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1.1 OBJECTIVE
After studying this unit you would be able to explain:
 Plato‟s Life and Works
 Plato‟s idea on Justice
 Plato‟s Scheme of Education
 Plato‟s idea of Communism
1.2 INTRODUCTION
Who stands at the head of the Western philosophical tradition? Who was the first
Western political thinker whose wide range of writings is still dear to
philosophical debates and discussions of even today? Who among the Western
philosophers made philosophy a distinct subject? The answers to all these
questions are not three but one, i.e. Plato (nickname) or Aristocles (given name or
good name) of ancient Greece. He touched upon all aspects on which the
philosophers usually contemplate. He did not create them but gave them a unitary
treatment. Platonic love and platonic ideal are still prevalent in our contemporary
literature and vocabulary. These have come down to us from the period within
which Plato lived in Athens in Greece. The other authors of Western philosophy
who can match his stature are very few. Some regard Aristotle, Kant, and
Aquinas, who can approximate him. He was an empathetic person, and his
absorption in the politics of his time; intellectual and philosophical tradition of
Greece made him a very impactful thinker of his time and beyond.
1.3 PLATO AND HIS LIFE
Plato was born in 427 BCE in a Greek city-state called Athens. Athens was then
going through tough times. The Peloponnesian War (430BC–404BC) was only
three years old when Plato was born. Athens and Sparta were involved in the
conflict. Democracy in Athens received a jolt when Pericles –a grand champion
of Athenian democracy, died in 428BC. Some oligarchic factions emerged, and
fighting took place between them and the supporters of democracy. Therefore,
there was a struggle between the oligarchic and democratic factions for the control
of Athenian politics. Finally, the war ended with the defeat and surrender of
Athens in 404 BC and the subsequent installation of an oligarchic government
there. Another important thing was happening there. Socrates –the teacher or
mentor of Plato, was facing a trial. The reason was: Socrates was responsible for
corrupting the youth. He was the most loved and respected person in Athens. But
he was executed in 399. That was a very shocking incident for Plato. That
disheartened him, and he left Athens for Greece, Egypt, and Italy. But he returned
to Athens in 387 BCE, and, in the same year, he established the "Academy" for
giving political training to people. Plato thus grew up in that turbulent time in
Athens. His writings are, in a sense, in response to the crises of his time. He died
in 347 BCE.
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1.4 INFLUENCE OF SOCRATES ON PLATO
Plato had great respect and admiration for his teacher Socrates. The Socratic
influence was to such an extent that most of his dialogues reflect the conversations
between Socrates and other distinguished citizens of Athens. What we know today
about Socrates is through the works of Plato because Socrates did not leave any
writings of his own. The fundamental idea of the Republic that virtue is
Knowledge was a Socratic doctrine. It has a great significance in Plato's
philosophy. According to Socrates, human nature has four elements: reason,
courage, temperance, and Justice. This idea finds reflection in Plato's work.
Socratic influence is also visible in Plato's notion of administration. For him, the
administration is an art, and in this art, there should be Knowledge. That is to say,
Socrates emphasized the need for expert Knowledge for the conduct of political
affairs, which is the germ of the Platonic doctrine of specialization developed in
great detail in the Republic. Furthermore, Plato models his philosop her Kings and
Queens in tune with the Socratic teaching that ruling is an art. The rulers are
supposed to rule not for their advantage but the betterment of their fellow citizens.
Many Platonic methodologies like dialectic and analogical are the examples of
direct influence of Socrates on Plato.
1.5 MAJOR WORKS OF PLATO
Plato's writings are primarily in dialogue form. In such works, philosop hical ideas
get unfolded in the form of debate involving two or more persons. There are
discussions, appreciations, and criticisms. Simply speaking, it is a questionanswer type method. There are about thirty-eight dialogues. The critical dialogues
are Charmides, Leaches, Protagoras, Euthyphro, Gorgias, Meno, Apology, Crito,
Phaedo, Symposium, The Statesman Promenades, Philebus, The Republic, The
Statesman, The Laws, etc. These dialogues primarily deal with temperance,
courage, virtue, wisdom, Knowledge, Justice, laws of the State, theory of forms,
nature of the soul, the question of ethics and immortality, the relationship between
pleasure and sound, practical analysis of political and social issues, etc.
1.5.1 The Republic (composition and contents)
Of all his dialogues, The Republic is very famous. Plato has discussed an ideal
state as the then states were full of troubles and instability. He tried to find out a
panacea for all these inconsistencies. The Republic represents the fullness of his
thought which he wrote in the age of maturity. The Republic is the combination of
several treaties, and each deals with a separate subject. There are treatises on
metaphysics (it exhibits the unity of all things in the Idea of the Good), moral
philosophy (virtues of the human soul and shows their union and perfection in
Justice), education (it deals with value and principles of education and means of
learning truth), political science (about polity and social institutions particularly
property and marriage), and philosophy of history (it explains the process of
historical change and the gradual decline of the ideal State into tyranny).
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The Republic consists of ten books.
Book I: It is the introductory part of his great work. It analyses human life and the
principles of morality.
Book II-IV: These books deal with the organization of the State, the system of
education, and Justice. Here, Plato lays down the features of a good man, and
ideal society, three elements of human nature (appetite, spirit, and reason), and
their corresponding characteristics in the ideal State (the producers, the auxiliaries,
the rulers).
Book V – VII: These parts explain the means of an ideal society, the significance
of Knowledge in society, the rule of philosophy, and the human capacity for
attaining truth.
Book VII-IX: These books discuss how the perversions of individuals and States,
invite anarchy and chaos.
Book X: It deals with the subject of art and poetry, and the capabilities and
destinies of the human soul.
1.7 PLATO’S METHODOLOGY
Plato follows a variety of methods in his writings. One of his methodologies is
deductive, where general principles are determined first and then related to a
particular situation. Plato follows the deductive method in that he attempts to find
the features of the state lie founds in his imagination in the existing conditions
prevailing in the city-states of ancient Greek society.
The most popular methodology of Plato is dialectical, in which different
individuals express their opinion, and such views are exa mined and discussed,
and, finally, a conclusion is reached. Plato's theory of Justice is the best example
of this method.
The teleological method is also found in Plato's thinking. Teleology means 'the
object with an objective'. It follows that every pheno menon exists for itself and
keeps moving towards its desired goal. This method finds expression in his theory
of Forms.
Plato follows the analytical method in so far as he divides a phenomenon into its
possible parts then analyses each part fully and gathe rs the results of all parts
together. This method can be seen when he discusses human and social organisms
that form the basis of his ideal State.
Plato has also followed analogy as a method in his philosophy. Analogy means a
form of reasoning in which one thing is inferred to be similar to another item in
certain respect based on general similarity in other respects.
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1.8 THEORY OF FORMS
Theory of Forms or Ideas or Knowledge is at the center of Plato's philosophy. Idea
or form is the permanent character of anything. The idea should not be getting
confused with a thought existing in the mind because such a thought is for Plato as
transitory as any event in the outside world. An idea is not part of the world of
time and space. It is eternal, absolute, final, and independent reality. Because it is
eternal, it must be different from the object in which it appears. However, though
it is different from the things it seems, it cannot exist without those things. For
example, the idea of a horse is different from any particular horse. However, there
could not be an idea of a horse if no horse existed at all.
Theory of forms is discussed in the Republic. The "Allegory of Cave" better
explains this. The world of ideas is the real world: the familiar world is a world of
shadows. Generally, we believe that our everyday world to be the only real world.
It is because we are like the prisoners in the hypothetical cave who had never seen
the light. All they could see was the wall of the cave. Behind them was a burning
fire. Between the fire and the prisoners, there was a parapet, along which
puppeteers could walk. The puppeteers held up puppets that cast shadows on the
wall of the cave. They were behind the prisoners. The prisoners were unable to see
these puppets, the actual objects that passed behind them. The prisoners could see
and hear shadows and echoes cast by objects that they could not see. Such
prisoners would mistake appearance (the shadows) for reality. They would think
of the things they see on the wall (means the shadows) as real. When one of the
prisoners was made free from his bonds, he looked at the actual fire and the
puppets. Initially, the prisoner would have been hurt and confused because of the
direct exposure of his eyes to the light of the fire. However, the prisoner must
have realized that what he was seeing now was more accurate than the shadows he
had always seen while regarding them to be reality. He must have understood then
how the fire and the puppets together caused the shadows. Then he must ha ve
realized his error. The primary purpose of this allegory of the cave is to bring
people from darkness or ignorance into the world of reality or Knowledge. It is
possible, Plato argues, only through education.
He made a distinction between things that are beautiful and what beauty is.
Beautiful lies in the sphere of opinion, while beauty lies in the sphere of
Knowledge. This journey from appearance to form is crucial, which is possible
through Knowledge only.
1.9 THEORY OF JUSTICE
Plato's theory of Justice is one of the best examples of the dialogue form of
writing. The writer tries to explain the meaning of Justice through that dialogue
process. Before starting his views on Justice, Plato refutes the then prevailing
theories of Justice, mainly traditional, radical, and pragmatic theories. Plato's
theory of Justice is the best example of the dialectic method used by him.
5

1.9.1 Traditional Theory on Justice: Cephalus and Polemarchus
According to Cephalus, Justice is speaking the truth and paying one's debt. His
son Polemarchus has a different view on Justice from his father slightly. To him,
Justice is given to each man of what is 'proper' to him. Here, the term 'proper'
indicates that Justice is an art that offers good to friends and evil to enemies.
Plato criticized the above two views. The view of Cephalus was criticized on the
ground that if paying one's debt is Justice then is it right to restore/return a deadly
weapon to a man after he has gone mad? While condemning the view of
Polemarchues on Justice, Plato argues that it is easy to speak of giving good to
friends and evil to enemies, but what if the friend is only pretending to be a friend
but an enemy? Criticizing the view of doing good to friends and harm to enemies,
is it just to do evil to enemies? Man who is injured and it can be hard just to make
a man worse than he was.
Plato concludes here with the argument that Justice can't be empirically acquired
because it is not a matter of lesser Knowledge, which comes b y use but is of the
greater Knowledge which is based on morality, reason, and principles. For Plato
justice is the quality of soul and habit of mind. It is a quality and habit of such a
character that he who has once attained it can act only in the just way and never
think of harming others. Another feature of Justice for Plato is that it connotes the
idea of service, which connotes the idea of the social whole rather than individual
self- interest.
1.9.2 Radical theory of Justice: Thrasymachus
For Thrasymachus, Justice is the interest of the stronger. In other words, might is
right or a man ought to do what he can do or deserves what he can get. Everyman
acts for himself and tries to get what he can, the strongest is surest to get what he
wants, and as in a state the government is the strongest, it will try to get and it will
get whatever it wants for itself. But if Justice is for rulers, it follows that for
everybody other than the ruler, Justice is another's good. In that sense, to just
mean is to be a means to the satisfaction of the ruler. In other words, to be just, is
to be a means to the satisfaction of the ruler and if someone is acting for the
satisfaction of oneself then that is unjust. For Thrasymachus, there is no reason
why it should be just for the ruler to get his way and unjust for others to do the
like.
Plato argues that if we go by Thrasymachu's view on Justice then injustice is
better than Justice, an unjust man is wiser than the just one. Plato condemns the
two positions taken by Thrasymachus viz.
1)

A government governs for its advantage

2)

Injustice is better than Justice

To the first view, Plato opposes the Socratic conception of Government as an art.
For Plato, the aim and objective of every act is the well-being of its material. For
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example, the perfect teacher is he who has remedied all the defects of his student's
minds. Therefore, the ruler's aim is the well-being of his subjects.
To the second, Plato answers that a just man is wiser, stronger, and happier than
the unjust. He is wiser because he recognizes the need of acknowledging a limit.
He aims to do better than the bad. He does not seek to compete with everybody or
to compete for the sake of competition like the unjust man. The wiser doctor is he
who does not seek to ensure competition but rather to ensure excellence. A just
man is stronger in the strength of a principle that binds him to his fellows. Lastly,
a just man is happier because his soul possesses the virtue of good living.
1.9.3 The pragmatic vie w on Justice: Glaucon
For Glaucon, Justice is an artificial thing. It is a product of convention. The
individual creates it for their protection. In a society, where men are free to do
whatever they want to do without any restriction, there injustice is very common
because everyone is thinking that whatever he is doing that is just. In such a
society, the weaker suffer from more injustice than they can inflict, forcing them
to make a contract with each other neither to do injustice nor to suffer it to be
done. Justice is the child of fear: it is a mean or compromise between the best of
all, which is to do injustice and not be punished, and the worst of all, which is to
suffer injustice without the power of retaliation.
While answering Glaucon, Plato realizes that there is a common element in the
traditional, radical and pragmatic theory on Justice i.e. they have all treated Justice
as something external- an accomplishment, an importation, or a convention. For
Plato, Justice does not depend on its origin upon a chance convention. It is internal
and absolute. It resides in the human soul. It is natural and not artificial.
1.9.4 Platonic Justice
Platonic Justice was the reflection of the human organism in the social organism.
Plato argued that there were three elements and their corresponding virtues or
qualities present in every human soul. The three elements are reason, spirit, and,
appetite. The virtues or qualities of the three ele ments are wisdom, courage, and
temperance. Accordingly, he suggested three classes in society viz. the ruling
class (representative of reason), the auxiliary class i.e. warriors (representative of
spirit), and, the producing class consists of farmers, artisans, and businessmen
(representative of appetite). The predominance of one element in a person would
determine his/her class. For example, the individuals in whom the rational element
would predominate would form the ruling class. Here Plato accepted the view of
Socrates on a balanced man or just man. Socrates advised that he who was guided
by reason or rationality was balanced or just individual. Therefore, they were
convinced that reason must control the emotions and passions; so that that person
would be happy. He should know by his reason were to act and where to stop.
Like an individual, in an ideal state, the ruling class would stand at the top of the
socio-political pyramid and the appetite class would be kept at the bottom of it.
Platonic Justice was based on the principle of functional specialization that each
7

