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PREFACE

. Hobbes and Machiavelli, more than one certury apart,
are two philosophers whose likeness, when and if they are
alike, esﬁes out of completely different methods and

motlvations,

Their likeness consists of their belief for absclute
soverelignity with all the rights in the hands of the
’savereign. The perfect sovereign for Hobbes ia,afmgnarch

while Machiavelll prefers an assembly of men in a reyﬁblic.

The motlvetion and aystems of thought are very dif-
ferent in both cases, As a consequence of thils they differ
greatly in their philosophy although they have points in

common as well,

I shall try to show how different motivation and
methods can effect twe philosophers, but that they st11l
have séms yoiﬁts in common in spite of this, I shall also
try to show that they are alike in one of the main'pcints:

that absolute sovereignlty is best,

I am deeply grateful to Dr, 3ipfle for helping me
greatly with his suggestions, to Dr, IErcliment Atabay for
his help as well to Niss Jones who has givan us free access

te the library,
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- POLITICS AND TWO PHILOSOPHERS

The Frustrated Politician

Niccolo Machiavelli was born in 1469 in the Republic

of Florence (as far as I can find out after the normal lapse

of time), His father was a lawyer and a member of the im-
poverished nobility of the Republic, About Niccolo’s‘early
life nothing is known except that he must have had a firm

grounding in the classics and Latin,

ot

It is at the age of twenty-nine that Machlavelli steps
into the wcfld«aa an ambitious secretary to the second
Chancery, an event which tqék place aftervtheﬁexacution of
Savonarola, He held this foice‘for fourteen years In which

he was a braintruster to the Chancery and a bufeaucrat.

Florence as any other state required diplcmats so that
Hachiavelli, in his fourteen years of office, was given many
diplomatic missions, "He visited as an unofficial emissery
every impoftant city-state in Italy and several éf the courts
outside 1taly .., he met the movers and shakers of the world,
and the narrow horizon of the Florentine expanded into the

vistas of the European state system.“l

All of this experience was to meke him the Tirst great

analyst of political thought and science of the modern world,

1 Machiavelli, N,, The Prince and Discourses, Intro, Nax
Lerner, (New-York) 1950, p. XXVI,
|




In 1512 when Flerence and France lost th& war against
hthe Spaniards and therPépe the Medlci famlly was once again
imported to rule the Florantines, Machiavelll a well known
Republican now lost his post in splte of all his attempts to
make his peace with tha(ﬁggigig, Ths Medicis also discovered
a list of people who could be trusted in a republlcan r@volt
amenz them was the name of Niceolo machiaVelli who had nothing

to do with it, but this was enough to put him to torture

e A A

He was eXiled and went to San Cassione with his wife

o

and five chgldren where he spent fourteen more years, Livihg
in a farm was probably not too agreeable to him as/ha conf}
tinously wrote 1eﬁte§s pleading with the Pope and the Medicis
to pgive hiﬁ a post, All he got was a éomission to write a

history of Florence, a mission for the Papal President of

Homagna and a post on the fortifications of Florence just

when the eity was aboubt to fall once rore to the reyublicans.

"Ironically it was in this period of his disgrace that

represents the high po nt of his creatave pcwer, The en-
forced liesure compelled him %o fall back on hlmself."g

Hever had a man;fallen in a situation in which hils reputation(
would be so changed in the course of history ",., for it
caused a relatively unimportant local official condemned to
an early oblivion by loas of office to leap into 8 world fame

which envelopes his name with undiminished splendor to the

£ Ibid, p. XXVIII



present day,”5 It was in this dark perlod of his l*fe that

Machiavelli had writtan The Prince, the Discourseg and

The Mendpake Root one of the best Eenaissance plays written
in Italy, ‘k

Finaliy the republicans were able to defeat the forces
of the Pope and take Florence again, Machiavelll delighted
with this news set out to Flerenée at once to get once more
~ his post as a secretary, but he fell 111 and &13& on the'way
% before learning that he did not get the post after all (152?),

A
~

The Frustrated Ceometriclan

In the year when the Spanish Armada (1588) was ready
to attack and invade England the wife of the vicar of Malmesg-
bury was so frightened that she prematuraly bore twins; as

Thomas Hobbes himself accepts, Hobbes hisgself and fear,

He received his early education in his home town than
went to Oxford when he was fifteen where he studied seholéstic
logic and physics, He left tﬁe university still a youth and
became a tutor to the Cavendish family_wiﬁh whom he remained
in friendly relation for his whole life, His occupation wiﬁh
the Cavendish family gave him ample time in his studies cf‘
literature in their well stacked family library, He was
elways interested 1n literature for he had translated

Puripides' Medea into Latin iambles at fourteen, while he was

% Shevill, Ferdinand, Six Historians, pp. 61-93, (Chicago)
1956, p. 72.




later to transls te Thucldides and finally Homer at his very
late yea?s; These translations may have no great literary
merit, but they may have given him the mastery of style to
make his English smong the best ever written by ?hilosOphers.‘
He was also able to serve as a secretary to Bacon during the
latters last years; & contact which must have had consider-

able effect on the younger man,

Hobbes' formative period took an unusually long time
for such a brilliant man, and two incidents must have played
a great role in shaping and awakening his ?hilosephical in-
terests., At forty he accidentally looked in Eﬁclid's Elements

and read a prapoéitien which he found impossible until he
checked by refering to previous propasitions, This hed very
important consequences because i1t made him believe that all i,
reasoning is mathematical in character, 1t also made him
love geometry, so he wrote quite olten on thié éﬁbject |
some times showing clear insight but on others jumping to con-
elusians. He once claimed thét he haé gquared a tyiangle and
became involved in a contravercie in which he was badly

worsted,

In & second incldent he found out that no one quite

‘knew what a sensation maant This made him think about the

problem till he concluded that everything must be reffered

back to movements, He also thought that philosophy should

be concerned with cause and effect, ‘This lqgﬁwbimmﬁgwggggetry

and physics, I




%ﬁen Charles I was [orced to summon the Farliament in

1640, Hobbes wrote a short treatise, In this he claimed that
the soveriegnity is one and indivisible, and that the séveriegn
had the right to meke war and levy taxes, After writing this

treatise Hobbes was afraid of being arrested and thus escaped

yt& Parias,

‘There he met the noted ghilesophers of the continent
such as Mersemnne, Gassendl and Descertes, He was also a

tubor to Charles II who was then in exile, It is at that

time that Hobbes wrote his great book The Leviathan, In this

book he still claimed that an absolubte soveriegnity is neces-

sary but he justified the nobles who made their peace with
the commonwealth, thus opening a way for his own return to

England,

As it turned out he, indeed, had to leave France
because his religious idess were not at all liked by the
church, He was able to return now without fearing Cromwell

and still femaining the King's friend.r

At his return to England he once more became tubor to
the Cavendish family and he also received a pension from
the King, when Charles II was restored, He spent his re-

maining years in reflection and also continued his numerous

translations until he died in 1879 at the age of ninety-one;4

¢ Wright, William Kelley, A Hlstory of Modern Philosophy,
(New-york) 1955, pp. 52-7, _ '



Machiavelli and Hobbes are two men parted by more than
a century, & large geographic mass and the Inglish channel,
A 1life full of pelitical ambitlons which were never realized

as opposed to ambitions which were more easily raalizeﬁ.

