Niccolo Machiavelli (1469 - 1527)
· Machiavelli was born and lived in Florence. The Prince, written around 1513 was dedicated to Lorenzo de Medici, a brutal ruler of Florence.
· Machiavelli was a diplomat.
· He was considered one of the first political philosophers and the founder of tactics, the art of war.
· The Prince remains his most popular work in which he describes human nature and what should and should not be expected from a ruler.
· Machiavelli’s philosophy has been believed to be just the opposite of Plato’s
· However, there are many similarities between the two thinkers.
· The Prince, sections/chapters 15-19, Machiavelli and Plato.
· The first idea is the idea of state.
· Plato’s Republic – describing an imaginary and non-achievable state.
· How things are vs how things ought to be
· Plato always talk about how things are supposed to be so Machiavelli talks about what really happens.
· Machiavelli’s method: scientific (descriptive) and critical approach of dissection of all available facts (an approach typical for the Renaissance).
· For Machiavelli, however, just like for Plato, the state is also a unity that requires balance.
· Two types of cities.
· Human nature: 
· Machiavelli: Humans are a ‘sorry lot’.
· Human nature is a mixture of good and evil, of virtues and vices, and in many cased vices prevail.
· Human soul:
· Machiavelli: the human soul is weakened and corrupt, that is, not harmonious. (It is a mixture)
· Machiavelli: we live in a wold of appearance (a world of imperfection and deception) and, just like Plato, Machiavelli thought that the soul is more often than not deceived by appearance and the outcomes of things.
· For Machiavelli humans are much more interested in the consequences than in the reasons/sources of things. We have no access to the world of forms and we don’t know what it is.
· The world of forms: not a concern for ordinary people or for the ruler either.
· The ruler: 
· The Machiavellian ruler differs considerably from Plato’s ruler.
· A ruler should be able to balance between virtues and vices(opposite of virtue)
· Ordinary people can afford to be either only bad or only good. But a ruler cannot afford to be either the one or the other.
· Main reason: We live in a world of appearances, and virtues and vices are contingent, that is, they depend on the situation.
· So, virtues or vices are such according to their consequence and circumstances.
· Machiavelli’s balance – not   Plato’s balance
· Thus, for Machiavelli, the highest virtue for a ruler must be wisdom.
· Machiavelli’s wisdom – not Plato’s wisdom.
· For Machiavelli, wisdom mean prudence.
· Machiavelli cares about how to survive now.
· Moral dilemma for the Machiavellian prince: could/should he engage in acts usually considered bad if it’s for good purposes?
· Machiavelli’s answer: yes, he must if he wants to serve his people (and the ruler must choose to serve his people and not the ultimate good.)
· The knowledge of Machiavelli’s prince: knowledge of human nature, not of the forms.
· Vices: necessary for the survival of the state.
· The ruler guards something but it is not virtues, but his own interests.
· Qualities of the ruler(a interest of the ruler is the interest of the state): 
· A ruler must avoid hatred at all cost
· The prince and power.
· The prince’s reputation. Reputation and appearance.
· The prince must retain his reputation intact at all costs.
· A prince must be both a lion and a fox, that is, courageous and sly/prudent.
· Generosity and frugality of the prince
· Cruelty of the prince.
· The prince should avoid appearing cruel. You could be hated and it may be the end of you
· A ruler, better feared than loved. Loved ruler sets the bar high and people expects you to be kind and generous. A feared ruler is powerful.
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