class would perform its duty without interfering in the task of others. The ruling
class should acquire more and more knowledge to rule over the people. The
auxiliary class should always protect both the State and individual and should
prepare to assist the ruling class in their duty. Lastly, the appetite class would
provide essential mercantile goods to the community and engage in production.
Under that condition, Justice would exist both in the individual and State. At the
individual level, Justice would make a man refrain from an act encouraged by
desire. Justice –a human virtue that would make a man good. It demands that an
individual should do his work as per his capacities guided by reason. Socially, it
puts a limitation on a class not to interfere in the function of other classes. It
brings harmony and good life in society. Thus, in short, platonic Justice has the
following characteristics: division of labour, functional specialization, efficiency,
unity and harmony, and non- interference.
However, platonic Justice is not free from criticism. It is criticized on the ground
of giving more emphasis on individual duties than rights. However, rights and
duties make a good society. And, there was no legal system to ensure the duties to
be rendered by the individuals. Further, Platonic Justice was based on the
principle of 'one man one work'. However, one man can't be all appetite or all
reason. It is just caring one-third and neglecting the rest two-third of an individual.
His prescriptions for the philosopher kings or rulers that they would follow a
system of communism were also not humanly possible as he thought of. Despite
these criticisms, one must admit that he envisioned a revolutionary idea of
creating an ideal society where all would serve the State in their capacities for
which they are naturally or by training fit.
1.10 SCHEME OF EDUCATION
How to establish and realize Justice in society? Plato suggested two institutions:
Education and Communism. According to Sir Ernest Barker, 'both of those were
practical proposals' meant to remedy the evils such as ignorance and selfishness
detected by Plato in the then states. He suggested Knowledge and unselfishness as
the remedy. Education represents the former; and, communism, the latter. This
section will discuss only education.
Plato wished to reform his society and to make it an ideal one. He thus attempted
to touch the evil at its source, as Barker observes. In education, he saw a solution
to most of the problems in the city-states of his time. According to him, if
education could train minds, the mental maladies should go. He, therefore,
attached more importance to the scheme of education. He envisioned a system of
education to be the basis of the ideal State to achieve Justice.
Plato believed that a proper system of education would build human character
while promoting virtues in them. He saw it as an instrument in the hands of the
State to bring out good in men. Though education was a private matter in then
Athens, he made it a public issue and responsibility. Plato, as Barker observed,
asked the State to play the role of a schoolmaster to bring people to Justice. To
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him, it was essential for the improvement of all classes, especially the ruling class.
The rulers had to be screened by such a scheme, and they will be the outcome of a
rigorous system of education at the highest level.
The scheme of education as Plato envisioned was based on certain assumptions:
(i) Every human soul is rational, but there is a necessity to cultivate the soul.
Education would facilitate the growth and development of all rational qualities
hidden in a man while avoiding the non-rational; (ii) It would provide a vision to
all by opening an inner eye in them as all would be exposed to new light and
understanding through education and training. Thus it would mould the character
of the young while activating them; (iii) The State would provide education in
three levels –elementary, middle, and higher. The first would channelize their
power in different directions. The second level would help them to understand
their surroundings. And, the third level would prepare men for higher
responsibilities with higher virtues; (iv) Education should be State-controlled, and,
it is to be made compulsory; (v) Education will be meant for both the sexes. Both
boys and girls; and, finally, (vi) Education would help the people earn their
livelihood, making them better human beings.
1.10.1 Ele mentary Education
As discussed earlier, Plato wished to provide education at three levels. Able
teachers would be given the responsibility to stimulate and train the minds and
thoughts of the young students to bring out the best in them.
He was not in favor of imparting educational instructions to children before the
age of six. However, the children were required to learn good manners and taste
during that period. The elementary education was designed to be provided to
children from six to eighteen years of age; and, it was intended to be provided to
all three classes. During this period, the stress was given on music and
gymnastics, in addition to other subjects like science and arithmetic, etc. The
music covered several things such as literature, poetry, art, paintings, dance,
singing, etc. Gymnastics included bodily exercises, diet, medicine, etc. Music was
intended to train the mind, whereas gymnastics was for the body. Music would
have softening effects on the soul, whereas gymnastics would strengthen the body.
It would achieve a happy blending of a strong body and a flowering soul. For
example, the musical notes or the rhythm of poetry would teach one how to do the
right thing. As Plato knew that the impression of the early years would last long,
he, therefore, strongly recommended censorship of literature and music. He did
not support literature that creates a feeling of fear of God or death, sorrow,
ugliness, lethargy, etc. He favored literature that promoted virtues like courage,
temperance, love for beauty and simplicity, etc.
Similarly, he advised diet control. His diet prescription was not for satisfying
one's sensual pleasure but for keeping the body fit. Fish, cooked meat, sauces,
confectionery foods were not allowed by him. However, he allowed roasted meat.
His dietary advice was meant for protecting the body from falling sick.
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The following two years, i.e. from eighteen to twenty, he advised all to undergo
compulsory military training.
1.10.2 Higher Education
Here comes the next phase. Plato would suggest that a selection for the upper
level means an elimination test. The selected persons (both male and female) who
are more talented would get education up to the next ten years. They will be the
future members of the guardian (ruling) class including auxiliary and ruling
classes. They will be taught higher mathematics such as arithmetic, geometry,
astronomy, harmonics, etc. Those would sharpen the mind, and, the mind would
be trained to develop the power of reason. For example, arithmetic would help the
auxiliary class arrange the troops; and, mathematics would help the mind think
clearly.
At the age of thirty, another selection will be made. The person or persons who
will be selected would learn dialectics, metaphysics, logic, and philosophy for
another five years. The less gifted, who do not qualify, would get some junior
position in military and political life. The persons who are selected would derive
Knowledge through dialectics methods. They would know the idea of good at this
stage. At the age of thirty- five, they would occupy a position of authority in the
State. It was intended to provide practical knowledge to them. They would
continue with their philosophical pursuits up to fifty years of age. They were to be
regarded as philosopher rulers. When their turn comes, they would devote
themselves to the most challenging duties of public life and exercise power for the
State's best interest.
So the Platonic education was intended to produce a ruler who knows what he
works at. He intended to promote civic virtues in the guardian class. Barker
writes, a system of regular training for political duties, enforced by examination,
was thus Plato's cure for contemporary amateurism in politics. His insistence on
special Knowledge and the ability of the rulers remains an ideal till today.
The elaborate platonic scheme of education too has some critics. Some say the
system is anti-democratic and aristocratic. Higher education was not given to the
producing class. But Plato wished to provide education to all at the initial stage.
Therefore, education was provided to one for what one was capable of. Some
criticize Plato's idea of censorship of literature. And, some others criticize his
overemphasis on mathematics. Despite these criticisms, Plato realized the
importance of education in his ideal State for which he made it state-controlled or
sponsored and compulsory. His scheme of education has influenced many modern
theories of education till now.
1.11 COMMUNISM
Let's now discuss the second means Plato suggested to fight a deeply rooted evil
of his State. Education would antidote ignorance, but how the selfishness of the
rulers could be ended or controlled (?). Plato here talked about communism. He,
10

therefore, advocated for the communism of wives and property for the guardian
class. According to him, the guardians might be diverted from their duty by
attachment to property and family. If one loves property or wealth, he will adopt
corrupt practices. And, it is the anxiety for one's children and family that one
seeks wealth and property.
Therefore, Plato prohibited private property such as land, house, or money to the
guardian class (rulers and auxiliaries). However, he suggested provisions like
common living places of barrack type for a living and common dining table for
their meals. It means all would have a very small amount of property that was
absolutely necessary for their living without extra private spaces. The food needs
of that class would be met by the supplies from the producing class.
Similarly, Plato made a provision for sexual satisfaction of the guardian class
without having a family of their own. Here he talked about a system of regulated
breeding facilitated by the State to secure the best possible offspring. In other
words, State would bring the best of sexes to come in a conjugal relationship
(temporary unions) without marriage. Plato was convinced that both the sexes
were equal but that marriage subordinated women to men. He, therefore, made
both men and women equal in shouldering state responsibilities and relieved the
women of child care or upbringing.
The children were to be provided care by trained nurses in a state-maintained
nursery. Except for the philosopher ruler, nobody was allowed to know the
parentage of the children. So all the children would be the children of the guardian
class; and, all the guardians will be treated as parents by the children.
The system would thus beget quality children, which would end the selfishness
created by the ruler's attachment to their family. Further, the rulers would not have
any economic motives. It was a kind of scheme for the nationalization of the best
children (called eugenics).
Plato was criticized because: (i) It was against the human instinct of acquisition.
(ii) It was undemocratic as it was meant for only the guardian class. (iii) There
would be a possibility of improper care of the children. Nurses may not be the
suitable substitutes for mothers; (iv) It was unrealistic, unnatural, and confusing.
For example, human beings were made like animals in the jungle for sexual
purposes; and, confusions such as one father having a hundred children, a nd one
child has a hundred fathers.
But Plato did devise this plan to secure the unity of his State and make it free
from evils such as corruption, ignorance, and selfishness.
1.11 CRITICAL EVALUATION
Thus, Plato gave his views on an ideal state to be led, fed, and defended
appropriately. He believed in the infallibility of philosophy. His philosopher king
was kept above laws as such a ruler would not deviate from his responsibilities to
11

serve the State. However, towards the end part of his life, Plato wrote the Laws
where he stressed the importance of the existence of laws. Those laws will
regulate the rulers if they divert from their responsibilities. Therefore, the State as
envisaged in the Laws is regarded as Plato's Second Best State.
It is said, Plato has no parallel in western political thought. Some regard him as
the father of philosophy, politics, and literary idealism. He is known for his radical
and innovative ideas such as Justice, education and communism. He created an
ideal without worrying about its practical application. He did such as to provide a
yardstick to evaluate the perfection of any state in that direction. He was a prolific
writer who has profoundly influenced many political thinkers till now.
1.12 SUMMARY
Plato was born in 427 BCE in a Greek city-state called Athens. After the trial and
execution of Socrates in 399 BC, the disheartened Plato left Athens for Greece,
Egypt, and Italy. But he returned to Athens in 387 BCE, and, in the same year, he
established the "Academy" for giving political training to people.He died in 347
BCE. Plato had great respect and admiration for his teacher Socrates. Plato used
the dialectical method in most of his works. Plato‟s theory of Justice is the best
example of this method.Theory of Forms or Ideas or Knowledge is at the center of
Plato's philosophy.Plato wished to provide education comprehensively in three
levels: The elementary education was designed to be provided to children from six
to eighteen years of age;from eighteen to twenty years of children should undergo
compulsory military training and so forth to produce philosopher-king. So the
Platonic education was intended to produce a ruler who knows what he works at.
Plato devised the idea of communism to secure the unity of his State and make it
free from evils such as corruption, ignorance, and selfishness.
1.13 EXERCISE
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Describe Plato‟s Life.
Critically examine Plato's Theory of Justice.
Write a short note on Plato‟s Republic.
Describe the scheme of education suggested by Plato.
Why did Plato suggest the Communism of Wives and Property?
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2.1 OBJECTIVE
After studying this unit you will be able to explain the:
 Trace the early life and works of Aristotle
 Describe the virtue and citizenship of Aristotle
 Explain the political ideas and classification of government and
 Explain the difference between Plato and Aristotle
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2.2 INTRODUCTION
Aristotle was Plato's most distinguished disciple and he was the first systematic
philosopher and scientist. He published works in physics, biology, zoology,
metaphysics, poetry, drama, music, politics, and logic. Aristotle's philosophy was
also the first to classify every feasible logical argument. Alexander the Great was
tutored by Aristotle. Almost all Western thinkers, including Greek, Roman,
Catholic, Jewish, and Islamic intellectuals, were influenced by Aristotelians.
Aristotle was the greatest pioneer of human knowledge and he was a master of
dialectics. He was an expert in both natural and philosophical disciplines, as well
as a keen observer. His knowledge was immense, and his approach was both
creative and inventive. He occupies a unique position in the history of
philosophy.
Aristotle is one of the most important founding thinkers in Western philosophy,
alongside Plato and Socrates. He was also the first to develop a comprehensive
Western philosophical system that included morality and aesthetics, logic and
science, politics, and metaphysics. His papers comprise the earliest k nown formal
study of logic, which was adopted into contemporary formal logic in the late
nineteenth century. In metaphysics, Aristotelian‟s influenced Islamic and Jewish
intellectual and theological thinking in the middle Ages, and it continues to impact
Catholic doctrine, particularly Eastern Orthodox doctrine, a nd the Roman
academic tradition. All facets of Aristotle's philosophy are still being studied by
academics today.
2.3 LIFE SKETCH
Aristotle was born in 384 BC in Stagira, Chalcidice, about 55 kilometers (34
miles) east of contemporary Thessaloniki. His name means "best purpose" in
Ancient Greek. Nicomachus, his father, was King Amyntas of Macedon's
physician. It was the year 384 B.C. Plato had started his Academy three years
before Socrates died, and Socrates had been dead for fifteen years. A child born to
a physician in the royal court of Macedonia in northern Thrace, not far from the
border of Athens at Stageira. Aristotle, this child, was destined to become the
second father of Western philosophy. Nicomachus, Aristotle's father, was a doctor
and counselor to Amyntas III, King of Macedonia, but the date of his father's
death, and hence the length of Aristotle's stay at court, is unknown. Aristotle was
sent to Plato's Academy in Athens for higher study at the age of eighteen. He
spent twenty years (367-347) immersed in the Platonic philosophy's spirit.
Plato's emergence as an independent thinker was sparked by Socrates' death, and
Aristotle's death marked the beginning of a second and more independent stage
for him (347-336). In Assos, Mysia, he founded his academy. He went to the court
of his friend Hermias of Atarneus in Asia Minor with Xenocrates. While in Asia,
Aristotle and Theophrastus visited the island of Lesbos, where they studied the
island's vegetation and fauna together.
15