The likeness baﬁweén the two men can be found in the
way their respective times have shaped their lives, They
were both exiles, even though Hobbes was one on his own
accord, It was at this time that Hobbes wrote his treatise
to justify the king and the noblemen, While Machisvellil
wrote again while in exile, but for altogether different

reasonsg, - -
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POLITICAL THEORY AND TWO MOTIVATIONS

" Machiavelli's Prince 1s one of the best known sources
of inspiration for tyrants and dictators, As a matter of
fact '"That dictators and tyrants of every era have found
much useful advice in the Prince is undeniable, The listv§f
avid readers is impresSive: Em@erob Charles V and Catherine
de Medicl admired the work; 0Oliver Cromwell procured a
manuscriﬁt copy, and adopted its principles to the common-
wealth gavernmant'in England, Henry III and Henry IV of
Prance were carrying copies when they were murdered; it
helped Fredrich the Great to sﬁapg{%éé%@gn‘polisy; Louis
21V used the book as his favorite ;;ghtcap; an annoted copy
was found in Napoleon E@napartefs coach at Waterloog
Hapoleon Eil’é ideas on government were chiefly derived from

(fit; and Bismarck was a devobted diciple, Nore raeéntly Adolf

| :
| Hitler, according to his own word, kept The Prince by his

(\b@dsﬁde, where it served as & comstant source of inspiration;
and Benito Mussolini stated: 'l bellieve Hachiavelli's Prince
to be the statesme§'s supreme guide.‘ His docterine is
alive teday because in the course of fcur,huﬂdreé years, no
deep changes have occured in the minds of men or in the
actions of natieas,*s it is also interesting(to néte that

tyrants usuvally lost thelr places not because they observed

5 Downs, Robert B;, Books that Changed the World, (Mew York)
1956, p. 286, '
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Machiavelll's advicﬁsfg;t either because of misinterpreta-

tion or non-observance of then,

From this sprung the belief that Machiavelll wrote to
Jjustify kings and tyrants, and is usually believed to be

against republics and democracy,

<  Hobbes, on the other hand, in spite of the fact that he
writes to justify the king at the Puritan Revolt does so on
naturalistic terms, but The Leviathan finally justifies the

loyalist for finally compounding with the victorious
Puritans, This is becsuse of Hobbes' dread of revolutlion
under any sort of govermment, It is also devoid of what nay :
éeam unscrupulous methods of ruﬂhing a statgyv This is in
gpite of the fact that it is a support sgainst revolutlons
towards any sovereign, and in which the soverelgn hag full

DOWED

"As @ matter of fact, Hobbes seems to have been in the
position of an extremely original and independent thinker .., =
His political philosophy ..., favored gbsolute monarchy, but
did so on naturalistic grsundsr.a.“s A naturalistic method
which gave both mén and Cod equal importence in the formation

of' states by social contract,’

6 write, History of Hodern Philosophy, p. 55,

7 Hobbes, Thomas, The Leviathan, edit, intro, lichael Oakeshott
(Oxford) 1955, Chep, X1V, p, =234,




It can easily be shown that Hobbes prefsredmsnarchie;
which were sbsolute from passages in his works, M ee where
the public and private inbterests are most élasely united,
ygzhare is the public most advenced, Now in monarchy, the
ap:e:},vate interest is the ééme as the public ..., é monareh re-
celveth councel of whom, wheh, and where he plaasethg and
congequently may hear the cpinion of men varseé.iﬁ the mattér
sbout which he deliberates ... at his willéﬁg_ There 1s no
inconmsistancy of numbers in monarchies as the ling alone

ruleg, In assemblies and parliament different wishes may be ;n

conflict, a thing which'saﬁ never happen in a monarchy,
e Lo F(ﬂ/{/, '

From this no doubt remains that Hobbes prefered mon-

‘archies to other forms of government, His mobivaetion Was to /
supply support to the royal cause, "As a defender of royalté he

expected the marked favour of Charles II when The Leviathan

appared in ?aris,“g It may be bure that Hobbes did expect

the favour of the king, but that the Leviathan cerries his
own convinctions cannot be doubted simply from the faetﬁthatf

he justifies the noblse for compounding with Cromwell,

Yachlavelli, on the other hand, accepted as a monarchist

Y

%

%,

cn the strength of the Prince and its tactics had fa take

10

2

"The sorry meuling the

rince received on its appearance ,.,

L

[£

e
-

bid., pp. 122-3,
Dunning, W,A., A History of ?olitiéaliTheories rom Luther
to_Montesquieu, (London, 1916, p, 268, *

o

10 Shevill, Six Historians, p. 79.
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Thig " ... was naturally avid gleefully extended to its
author, who was paint@dmggwgg au*haﬂtic son of Satan intent
on providing a handbook f§r~tyrants prepared to blot free

and christian govermments from the face of the aarth.”ll

What is the strarge part of the whole affair is that
the cruel, heartless Machiavelli turns out to be a republican

%han'his Prince and Discourses ave compared, 1t is in the

aisaourses‘that:ﬁaghiavelli gives us his own unqualified con-

victions and that he prefers republics, Any careful reading

of The Prince will easily tell us that he never mentions

monarchies as being better than republics, while he does the

opposite in the digcourses,
s

Among the reasons glven as to why a republic is §etter /
than a mcnérchy is that it is eaéier to fiﬁd good raleré
among the people who will competently and virtuously rule;
while in a kingdém we may have one or two good kings in |
auccessioﬁ and thaﬁ we start to have unvirtuous and weak
o&ss,lﬁ Another reaaaﬁ is that "if we compare the faults of a
reople with ﬁhose of princes, as well as their rasmeétivg

good qualxtles, we shall find the people vastly : suy@riar
ﬂlv

in all that is good and glorious,

HMechiavelli had started the discourses as a commentary.

1l 1pia, p, 7o,

12 Machiavelli, Discourses, pp. 174-5,

13 1pia,, p. 264,
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on the first ten bocks of Livy's history of Rome, but the
contents of the book finally took the form of lachlavelll's

own views,

P The problem which comforts us now is why Machiavelll

wrote The Prince, a work which opposes his own political

ideas, The answer to the problem is simple, The Prince is

like many others written in the middle eges, a text to help
the sovereign to rule the government, in other words it is a
textbook for prinees.‘ And as a sclentist may write the best
‘way Lo make a dangerous drug why éan a politiecian not write
about the best way to rule a state, If the book seems to be
shocking it is for the only reason that its uvnusual realiam

1s difficult to sccept even in our own times,

~—" The motivation for writing thelr respective phllosophies

seens to be quite diffevent, Hobbes writing to Justify an
bsolute sovereign and Machlavelll wribting a textbook pius
accldentally his own views on politics, Dub what is imporﬁanﬁb
is that they were bﬁ%hxmativated in Wri*ing abeut @alitical

philosophy and tha* thay have hatb been far a&eaﬁ of their

owmt time both in method and results, . co

e R oan
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Hobbes

i

Hobbes like most other political philosophers wrote
~because of what happened at & certain time in his own country,
and the defects of a certain bime afe deeply reflected in his
th1omaghaiiimfvan ir it is Dn¢y to reject them, That a
yhilosopher ls affected by his era does not mean that he has
e repeat 1%, and not have insight to the future, as in the
case of Hobbes who had great insight Into the fuﬁ&rg, What
had affected Hobbes wag the Puritan Revolt and that was what
had pushed him to write a brilliant defence of kings, It may
qually be sald that in the Puritan Revolt lies his hate of
revolution and his strict prohibitance of it in his own
philosophy, backed up by his proofs for sustaining what he

hel

believes in,

Hobbes 3is the Tirst Inglishman to present a syvstem of
&
political philosophy, but his views of absolube monarchy and
& &
on the right of rebdlion had pleased no one in his own century
7 & - g

whers these views were not accepted,

"The nav&lty of Hobbes's thaavy lies in nis attenpt to

derive the '1&@&1' 4n pﬁrely ﬁanamoral terma, ‘“Whereas the

e T

ma jority of peolitical philosophers have concieved of the ideal
as the moral ideal, Hobbes concieves of it as the rational

ideal, and thus regards the ideal state as the sort of state




which would result 1f men correctly judged the wmost wffeqtive

L3 14
means for achieving their desives,”

