherent rights to life, liberty, and property.

Inconveniences: While peaceful, the state of nature lacks established laws, impartial judges, and

the power to enforce judgments, leading to potential disputes.

Natural Rights and Their Significance

John Locke famously identified three fundamental natural rights: life, liberty, and property. These are

not granted by governments but are inherent to all human beings from birth. For Locke, the right to

property is particularly significant, as it encompasses not only material possessions but also the fruits

of one's labor and even one's own body. This concept of property rights is foundational to his

justification for government.

These natural rights serve as the bedrock upon which Locke builds his theory of government. He

argued that the primary purpose of forming a civil society and establishing a government is to protect

these pre-existing natural rights. When a government fails to uphold these rights, it loses its legitimacy,



a crucial point in understanding Locke's perspective on the limits of authority.

The Inalienability of Natural Rights

Locke contended that natural rights are inalienable, meaning they cannot be surrendered or taken

away. While individuals consent to form a government, they do not consent to give up their

fundamental rights. Instead, they entrust the government with the responsibility of protecting these

rights. This distinction is critical because it establishes a limit on governmental power, ensuring that it

serves the interests of the governed rather than oppressing them.

The Social Contract Theory and Its Implications

John Locke's social contract theory posits that governments derive their legitimacy from the consent of

the governed. Individuals voluntarily agree to leave the state of nature and form a political society by

surrendering certain freedoms in exchange for the protection of their natural rights. This contract is not

a one-time event but is continuously renewed through the ongoing consent of the people.

The implications of Locke's social contract are profound. It suggests that political authority is not

divinely ordained or inherited but is instead a product of human agreement. This means that the power

of the ruler is conditional and dependent on the fulfillment of the contract's terms. If the government

breaches its obligations, the people retain the right to alter or abolish it, a radical notion for its time.

Forms of Consent in Locke's Theory

Locke distinguished between explicit and tacit consent. Explicit consent is given directly and

voluntarily, such as when an individual openly declares their agreement to be governed. Tacit consent,



on the other hand, is implied by one's actions. For example, by enjoying the benefits of a society's

laws and protections, such as owning property or residing within its borders, an individual tacitly

consents to its government.

Locke on the Legitimacy of Government

For John Locke, the legitimacy of any government hinges on its adherence to the social contract and

its protection of natural rights. He argued that government is established to remedy the inconveniences

of the state of nature, such as the absence of established laws, impartial judges, and executive power.

Therefore, the purpose of government is to promote the public good and secure the rights of

individuals.

A government's authority is not absolute. It is limited by the very natural rights it is created to protect.

When a government oversteps these bounds, acting arbitrarily or infringing upon the life, liberty, or

property of its citizens, it forfeles its legitimacy. This principle provides a philosophical justification for

holding rulers accountable to the people they govern.

The Purpose of Civil Society

Civil society, according to Locke, is formed when individuals unite to form a commonwealth, thereby

establishing a political body. The primary purpose of this society is to provide a framework for the

peaceful and secure enjoyment of natural rights. This involves creating laws, appointing judges to

interpret them, and empowering an executive to enforce them. Without these structures, the natural

rights of individuals would remain vulnerable to constant threat.



The Limits of Governmental Power

A central theme in Locke's political philosophy is the limitation of governmental power. He vehemently

opposed absolute monarchy and argued that any government's authority must be constrained. These

limitations stem directly from the natural rights that individuals retain even after entering into the social

contract. The government cannot legitimately infringe upon these rights, as their protection is its very

raison d'être.

Locke outlined several key limits. The government cannot rule by arbitrary decrees but must govern by

promulgated standing laws, applied equally to all. It cannot take property from individuals without their

consent, and it cannot transfer the power to make laws to any other hands. These restrictions are

designed to prevent tyranny and ensure that the government remains a servant of the people, not their

master.

The Legislative Power as Supreme (Within Limits)

Locke identified the legislative power as the supreme power within a commonwealth, as it is the power

that enacts laws for the governance of society. However, even this supreme power is not absolute. It is

bound by natural law and the trust placed in it by the people. The legislative must act for the good of

the people and cannot arbitrarily take away or destroy the property of the subject.

Locke's View on the Monarchy

John Locke was a prominent critic of absolute monarchy, particularly the divine right of kings theory

championed by some rulers of his era. He argued that the concept of hereditary sovereignty, where

power is passed down through family lines without the consent of the governed, is illegitimate. For

Locke, political power is not a birthright but is derived from the consent of the people.



While he did not necessarily advocate for the complete abolition of monarchy in all forms, Locke was a

staunch proponent of limited monarchy. In his view, a monarch, like any other ruler, must be subject to

the law and accountable to the people. Any monarch who sought to rule absolutely, disregarding the

social contract and the natural rights of their subjects, would be acting unlawfully and could face

resistance.

Critique of Divine Right

Locke systematically dismantled the arguments for the divine right of kings. He contended that there is

no clear biblical or natural law basis for the idea that kings have an inherent, God-given authority to

rule absolutely. He argued that such claims were often used to justify tyranny and oppression. Instead,

Locke emphasized that legitimate political authority arises from human consent and the pursuit of the

common good, not from divine mandate.

The Right to Revolution and Its Justification

Perhaps one of John Locke's most influential and controversial ideas is the right of revolution. He

argued that when a government consistently acts in ways that violate the trust placed in it by the

people and systematically infringes upon their natural rights, the people have not only the right but also

the duty to resist and overthrow that government. This right is a last resort, a safety valve against

tyranny.