Aristotle married Hermias' daughter by adoption (or niece). They called their
daughter Pythias after her. In 343 B.C., shortly after Hermias' death, Philip of
Macedon persuaded Aristotle to become Alexander the Great's, tutor. In 335/4
B.C., Alexander succeeded to the throne. Aristotle returned to Athens for the third
and last stage of his life, inspired by Plato and seasoned by his own teaching
experience (335-332). He established the Lyceum. The Lyceum's members
became known as the peripatetic, after the peripatus, or covered walk, where they
congregated. Aristotle not only studied practically every discipline available at the
time but also contributed significantly to the majority of them. Aristotle studied
anatomy, astronomy, economics, embryology, geography, geology, meteorology,
physics, and zoology in physical science. He wrote about aesthetics, ethics,
government, metaphysics, politics, psychology, rhetoric, and theology in
philosophy. In addition to education, he studied foreign traditions, literature, and
poetry. His writings as a whole form a virtual compendium of Greek knowledge.
It has been stated that Aristotle was the last person in his time to know everything
there was to know.
2.4 WORKS OF ARISTOTLE
Aristotle was among the most influential people in history. In his day, he
contributed to practically every field of knowledge and pioneered several new
ones. Aristotle wrote extensively on metaphysics, psychology, poetry, biology,
moral sciences, and politics, among other disciplines. Politics, Nicomachean
Ethics, and Eudemian Ethics are among his most famous works in political
science. He also took notes on several constitutions, but the majority of them were
lost. The nature of individual happiness or well-being was examined in the two
ethics works. Politics defined the government's role in ensuring individual
pleasure. Conceptually and practically, it described the perfect city where pleasure
could be attained, as well as the means to achieve it.
Around 150 philosophical treatises have been produced by Aristotle. The
remaining 30 cover a wide range of philosophical topics, from biology and
physics to morals, aesthetics, and politics. Many are regarded to be 'lecture notes'
rather than entire, polished treatises, and a few may not be his fellow students.
There is evidence that Aristotle wrote six treatises on various logical phrases,
twenty-six treatises on different natural sciences subjects, four treatises on ethics
and morals, three treatises on art and poetry, one treatise each on metaphysics,
economics, history, and politics, and four or more treatises on miscellaneous
subjects.
2.5 THE BUDGETARY PROCESS
A virtue is a morally good capacity to think, feel, and act well in some aspect of
life. A vice, on the other hand, is a morally poor disposition that includes bad
thinking, feeling, and doing. Character is fundamental to someone's personality
and as per their character or personality, they behave. Virtues are not everyday
habits; they are character traits in the sense that they are central to someone's
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personality. A virtue is a quality that makes someone a good person, while vice is
a quality that makes someone a bad person.
Virtue theory, like most of the Western tradition, appears to have its roots in
ancient Greek philosophy. Socrates introduced virtue ethics, which was further
refined by Plato, Aristotle, and the Stoics. The term "virtue ethics" refers to a
group of normative ethical theories that emphasize being overdoing. Another way
to put it is that in virtue ethics, morality is derived from the individual's
personality or character, rather than being a reflection of the individual's acts (or
their consequences). Today, there is discussion among different proponents of
virtue ethics over which virtues are morally commendable. Most thinkers,
however, believe that morality is a result of inherent virtues.
The treatment of virtues by Plato and Aristotle differs from each other. Plato
considers virtue to be an end in itself, for which a friend could be a good means.
According to Aristotle, the virtues serve primarily to protect human relationships,
particularly genuine friendship, without which one's pursuit for happiness is
frustrated.
2.5.1 Four Cardinal of Virtue
Plato's Republic contains a discussion of what were regarded as the four cardinal
virtues: wisdom, justice, and temperance. The virtues play an important role in
Aristotle's moral philosophy, which may be found in Nicomachean Ethics.
Moralistic historians such as Livy, Plutarch, and Tacitus introduced virtue theory
into the study of history. Cicero introduced the Greek concept of virtues into
Roman philosophy, and St. Ambrose of Milan later adapted it into Christian moral
theology.
According to Aristotle in order to achieve a good live virtue is the basic quality of
mind. He claims that virtue permits a person to live a rational life. so far
as Aristotle's idea is concerned, virtue is a disposition or habit including
deliberate purpose or decision that results in a mean that is relative to ourselves,
with the mean defined by reason or as a judicious man would determine it.
The four cardinal virtues are as under:
1. Prudence: Aristotle considers practical wisdom to be the most important
virtue. Soldiers must fight with prudence in war, making decisions based
on practical wisdom. Because courage necessitates making decisions, this
virtue is a must- have.
2. Temperance: Temperance is defined as self-control or moderation.
Soldiers must exercise restraint when enjoying themselves while at the
battle and during violent activity. Temperance with regard to courage leads
to private moderation, which leads to public moderation.
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3. Courage: "Moderation or observance of the mean with respect to
sentiments of dread and confidence" is what courage is defined as.
"Observance of the mean with regard to things that generate confidence or
fear, under the circumstances that we have mentioned, and selects its
course and sticks to its post because it is noble to do so, or because it is
dishonorable not to do so," according to the definition of courage. In terms
of combat, Aristotle considers soldiers to be morally important as well as
military and political heroes. War is merely a platform for troops to
demonstrate their bravery, and it is the only way courage can be
demonstrated. Any other human activity is only a duplicate of a soldier's
actions; they are not courageous.
4. Justice: Giving the enemy what they deserve in the correct manner is what
justice entails; being fair to them. To put it another way, one must identify
what is good for the community and take appropriate action.
2.5.2 Aristotle Classification of Virtue
Aristotle illustrates eighteen virtues through which human being can perform their
functions well. He differentiated between virtues related to passion and desire and
qualities related to the mind. He categories his virtues under two heads known as
„moral‟ virtue and „intellectual‟ virtues, though in a contemporary sense both are
known as a moral virtue. In Nichomachean Ethics, he explains about 11 types of
moral virtues which are as under:
i.

Courage in the face of fear

ii.

Temperance in the face of pleasure and pain

iii.

Liberality with wealth and possessions

iv.

Magnificence with great wealth and possessions

v.

Magnanimity with great honors

vi.

The proper ambition with normal honors

vii.

Truthfulness with self-expression

viii.

Wittiness in conversation

ix.

Friendliness in social conduct

x.

Modesty in the face of shame or shamelessness

xi.

Righteous indignation in the face of injury.

2.6 ARISTOTLE ON CITIZENSHIP
Aristotle believes in law-based government therefore he gives more importance to
citizenship. The ideas of Aristotle on citizenship are quite different as a
comparison to Plato because Plato gives more importance to Philosophic rule.
Aristotle on the other hand emphasized a constitutional government and
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citizenship because constitutional rights can only allow people to enjoy their
political rights.
Aristotle the father of political science had defined the state as a collection of
citizens. Book-III of the Politics written by him defines his idea about citizen and
state. He defines that a person who resides in a particular place does not become a
citizen or possesses citizenship, in simple; he explains that the aliens or foreigners
including the slaves also reside somewhere but they are not citizens. Likewise, a
person who enjoys legal rights does not make a person citizen because such legal
rights are also available to aliens or foreigners by treaty.
So far as the idea of citizenship is concerned Aristotle defines a citizen as a person
or individual who has the power or rights to take part in the deliberative or
administrative function of the state. In other words, citizenship means enjoyment
of political rights, and these rights are exercised by a group of people, which is
known as a state. Aristotle further defines that he is a citizen who is capable to
take part in the affairs of the state.
Moreover, according to Aristotle, a citizen must be rich enough to have leisure
and no economic worries. Therefore, that he may be able to participate in the
functions of the state. However, most of the population is poor which means that
they will be deprived of these political rights according to Aristotle property is
necessary for citizenship not only does it provide leisure but also it provides safety
to the state.
The following qualifications are essential for becoming a citizen or to getting
citizenship:
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.

The citizen must have a private property to ensure leisure; he must
have freedom from care and worries from life.
The citizen must have the capacity to rule and to rule.
He must have the capacity to become a lawmaker and law observer.
The citizen must have private property and he must not depend on
others for the means of livelihood.

Aristotle defines that the children and the old could not be a citizen because the
children are immature and the old are infirm. He also excludes women to
participate in the affairs of the state because he considered them inferior. So we
may say that Aristotle is not alike Plato in giving citizenship to all.
The following are the person who is excluded from obtaining citizenship:
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.
v.

The slaves are excluded from citizenship.
Those who possess unfair means of wealth.
Those who have no leisure.
All women are excluded as citizens because they are not capable.
All children and old men.
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Aristotle is criticized as a conservative tinker because he limited his nature of
citizenship. According to him, citizenship is only confined to the male member of
the society and not for the children, women, and slaves. His concept of citizenship
is narrow because that is only confined to the city-state and as he explained the
ruling class must be the owner of the property but if we confined citizenship only
to the rich class there may be chances that the legislature may be affected. He
divided the state into two parts like capable and not capable.
From this above discussion, we cannot be concluded that Aristotle's view on
citizenship is bad. Because his theory of citizenship was only confined to the
Greek city-state and not to the modern state. Every philosopher and political
scientist is a product of his time therefore his idea of citizenship is not
conservative rather that is suitable for the then environmental condition and
circumstances.
2.6.1 Aristotle on Education
Aristotle always talks about virtue and goodness, in a state virtue and goodness
are the result of knowledge and proper education. He says that animals are
creators of habit but so far as man alone has a reason. Education is the only
medium that controls appetite and according to Aristotle, a perfect community
depends upon its perfect and educated members, and later perfection depends
upon a systematic education system developed by the state. A systematic uniform
and compulsory public education without any restriction in regards to birth or
occupation are needed for the best state.
So far as the education system of Aristotle is concerned it was the same for all.
The education system aimed to make good citizens, soldiers, and administrato rs.
Education should begin with the body first then with appetite and lastly with
reason. His education system runs in cycles of seven years. In the 1st seven years
of infancy, education is at home. In the next two periods of seven years each, the
state takes the charge of the students from seven to puberty emphasis was on the
development of the body while puberty to the age of twenty-one cultivation of the
mind.
Aristotle believed that education trained a man to become a suitable citizen of the
state. The three-stage of education according to him is as under:




Primary: Age seven to fourteen
Secondary: Age fourteen to twenty-one
Higher Education: Twenty-one to above

Like Plato, Aristotle define education should be controlled by the state which
gives uniformity to the citizens but is his education was only for males because
Aristotle believes that women were not capable of complex studies.
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2.7 POLITICAL IDEAS OF ARISTOTLE
Aristotle felt that ethics and politics were inextricably linked and that the ethical
and virtuous life is only possible to those who participate in politics, whereas
moral education is the primary goal of the political society. Aristotle, one of
Plato's foremost pupils, is regarded as the father of political science. His concepts
on politics, such as the social essence of man, the rule of law, revolution,
citizenship, and constitutionalism, have remained influential among political
scientists. According to Aristotle, the goal of Politics is to explore, based on the
constitutions collected, what makes for good government and what makes for
terrible government, and to determine the variables that are favorable or
unfavorable to the preservation of a constitutio n. According to Aristotle, all
communities strive for some kind of good.
2.7.1 Theory of Justice
According to Aristotle, man is the best of animals but when separated from law
and justice he is the worst of all. According to him justice is a virtue but justice is
more than virtue, it is virtue in action. Justice means that every member of a
community must fulfill his moral obligation towards fellow members of his
community. Aristotle followed his master Plato‟s view in the context of justice
and believed that the primary task of the state is to provide justice and no state can
sustain for a long without proper justice. The main aim of a state is to provide
good life to its citizen and a good life is impossible without justice, so justice
played an important role in a state.
According to Aristotle, justice is either general or it may be particular, general
justice means complete virtue and complete virtue and complete goodness not
only for himself but also for his neighbours. On the other hand, particular justice
means when a person observes laws but does not demand from society more than
he deserves.
Theory of Justice