Thiz is not the oplinion of one ﬁriti# glone fs Russell
elso writes to the same effect, "He is cempletelg.free from
‘auparstitiang he dees not argue from what happened to Adam
and Eve at the time of the Fall, he is clear and lﬂgical;‘
his ethics, right or wrong, is completely intelligible, and
does not involve the use of any dublous concepts, Apart from
Bachiavelll, who is much more limited, he is the first really
modern writer on political theory, Where he is wrong, he is
wrong from av@rsimglifiaatian not because the basis of his
thought is unreal or fantastle, For this reason, he is still

worth reading, w15

ot

This on the whole seems to be an accurabte posidion to

b

teke, It 1s true that Hobbes does not start from superstition

and that he starts from nabural grounds, But to say that he

is always clear and always completely logical seems to be an
oversimplification, He bases his theories always on reasocn so
that to say that he is not fantasiic ls completely correct,
Ui the other hand to say that he is always realistic is not

80 true, as theory is nobt necessarily always reality,

Russell himself after thls priase of Hobbes goes on in

14 Yurray, A.R.H,, An introduction to Political Fhilosophy,

{London) 1953, pp, Lob=6,

15 Rmssell§ Bertrand, History of %estern FPhilosophy,

(London) 1954, p, 578,




en unblvaliant way both to prelise and critisize him, His
criticiam often contradicts the priasze which is given to

Bobtbes in the sarlier quotation,

Philosophers of the past either over smphasiz&&
mathematics or thought; "Hobbes had nelther of these defects,
it is not uﬂﬁil our own day thet we find any other philosopher
who was an empiricist and yet laid stress on mathematles, ~In
this respect, Hobbes' merlt is great, Ile has however, grave
defects, which make 1t impossible to place hinm guite in ther
first rank, He 1ls impatient of subtelties, and too much in-
clined to cut the Cordian knot, His solutions of problems
- are loglcal, but are atteined by ommitting awlkward facts, He
is vigorous but crude; he wields the battle-axe betier than
the rapier, Nevertheless, hls theory of state deserves to be
carefully considered the more as it is more éodern than any

previous theory, even that of Machiavelli, "6

Fussell seems to think thalt Hobbes 1s & resdable but not
e great phllosopher whose greatest virbtue is his being ex-
tremely modern, but whose defects In method stop from being
as greaﬁ'as he might otherwise have been, This secems %0 be a

ialr presentation of Hobbes! position, Eubt it must not be

2228

‘orgotten that very few phllosophers can be said to heve been

pa?feetly'in accordance with their method, Rusgell's Préw-

gsentation with words like "vigorous” and "axe" seem to suggest

a certain force in the sysbem of this philoscpher,

16 1bia., p. 568,




!

"liobbes is lmportant, that is to say, because of the
dramatic almost brutal, way Iin which hﬁ(&xprassaé the cruecial
problem of finding a place for value in a world of faet,“17
Eié way of atback is a2 subtle way of arguement and ridicule,

His mistake is to think that his style could be applied to

everything, Pinally "He wrobe to convince and %o rafute.”la

The dynamism in Hobbes! works is really undeniable bub
¢ say that this was ﬁseﬂ as a means to Torm an axioloxical
reagson for the "world of fact" can only be sald to be true
if Hobbes aecepte& the most reasonable way aé the one of
zrastest value, This also assems %o be true for it would be
very uwnlikely for any phllosopher to se&rph for the nmost reason-
ghle government unless he believed 1t to be the most valueable,
fould +his style be applied to everything? Thig is =2 question
which 18 not well asked; as 1t would be wore accurate to say
could his system be applied to everything? Can any system
ho appllied to everything? TDrobably not but every philosopher
hag to select a systen and try to find out how far it ecan be

exbended and Hobbes must not reproach for zlseo having done so,

{

o

ne can only reyra&ﬁh him for the inconsistancies within his
system, Hobbes obviéusly did "write to convince and to refute"
it would be strange to say that a philosopher did not have this
in his method of writing, |
"The philosophical value of Hobbes'! political works con-

gists not so much in thelr subjectmatter as in the form of

17 Jones, W,T,, A History of Western Philoscophy, (Wew York)
1982, p. €59,

o«
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avguing and reas&nzn$.~1

Indeed the form of arguement in Hobbes is very inter-
esting as he is among the earliest users of the geometrical

mathod and its best lkmown expounder in Ingland,

~

Hobbes in his quest for truth sbtards by an ingulry in

firat princlples and deflining the subjects nature essence,
ﬁ@gﬁ@ this definition has been found all its properties can

“2 Ture definitions

he derived in a strictly deductive wa
have to be 'generic and 'casual!, in other words, they have
to answer the questlons what and why, It must be noted that

in looking for the ‘'ralson dl'etre! of the sta%e it 15 empirical

begimming and historical faet that is looked Tor but 1@3;351

validity., ™hat matters alone is not the historical but the

legal basls that is answered by the theory of the social con-

x

The legal basis in the quoted passage by Hrnst Cassirer
may be salid to be the “=a@§nable government which Hobbes
preached, His system needed a legal basis for the socelal cone
tract which was provided by the evclutzon of soclety, This
~evolutlon is not empirica 1,but}i$ 1§m§gal as was daamad necessa
?§ﬂhig mgthgégﬂ This isa important for i% adds proof that his

method is the use of rason rather than empirical,

O
=% Cassirer, Irnst, The lMyth Calied State, New York) 1985,
D e a:,l‘?’-».m

' Ibid,, p, 217,
21 1pia,, p. 217-18,
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"Social~political philosophy vied with mechanics and

sometry in dominatin g his (Hobbes'!) thoughbt ...

5y

"The geometrlc procedure impressed Hobbes as expanding
knowledge by wvigorous deductioﬁ from primary definitlons,
Philosophy, according to him, is concerned with the easua%v
explanation of things, As ws understand and express clearly
the nature of & thing we can infer its various qualities and

conseqguences, Thus we move from proposition to proposition

n formulating our sysbtem of knowledge, %2

According to the last gquotation 1t is casual definitions
alone that matfer‘for deducing, but acccfding to a former
quotation a definition must be both casual and generic, It is
the first quotation which is undouptedly correct even from a

casual glance in The Leviathen, as he always First gives the

>asual definition and than goes on to explain its reasons,
But that he was impressed by the geometric system iz an un=

denlable fact,

According to Wright on the other hand: "In his method, he

makes an advance upon the narrowly inductive empiricism of

i

acon, finding a place for mathematical reasoning and deduction

from careful definitions, He was right in his attempt to erect

philosophy umon natural sclernce, and to develope an interrelasio;

ship between inorgenic nature; men as individuals studied by

22 it}
1sanoff Radoslav A,, The Great Philosophers, (New York)

1953, p. 276,




psychology, 4nd wmen orgenized in the stabe,”

