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(liberal democracy).
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Leviathan & Modern Democracy

Ai Kewen
(School of Politics & Law, Jianghan University, Wuhan 430056, Hubei China)

Abstract: Hobbes s Leviathan usually is not be regarded as a democratic country. The way it
generated, the nature of its power and the regime it prefer are different with modern democracy. But
Leviathan is not a despotic country, its power is absolute, while limited too, “nationalism” may be
more appropriate to its general nature. Compared with Leviathan, the jurisdiction of modern Western
countries has expanded greatly but its authority has been weakened, maybe we need use Leviathan to
overcome this abuse.
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