Particular Justice

Corrective Justice

Universal Justice

Distributive Justice
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Aristotle distinguished between corrective justice and distributive justice.
Distributive justice means the offices, wealth, rewards, and dues were distributed
among people according to their contribution. In simple distributive justice is
given to every man his due according to his contribution to the society.
Distributive justice provides honors and rewards according to the merits of the
recipients. It means equals to be treated equally and unequal to be treated
unequally.
In an oligarchy, merit means wealth whereas in an aristocracy it is related to virtue
and in an ideal state, it refers to virtue. Corrective justice on the other hand deals
with a commercial transaction like sale, hire aggression on property and life, etc.
According to Aristotle, inequality arose when equals are treated unequally and
unequal are treated equally. He says that individuals differ in their capacities,
interest, and achievements.
2.7.2 Property, Family & Slavery
Property
Aristotle rejected the Socratic and platonic concept of communism of property
and wives that abolish the family and private property. According to Aristotle
family is the smallest unit of the state and it is the crucial unit of the state. The
family established a bond of love and friendship between its members. Aristotle
holds that every individual needs the private property to live a disciplined family
life. Private property is essential for a citizen but that must be common in use. He
defines property must being acquired honestly. Aristotle classifies natural methods
of acquiring property and unnatural property. Natural methods are those through
which necessary subsistence is procured. The natural methods are cattle raising,
agriculture, hunting, and fishing. The unnatural methods are those which aim not
for the maintenance of life but the gathering of property and wealth. Trade and
commerce are an example of unnatural methods.
Aristotle was not agreed with the platonic concept of communism of property. He
rejected it from the moral and economic ground. The platonic ideal of
communism of property implies everybody‟s business is nobody‟s business.
Which also leads to disputes and conflicts? Therefore Aristotle rejected the
platonic concept of property and give justification to private property.
Family
Family is the smallest unit of the state and without a family, the formation of
society and state is impossible because family is universal. Man as a social animal
lives in society, without family human‟s life becomes worse than a beast.
Aristotle's concept of family is quite different from his master Plato's because
Plato defines that family makes human beings narrow and selfish. The family
divides society into two groups like mine &thine. Plato wants to create an
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atmosphere in which the ruler devotes both time and energy to administration;
therefore he abolishes private property and wife.
So far as the idea of Aristotle is concerned family is a natural institution and every
individual is bound to become a member of the family. According to Aristotle
family is a natural institution and without a family, the state is artificial and
unnatural. To him, family is the first natural institution of a state and in a family
different relation exists like; husband & wife, children & parents, and master &
slaves. But in a state, only one relation exists and that is the ruler and ruled.
Aristotle believes that family is one of the institutions where a person is born,
nurtured, gets his identity, and above all he becomes intellectual, which means the
family is the primary school of social virtue. Aristotle believes in patriarchy and
argues that the husband rules the wife because women are inferior in comparison
to man and he wanted to keep women within the four walls of the house. A
woman is good only for the household and reproduction of children.
Aristotle did not provide equality to both of the sexes but it does not mean that he
did not recognize any role for women. According to him, women perform a very
distinct and important role in society. She has the unique ability of wife, mother,
and homemaker, giving birth to children and educating them.
Slavery
Aristotle supports the system of slavery and discussed the relationship between
the master and the slave. He defines the relevance of slavery, but his master Plato
ignored the institution of slavery in his Republic. Aristotle strongly justifies the
institution of slavery, according Aristotle slave is not a complete man he is a Subhuman. A slave is like an animate instrument whose prime duty is action and not
production. He says that just like an artisan produces the product and a slave helps
him likewise in a household a slave serves his master.
A slave worker works only for the interest of his master and he has no personal
interest. Aristotle justifies that without a slave proper functioning of a household
is impossible.
According to Aristotle, every art requires its proper instrument. The management
of a household is an art that also requires proper instruments. He explains “who is
by nature not his own but another‟s and yet a man is by nature a slave”. Slave as a
piece of property of an animate kind engaged in rendering household services. By
slavery, he means domestic service.
Aristotle justifies slavery on three grounds are Natural, Usefulness & expediency.


Natural ground: Aristotle holds that nature itself has given slavery. He
argues that all men are not equal and they do have not the equal capacity
of virtue. He says that as the soul rules over the body and reason rules over
the appetite and it is a natural process. Likewise in a state, those who have
a higher degree become masters, and others become a slave.
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Useful ground: The slave provides service to their masters and frees them
to provide service to the state. By associating with his master a slave bring
his derivative excellence.
The ground of Expediency: Slavery is essential for the master because
without a slave he has to do manual work which hampers his civic duties.
During his time slavery played an important role in the maintenance of the
Greek economy.

Aristotle‟s theory of slavery was criticized from the following grounds:
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.

His idea of slavery is against modern liberty and equality.
He derived the society into two blocks the master and slave.
Slavery was against social justice.
He forgets to give any reward to slaves.

2.7.3 Theory of Revolution (Causes & Prevention)
In Book V of 'Politics,' Aristotle addressed the origins and remedies of revolution.
Part I of his book on revolution is devoted to guidance for oligarchs, democrats,
aristocrats, kings, and dictators on how to stay in power, while part II is devoted to
the philosophical foundations of good and stable administration.
According to Aristotle, the revolution was not the same as the French or Russian
revolutions. According to him, a revolution is a change in the state's constitution,
whether major or minor; the constitution may remain unchanged, but political
power may shift hands. We might also claim that revolution can make an
oligarchy or democracy more or less oligarchic or democratic. We can also call it
a revolution if an oligarchic rule is replaced by democratic rule or vice versa.
Without changing the system of government, a revolution might be directed
against any particular institution or group of people in the state. In other words,
any constitutional reform for the Greeks was a social and political revolution.
Causes of Revolution
Aristotle discussed the causes of revolution into three categories namely:




The general cause
The particular cause
Revolution in particular kinds of state

Inequality, according to Aristotle, is the universal cause of revolution. Every form
of governance has a concept of justice and public morality that corresponds to it.
Inequality, on the other hand, is the most common cause of revolution.
According to Aristotle, there are various specific causes of revolution, such as the
universal desire for an opportunity, an unequal threat to a group of people,
disproportionate dread in any section of the state, election, and so o n.
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Revolution also took place in different types of states like democracies,
oligarchies, aristocracies. Revolution in democracy takes place because of the
intemperance of demagogues, who exploit any situation for their advantage.
Revolution in oligarchy takes place because of their advantage and tyrannical and
oppressive rule. In aristocracies, revolutions take place when only a few people
share the honors of the state.
Prevention of Revolution
Aristotle did not just discuss the origins of revolution. However, it also describes
the procedures that can be taken to help avert revolution. The analysis of these
measures demonstrates his understanding of the current constitution and desire for
a stable government. He proposed two approaches for determining a revolution 1)
General 2) Specific and His recommendations are as follows.
General Method of Prevention:

i.

ii.
iii.

iv.
v.
vi.
vii.

viii.

By eradicating injustice and treating all classes with respect, a concerted
effort must be made to acquire the trust of all elements of society. All
officers must be open to all based on merit, rather than being viewed as
monopolies.
Cultivate and nurture a culture of law observance among citizens.
Violations of the law must be taken seriously.
Citizens must receive the essential education in the spirit of the
constitution in order to understand how the constitution works; if they do,
they will adjust to the constitution, with little chance of revolution.
Even minor possibilities in the status quo must be carefully monitored and
addressed since their neglect might lead to complete revolution.
No one individual or group of people should be allowed to wield too much
power. This is likely to urge him to overlook the weaker sectors' interests.
Government offices must not be allowed to become profit centers. Bribery
and other illicit practices must be avoided at all costs.
Outsiders and strangers should not be granted important positions (posts)
since they are not as concerned about the welfare of the state as natives
are.
Men are driven to rebellion by inequalities in income and honour, thus
prizes and offices should be distributed as broadly as possible. Nobody
should believe that honours and political positions are not meant for them
and that they can only be earned by hard work.

Specific Method of Prevention:
In different systems of government, Aristotle proposed using specific tactics to
avert revolution. The wealthy should be taught to believe that their assets and
estates will not be dispersed in a democratic society. They must be allowed to
participate in the country's government.
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Individuals must be treated fairly in Aristocracy and Oligarchy, and no single
person or group of people should be allowed to become too strong. Poor people
must be in charge of administration.
The appropriate mixture (blend) of democratic and oligarchic features in Polity
can avert revolution.
To put a stop to the revolution under tyranny, the following tactics must be used.
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.
v.
vi.
vii.

By pursuing an aggressive and expansionist policy
Citizens' intellectual lives are being developed.
People may not find time to engage in political activism if they are kept
busy with non-political pursuits.
By keeping individuals poor, they will continue to encounter financial
difficulties.
By enlisting as much social assistance as possible.
By establishing a reputation for military excellence.
By living a life of luxury and glamour, you can inspire awe in the minds of
others.

Aristotle demonstrates his in-depth wisdom and awareness of the human condition
in the aforementioned study and offers the most in-depth understanding of the
causes and strategies for revolution prevention.
2.7.4 Ideal State
His political philosophy is a synthesis of political aspirations and political
realities. His political books II, III, and VIII deal with political concepts, whereas
books IV, V, and VI deal with political events. Aristotle felt the influence of
Plato's laws rather than his Republic in his portrayal of his ideal state. According
to Sabine, Aristotle's ideal condition is always Plato's second-best state. Before
discussing Aristotle's ideal condition, it should be recognized that he was not an
absolutist like Plato. Monarchy, for example, would be an ideal government if a
community had a single great person with predominant virtue. If it has a few good
men, aristocracy is the best form of government. Polity is the best government if it
has a large number of people with the potential to rule.
Characteristics of an Ideal State:
His ideal state viewpoint can be found in volumes III, VII, and VIII, although it is
not presented systematically. The following are the characteristics of an ideal
state.
i.

ii.

His ideal state is a small city-state with a small and close-knit community
of citizens whose social lives overlap with family, religion, and friendly
personal interactions.
In his ideal state law occupies a predominant position. He does not favour
the personal and despotic rule even the most virtuous person, who has the
wisdom of the community.
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iii.

iv.

v.

vi.

vii.

viii.

ix.

The Ideal State of Aristotle is an ethical institution, which aims to bring
about moral improvement amongst the citizens. He opined that the state
can provide individuals to achieve the highest type of moral development.
An ideal state according to him provides a good and happy life, which he
meant a virtuous and moral life.
In Aristotle's ideal state, education played a significant part in the
formation of virtuous citizens. He insisted on compulsory state-regulated
education in order to instill good moral and intellectual habits, and that this
scheme of education was solely for citizens.
Aristotle's ideal state included the right to private property, which he
believed was a natural institution that should be safeguarded. He argued
for a fair allocation of land among all citizens. He allowed personal
property ownership, but it must not be worth more than four times the
value of the original land.
Aristotle's division of labour in the ideal state was another essential aspect.
He assigned slaves to agriculture, resident aliens to commerce and trade,
and citizens to political tasks. The leisured class would take part in the
exercise of sovereignty in a big way.
He envisioned a policy that was neither too little nor too large. He did not
specify a maximum or the minimum number of citizens for a perfect state.
He insisted that the population be kept under control.
The middle class ruled Aristotle's ideal state; this class alone can offer
stability to the state since it possesses two qualities: compliance and
command.
A perfect state would include six classes: farmers, craftsmen, a warlike
class, the leisured class, priests, and administrators. He did not consider
the first two groups of agriculturists and artisans to be citizens; hence he
had no say in how the state was run. The last four classes are considered
citizens, and they have sole authority over all political power.

2.7.5 Eudaimonia (Nature of Happiness)
Eudaimonia, also known as eudaemonia or eudemonia, is a Greek term that
literally means "good spirit" and is frequently translated as "happiness" or
"welfare."Eudaimonia (based on previous Greek tradition) was employed as a
term for the highest human good in Aristotle's work, and it is the goal of practical
philosophy, encompassing ethics and political philosophy, to analyze (and also
experience) what it truly is and how it might be accomplished. Along with the
terms are (more generally translated as 'virtue' or 'excellence') and phronesis
('practical or ethical wisdom,' it is a crucial notion in Aristotelian ethics and
succeeding Hellenistic philosophy. One of the primary issues of ancient ethics,
and a source of considerable debate, is the relationship between the virtue of
character and eudaimonia (happiness).
Eudaimonia, according to Aristotle, necessitates effort, action, and that a person's
squandering ability or inclination is insufficient. Not only does eudaimonia
necessitate good character, but it also necessitates intelligent activity. Living in
27

accordance with reason, according to Aristotle, entails achieving greatness.
Furthermore, he contends that this brilliance cannot be isolated, and that
associated functions require competencies as well. "Doing mathematics well is
important to be a first-rate scientist," for example, if being a truly great scientist
necessitates impressive arithmetic skills.
As a result, activities that exercise the reasoning component of the mind in line
with the virtues or Excellency of reason constitute eudaimonia or living well
[1097b22–1098a20]. That is, to be fully immersed in the intellectually engaging
and gratifying job that leads to well-deserved achievement. The rest of the
Nicomachean Ethics is devoted to proving that the optimum life for a human
being is a life of perfection based on reason. Aristotle spends a lot of time
addressing the greatness of character, which enables a person to exercise his
practical reason (i.e., reason rela) because reason is not just theoretical but also
practical for him.
2.8 CLASSIFICATION OF GOVERNMENT
According to Aristotle, power must be concentrated in the hands of one, a few, or
the many, and governments may govern for the common good or the benefit of the
rulers. "Monarchy" refers to government by a single person for the common good;
"tyranny" refers to government by a single person for personal gain. When a
minority governs in the best interests of the state, it is called "aristocracy," and
when it benefits solely the governing minority, it is called "oligarchy." Aristotle
refers to the popular government in the public good as "polity," while anarchic
mob rule is referred to as "democracy."
Monarchy is the best constitution, according to Aristotle, if a community has an
exceptional individual or family. However, such a circumstance is extremely
unusual, and the danger of miscarriage is high because monarchy corrupts into
tyranny, the worst form of government. In theory, aristocracy is the next best
constitution after monarchy (because the ruling minority will be the best-qualified
to rule), but Aristotle preferred a form of constitutional democracy in practice,
because "polity" is a state in which rich and poor citizens respect each other's
rights and the best-qualified citizens rule with the consent of all.
For many centuries, two aspects of Aristotle's teaching influenced European
political institutions: his support of slavery and his criticism of usury. According
to Aristotle, some people believe that the master-slave relationship is unnatural
and thus unjust. They are, however, completely incorrect: a slave is someone who
is by nature not his property, but rather someone else's. However, Aristotle
acknowledges that much slavery is unjust in practice, and he speculates that if
nonliving machines could be manufactured to perform menial chores, slaves as
living tools would be obsolete. Nonetheless, some people are so inferior and
brutish that they should be ruled by a master rather than to be ruled by them.
Aristotle had aristocratic scorn for trade, while not being an aristocracy himself.
He claims that our goods have two purposes: appropriate and improper. Money,
28

like everything else, has a legitimate and improper use; its proper use is to be
traded for products and services, not to be lent at interest. "Taking a breed from
barren metal" is the most unnatural of all the ways to get money.
2.8.1 Pure form, corrupt form &Rule of law and Constitution

1
2

3

Pure Form
Monarchy- is based on the notion of
supreme goodness.
AristocracySymbolizing
a
combination
of
virtue
and
prosperity
Polity-representing material and
medium virtues power resting with
the middle-class people

Corrupt Form
Tyranny- Symbolizing power and
selfishness
Oligarchy- representing the greed
of wealth
Democracy- representing the idea
of equality by putting power in the
hands of the underprivileged.