Is Hobbes'! philosophy completely mathematical or is it

also empipical? His system in his pasychology end eplsthemclogy

seems indeed to Ee quiﬁé emplrical and is oune of the most
modern parts of his philesophy, On the other hund the system
which is used in bhis political phliloesophy éan be called come
pletely methematical as he always starts by a theoretical
definition and dedueces from it, This doés noet mean that he
uses this method perfectly, for he does indeed have quite a
nuwber of faults in ueing 1t; the main one belng oversimpll-

fic

£

and pzyvchology and base his political philcsa§%g on what may
be called matural scisnce, This is so until he ﬁ&eéa inte
political philesophy in which he i1s completely mathematical
in his method, It can be szid thet most of the first part of
the Ievliathan is emplrical but that the parts déaling with

cormonwealth are mathematical in method,

"The basis of all his thought in ethics and politics was

materialistic, and for its development no method apealed to him

but that Gf(ﬁuclié,/“ﬁ@fiﬁition and deduction summed up his

-

‘demcnstrative process ,,, fence the teaching of hisbory and of

authority have no place in his system, "24¢

e leviathan consilsts of g series of definitions and &

25 W?ight, Modern Philosophy, p. 68,

£ L VO » e % & 5. 8 v
24 Punning, History of Political Theories, p. 285,

xtlon, Hobbes deoes indeed start his philosophy with nature



set of deducihions which bear the reader to the writer's cone
clusions, Hobbes triss Lo convinece the reader through attack
wpon a@tack,gﬁ That Hobbes tries to convince the reader

-

through abtacks and deductions is very btrus, Tor hls deductions

ab bimes omit awkward fact or overs ;mpl v the issue so that

s normally critical person can be convineced by it,

To sum up what Hohbtes tried to achieve as hils method in
his ;g1¢ﬁ;cal philosoply: (1) Hegbea¥ method i fyee of
roligious suporstliion, (2) is rationalistic and wathematicsal,

{(3) starts from generlc and 'casual' definltions, {4) and

deduces from these definitions,

This ig the ldesal stuation in his method which is uased

throughout The Leviathan as 1t has been pointed cout earlier

with ipaccuraclies and wiih great force It would not be in-
bteresbing bo apply thess fowr poinits to some parts of Iobbes!

phillosophy and see it on actual practiee,

eee L define civil law (wrlites Hobbeg) in this rman-
ner, CLVIL LAW, is o every su&j&ct; those rules, which to

the commonwealth hath commarded him, tc word, writing or other
ighn of the will, to make uze of, for the dlistinec-
tion of right; and wroéfz that is to say, of what 1s contrary,

and what is not contrary to the rule,”gﬁ

inld,, pp. 26b-6,
Hobbes, Leviathan, p, 173,

2
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This statement is clearly & definition which is the
result of the author's own thought and is not deduced from
any previous statement, The questions to be asked now are
what and why to‘find out 1f the statements are generic and

casual,

What is civil law? It is Meees those rules, which the

commonwealth hath commanded him, ,,,, to make use of ,,, n27

Why is civil law? It is ",,., for %ﬁﬁ,@istinction of
right, and wrong; that is to say, of what is contrary, and

what 1s not conbrary to the rule."gs

The answers to the two questions show that the definition

is both casual and generic as they are claimed to be,
b. BDeduction,

from this stabtement Hobbes deduces that (1) the
gsovereign is the only legislator, (2) that he is not subject

to these laws,

¢, Superstition,

Both the definition and the deductions are c@mpletély~

free from superstition as Hobbes would have them,

d, Mathematical Usage,

The remaining problem is the use of mthematics or

geometry in Hobbes, Where and how have they been used in those
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definitions and deductions? The way they are used seems to be
only in spirit and not in actuality, En‘spirit because they
start with a definition as in geometry and deduce from this,
budt not in actualiby bgaause no clear step Lo step proof can
be found, The.proofa and steps are not as in geometry or as
in Spinoza, They do not try to bullt a system on & few
abscluta truths, but a new one is givén each time we have a

-new definition,

Machiavelll

(/“”’“ Through all history there had been a difference between
theory and practice, This did not trouble anyone until '
Yachiavelll showed thal they could very well be ene,sg The

S

| only problem was that Machiavelll was too realistic for almost
any convention be 1t for his own or later eras, this caused

his being nicknamed as '01d Nick" the devil,

But still this sort of intellectual honesty about politic

~ dishonesty would be impoasible in any other cauﬂtry’sr at any
1 other time, Thia‘is only the outcome of Machiavelli's purpose
liﬂﬁ,, to set forth the means to assigned ends whether the ends ax
\good or bad, "

e

The fact that Machiavelli's philosophy was deplored for

such a long time and the fact that it was extended to hiw own

29 Schevil, Six Historians, p. 74,
S0 Russell, History of Western Phileosophy, p. 525, 5\;yJ




person is not so strange, No one 1t seems tried to understand

' The Prince and the motivation behind it, and few abtempts

probably were made to read The Discourses which is less famous

arnd longer, 1t probably is true that Machiavelli's work is
the first attempt to cowbine reality with philosophy in actual
practice although Machiavelli's works do contain theoretical

parts,

”%achiavélli was not a philosopher in the strict sense
of the word, He was rather a men of affalrs who found time
in a multitude of other interests, tc write down his impres-

smﬂﬂs of the world and of man, but wha lacked the 1nclgnaticn

e

or the ability to organize these impressions into systematic
agcaumt.”gl For him a systematic account probably was second-
ary to the glory of the world in which all the Renalssance

helieved and the discription of means bto ascertaln aaﬁ.ga

Machiavelll was not a systematic yhilésaph&r by any
means and never attempts to be one, He simply, as has been
said before, tries to show the best way of dolng a certain
political action, and deeped inbto that we see hls own theory

of which sort of government and law is best for any state,

Machiavelli turned against the ideals of the hmanists

o pour the real side of his era into writing and had the
g;::37M

;.a"',

31 Jones, W,T,, Masters of Political Thought, ed, Hdward e

Chesney Sait Vol, 11, machiavelli to Benthans, (London)
1949, p., 25,

52 1bid,, pp. 27-8,




capacity to see the difference between man a&s he should be and
as he really is - between the ideal form of insitltutions and

the pragmatic conditions under which they operate,

{ "Machiavelli sought to distingulsh the realm of what
ought to be and the realm of what is, He rejected the first

| Tor the second.”aﬁ
-

It is true thet Hachlavelll did have the capacity to see
reality and the pragmatic conditions under which a state
operates, but to say that he completely rejected the r&aim}of
what ought to be is erronous as he often in his discourses

, states that the best sort of government is a republic, So

that what can safely be said is that Machlavelll knew how to

dlstinguish between man as he ought to be and as he really is,

wi%ﬂmgéwéimes additiona of what he himself thinks is best,
This distinction is one of the most important points in his

method, -

o

ﬂ’ "The Prince is part of the world's polemic literature

. because it places itself squarely in the ranks of realism,
It brushes aside, with impatiance in which Machiavelli scarcely
cares to conceal his disdain, the tender-mindedness of reformer

\ and idealists, "54

.

This statewent probably holds true for the Prince but

to try to judge Machiavellil by this book alone would be a

93 Hachiavelll, Prince and Discourses, Intro. Lerner, p, XIVI
54 ipid., pp. XXX 11 - XXXIV.




mistake; for an suthor is not to be Judged by only one of his
hooks but by the sum btotal of all his works, 1t must also be
noted that Machiavelli is a reformer as he tries to show what
is the best way to do thing, Iven though his advice may bhe
very vealistic, it does not mean that it does not try to re-
form, The reform may not be ideal iﬁ morality or ethics,

it is towards the corrupt or badly run state,

The sheer realism of his political thousht may have been

completely unknown in the literary and philosophical works of
his time, but it was part of the life and deeds of many king-

doma, in short Machiavelll was also & thld of his owmn time.SS

v

Realism is part of lachlavelli's method énd %&sfpart of .
the way of life of his own time, This might have effected the
form of the book, ¥hat must not be fergotten though is that
Machiavelll does not give examples of the history ofihia owrn
tire alone bub from history in general, So that although he
wag in spirit and method iaspiréd by hig time, he remalns and

accepts history as universally interchangeable,

Another resson for Hechiavelli's realism may be seen in
the fact that ",,, he was one of those rare inbtellectuals who
write about politics becaume they have had a hand in politics

