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ABSTRACT

The importance of this research is due to the importance of the subject
of the political savior itself, which is the focus of politics without paying
attention to its importance. If we look at the political thought, we find
that it is trying to answer a specific question is who will have the task of
redeeming humanity and reforming its conditions? The responses of
political thinkers differed from this question, which means that the
political savior is an integral part of the policy itself and this is what this
research will attempt to prove.

This research revolves around a major problem: what is the political
savior and what are the multiple images that embody it? . This problem
is addressed by asking several questions, the most important of which
are: What causes the search for the political savior? Who will represent
the role of the political savior? What qualities should this political savior
have? What tasks do you have responsibility for doing? What are the
means to achieve these tasks?
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ABSTRACT

The importance of this study is due to the importance of the object of
the objection itself, through which the weaknesses and weaknesses in
any society are revealed to try to find solutions to them. This study
attempts to uncover the most important aspects of the objection in each
historical period, to her. This study revolves around a major problem:
what is the philosophy of objection, and what is its most important
image through philosophical history?

This problem is addressed by asking several questions:

What is the meaning of the objection? Does he have a philosophy of -
his own based on the foundations, strategies and pillars, or is it just
efforts and experiences occur at a time, and then ends without being felt
by anyone?
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ABSTRACT

The importance of this research is due to the importance of Ronald
Durkin himself and to the importance of his contributions in
contemporary political thought, notably: his attempt to reconcile the
concepts of freedom and equality at the theoretical and practical levels.
On the theoretical level, he asserted that there can be no political theory
The political reality in any society can not be justified as political
legitimacy if these two Q They die together.

This research revolves around a major problem: was it really possible
for Durkin to reconcile freedom and equality? What are the main pillars
on which it was based to emphasize this success? To address this
problem, the research will attempt to answer three basic questions:
What is the concept of Dorkin about the double freedom and equality?
What is meant by equal resources? What does it have to do with
freedom? What is his vision of democracy and how will it protect
individual rights?
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ABSTRACT

The importance of this book is that it tries to shed light on the
phenomenon of political violence not as usual by focusing on the
phenomenon of political violence individually, and to search for its
causes and reasons; but focuses on the molds through which political
violence is practiced, as well as the study of issues and axes In which
political violence is embodied; to see how this phenomenon can be
justified or rejected by defending the legitimacy of such stereotypes in
which political violence is practiced or illegitimate.

This study revolves around a major problem: What are the
commonalities that link most aspects of political violence, on which
political violence can be described as legitimate or illegal?
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ABSTRACT

The existence of power is necessary and urgent in any society to
regulate the affairs of these individuals who live within it. Political
thinkers have recognized throughout the ages the importance of the
existence of authority, the importance of determining the role that their
representatives must play, the tasks entrusted to them and the limits
that they must not exceed.

In this sense, the research deals with the assumption that there are
negative dimensions associated with the authority emptying of its
content as an organizational relationship between the ruler and the
ruled. This hypothesis is linked to a set of sub-assumptions that can be
:formulated in the form of questions as follows

To what extent has power become an instrument of violence? How does
the Authority help to impose political influence? What are the
dimensions of the relationship between power and hegemony? What
role do political parties play in power? Do the masses have a real role in
power, and what is the nature of this role?
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ABSTRACT

The importance of this research is due to the importance of the goal that
Mori Bukchin seeks to achieve: the search for a human environmental
society, the best society in which human beings can live because it will
balance the natural and human environments. , And begins by
presenting the obstacles that prevent us from reaching this human
environment community, and shows us the real ills that led to the
existence of these obstacles, and then provides us with a comprehensive
program that can guide us to get rid of these constraints because of the
political, social, economic and environmental pillars , And humanity can
N illuminate the way for us to become a living reality of this society
concrete.

This research attempts to answer some of the questions, the most
important of which is what is meant by Mori Bukchin in the human
environment community? What are the dangers that prevent us from
achieving such a society? How can these risks be avoided? What can be



done to make this community a reality? What is the comprehensive
program provided by Mori Bukchin to achieve such a society? What are
the foundations on which it is based politically, economically, socially,
environmentally and humanely?
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ABSTRACT

The importance of this study is to reveal Rolls' views on political
liberalism and to show how they reflect an important stage in his
intellectual development, which he described in his book "Political
Liberalism," which he wrote in 1993. We try to explore the reasons why
Rolls wrote liberalism And also to talk about the most important reasons
he mentioned to retreat from his previous views presented in his book
The Theory of Justice, written in 1971. This study also illustrates the
differences of agreement between the theory of justice and political
liberalism to see whether Rolls was consistent with himself when he
stated that there is a complete difference between Theory Justice and
political liberalism or not? To achieve this goal, this study attempts to
uncover the most fundamental ideas that Rolls has talked about in
political liberalism.
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Abstract

The importance of Ouakchot himself, and his multiple contributions in
the field of political philosophy; trying to shed light on the most
important of these contributions. This study attempts to overcome these
difficulties and provide a clear view of Oaxchott's contributions to
political philosophy. This study is not merely a search for these
contributions, but rather a sparse and unconnected story, as is indeed
the case in the political work of Oaxchott, If it is completely separate
from all other works, but this study tried to adopt a major issue is read



Oaxchout through them, and continue from the beginning of the study
to the end, and this issue is the disclosure of the demolition and
.construction in the philosophy of Oaxchott political

¢To address this problem several questions are asked to be answered

What is the interpretation of Ouakchot human experience ?, and how
this led to the interpretation of philosophical experience? What is the
false concept of political philosophy from the perspective of Ouakchott,
and what role will political philosophy play? What does Oaxchout mean
in the rational direction of politics, and what are the reasons and
justifications for rejecting this trend? What is his position on the
conservative trend in politics? What does Oouakchott mean by the
policy of faith and the policy of doubt, which one supports, which
opposes, and why? What are the limits of the relationship between
freedom and power? Have you taken a single course in all of his work?
What are the common claims about politics? What is the position of
Ouakchot? What is the policy from the point of view of Ouakchott, and
what kind of knowledge and education are appropriate for it? What
status does OCHSHOT give to political traditions, and how is politics
related to human behavior? What does Oouakchott mean by the free
actor, and what is the role of ethical practices? What did Oaxchout
imagine for civil society? How did Oaxchout distinguish between the
target group and the civil society? What is the role of law in civil society?
What does Oaxchout mean by power and civil commitment? What is the
role of politics in this society? What is the meaning of power in general
in Quakchott, and how he moved him to talk about the authority of the
state? What is his position on democracy in the conventional sense?
What is meant by dialogue democracy, dialogue policy, and what is the
nature of the political discourse.