According to the table above, a kingdom denotes a monarch's reign for the
common good, with oppression as its perversion. Monarchy, according to
Aristotle, is the purest form of governance in which the king governs for the good
of the people without distinction. Aristotle considers monarchy to be the most
ideal form of government among the three genuine types. In light of his ties with
the growing Macedonian monarchy, Aristotle's strong affinity for monarchy can
be understood.
Democracy, according to Aristotle, is a government made up of the absolute best
individuals, not only of the greatest persons relative to changing circumstances
and constitutions. Oligarchy is a corrupt version of aristocracy in which the
wealthy govern for their gain rather than the welfare of the entire state. In an
aristocracy, merit and virtue are the distinguishing attributes to be considered in
picking rulers, whereas in an oligarchy, wealth is the basis of selection.
The polity, or constitutional governance, is the third genuine form of state.
Aristotle defined polity as the state that is governed by all citizens for the common
good. Constitutional government is a compromise between the two freedom and
wealth philosophies, attempting to connect the poor's freedom and the rich's
wealth without giving either principle ultimate primacy. Democracy is a
degenerate type of constitutional governance, characterized as a system in which
the poor rule. It is government by and for the poor, just as dictatorship is ruled by
one person for his profit and oligarchy is government by a few wealthy
individuals for the benefit of their class.

2.9 FATHER OF POLITICAL SCIENCE
Aristotle is regarded as the father of political science. He was a prominent
philosopher from Greece. He was the first to define political science as a field of
study. He believed Political science, was a powerful and active field of science.
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Aristotle is known as the "Father of Political Science" for his work on themes
such as the ideal state, slavery, revolution, education, citizenship, forms of
government, the notion of the golden mean, a nd the philosophy of the
constitution. These things, he added, are necessary for a guy to understand his
surroundings and environment. He also observed, "Everyman is a social and
political animal," which is a well-known quote. His research into these topics, as
well as governance, education, and ideology gave him confidence in dealing with
political difficulties. As a result, he is known as the "Father of Political Science."

2.10 DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PLATO AND ARISTOTLE
The primary distinction between Plato's and Aristotle's philosophy is that Plato's
philosophy is more theoretical and abstract, whereas Aristotle's philosophy is
more practical and experimental.
Plato (c. 428–c. 348 BCE) and Aristotle (384–322 BCE) are two of Western
philosophy's most well-known and studied figures. Plato was a student of
Socrates, and Aristotle was Plato's student. As a result, we can see some parallels
in their philosophy.
i.
ii.

iii.

iv.

v.

Plato saw ultimate happiness as dependent upon society, whereas Aristotle
saw ultimate happiness as dependent upon the individual.
Plato believed that becoming one with the universe was man's ultimate
purpose. Aristotle, on the other hand, believed that man's ultimate
objective was to achieve greatness and become a master.
Wisdom, according to Plato, was the most significant virtue, the source of
all good, and the embodiment of all virtues. Wisdom, according to
Aristotle, was a virtuous objective that could be attained through work and
diligence; it was neither ,a virtue that arose immediately nor a unification
of other virtues.
Plato felt that the soul served as a guide for both the body and the mind.
He separated the soul into three categories: emotion, desire, and reason. He
believes that the soul is a part of reality. The soul, according to Aristotle, is
in the form of a living entity that is inextricably linked to the body.
In summary, the main distinction between Plato's and Aristotle's
philosophy is that Plato's philosophy is more academic and abstract,
whereas Aristotle's philosophy is more practical and the experimental.

2.11 SUMMARY
As the first political scientist, Aristotle was a student of Plato, even though he was
critical of his teacher, He saw man as a social animal and the state as a natural
organization that exists not just for the sake of life, but also for the sake of a
decent life. The finest type of administration and the best strategy to avert
revolutions and violent transformations was a policy that mixed oligarchic and
democratic qualities. It wasn't the ideal, but it was something that could be done.
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Aristotle believes that an individual can only develop in a state. Because men are
political by nature, the state must ensure that they are socialized.
Aristotle, like the times he lived in, was an advocate of inequality because he saw
men as unequal. A slave is a slave because his hands are filthy; he lacks the
virtues of a freeman, notably logic; he must be dominated and ruled until he
acquires reason, at which point he will be free. Aristotle advocates for the ideal
form of government, but one that is within rbeforeistotle's scientist forbids him
from reaching the extremes. He follows the golden rule of meanness.