and learned what it is abeut."36

"He himself, he would say, was an observer in politiecs,

> Ibid,, pp. XXXL-XXXIT,
Ibid,, p. XXV,
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And as such he would find it irrelevent bto impose his ocwn

gthlical patterns on the btorrential flow of history, It is for

that reason that Machiavelllanism, alter everything has been

sald sboub it, fails to b@ en unadeqguate phlloscphy for a way of

That Machiavelli was indeed in a poslition to write about

politics is obvious a3 bhe not only was a politlecian but a

historian alse, These two faculiies gave him an insight both
to his own time and into the past which he could follow with
areat realisw, ‘%achiavellianism does not try to be a way of

iifaranywayg it simply is & political handbook, a way to rule

a government, To try even Lo say that 1t is a way of 1life is

<

erronoud,  As to what Machiavelli himsell would say on any
%]

subject we can only guess, and we can not rely upon,

Meee POlitlcal acitlon appeared to him as independant
even of the conscience of him who performed it: almost o
natural phenomenon of which men misht tranqullly investigate

the cause, force and effﬁetﬁnag

This statement tries to point out that Vachiavelll forget|
that men have a conclence and that they would not act that way,|
2% completely forgebts that Machiavelli's claims are based on

observation and the author (Villari) later contradiciks himself

57 1vid., pp. XIV-XIVI,

38 %ilia 1, P., The Life %
: . o5 and Times of ¥icecolo Vechiavy 3
Lind ¥1113Pi ed, new rev, enl, 2 vol, {iSéEEET”T%%%%’pfriif




by wpeiting, Whether his alms or views are correct what matters
45 ",.. whether he succeeded in discovering and expounding

truth, "0

With this the fact that Machiavelli's method is primarily
realistic and ihdaed to such an extent that its general accept-
ance has been impcssible even within our own times, Vhether
he tries to establish an ideal sort of political rules or not
is gnother problem, Even if he does not look for an ideal he
tries to find the most practical way oubt of any grcblew | He
elways thinks of the ernds as beling more lmportent than the
means, DUt to say that he never has any thecry or view of his

own iz not correct,

"eees he retains political science founded on history

and his own cobservations, & sclence which consists of these

=

eosential principles: 1t is the capaclity of the human soul

0

which makes history; interests and passions may change in
appearance, but not the law of history; and though some na%;ensé
progress and others decline, the contributions of each

%ﬂdﬁ?@,"éa

In modsrn views history never repeabs itself but for
Machiavelll it did so, This nmeans that for him historical

events are interchangesable, This means that he has written

%9 1bid,, p. 133.

40 lachiavelli, H,, M&ﬁﬂi&?&lli, ed, Count Sarla Sforza,
(London) 1@4%, Pe B=5
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all times, By Machiavelli's times the feudal system was
wrecked so that he is the first writer to write without direct

reference to God and the hierarchy of the middle agea.41

History repeats itself, a maxim often used even in our
times was one of the main points of Hachlavellits philosophy,
‘Had he not thought so he could not possibly use his wmethod in
which he draws examples from any ersa in history to prove the

point he tries to make, It is, of course, true that motiva-

tions change but for Machlavelli the events and the way that
teke place are hardly changeable, This certainly would mean
that Machiavelli has writiten not for his own era alone but for

all the future of menkind,

“"His main concern throughout life was politics and his
main purpose as & writer was te bring some sort of order into

the ummanagable torrent of unintarpﬁ@t@ﬁ political events by

assenbling them under reflections and generalizatiops by which g
their total movement aquired at least & measure of intelligibi—§
1ity and could without presumbtion be offered to the massters and%
lords of @elitics in expecuaﬁ;on that'they might profit from »
them by establiéhing a more effective control of public

affairs,“42

To say that Machiavelli's first concern as a writer was
to bring the torrent of uninterprebed historical data is not

an accurate statement, as all the data has come together as a

41l cassirer, Myth Called State, pp, 144-70,
42 gSehevill, Six Historians, p. 90.
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result of his method which was indeed to reflect and generalize
on historical thought, His purpose in writing &8s has been writ-
ten before is either to teach or write his own unqualified

(except by his method) thoughts,

Machiavelli's method consists of bold generalizations

from historical fact, "His native bent was rather to squeeze

the innumerable occurances making up the historical record,

and meaningleas in themselves into generslizations calculated

to throw light on the march of politics and to supply the
regponsible officials of the later scciaties with useful

directives in thelr 1&bcr,“45

This statement swmmarizes Machiavelll's method of writingz

and also his purpose in writing whabtever he 1s indeed writing,

Machiavelll ",.. by means of the historic method ,,, was
led to discover the logical connection ofk@?en%s, but without
ever directing hié attenbtion to any 'a priori' philosophical
theory of human mind, and almost without cognizance of any

theory of the kind,"$4

It is true that HMachiavelll accepted no 'a priorit valuesé
and that he was a realist, and that he ‘was led to discover
the logical connections of events', In other words, the con-

nection of historical events came out in his philosophy while

43 1pid., p. e6.
44 yillari, Life and Times of Machiavelli, p, 144,
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he was btrying to show an altegeﬁhar different thwng.é

f”‘ "The Prince (én& also The Discourses) is neither a moral
§ nor an immoral book: it is simply a technical book, In a
| technical book we do not seek for rules of ethical conduct, of

good and evil, It 1s enough 1f we are told what iz useful or

| useleas, TFvery word in The Prince must be read and interpreted

ir this way. The book eon%&ins“na moral perscripts for the

ruler nor does it invite him to commit crimes and vzllainies."4§
T e wanthsts

This final statement on the purpose of The Prince and

iseourses serves to remind once morve that az Mechiavelli was

“"“““i“‘“/’

not concerned so much with the ideal that his method had +o be

practical, To say that the bsok contains no villainles or

moral perscripts is a matter of interpretation from the book,

what one can say is that t%a baak does net trg ta be moral,

If we deduce eny moral valuas frﬁm it, it ia of our own thoughtz

\\ and not of Machiavelll's,

To sum up Mechiavelli's method is comp eta1§ free af ,

A —_—— e

religion and myths, He is indeed the first writer to write

without referinb to the meﬁ;aaval hierarchy, As he nowhere

in his works starts his argument with God, His method further~§

v”i’
i

[n—

more is realiétic and historical as he bases his thought on
what really happened in history, It takes a few historical

events and from them makes generalizations which‘he believed

T

to be true for all time, Furtherwmore, he nowhere tries to

45 cassirer, jyth Called State, p., 190-91,
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/ attain any moral ideals, bubt tries to tell us what 1s more
} practical, Iven his thoughts on eny. subject can be called a
practical ideal as where he is/in defence of republics against

monarchises,

Let us take an exemple from his works bo try to work

this stabement oub:

"The Spartan heiﬁvéﬁhena and Thebeé by crasting within
them a government of a few; nethertheless they lost them, The
Homens, in ﬁrder to hold Capua, Carthage, and Numania, ravaged
them, but did not lose Them, They wanted to hold Greece in
almogt the same way as the Spartans held it; leaving it free
under it's own laws bul they did not succeed; so that they
weye compslled to lay waste many cities in that province in
crder to keep it, because lu truth there is ne sure method in

...... holding them e xeept by dispolling Ln@m,“45

The statement of course does not start by eny sort of

superstition but neither do the [Discourses or the Prince, so

tihmt we can call free of superstition,

Thet it is realistic can be seen yhfeawr the fact that
sll tho examples have been taken out of history, end that the
regult is completely fres of any sort of moral or rational

ideal,

The rethod from here on was to take many historical factsf

25
fachiavelli, 18

Prince, p.