This right is not a license for anarchy but a mechanism to restore legitimate governance. It applies

only when the government has fundamentally broken the social contract, becoming an enemy of the

people rather than their protector. The ultimate authority, for Locke, always resides with the people,

who can reclaim their power when their rights are threatened by a tyrannical regime.



When is Revolution Justified?

When the government dissolves the legislative or executive powers.

When the government acts contrary to the trust placed in it by the people.

When the government systematically violates the natural rights of its citizens, particularly life,

liberty, and property.

When the government aims to enslave or impoverch the people.

Applying Locke's Ideas to Modern Governance

John Locke's philosophy continues to be profoundly relevant in contemporary discussions about

governance. His emphasis on natural rights, the social contract, and limited government forms the

intellectual bedrock of many democratic constitutions worldwide, including the United States

Declaration of Independence. The idea that governments derive their just powers from the consent of

the governed is a cornerstone of modern liberal democracies.

His principles inform debates about individual liberties, the role of government in protecting citizens,

and the checks and balances necessary to prevent the abuse of power. Even in discussions about the

balance between security and freedom, or the rights of citizens versus the authority of the state,

Locke's insights provide a crucial philosophical framework for analysis and discourse. His work

remains a vital resource for understanding the foundations of political legitimacy and the rights of the

individual.



Conclusion: Locke's Enduring Legacy

John Locke's contributions to political philosophy have left an indelible mark on the development of

Western thought and governance. His theories on natural rights, the social contract, and limited

government provided a powerful intellectual challenge to absolute monarchies and laid the groundwork

for democratic revolutions and constitutionalism. The emphasis he placed on individual liberty and the

idea that government exists to serve the people are principles that continue to shape our

understanding of political legitimacy and the rights of citizens.

The enduring legacy of John Locke lies in his articulation of a vision of government that is both

effective and accountable, grounded in the consent of the governed and dedicated to the protection of

fundamental human rights. His ideas remain essential for anyone seeking to understand the

philosophical underpinnings of modern democratic societies and the ongoing dialogue about the

relationship between the individual and the state.

Key Takeaways from Locke's Philosophy

Government legitimacy stems from the consent of the governed.

Individuals possess inherent natural rights: life, liberty, and property.

The purpose of government is to protect these natural rights.

Governmental power is limited and subject to the rule of law.

The people have the right to resist and overthrow a tyrannical government.



Q: What were John Locke's main arguments against absolute

monarchy?

A: John Locke argued against absolute monarchy by asserting that political power is not divinely

ordained but derived from the consent of the governed. He believed that monarchs, like all rulers, are

bound by natural law and the social contract, and that any ruler who oversteps these bounds or

infringes upon natural rights (life, liberty, property) loses their legitimacy. His critique centered on the

idea that absolute rulers act arbitrarily, which is contrary to the purpose of government, which is to

protect, not suppress, individual freedoms.

Q: How did John Locke define the "state of nature"?

A: John Locke defined the state of nature as a condition prior to the establishment of civil society and

government. Unlike Hobbes, Locke did not view it as a state of perpetual war but rather as a state of

perfect freedom and equality governed by the law of nature. This natural law, discoverable by reason,

dictates that individuals should not harm each other's life, health, liberty, or possessions. It is a state

where individuals possess natural rights but lack the organized institutions to effectively enforce them.

Q: What are Locke's "natural rights," and why are they important?

A: Locke's three primary natural rights are life, liberty, and property. These rights are considered

inalienable, meaning they are inherent to all individuals from birth and cannot be legitimately taken

away by any government or entity. They are crucial because, for Locke, the protection of these rights

is the fundamental reason for the establishment of civil society and government.

Q: What is John Locke's social contract theory, and what does it imply

for the government?

A: John Locke's social contract theory posits that individuals voluntarily consent to leave the state of

nature and form a political society. In doing so, they surrender some of their freedoms to the



government in exchange for the protection of their natural rights. This implies that governmental

legitimacy is based on the ongoing consent of the governed, and that the government's power is

conditional and limited by its duty to uphold these rights.

Q: Under what circumstances did John Locke believe the people had a

right to revolution?

A: Locke argued that the people have a right to revolution when a government acts against the trust

placed in it, systematically violates natural rights, or attempts to enslave or impoverch the populace.

This right is a last resort, exercised when a government has fundamentally broken the social contract

and become tyrannical, thereby forfeiting its legitimate authority.

Q: How does John Locke's concept of property influence his political

philosophy?

A: Locke's concept of property is central to his political philosophy. He argued that individuals have a

right to property in their own person (their labor) and in the fruits of that labor. This right to property is

one of the fundamental natural rights that government is established to protect. He believed that the

protection of private property was a key reason for people to enter into civil society.

Q: What is the difference between Locke's and Hobbes's views on the

state of nature?

A: The primary difference lies in their depiction of human nature and the resulting social order. Hobbes

viewed the state of nature as a "war of all against all," driven by self-interest and fear, leading to a life

that is "solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short." Locke, conversely, saw the state of nature as

governed by natural law and reason, where individuals possess natural rights, making it a state of

relative peace and freedom, albeit one with inconveniences that necessitate government.



Q: Is John Locke's philosophy still relevant today in understanding

government and monarchy?

A: Yes, John Locke's philosophy remains highly relevant today. His ideas on natural rights, the social

contract, limited government, and the consent of the governed are foundational to modern democratic

thought and practice. They continue to inform debates about individual liberties, governmental

accountability, and the balance of power in constitutional monarchies and republics alike.
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