2.12 EXERCISE
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

What is virtue according to Aristotle?
How does Aristotle classify Virtue?
Define Aristotle‟s views on Education.
What is the theory of justice according to Aristotle?
Explain the theory of revolution and its causes.
Define the different forms of government according to Aristotle.
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9.1 OBJECTIVE
After studying this unit, you will be able to:
 Reflect upon the background of the life of Machiavelli
 Know the various influences which shaped the ideas of Machiavelli
 Understand a new phase in the development of political philosophy
developed by Machiavelli; and
 Identify the contributions and shortcomings of Machiavelli‟s philosophy
3.2 INTRODUCTION
“Niccolo Machiavelli is perhaps the most universally reprobated figure in the
history of political literature; the man whose precepts are universally discovered
in principle, but regularly followed in practice”
…….
Chester C. Maxey
“The credit of beginning the modern era in political thought goes to Machiavelli”
……..W.A. Dunning
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“A Prudent man should always follow in the path trodden by great men and
imitate those who are most excellent so that if he does not attain to their
greatness, at any rate, he will get some tinge of it”
……Niccolo Machiavelli
The main difference between Machiavelli and the writers who preceded him was
his attitude towards religion and morality. With Machiavelli, a new phase in the
development of political philosophy sets in. He was more of a practical politician
rather than a political philosopher. He is perhaps the most universally reprobated
figure in the history of political literature, the man whose percepts are universally
disavowed in principle, but regularly followed in practice.
The conciliar movement marked the end of an old and the beginning of a new era
in political theory. It signified the passing away of the Middle Ages, and the birth
of the modern world with its reassertion of the humanistic and scientific outlook.
This humanistic and scientific outlook was fostered by the revival, of ancient
learning, known as the Renaissance. The renaissance is one of the two great
movements which transformed medieval into modern Europe. It was during this
period that the European mind once and for all shook itself free from the shackles
of Medievalism and sought inspiration in the great models of Greek and Roman
antiquity. The interpretation and new attitude of life by the thinkers of France,
England, Germany and the Netherlands created the intellectual climate of the
modern world. Radical changes were taking place on the whole European
continent. These changes brought considerable change in political theory as well.
These changes are very clearly reflected in the writings of Machiavelli.
3.3 LIFE AND TIME OF MACHIAVELLI (1469-1527AD)
Machiavelli was born in the Republic of Florence in Italy in a well-to-do family in
1469 AD. His father was a lawyer and a nobleman as well. After completion of
his education, Machiavelli entered public life in the capacity of a desk in a chance
where his progress reached almost Himalayan altitude. By 1498 AD he occupied a
very lucrative incumbency in the form of the highest past in the government that
of second chancellor and secretary. He retained this converted post till 1512 AD.
These years comprise the period of his active political life. During this period of
Machiavelli was principally engaged in conducting official correspondence in
diplomatic missions, both to other Italian states and powers elsewhere in Europe.
But unfortunately, in 1513 AD he lost himself in prison on conspiracy against the
Medici government. He took up his residence on a small farm which he produced
at this time. Like „The Prince‟, „the Discourses‟, „The Art of War‟, „History of
Florence‟ etc. From 1521 AD on words he was employed in diplomatic work. But
in June 1527 AD all of a sudden he left for a severely abode due to fatal illness.
Unfortunately, Machiavelli was living in times when Italy was divided into small
fragments. The whole nation suffered from a leadership crisis. No National figure
could command the confidence. To him,the papacy was more an obstacle in
secular integration rather than an institution conducive to national integration. Old
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feudalism got degenerated due to economic advancement and technical
developments. In his master's piece, „the prince‟ Machiavelli made a fervent
appeal for the national unity of Italy but the unfortunate philosophies failed to see
the successful outcome of his political philosophy during his lifetime.
However, the period saw the advancement of means of communication and
transportation. International trade development significantly at the cost of national
trade controlled by feudal. Thus this age witnessed throwing off the yokes of
feudalism.
Also, Machiavelli saw those days when Europe was passing through an
intellectual and spiritual crisis which was popularly known as Renaissance. The
outcome was the gradual transfer of power from the Church to the state. The
institution of monarchy was gathering more power.
The dawn of secularism was another significant feature of Machiavelli‟s
times.The spirit of the Renaissance resulted in secularism and independence of the
state from the Church. The victory of the state over the Church was completed.
For common men, it was the period of an intellectual renaissance. Each one
arouses from the deep slumber of ignorance to knowledge- the third eye being
oriented towards the light; from the faith to reason and from humiliation to
reasoning and self- understanding. The intervention of the printing press added
fuel to fine. Renaissance replaced spiritualism bringing materialism and
individualism.Before Machiavelli ideas of middle age were still prevailing
dominating world politics. But the brilliant Florentine could successfully be laid
the foundation of modern political philosophy.
3.3.1 Influences on Machiavelli
Before discussing Machiavelli, let there be made a bird‟s eye view on the
environment of his time. It will help us to appreciate his political ideas froma
better perspective. The following are the factors that influenced the thinking and
philosophy of Machiavelli:
(a) Conditions in Italy: During the time of Machiavelli, the Italian Peninsula
was divided into a number of small but independent states which were
constantly at war. Some of these states were republics, the others were
ruled by despotic rulers. Machiavelli ardently desired to unite these
warring states through his books like Art of War, The Discourses on Livy
and the Prince,and make them sufficiently strong so that they could deal
with the foreign powers effectively.
(b) Impact of Republic: The Renaissance movbe definedh stood for the revival
of ancient values and culture also exercised a profound influence on
Machiavelli because this movement was strongest in Florence.
(c) The emergence of Strong Monarchies: The emergence of strong monarchs
who had concentrated the entire political power in their hands, which
earlier rested with the feudatories and corporations, also left an abiding
impact on Machiavelli.
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(d) Writings of Aristotle and Marsiglio: Machiavelli was also influenced by
the writings of Aristotle and Marsiglio. He learned the idea of separation
of ethics and politics; state as the highest organization of human beings;
the threefold division of the states as Monarchy, Aristocracy and
Democracy, and the famous historical method from Aristotle. Likewise, he
felt the influence of Marsiglio in so far the idea of secularism and the
political utility of religion is concerned.
3.4 METHODS OF MACHIAVELLI
In his methodology, Machiavelli was greatly influenced by Aristotle. He
developed his political philosophy through a method that was entirely different
from medieval thinkers. Like Plato, his method was inductive rather than
deductive and he borrowed a great deal from the historical method of Aristotle.
Machiavelli believed that men in all ages and places had been the same, had been
influenced by the same motives, and had been called upon to solve the same
problems by the adoption of the same means. Therefore, he regarded that a study
of the past was very useful and helpful to throw the fullest light on the needs of
the present and would even make a prediction of the future an easy matter.
Machiavelli says that we can learn from the study of past actions of men under
certain circumstances and apply the same to similar conditions in our times. In the
history of the past, he found parallels that appealed strongly to him by their
relation to existing conditions, and he seized upon them as revelations of essential
truth. It was almost exclusively the past of classical antiquity that Machiavelli
made a subject of his study. He took delight in the study of the history of the
Greeks and Romans. In the words of Mathew Arnold, “Mac hiavelli, the history of
Greece and Rome is not an idle inquiry about remote ages and forgotten
institutions, but a living picture of things present, fitted not so much for the
curiosity of the scholar, as for the instruction of the statesman and the citizen”.
Although history has been so frequently quoted by Machiavelli, for all intents and
purposes, history was not his subject of interest. According to Prof. Dunning, “the
method of Machiavelli was historical more in appearance than in reality. He made
use of the history to reinforce the conclusions already drawn”. Sabine is of the
view “It is wrong to say that Machiavelli followed the historical method. His
method was observation guided by shrewdness and commonsense. Therefore,
Machiavelli‟s approach to political problems was not entirely historical”. It was,
in fact, an approach that was based on empiricism coupled with a historical spirit.
However, he abandoned the medieval method which makes him a child of the
Renaissance and a harbinger of the modern world.
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3.5 POLITICAL IDEAS OF MACHIAVELLI
Machiavelli was not a systematic political thinker and expressed detached views
in his various works. The following are some of the views and thoughts of
Machiavelli.
3.5.1 Vie ws on Human Nature
Human nature is the study of psychology, and politics is the study of the state. The
state is unthinkable without individuals. Thestudy of political theory is not
complete unless it is related to the nature of individuals. Such a relationship
between politics and human nature is well taken into considerations in the case of
Machiavelli. It is this conception of the study of human nature that becomes a
determining factor of his theory of government.
Machiavelli takes a very pessimistic view of human nature. He believes that men
by nature are purely selfish and are motivated by selfish desires. He expresses his
views about human nature in his „Prince‟. According to Machiavelli, human
beings are selfish, wicked, degenerate, unscrupulous, and opportunists. Also, he
neither states that man is anti-social and always tries to promote his interests. For
the promotion of his interest, he can resort to all types of methods. Men are
prepared to sacrifice collective interests to promote their interests.
Machiavelli says that men love their property more than their kiths and kins. A
person can more readily forget the murder of his father than the confiscation of his
patrimony. Men are not only weak and ignorant, they are essentially vicious and
are made good only by necessity. Therefore he suggests that a wise ruler should
never trust his counsellors, but he must depend upon his judgment. He does not
make any philosophical study of human nature and his observations are based on
the degenerated conditions prevailing at his time. According to Prof. Dunning,
“The ultimate aim of political life among men, to Machiavelli was the
consideration of material prosperity”. It is a conception that was altogether
different from the ancient and medieval conception of the state that it was an
institution devoted to the moral and intellectual uplift of a community.
Machiavelli‟s views on human nature are criticized from different angles.
Machiavelli‟s depiction of human nature is wrong. Human beings are not all
wicked but a compound of evil and good. They are neither completely good nor
completely bad. Machiavelli himself admits this in his later work „Discourses‟. If
we accept Machiavelli‟s views on human nature it suggests that fear is the basis of
the state. The state is based on the will of the people and not on fear. Machiavelli
is also wrong in so far he does not permit any scope for improvement in human
nature. He holds that human beings cannot be reformed at all. The anti-social
elements of human nature can certainly be mitigated if not eliminated through
education and improvement of socio-economic environments.
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3.5.2 Vie ws on Morality and Religion
Machiavelli attempted a formal and conscious separation between politics and
morality. His attitude towards this separation is directly governed by his
conception of human nature. Shence protectionre is essentially bad, he seeks to
isolate systematically the phenomena of politics without reference to the facts of a
moral existence. He not only rejected the cultivation of virtues like humility,
lowliness, and contempt of worldly things on which medieval thinkers laid so
much stress and considered the pursuit of well-being in this life as the sole
objective. For the attainment of these objectives, he even permitted the use of
immoral means like fraud, forgery, tricks, breach of faith, violence, etc. by the
prince. In other words to attain the unity of the country he was willing to throw
the principles of morality to the wind. He attaches more importance to the reason
of state than the principles of morality.
The moral indifference on the part of Machiavelli is sometimes cited as an
example of scientific detachment. But, according to Prof. G.H Sabine, this account
of the matter seems to be far- fetched. “Machiavelli was not detached, he was
merely interested in the single-end, political power and indifferent to all others”. It
is, however, quite definite that he was not preaching immorality for its own sake.
His basic attitude is not nihilism and he does not say that there are no moral values
in this world, nor does he anticipate a world where there would be no such values.
Therefore, it is not indifferent to morality. According to Prof. Dunning, “Moral
judgments in Machiavelli‟s philosophy are wholly subordinate to the exigencies of
political existence and welfare. He is not immoral, but unmoral, in his politics”.
In his hands, religion receives the same cold-blooded treatment. Writing about the
religious principles in „The Discourses‟ at one place, he says, “these principles
seem to me to have made menfrail and caused them to become an easy prey to
evil- minded men”. Thus while Machiavelli considers force as the prime factor for
the regulation of the affairs of the state, he also emphasizes the importance of
religion and favours the use of the church as an instrument for creating national
customs and habits of thought which will help in preserving peace and order in the
society. In other words, he wants to use religion as an instrument for the
attainment of political objectives.
Machiavelli does seem to believe that adoes notneed be done if the welfare of the
community is in question, that cruelty in a prince may be justified if the ultimate
aim is the restoration of order and safety of society, and that it is justifiable to
deceive the enemy with whom you are at war. These methods make him
essentially a student of practical politics. What he is actually concerned with is the
working of a real, and not of an ideal political life. Machiavelli‟s system tended to
make men more consistent and scientific. However, it cannot be denied that
Machiavelli‟s views on ethics and politics suffer from various shortcomings:
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Firstly, it puts a premium on the misdeeds of politicians and permits them to
commit all sorts of crimes under the seventh placeotecting the integrity of the
state.
Secondly, it is not essential that the interests of the ruler and the public would
always be the same.
Thirdly, his understanding of human nature is also faulty.
Despite these shortcomings, it cannot be denied that he deserves credit for raising
a serious question as to how far the rules of conduct of individuals could be made
applicable in the case of the state. The very intention of his remarks on morality
was to clear the path for the more general acceptance of the kind of Statecraft that
he had to teach.
3.5.3Vie ws on Forms of Governme nt
Machiavelli followed the old Aristotelian classification of government, namely
monarchy, aristocracy, and constitutional democracy. Like Cicero and Polybius,
he also reaches the conclusion that mixed form is the best and most stable. But
this point has not been elaborately discussed by him. He has concentrated his
attention on the characteristics and relative advantages of monarchies and
republics. As between monarchy and republic, he is very far from being the
thorough-going advocate of despotism. His appreciation of republican government
is no less pronounced than that of Aristotle himself. In Machiavelli‟s opinion
republics keep faith better than princes. The mass of the people according to him
is the best support for an elective monarchy; to be the most effective instrument
for the maintenance of independence, and to be far less productive of internal
disturbance than the aristocracy. The leading motive of the upper class he
conceives is to be in all cases the passion for the exercise of authority, while the
masses desire only peace and order. Thus what Plato and Aristotle regarded as
unworthy of consideration, by either statesman or philosopher, becomes with
Machiavelli the central point of interest.
3.5.4 Vie ws on State
Machiavelli considered the state as the highest association to which the subjects
must completely surrender. It came into existence to check the selfish interests of
human beings and was an artificial creation. It was expected to promote the
material prosperity of the people. According to Machiavelli, a successful state was
one that is founded by a single man and the laws which he creates reflect the
national character of the state. In other words, he favoured Monarchy and
completely abhorred Aristocracy.
Machiavelli classified the states as normal and perverted. The normal state is one
in which citizens were faithful and law-abiding. They possess the spirit of
patriotism. On the other hand in a perverted state, these qualities are absent. A
normal state has a tendency to expand and grow and is also expected to be selfsufficient. He also lays down detailed rules for the preservation and strengthening
of the state. Some of the important suggestions he made are:
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 Firstly, the state should have a reliable army composed of native troops
and should not depend on foreign soldiers.
 Secondly, he considers the Republican state as the best, but under the then
prevailing conditions he favouredthe Monarchical state. He does not
consider the despotic government as permanent and argues that only a
Republican government in which people have some share in the conduct of
the business of government and enactment of laws can be permanent.
 Thirdly, his view on the state is completely secular in so far ashe does not
attribute any unearthly reason to its existence. He attaches great
importance to the interplay of materialistic interest and even subordinates
the Church to the state. However, realizing that the church is a powerful
institution, he advises the prince to respect the religion followed by his
subjects. In the words of Foster “Machiavelli attributes to religion an
important place in the state; but a place within the state, not above it or
beside it”.
 Fourthly, the state has a natural tendency to expand or grow in power. This
tendency is present in both Republican as well as Monarchical states. In a
monarchy, the prince resorts to the policy of expansion because of his
insatiable craving for power, whereas in the Republican system, it has to
follow the policy of expansion per force of consideration of its existence in
the competitive world. To quote Machiavelli “All free governments have
two principal ends: one of which is to enlarge their dominions and the
other to preserve their liberties”.
 Fifthly, law occupies an important position in the state. Though
Machiavelli regards force and fear as important instruments in
administration, yet he also considers good laws as the foundation stones of
the state. He is of the view that the law enacted by the law- giver is not
only helpful in regulating and controlling the actions of the citizens but
also helps in the growth of civil and moral virtues among the citizens and
the development of national character. The law-giver is not only the
architect of the state but of society as well.
3.5.5 Suggestions to the Prince
Machiavelli was mostly concerned with the art of government. Therefore he only
made casual references to the theory of state and dealt in detail with the principles
which the prince should observe to retain power. Some of such suggestions are as
follows:
a. The prince should crush all opposition to his authority with an iron hand
and should not hesitate to make use of ruthless force.
b. As force is an expensive and inefficient method of attaining the objective,
a ruler should also use methods of propaganda and religion to calm the
people into submission.
c. The prince should try to take quick and firm decisions because hesitation
can prove very harmful.
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d. The prince should try to maintain peace and abundance in the country so
that people can live a comfortable life.
e. The prince should maintain a well-trained and regular national army of his
citizens.
f. The prince should be a good soldier and commander.
g. The prince should try to maintain his popularity and earn the love and
affection of the people.
h. The prince should try to cultivate public spirit and patriotism among his
citizens through education, religion and propaganda.
i. The prince should be better feared than loved. By creating fear he can get
people‟s obedience for a longer duration.
j. The prince must maintain utmost secrecy in the conduct of the state‟s
affairs.
k. It is not essential for the prince to be always honest. In the interest of the
state, he should not mind resorting to fraud and other dishonest means.
l. The prince should not under any circumstances cause harm to the property
and women of his subjects.
m. The prince should be a good showman and project himself as the
embodiment of qualities like generosity, kind-heartedness, mercy,
sincerity, humanity, bravery, and religiousness.
n. The prince must avoid the company of flatterers because it may affect his
sense of judgment.
o. The prince should not have permanent friends or enemies.
p. The prince should mix up only with a handful of counselors, who have
proved their sincerity.
q. The prince should try to collect the strength of his enemy through
intelligence.
r. The prince should be either lavish in keeping with the general feeling of
the subjects.
s. Under normal conditions, the prince can favour the promotion of liberty
and public spirit.
t. Finally, the prince should follow expansionist policy. Failure to expand the
stateshall lead to its stagnation and decline.
In addition to the above suggestions, Machiavelli gave numerous other
suggestions for his prince. Prof. Chester C. Maxey has rightly said“Machiavelli is
the most universally reprobated figure in the history of political literature; the man
whose percepts are universally disavowed in principle, but regularly followed in
practice”.
3.5.6 On Theory of the Extension and Presentation of Dominion
Machiavelli is not merely satisfied by developing a body of doctrines in relation to
morality and religion, but he also puts forward practical suggestions for the
statesman in relation to his dominion. The theory and practice of extending
monarchic doctrine are chiefly to be found in the „The Prince‟, while the
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expansion of republics is the theme of „The Discourses‟. In „The Prince‟,
Machiavelli discusses the question of the acquisition and extension of princely
power. According to him, dominions are acquired by the individuals‟ resources
and ability. Also, he states that the tendency of extension is found both in
republics and monarchies. The prince is compelled to follow such a policy by the
insatiable craving for power, which is natural to man, and a republic, if not
impelled by choice, is sure to be driven to it by necessity. In explaining his theory
of the extension of dominion, he recommends the techniques and methods
employed by the Roman Republic. The elements of the Roman system, for
example, are: increase the population of the city, acquire allies rather than
subjects, establish colonies in the conquered territory, carry on war rather field
campaigns, keep the state rich and the individual poor, and utmost care in
maintaining a well- trained army. It is Machiavelli‟s conviction based on his
observation of Italian politics, that a well- trained citizen soldierly is indispensable
in a republic, not only for aggrandizement but even for maintaining existence.
In „Discourses‟, Machiavelli explains that it is not money, but good soldiers who
are in reality the essence of strength. He is of the view “Money will not always
procure good soldiers, but good soldiers will always procure money”. The use of
craft without force is meaningless. He holds it unquestionable truth that men can
never arise to greatness without the use of force and craft, but while force without
craft is never sufficient, craft without force will meet with success.Machiavelli
suggests that for the preservation of dominion, it is necessary to respect the
established customs and institutions of the land. It applies to both hereditary and
usurping monarchs.
3.6 SHORTCOMINGS IN MACHIAVELLI
Machiavelli is probably one of the most misunderstood political thinkers. Though
he contributed many new ideas, his thought contains a number of inconsistencies
and suffers from numerous defects. Some of the inconsistencies and defects are
mentioned below:
 Firstly, there is inconsistency in his assumption about the nature of man
and his motives which is outlined in the „Prince‟ and the „Discourses‟. In
„Prince‟ he asserts that man is inherently selfish and is incapable of doing
good unless obliged to do so. On the other hand in „Discourses‟, he says
that men are neither utterly wicked nor perfectly good. The human
character is rather complex.
 Secondly, it is said that Machiavelli's ideas are highly superficial and he
failed to build up a proper political theory. Which lacks any logical and
philosophical structure.
 In the third place; his philosophy was both narrowly local and narrowly
dated. He saw the people around him behaving in an utterly crooked
manner and assumed that all human beings are bad. It was wrong to
generalize about human nature from the experience of Italian society
which had greatly degenerated during his times.
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 Fourthly, his principle that „ends justify the means has been severely
condemned. His doctrine went a long way in corrupting public opinion in
many parts of the world and encouraging unscrupulous political practices
all over the world. It is true that in the world of imperfect men the moral
principles have to be sometimes sacrificed for the sake of expediency, but
it does not mean that the doctrine that „end justifies the means‟ always
holds good.
 Fifthly, Machiavelli attaches undue importance to the role of force in
keeping the people united. He wrongly underestimates the important part
played by the willing co-operation of the people in forging unity and
effective working of the state.
 In the sixth place, he has exaggerated the role of the ruler or the lawgiver
in shaping the moral, religious and economic life of the people. He holds
that the lawgiver was the architect, not only of the state but also of the
society. In reality, society comes first and gives shape to the state. The
state in turn frames the ruler.
 Seventhly, Machiavelli finds an identity between the interests of the prince
and the subjects and vests full authority in the prince to act as he likes in
the interest of the state.
 Eighthly, there is an apparent contradiction between Machiavelli‟s
appreciation of the monarchical government and his euogisation of the
republican government.
 Finally, Machiavelli recommends princedom for forming new states or
reforming a corrupt state but it must ultimately be replaced by the
Republican government. However, he does not provide any mechanism for
the smooth switch over from despotism to the republican government. It is
indeed too much to expect from a prince to find a state or reform a corrupt
state. His approach in this regard is highly illogical.
3.7 CONTRIBUTIONS TO POLITICAL THOUGHT
Machiavelli was an excellent epitome of his time. Modern political thought, in
reality, begins with Machiavelli. His chief contributions to the history of political
thought which left an abiding impact on the subsequent political thinkers for
centuries can be summed up as follows:
 Firstly, he completely rejected the feudal conception of a hierarchy of
autonomous entities and envisaged a territorial, national and sovereign
state which enjoyed supreme power over all the institutions in the society.
 Secondly, he deserves credit for separating politics from the clutches of
ethics. He for the first time asserted that there were two distinct standards
of morality for the state and the individuals and freed the state from the
shackles of moral principles.
 In the third place; Machiavelli was the first thinker to emphatically
denounce the authority of the Church and tried to reduce it to a subordinate
position to the government. He also refused to accord any prominent
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position to the divine law in his state. However, he was not against the idea
of using religion as an instrument for the promotion of state interests.
Fourthly, for the first time, he offered a materialistic interpretation of the
origin of the state and completely ignored the metaphysical or supernatural
elements.
Fifthly, he was the first exponent of the principle of „power politics‟ and
propounded the theory of aggrandizement, which insisted that the state
must expand or perish.
Sixthly, his historical method was another important contribution to the
history of political thought.
Seventhly, Machiavelli was a great pragmatist thinker.
Eighthly, he attached great importance to the study of human psychology
and advised rulers to formulate policies keeping in view the wishes and
sentiments of the people.