L)
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The breatment of Athens by Sparta, of CGreece by the Romans
gmong others and from these generallzing that the best way to
hold & state is by dispoiling it, as otherwise no success can

‘be obiained in trylng to do so,

A Comparison of Two Mebthods

Hobbes and Machiavelli are voth political philosophers

even if their respective methods and‘philosophies are dif-

ferent, In spite of tholr difference in time one can still

"

find great similarities in both,

Hobbes's motivation, when he started out, was to write
& defence for absolute monarchy, but by the time he was done
with it he had a complete asystem set oubt before him, This
system was to Hobbes the most rational political method and

therefore the ideal, This is why Hobbes has to Justify his

every step in sccordance with logie and deductlon, Machiavelll§
3%,

on the other hand is & beacher of beabt way to geb to a politic

end: s that for him the best wey is the more imporbant than

Dut to say that ilobbes isg never practical and Machiavelll
is always so would not be correct, Hachisvelll hes some
theory in his works and lobbes probably belleved thet the

rational state was also the most practical one,

et
"3
)
4 Ju

111 may he a teacher of what is most practical



but it must not be forgobtben that Hobbes' iz alsoc & bteacher,

& heacher of the retional state,

When we come to thelr methcﬁs we can essily see that
théy have some common pmin%s‘in this also, As they are both
free of religion and any sort of superstition or 'a priori!
stavements, And they are also rather alike in organization

also as they both are nobt orgeanized in the bhest of fashicns.

The maln difference in their method is the {act that

Hachisvelll goes from racks to geners

k§atiaﬁ$. Hobbes, on

Vo Fp A

the other hand, alwaeys deals wilth generalities, To repeat

their respsctive wethods once more, Hobbes' ls mathematical,
2

and Machiavelli's can be called historical,

e

When 1t comes to vwhy they disagree usually one gan find

the reagons for that in thelr wotivetion and methods, Although |}

these motivations and methods often push them to simllarities,

L
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ADVICE VERSUS THZORY

We have seen that lMachliavelll and Hobbes had methods
which differ largely from each other, Machisvelli wrote
primarily to advice although from his pragmatism often arises
theories of great value, and his method of historical events

and peneralizaticn ls known as the hisbtorical method,

Hobbes, on the other hend, also wrote to teach, Vhat

he tried to teach was what the rational state is, Hobbes tries
to achieve this through the mabthematical we thod, which con-
siasts of delinitions and d@dactiang from these definitlons,
He is also primarlily a theoritical philosopher rather than a

realist and pragmatlst,

Thelr motivations added %o their successive methods are
apt to give rather different results in thelr philosophy, but

&t times these very things may give us very simlilar results,

YWhat shall be attempited here is the results of thelr
notive-method as reflecbed in the common subjects of the two

vhilosophers,

How a Stebe is Porn

"The fundamental law of nature®™ Hobbes defines as

? - . -
Mees that every man, ggggﬁ_ﬁgrenﬁeaveur peace, as far as he

has hope of obtalining 1%, that he may seek, and use, ell halps,i
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and advantage of warﬂﬁéy From this derives the second law

of nature ",,, that a man be willing, when others are so too,

as far-forth, as for peace, and defence of himself he shall
think it necessary, to lay down this right to all things,

and be contended with so much liberty, agaeinst other men, as

he would allow other men sgainst himself,“éa
‘ //’/ﬂﬂmw M\\\ . ) ‘ | -
'%;?amwonwealth i8 said to be insbtitubed when &-multituﬁe X

of m&n ﬁ@ agféé, amé govenant, every ore, with every one, bthat

S J—

50 whavevar men, or assembly of man, shall be glven major part,

the right to present the nerson of them all, that vobed for

1%, as he that vobed against 1t, sah 811 authorize all the
aoblons and judgements, of that man, or assEMbly of men, in

the aame manner as if they were his own, to the end, to live

peacably among themselves, and be protected sgainat other men,"”

Han In order to survive musd gilve up all his rights ex-
cept gell delence, to combine and live together, This is done
in Hobbes for an explanation of the most loglcsl reason for

men's combining in a stebe by definltlions and deductions,

lachiavelll agrees fundament aﬁly because the natives of
any country can find little secuwrity in living dlspersed so
that they must unlte to protect themselves from atbacks, For

this Rome is glven as an exsmple to gensralize from,°® "They

47 Hobbes, Leviathan, ch, XIV, p. 885,
48 1vid., p. 85,

%Y 1vid,, p. eh, XVIII, p, 113,

SC YMachiavelll, Discourses, pp, 105-8,




- resolve, of their own accord, or by the advice of some one who
had most authority amongst them, to 1ive together in some
place of thelr gelection that might offer them greaier cone

yveniences and greater faclility of defence.“51

reny in Machisvellil we see & sort of socisl conbrach

i

smong men bo come and live together, elbhough 1t seems that
smch move of their livertics remain, Han to protect himself

aj mﬂ togethsr the fundsmental idea remeining '?:;he same in

I - SO

gpi%e of the diverging system; as kachiavelli arrives tc this

conclusion through the historical method,

&

Kinds of Government

There are three good and thres bad Lypss of government,

Yonarehy, aristocracy and democracy are the better of these,

iach part of these better governments developes in 1ibs counter-
part bad form, byranny, oligarchy and anarchy, Nachiavelli
claims on the authoriiy of other writers (not msntiaﬁed},sg
ALL governmental forms for Machiavelll Teees are defective;
those three which we qualified as good because they are too

o

short-lived, and the thres bad ones because of their inherent

viciousness, #3735

This statement iag an exception in Machiavelli as it is

net e generallzation but is based on other writers,

51 vid., ». 108,
5: ibid,, p, 111-112,
55 1vid,, p. 114,
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Bubt it is impossible and imyrésﬁicle to establish re-
publica where there is a great class of nobles, and monarchles
where there is equality, from egamples drawn from Homagna,
lombardy snd Naples plus Florence, 3ienna and Lucie, "Let

~“pepublic, then, be establig&ad/whera equality exists, and, on

the contrary, principalities where gre&t inequality p?evails;
. otherwise the government will lack proper proportions and

have but little durahility,”54

' The first part of this was not in Machiavellifs usual
method, but as soon as he mist advice in more practical terms

we once more see the historical method in action,

Hobbes claims that there are only three types of govern-
mente zood or bad, MNonarchies, aristocrasies and republics
are the only existant forms ol govermment, {ligarchy, anarchy
and tyrenny "... are not the newes of other forms of govern=-
ment, bhut of the same forms mialikad,“ss A person who does
not like the way his goverrment rules is apt 6o sive it it's
parallel bad name, This is all there ig to th@&@ forms of .

government,

A people full of liberty are sble to give full power of
ruling to a monarch or an assewbly as they see f'it, Once this
is done no other person oy group may be appeointed by the

J/beople to rule them, The power of the sovrelgn is his alone

Ibid., pp. 256-7,
Hobbes, Leviathan, ch, XIX, p, 121,
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end he may share with others as he plaasas,gg

Kobbeg.cncé more uses his method here in his three kinds
of govermments and the defence of rebelion, The difference
bebwesn Hobbes and Machiavelll here is one of definition,
ihat s more impertent ig that Hobbes does not mention where
gach acrt of govermment is bebler, ss he b&lié?@s that mon-
zrchies are better than any governmenit, And that Machlavelll
does nob mention the right of rebellion, but we know that he

bakes them for granted asz things which simply happen,

laws

Laws to Iobhes are ",., the laws, that men ere ,,. bound

Lo observe, becsuse they ore members, not of this, or that

%
L5

wmonwealth In particular, bubt of & commonweslih, w57 e

7 is always the commonwealbth iiself throuveh the

The lews of nalure vhich are equity, Justice and gratitu
and the laws of the sovereign contain each other, This is
because "when a commonwealth is once setbtled, then are they
actually laws, and not before: as being than the commands of
the commonwealth; and therefore alss ¢ivil laws: for 1% is the

soverelpn's power that obliges men to chey thﬁmﬁﬂgs

S8 1mid,, p. 121,
57 Ivid,, ch, XXKVI, p. 17%.

V& ibid,, p. 174,
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fere Hobbes clalms that laws are made by the sovreign
and that he ecan disobey them if he wants te, He furthermore

wekes a diffex ﬁﬂgﬁmbﬁhﬁﬁﬁﬁ naturel end eivil léws fer human

Mochiavelll i3 nob zo worrled zg to what civil law i3 or
who mekeg 1% bub on ite prectical asvests, The practical asg-
peeh iz imporbant because republics who have good laws through
good legiglation have greater sscurity, "No republie will
ever be perfect if she has not by law provided for everything,
having a remedy for each emergency, and fixed rules for apply-
ing it‘“59 There can indeed be no worse exemple in a republic

than to make a law and not to observe it: the more so when
L ?3‘?} t

1% is disregarded by the very party whe mede it,

When a reform 1s needed In the govermment the best way
to do 1% is by enhﬁﬂiﬁw it ms 1ittle ss possibls so that the

e

Torm of laws geewmed to be the same, TPurthermore it is always
advantagouy o a fcpﬁb ta return to previous laws and prin-

ciples because the best consiituded bodlieg renew themselves,

Machiavelll we see ig completely overcccupled with what

laws can mean for & state and its administration, and is not

-interested in nabural law &t all; all that mabtters is civil

lew and specially its applicatlon, Here we h&ve a very im-

pordant difference beiween Nachlavelll and Fobhes: the fact

Digcous w*&s, Po 203,
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that according to Hohhaesg ﬁha lecialator hag Lo obey the law
et &%

while Machiavelll believea that the leglslator is the flrst

person to obey thenm,

Punishment and Reward

A repubiicg sccording to Machlavelli, mﬁsﬁ reward and
runisk those that necessitabte rewsarding and punishing for any
nrice, If a cibizen does & good deed he must be rewarded for
it, but if after a while he commits a crime he muat be punished
for this, This is bacause a cliltizen having once gerved must
not wrong the state on basis of his good deeds, These are

genepalizations from the history of Romﬁ.él

Punishment and reward must take Its course In ony situa=-
tion and towards any person if a repuhllc wanis 1lts good, ace-

cording to Hachiavelll,

Hobbes étaris by defining punishment as: "4 punishment,

i an evil Inflicted by the »ublic suthority, on him thai have
done, or omitted thet which is judged by the same authority to
be a transgression of the law; to the end thaet will of men mey

thereby by the better be disposed to Gb@dieﬁ@@,“ﬁg

Reward he defines as elither & sslary or a grace, Vhen it

is & salary 1t is by conbract and called & wage, IFf it is by

grace it is a gift, In both cases it is either for performed
61 Ibia,, p, 181,
62

Hobhesa, Leviathan, ch, XAVIII, p, 202,
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services or for encourasemont for future services, Both re-

warding and punishing are the righte of the soverelipgn, So

that he is free to elevate o person from poverity to great rich-
65

neas, snd algo of punishing as he sees best it to do,

Hobbes, 1% seemg, alse things that reward and punishiment

%

" y - . 2 Y oy oy 8 O Jp .8
ut he zoaes on Furether o defline what i+t is and

Sale
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aleo who s responsibls for carrying them on, e

¥, " 2
HWar and Awmisg

The right io make war and pezce with other nations dbelong
4o the sovrelgn sccording to Hobbes, "... that is to say, of

Judeing when 1t iz for the public good, and how greabt forces

" B % ) s vt o o o oy
are to bs azzonmbled, arrmed, and »ald for that ond: and to levy
x &‘ - -
" ' N 3 thex * vy
money upon the subjocts, bo defray the szxpenses Q:?@@;a The

best way to command an srmy or militlae is by one man &ﬁd that

L3

o
Felr
b
o
&
[ ¢
&

Here we ses that the sovrelign In war as well as

has the full power of doling what b saeg right,

Foy Nachiavelll wap is necessary because if o stabe tries
50 stay within her boundries she will be thoughi weal and be
atbacked anyway, The begl protsction Irom an attack is for

the state heraelf %o abback, This means thab republics nust

alweys be ready for wayr and have armies, Treatles with other

65 1r3a,, p. 200,

wiie g e
6% 1bid,, ch, XVILI, p. 117.




stebes may elso be important in the protection of a state,

Machisvelli urges the state Lo have & ready army and to
war, plus to treaties with other states, We find here Hachia-
velll and Hobbes on common grounds without eoven touchlng each

other,

tguisivion of Other States

A prince who conquera a place of the same customs, laws
and languege must keep in mind ¥,,, the one, that the blood
of their old rulers Le extinet; tk@\athar to make no altera-
tloens sither in thelr laws or in thairftaxeg““aé This 1s be-
caups I any member of the old ruling femily remalns the
chanees of rebellion will %ﬁagr@ater as it has iﬁdaéﬁ happened

T

in #ilan, and 1ittle changes will help the conquered peovle

not Ho feel this much, Through this system & prince will

easily nnite the conguersed principality to his own,

Ty & i g - y . ) &
ihile & prince w :

|
1w eoquered a state with different
language and customs can do two things, The first is to g0 and
live there and so to be near the troudbls this way it will be ‘
easy to extingulsh 1t, The second ls to plant colonies in i
that country and try to avoeld garriSoﬁa, ag colonies ccst less
than garriscns and as the people whose homes ere taken to

plant the ccloniea can be few, poor and scattered and so not

gause any trouble,

I

B3 ettt pee1 e ;
Hashiavelll, Prince, p, 8,
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Machiavelll In theuss atatuomenta ls completely practical

and shows what the best ways bto hold conquered beritory is,

Hobbes'! first sbep, on the other hand, ls to delins

Wﬁat a commonwealth by acyuisition means, This 13 a state

¥is

aguired by ?ofca, This iz done by thelr sppointing "him that

»

: ’g' G & . 1 3 »
thay are afraid of <66 Mt hie new sovrelszn has the sane

o He ; - 5 .
right ag any other sovesign,

Once more Hobbes and Machlavelll are on the same ground

wob 4o not btouch esch other as onse ls budy with advice the

Ty g o V3, Fongee, Ay AR B
OB DREe "}9 ﬁ Comnonvealth

"Though nothing can be lmmorbtanl, which mortal make;
val, if men had the use of vesson they prebend to, {writes
?&%b%s} thelr commonweslths might be secured, abt least from