3.8 SUMMARY
Machiavelli, the father of modern political theory introduced certain new
possibilities in political philosophy. Prior to him, political power was considered
for attaining certain higher ends such as justice, law, good life, and freedom.
Machiavelli burnt all these ethical, religious, and cultural ends of the state. He
considered political power as an end in itself and confined his inquiries to the
means that suited to acquire, retain and expand power. He separated power from
morality, ethics, religion, and metaphysics. He distinguished sharply between
politics and religious principles. More precisely, he treats religious institutions as
the instruments of the politicians for giving sentimental support to the stability and
bravery of the state. He is a secularist but, he does not boggle to recognize the
influence of religion. He looks forward clearly the concept of sovereignty and the
corresponding notion of the national territorial state.
There is, however, no dearth of writers who have passed remarks and j udgments
against Machiavelli. According to Dr. Murray, Machiavelli was clear-sighted but
not far-sighted. C.J Fox said, “what is morally wrong can never be politically
right”. It is a statement that eternally condemns the political ideas of Machiavelli.
Prof. Jaszi describes Machiavelli as the founder of an immoral and untrue
doctrine. The character and the true meaning of his philosophy have been one of
the enigmas of modern history. To conclude in the words of Prof. G.H Sabine,
“He was an utter cynic, an impassioned patriot, an ardent nationalist, a political
Jesuit, a convinced democrat, and an unscrupulous seeker after the favour of
despots”.
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3.9 EXERCISE
1.
2.
3.
4.

Why Machiavelli is considered the father of modern political theory?
Elucidate Machiavelli‟s views on State and its preservation.
Discuss the shortcomings of Machiavelli‟s political philosophy.
Analyze Machiavelli‟s place in the history of political thought.
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4.1 OBJECTIVE
This unit focuseson the life, philosophy and works of the English philosopher
Thomas Hobbes. After going through this unit, you will be able to:
 Understand the life and philosophy of Thomas Hobbes;
 Become familiar with the various influences and methodology of Hobbes;



Identify the political ideas of Thomas Hobbes and
Critically examine the contributions and shortcomings of Hobbes‟s
philosophy

4.2 INTRODUCTION
“My mother gave birth to twins, myself and fear in the year 1558 AD.”
(Thomas Hobbes)
“The condition of man is a condition of war of everyone against everyone.”
(Thomas Hobbes)
45

Thomas Hobbes, an English philosopher, is popularly known for his political
philosophy. With his political philosophy, he has established himself as an
important figure in western political thought. His philosophy revolves around a
wide-ranging interests starting from justice to rights, liberty, citizenship and
sovereignty. Due to his notion of political ideology in form of absolute
sovereignty. Hobbes is regarded as the father of modern political science. Hobbes,
a great philosopher, and political thinker is best known for his philosophy as
articulated in the „Leviathan‟ which is considered as a masterpiece of political
philosophy.
Hobbes has pioneered the thesis of the Social Contract and vested the sovereign
(the Leviathan)the highest political authority. Hobbes is better known for his
contributions and his importance in western political thought is recognized by
making comparisons with philosophers before and after him. While Machiavelli
attempted a formal separation between politics and morality; John Locke accepted
the thesis of Hobbes in living together of human beings and justification of
authority in the form of protection of rights of the members in a society. As
outlined earlier, Hobbes is known for his significant contributions to the political
philosophy which is known as social contract theory. His social contract method is
based upon the conclusion that in a society, absolute authority is vested with
sovereign power. It is of utmost importance to analyze the contributions of
Hobbes as a philosopher and thinker and his political thought is reflected in his
comprehensive and multi- faceted ideas of philosophy.
4.3 LIFE JOURNEY HOBBES
Thomas Hobbes was an English philosopher whose political philosophy
dominated the discipline of western political thought in the 17th century and has
contemporary relevance as on today. Hobbes‟s life is mostly influenced by the
political events in England and Scotland. Born in 1588 in the small town of
Wiltshire in England, Hobbes was the son of a clergyman. He was not born to
power or wealth and while his father left home and never returned, his uncle
provided for his education at Oxford University. His learning at Oxford, helped
Hobbes to find a position of a tutor to the son of the Cavendishes, a recognized
noble family. The Cavendish family were Hobbes‟ patrons throughout his life.
Hobbes witnessed political and constitutional uncertainties caused by the English
Civil War. He finds himself in a place where the responsibilities of the king,
members of society, and members of parliament were discussed, debated, and
indeed influenced. In 1610, Hobbes visited Europe along with Cavendish. Hobbes
became the tutor of Cavendish‟s son after the death of Cavendish. After the death
of Cavendish, Hobbes had the opportunity to travel Europe twice more and
meeting leading thinkers and philosophers like Galileo and Rene Descartes.
Hobbes was of the opinion that everything including man and society, morals and
politics could be simply explained and analyzed on the basis of the Laws of
Motion. Galileo‟s Laws of Falling and Kepler‟s Laws of Planetary Motion had
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undoubtedly made an impact on Hobbes. During the English Civil Wars, Hobbes
was compelled to leave the country for his security and safety and lived in France
from 1640 to 1651 AD. Some of the philosophers argue that his stay in Paris was
the most fruitful period of his intellectual life and philosophical fame. Hobbes was
recognized by his reputation as a scientist and thinker through which he was able
to come in contact with major contemporary European intellectuals like Gassendi,
Descartes, and Mersenne.
Hobbes lived in a time of upheaval and turmoil taking place in England. This
turmoil had social, cultural, economic, political, military, and religious aspects
and causes. Irrespective of the turmoil throughout his life, Hobbes has established
himself in many fields with a range of varied subjects starting from mathematics,
science to metaphysics and epistemology. Although social and political turmoil
affected Hobbes‟s life and shaped his philosophical thought, it never disturbed his
intellectual growth and development.
The main works of Hobbes include De Cive, which he wrote in 1642 AD; the
Leviathan, which he wrote while in exile in France and was published in London
on his return in 1651AD, the „De Corpore Politico‟ published in 1655 AD and De
Homine in 1658 AD. His most famous work was Leviathan. It is an important
contribution of Hobbes through which his ideas and philosophy can be better
understood. Hobbes took his last breathe on 4 December 1679 at Hardwick Hall in
Derbyshire, one of the Cavendish family‟s homes.
4.4 INFLUENCES AND METHODOLOGY OF HOBBES
Hobbes was largely influenced by his association with the royal family and the
political developments during his time. In addition to this, he also felt the impact
of numerous other political thinkers, scientists, and mathematicians. He took the
idea of the social contract from Plato and Hooker. The impact of Machiavelli is
visible in the Hobbesian depiction of human nature. He borrowed the concept of
the law of nature from Grotius and equated the laws of nature with „dictates of
reason‟. He borrowed the concept of sovereignty from Bodin. The concept of the
mechanical nature of the world which formed the broad basis of Hobbes's
philosophy was borrowed from Galileo. For his materialistic theory and scientific
methods, he was influenced by Desecrates. The impact of Euclid is visible in his
appreciation for Geometry, which he liberally applied to the study of politics.
The scientific method is one of the greatest contributions of Hobbes to political
theory. He applied it for the first time to social sciences and tried to draw
deductions from the axioms, assumptions, and already established truths. There
are three different parts of Hobbes philosophy: the first dealing with the physical
phenomenon called „physics‟, the second dealing with a mental phenomenon
which is called „psychology‟, and the third dealing with „civil‟ philosophy. The
third part of his philosophy is the most complex of all. It goes to the credit of
Hobbes that he made politics more scientific and modern than any of his
predecessors could do. His methodology has three- fold significance:
47

a) Firstly, he completely rejected the medieval conception of the existence of
soul or spirit and tried to interpret everything in materialist terms.
b) Secondly, his method involved the rejection of the medieval theory that
state was the result of the Classical Fall. He asserted the formation of a
state by individuals to free them from the fear of endless anarchy,
confusion, and chaos.
c) Thirdly, his method gave rise to the individualistic mode of thinking. He
begins with individuals and ends with individuals.

4.5 THE POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY OF HOBBES
„The Leviathan‟ of Hobbes, which Professor F.W Coker thinks, “is the first
comprehensive work in political philosophy from the hands of an Englishman,
“placed him at once in the front rank of political thinkers and his theory became
from the moment of its appearance the center of animated controversy and
enormous influence throughout Western Europe”. Some of his ideas are discussed
below:
4.5.1 Vie ws on Human Nature
Hobbes makes the individuals the springboard of his thought. He treats individuals
not as a rational creatures but as an embodiment of passions, emotions and
desires. In other words, man according to Hobbes is highly self-centered. Hobbes
believes that men by birth are equal. Some have better mental abilities and some
are physically strong, the desire to have the same things brings them in clash with
each other. He is of the view that competition, glory, and differences make people
brute and quarrelsome. He further says that every individual has a perpetual and
restless desire for power after power, which ceases only in death. As all men are
roughly equal and desire more or less the same things, there is possibility of „war
of every man against every man‟.
In short, man is essentially selfish, contentious, quarrelsome, mean, wicked, nonaltruistic, non-rational, impulsive, and self-centered. In this respect, his views are
quite close to the views expressed by Machiavelli. The only difference between
the two is while Machiavelli did not assign any reasons for the bad nature of man,
Hobbes tries to explain it in scientific terms. However, Hobbes's views on human
nature have been severely criticized because he depicts human beings as antisocial, self-centered, and egoistic. It is really difficult to understand how such
people became social and took initiative in the evolution of the civil society or
suddenly are assigned with the reason which compelled them to create the state.
4.5.2Vie ws on the State of Nature
Hobbes‟s social contract theory begins with the concept of the state of nature. By
that, he means human beings are equal and the state of nature represents a
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situation without government. It is a human condition prior to the formation of
civil society per se. Each individual is governed by a body of law and each
individual possesses the natural right to protect and preserve, to judge, to claim,
and to seek power. To Hobbes, all individuals are equal in physical and mental
capacity. State of nature is considered as the condition of mere nature based on a
state of private judgment where every individual is capable to defend himself
against threats from other individuals to preserve and protect themselves. Hobbes
shaped his theory of the state of nature on empirical and normative assumptions to
justify that no one is invulnerable or can dominate or be dominated by others.
This equality of ability leads each individual in acquiring good things for himself
as the attempt to preserve their own lives is stronger with some individuals. All
individuals struggle to accumulate goods or in other words the nature of selfpreservation of desires, objects, and goods for self-existence. As the resources are
limited, they have a tendency to competition or to partiality as a result there is an
atmosphere of distrust and conflict of interest among individuals. This way
competition for goods of life or to acquire things becomes a struggle for power
which leads the individuals to dominate and control others. Because without
power one cannot either acquire goods or objects nor can retain what has been
acquired. As stated in the Leviathan, Hobbes opined that in the state of nature, due
to this struggle for power, a sense of insecurity or fear develops and individuals
come into a state of war. To Hobbes, in the state of nature, three things mainly
competition, distrust, and the desire for glory are the main causes of quarrels.
While the first one makes the individual an invader for gain, the second and third
are for safety and reputation respectively.
To Hobbes, each person in the state of nature has a right to preserve himself and
this is the right to do whatever for self-preservation as per one‟s own judgment.
This invites further disagreement among individuals in exercising power over
others. Hobbes imagines a state of nature where there is no common authority to
redress the disagreement or disputes among individuals, it is categorized as a war
of all against all or in other words a state of war. In this context, every individual
becomes the enemy of the other and the lack of cooperation puts the individual in
a miserable situation what Hobbes puts as solitary, nasty, brutish, poor, and short.
The desires to preserve the goods for own lives against the fear of violence from
others are the core idea of Hobbes‟s state of nature. Since conflict and quarrel are
inherent in human nature, some scholars argue that Hobbes‟s primary idea of the
state of nature deals with the clash of ideas, beliefs, and ideologies but the
Hobbesian state of nature relates to differences among individuals on desirable
and undesirable; good and evil. So in this context, there can be no justice, morality
but a natural right of everybody to everything. Primarily Hobbesian state of nature
is centered on the concept of natural right. This is called the most significant
contribution to western political thought by Hobbes.
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4.5.3 Vie ws on Laws of Nature
Hobbes argues that the state of nature is a war of all against all; in other words, a
miserable condition in which the human ends are not realized. Hobbes has
discussed various measures to prevent it or to escape the situation. The first and
foremost is to seek peace in order to avoid war or violence and make necessary
efforts to attain or preserve it. All individuals beyond the state of nature agree that
peace is good and the way or means of peace are good as well. A rational way of
preservation of goods is more effective and leads to peace, safety and security of
all individuals. In this way, all individuals can easily avoid war or conflict or
violence with other individuals. Hobbes calls these practical theorems of peace as
Laws of Nature.
The Laws of Nature as argued by Hobbes are the foundation and origin of the
state or civil society. A number of political philosophers apply this mode l in
agreement with the Hobbesian concept of laws of nature. The laws of nature are
conceptualized on the dichotomy of the state of nature and civil society. The
major characteristics can be outlined below:







The state of nature is the origin and foundation of civil society.
The state of nature and civil society are opposed to each other as the state
of nature deals with individuals who do not live in society but are
sociable.
The transition from state of nature to civil society is voluntary.
Civil society takes place through conventions by individuals of the state of
nature who leave the state of nature by choice and
The principle of legitimation is the consent of the individual.