67 Thls weans that the in-

3&?13&1&* by internal éigeasas."“
ornal iﬁgt**uti&na of & pibate have to be working well and

that as soon 48 they stop doling so thet the stabe may be in

Another danger a state [aces, according vo Hobbes, is
3 w3 fact that the sovereign is not given encough power or that
% does not taks 1t, A danger which arises from thls is the

division of power In a commonwalth, "For what is it to divide

56 v ' .
i‘j:’ 3‘*07"@83; i.sﬁ?i,athan’ c:‘:g :‘:X} ppi 129"‘130.
5:?? 5}:}5_ s Gh’ ,.\.:,{1'{’ pi e‘.\.«fvgg



sower of a4 commonwaltlhy huﬁ disoo

mubually destroy each obher,

lve 1%t for powers divided

To have the sovrelgn powsr

subject to civil law is also a threat to a cormonwealth, "For

%o be subject to laws is to be subject to the commonwealth,

that is to the sovereign representitive, that iz to himself:

which is not subjections but freedom from 1aws,"$%; Accﬁpﬁiﬁg

this a8 the natural sibuation we see that when civil law is

placed above the govreign {which is impossible) thal a new

power 1s present which divides the power mi the sovpeign,

‘fo Hobbes popular men are also dangerous ifor the welflare

of & commonwealth ,,, because the yeéplé, which should re-

ceive thelr motion from the authority of the sovereign, by the

flattery and by the repubation of an smbltious man are drawn

away from thelr obedisnce 4o the

WIHE wiwtbag and designas they bave no knowled

&

spgelially 29 in a republic whers

the

o %
s I

w
o]
ia
®
eir

goverment is popular

ollow a man, of

7L ¥ > =
g%*"?g Thisg 1is

&

The internal troubles of a gstate to Hobbes seemed to he

summed up by any sort of division
iz ghated in almost Machisavelllan
advice about what st e Ao in

it T TNy o
A whhasa

of the sovrel

flavor laclki

such casesg,

gn pover, is
ng anly the
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fmbitious veople, writea mach%ame 1i§ try to rise in
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e world throush lissg

rld . zh ponts
they mizht ruln the oo publlc, "or thils rsason vepublics

ahould make 1% one of thelr aims to waltch that nons of thelr

<

t4izens should be allowed to do harm on prefenceof doing
good, and that no one should acgquirse an'influance that would
injure instead of promoting libarﬁy.“71 The best way to do

this 13 %Yo stop him by uslng his own methods before him,

¥en of merlt are neglechted in peace by republica, This

defect may cause great evil because these men of merit may

-~

then stir up trouble in order to geb what iz due to them,

The remedy for thls is ta snt as 1 there always is war.?g

Republics and princes should try o avoid commiting

wrong to-a people o Individual, Tor Y., if any man be grie-

ronaly wronged, either by a state or by another individual,

and sad %?a tory ?PPﬁraww?n be not made to him, even I he
Ul e

lives in a vrepublic he will avenge himself, even if it involves

uwin of the gta%e,”?@ And his very own ruln also, A

¢t
Fod
)}
+4

republic should be cerveful not to entrust lvportant posts to

thage peopls,

One of the worst evils that may befall a stede 18 cor=
ruptnegs, Under such cirvcumstances citizena will be able to
make changes for the worst and will try to atinin glory une-

w&rﬁhilyevé

i’;"‘; '

‘= Hachiavelll, ﬁiscaurmes, p. 233,
ey

7 Told,, pp. 462
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ruin to shates,
govern them, "9

remedies be applied in time,

weakeén & state nesrly always

probleoms,

- Miomen have be

Rep

Ané once mors Hobbes and Mechiavelll

i
&
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£
gn, AT At i E g i e SE R mr e g ok v
el B cause of grest digscusslions and much

&nd have caused great damages to those who

ublics, shouvld see to 1t that proper

{He unfortunately does notb
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ven nmors varlef examples of whab may
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mon groundg with oub touching each other directly,
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ibid,, pp, 488-9,



THEORY VERSUS PRACTICE (A MEETING)

ﬁachiavélli, it has been said, is a reallist and his
books give adviee%tc princes and politicians on this basis,
1t can be seen thét Machiavelli in all his books never thinks
of the means but always of the best way to attain the end,
In doing this Machiavelli without stating gives us a feeling
that the sovreign power, be it a republic, monarchy or
aristocracy has complete power and justification in doing
as they do, But rabeilian which 1s something which takes
place has its natural places among all the other political

asctions,

Hobbes also in and through his own systeﬁ believes that
the sovreign power should have absolute power and indeed,
as has been seen, any sort of competition with 1t is accepted
as a danger to the state, Indeed "sovreign power is not so
hurtful as the want of it, and the hurt proceeds for the

pgreatest part from not submitting readily terless.“vﬁ

Aé the sovreign is there through a covenant they can
not echange the form of govermnment, ",.. therefore, they
that are subjects to a monarch, cannot without his leave
- cast off monérchy ard return to the confusion of a disunited’

multitude; nor transfer their person from him that beareth

76 Hobbes, Leviathan, Chap, XVIII, p. 120



it, to another man,ror another assembly of man.”??
In other words inspite of thelr different motivation
and method Hobbes and Machiavelll agree on the fundamental
?rableﬁ that sovreign poweyr is absolute with two variations,
Hobbes believes that the sovrelign is asbove the laws, while
Machiavelli accepts the laws as beiﬁg above their iegisla-
tor, Rebellion to Hobbes is completely wrong because of the
social contract, while for Machiavelll it is another fact

of history,

77 1bid., p. 113,




- 48 -

‘-VI-

CONCLUSION

Hobbes and Machiavelli lived far apart both in time
and space, The only thing which combines them at first
sight is that they both are well known political philosophers,

A person who is interested in‘what sorts of outcomes
can‘éome from difference in motivatisﬁ and method they are
an ideal pair, For through them what sort of éifferénce

“can come through motivation and method can be seen, as well
as what is alike in spite of different methods}and\mqtiva-

tions,

It has been seen that Machiavelli's motivation is
either to wrlte a textbook sort -of work or to comment in

the sams textbook manner on history,

Hobbes, on the other hand, started out to write in
order to justify monarchiles, but ended by writing on how

the most rational state can be achieved by man,

Machiavelli's method is free from the superné%ural
and realistic, It draws few examples from history and from

~them boldly generalizes, usually in terms of advice,

While Hobbes' method is mathematicsel starting with a
definition and than deducing from 1%, His method is free

from the supernatural alsc, It can be called rational as
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well as mathematical because the definitions are given on

the basls of thought alone,

The differences and similarities of two minds working
on these different bases can only be seen through their com-

mon subjects,

That man have combined and lived in together for
?reteetienrfhrough a soft of social éaﬁtract is sccepted by? 
both philosophers although Machiavelldi's:contract seems to
be ligﬁter. The methods of arriving to these conclusions

and motives were differant.

On the kinds of existing govermnments Machiavelli and
Fobbes disagrse on & matter of definition, Hachlavelll
accepting six and Hobbes reducing these to three, But
remembering that Hgﬁbes is a rationalist the imporitence of

this difference may be emphaslzed,

It had earlier been seen that MNachiavelll prefered
republics toc monarchies glving reasons out of his method for _
it, Vhile Hobbes prefered monarchies backing this up with

good reason out of his own me thod of thinking,

One point in common comes out here as they both seem
!Vfte accept the sovereign as having absoclute power, Machia-
A

i velll does this by accepting the law to be over the sovreign |
§ E and taking‘the right of rebellion for granted, Hobbes rejects |
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both in favor of the sovreign, as for him the sovreign is

above the law and the people have no right of rebellion,

In law they do not seem to be working with the same »
regions, As one thinks of its practigg;/ﬁ§§g@ts (E&ahiavelli);
the other of definitions and ki&af law (Hobbes), Here
once more they do not agree on the problem of who should be
abevé each other, the law or the sovereign, as has been

pointed out,

~ In reward and punishment they seem to agree on the
fact that théy are necessary. On all other points they are
not on common ground, The same thing happens on war and
‘armies where they speak on the same subject without any col-
lisions, The seme thing happens in the subjecﬁ "Of Conquered

Republics" and "Of What Weakens a Commonwealth,”

To go over what they say we see that they have many
points in common and many points in which they disacree com- |
pletely, 8o that dilfferent method and motivation can arrive

at times to similar and at times to differsnt conclusions,

What is most interesting is the fact tha%.théy are mos t
typlical of their methods when they are on the same subject and
‘slmply different, not mentioning common ideas, I seems here

that Hobbes is most theoretical and that Machiavelll glves

advices mostly,

The conclusion is that reason and reallity as methods
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can agree or dlsagrae but that tagather they pre‘bably would
meke the best method of ghilcsophgg
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