While Hobbes proposed nineteen laws of nature, some scholars consider the first
three laws which are primarily important and crucial i.e. (a) seek peace and follow
it; (b) surrender the natural right to all things, and (c) individuals must honour
their contracts.
While these characteristics as mentioned above will be taken into consideration, it
will be found that the laws of nature are based on hypothetical presumptions and
they exist if certain conditions are fulfilled.
4.5.4

Vie ws on Social Contract and the Sovereign

Hobbes argues that a collective endeavour is necessary to leave the state of nature
to acquire peace by giving up all his rights based on everyone‟s agreement. He
conceptualized this collective endeavour of individuals as the social contract. In
other words, the social contract is the foundation of an authentic body as a pact or
agreement by all individuals. It indicates a way to preserve oneself and safely
acquire goods. The social contract is not an agreement or contract between the
ruled and the ruler rather a pact between individuals to establish rule. The notion
of the social contract is linked with the idea of equality means all individuals are
equally free.
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Hobbes defines the social contract in the context of laws of nature and it is the
way to leave the state of nature. His idea of the laws of nature is not obligatory on
his idea of the state of nature as seeking peace or acquiring goods peacefully in
the state of nature is destructive. For Hobbes, nothing is naturally just or unjust.
Justice and peace exist as a convenience only. While some critics and scholars use
the terms like a contract, convention interchangeably, Hobbes provides a clear-cut
distinction between these two. To Hobbes, contract means mutual transferring of
rights and covenant stands for delivering the things as contracted on one‟s part
and leaving to perform his part with trust and promise for future performance.
In order to escape from the state of nature, individuals surrender their rights and
establish a third person or body of persons. When individuals by common consent
mutually covenant each to the others, they establish what Hobbes calls
sovereignty by institution. Hobbes also coined the concept of sovereignty by
acquisition or conquest which means when threatened, individuals covena nt for
protection by promising obedience. These are legitimate ways of establishing
sovereignty, as Hobbes states.
This type of social covenant includes the surrender of rights on one hand and
authorization of sovereign power on the other. Because when there is no sanction
for justice, individuals require some guarantee that everybody as part of the
contract will be obedient and perform their part by keeping their words. In the
view of Hobbes, individuals require a visible power to remind them regarding the
purpose of the contract, to force the individuals to keep their promises by fear of
punishment.
All individuals as part of a social contract expect equal treatment by the sovereign
in matters of justice. Hobbes categorically defined justice as equality intreatment
and equality in rights. Once the sovereign power was created, it would be
bestowed with all powers. The contract creates civil society and political authority
per se as all the individuals surrender their rights or limit their sovereignty
voluntarily by creating a civil society.The sovereign power as opined by Hobbes
has the responsibility to enact legitimate laws as deemed fit.
Though Hobbes preferred monarchy to other forms of government his main
concern was that the powers and authority of the sovereign bedefined with the
least ambiguity by arguing that an effective government must have absolute
authority. Hobbes defines the power to transform the desire for a contract into a
commonwealth sovereign, the Leviathan, or the king of the proud. The sovereign
is instituted out of a covenant among individuals. The sovereign himself stands
outside the covenant. In other words, he is a beneficiary of the contract, but not a
party to it. Each individual makes an agreement with every individual.
Although some scholars argue that the Leviathan is a king but to Hobbes, the
sovereign power consists of one or many and the Leviathan equally describes
different forms of a monarchy or an aristocracy or a democracy. The sovereign
has absolute powers due to the surrender of powers by the individuals. The
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powers of the sovereign are neither divided nor limited. Since family, religion,
kinship, etc. were not pre-requisite of civil society or sociability of individuals in
view of Hobbes, he proclaimed that law was not derived from the social
institutions of individuals, but was the command of the sovereign.
4.5.5

Vie ws on Sovereign: Rights and Duties

Hobbesian sovereignty is absolute, indivisible, inalienable, and perpetual. The
sovereign has the right and duty as well to govern and resolve all conflicts through
the right of judicature. When individuals or subjects establish a sovereign by
authorizing it, they agree with the principle that not to hold the sovereign liable
for any errors in judgment. The subjects have no appeal against the will of the
sovereign. The sovereign is not limited by any customary or statutory law or rights
of the subjects. Since the sovereign was the result of their social contract, the
subjects have a duty and an obligation to obey the sovereign. The sovereign is
obliged to act according to Natural Law and none of the actions of the sovereign
can be challenged if violative of reason and justice. Since the subjects authorize
the sovereign to act on their behalf, no one can complain that the sovereign is
acting wrongly or differently.
The sovereign has the right to make war and peace with other nations as the
ultimate source of authority. As Hobbes stated, the subjects have no right to
change the form of their government because they were bound to obey a
particular sovereign and acknowledge his public acts as their own. As the
individuals entered into a contract with one another and not with the sovereign
power, hence they are never free from the subjection of the sovereign. The
sovereign‟s subjects had a duty and an obligation to obey the sovereign since the
sovereign was the result of their social contract. There is no right to disobedience
or rebellion. In other words, to resist or to disobey the sovereign means to opt for
the state of nature where a war of all against all prevails.
While discussing the sovereign and absolutism, Hobbes defined various reasons
for why the sovereign is to be obeyed by its subjects. Firstly; if subjects disobey
the sovereign they would be punished.Secondly; there is a consideration that
individuals must protect their contracts, provide others the opportunity to do so as
per the laws of nature. The Leviathan prescribes that all individuals adhereto the
terms of the covenant. Lastly, the sovereign is an authorized representative of the
individuals, created by their consent to act on their behalf.
The political obligation could be derived from natural laws with an independent
authority to which Hobbes viewed as the will or command of God.It is understood
that there is a crucial role played by the laws of nature that prompted the
individuals in the state of nature to institute the sovereign. These laws of nature
persisted through the state of nature into the formation of civil society and were
categorically moral in nature; in other words, morally obligatory. The political
setup as viewed by Hobbes indicates a system of rules which has a pre-requisite of
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civil peace only. The rules could be operative if justice is understood as equality
and fairness.
Broadly as argued by some scholars, Hobbesian philosophy revolves around two
basic principles i.e. a system of motives and a system of obligation. While the first
one includes theprinciple of self-preservation, the other one persists in an
obligation to the natural law. Hobbes understood political obligation as essentially
based on a theory of duty within the natural law tradition. There was a nexus
between salvation and obedience, and political obligation was essentially moral.
4.5.6

Vie ws on Religion and Church

Hobbes stressed the power of the sovereign to determine the public observance of
religion. Hobbes categorically emphasized religion throughout his political
philosophy as the question of religious freedom and relation between the church
and the state prominently figure in the arena of political thought during the 17 th
century. He argues that religion can be an obstacle to public peace since it can
validate authorities possibly other than the authorities as designated by the
sovereign.
To Hobbes, a church is governed by commonwealth like other associations and
without the sanction of the sovereign, any profession of faith is unlawful. Hobbes
makes an attempt to counter the religious threat to public peace by categorically
making a distinction between public worship and private belief. In the
commonwealth, subjects owe obedience to the sovereign and subjects must be
permitted to private belief unless that approach tries to influence the public
argument or peace with their personal beliefs. Hobbes pointed out that a minimal
number of associations or groups are better for ensuring peace in the society with
the permission of the sovereign. In his view, the church was subordinate to the
sovereign. The teachings of the church are lawful when authorized by the
sovereign.
4.5.7

Vie ws on Family and Women

Hobbes was one of the earliest western philosophers to consider women as
persons when conceptualizing the social contract among individuals. Being a
proponent of equality, he argued that nature provided no rationale for inequality of
rights and privileges. While the pact was a result of voluntary consent of all
individuals for the protection of self, henceprotection is required by both the
subject and the child, who were dependent on the sovereign and parents
respectively. In the case of a child, it was the mother as a parent w ho
constituted authority and guaranteed protection by virtue of giving birth to the
child. Hobbes argues that all individuals are equal as the y all are subject to
domination and all are capable of dominating others too. In Hobbes‟s view,
authority is neither male nor female, and women can be sovereigns also.
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Family is a conventional institution not by virtue of marriage or biological
parenthood rather in rational terms. The family does not symbolize the
relationship based on sentiments but established with the consent of individuals.
Though Hobbesian philosophy is revolved around human equality, the male or
father has exclusive jurisdiction within the family. Hobbes justifies that it is the
fathers not mothers who instituted the civil societies and the wife/mother as a free
and equal individual disappeared with the establishment of civil society.
4.6 THOMAS HOBBES: A CRITICAL ASSESSMENT
Hobbes, a great philosopher, and political thinker has contributed significantly to
the domain of western political thought. But his contributions are subject to
criticism by different scholars. Some criticisms and inconsistencies in the
Hobbesian philosophy are outlined below:
At first; Hobbesian philosophy is not based on scientific materialism rather
philosophical rationalism.
Secondly; the search for power and glory was central to Hobbesian thought. While
Aristotle‟s idea behind the formation of the government was a virtue, for Hobbes
it was security. In contrary to Machiavelli‟s idea of republican liberty, Hobbes
preferred security as a form of liberty.
Thirdly; there is a contradiction between natural law and the absolute power of the
sovereign. While Hobbes argues that individuals surrender all their rights apart
from one right of protection of own lives, the power of the sovereign cannot be
considered as absolutism. The divine and natural law limit the power of the
sovereign.
In the fourth place; Hobbes argued that preservation of property is also one of the
purposes behind surrender of rights in the social contract. But the sovereign has
the power to tax and has no need to appropriate the entire property of the
commonwealth which undoubtedly limits the power of the sovereign.
Fifthly; the sovereign has the absolute right to declare war and make peace.
Hobbes suggested that obligation of the subject to the sovereign depends on the
ability of the sovereign to protect his subjects. There might be certain
circumstances where the sovereign faces a defeat in war or held prisoner, and then
the entire concept of the obligation of the subjects begins to be dismissed.
Sixthly; Hobbes fails to analyze the conflict between the state and individual
freedom as the sovereign does not put an end to the war of all against all rather
restricts it to economic behaviour.
In the seventh-place; while the initial thoughts of Hobbes are central to the idea of
natural right, in the idea of civil society, the natural rights of the individual are
quite restricted.
Finally; Hobbes failed to justify the constraints or limits on the sovereign while
making judgments about moral requirements.
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4.7 CONTRIBUTIONS OF HOBBES
For proper appreciation of his views, it is desirable to discuss the contributions of
Hobbes. His chief contribution was that he universalized a particular problem.
Some of his contributions are as follow:
 Firstly, Hobbes is credited to have emphasized the theory of sovereignty.
In this respect, he clearly pointed out the notion of the modern state.
 Secondly, he was the first thinker to conceive the state as a human
institution.
 Thirdly, he was the first great individualist who emphasized that state as
merely a means for the promotion of the interests of the individuals.
 Fourthly, he justifies the powers and actions of the state only in so far as
they contribute to the security of human beings. Utilitarianism, which was
a logical consequence of his individualism, was another important
contribution of Hobbes to political thought. Bentham who developed the
utilitarian philosophy drew inspiration from Hobbes.
 Fifthly, he applied the scientific method to the study of Political Science
and emphasized that all human ideas and social phenomena were derived
from moving particles. According to G.H.Sabine, he treated political
philosophy as part of a mechanistic body of scientific knowledge.
 Sixthly, Hobbes repudiated the classical doctrine of the law of nature and
advocated the concept of positive law. He asserted that only man- made
law can be effective in human affairs.
 Seventhly, according to Prof. W.A. Dunning, “the idea of the contract of
the individual with the individual was one of the most distinctive
contributions of Hobbes.” Hobbes gave the idea of a contract among
individuals to which the king or the ruler was not a party. On the other
hand, the sovereign or the king emerged as a result of this contract.
4.8 SUMMARY
Hobbes laid down a systematic theory ofsovereignty, law, human nature, and
political obligation. According to him the root cause of conflict among
individuals were the passions of desire and to acquire goods. Since resources
were limited, competition and struggle were found for power to retain as
acquired. Self-preservation is a fundamental right of nature, thus similarly, a
basic law. The highest contribution of Hobbes was his philosophy of
individualism. The individuals retained their natural right for self-preservation
even after surrendering their rights and entering into the social contract. Hobbes
began the notion of representative government with a clear-cut understanding
that government does not rule rather represents.
While there are much controversy and his ideas continue to be contentious but
Hobbes‟s contributions to western political thought are worthy and laudable.
There is a moral force behind the laws because there is a requirement of a system
or authority for the enforcement of the same.Undoubtedly understanding the
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historic transformation of humankind, an understanding of Hobbes is an
essential prerequisite. A number of ideas as propagated by Hobbes are relevant
in modern times such as the rights of the sovereign in taxation and property; the
relationship between religion and politics etc. In view of his numerous
contributions to political philosophy, we can agree with Hacker “Hobbes created
a theory which embraces Psychology, Sociology, Political Science and integrates
these into a coherent theoretical framework”.
4.9 EXERCISE
1. What is the Hobbesian concept of the state of nature and what are its major
characteristics?
2. Briefly mention the concept of the social contract.
3. Explain the powers and functions of the Sovereign.
4. Critically analyze the contributions of Hobbes to western political thought.
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