The “Morality” in Machiavelli’s The Prince
______________________________________________________________________________
	The concept of morality is a widely discussed phenomenon that has been shaped and personalized by various philosophers throughout history. The idea of right and wrong is embedded in each individual, as well as reflected in the values of societies around the world. Noccolò Machiavelli was one particular philosopher who developed such a strong reputation due to his idea of morality, that the term “machiavellianism” was created on behalf of his name. It refers to a personality train in which one is so focused on gaining power to benefit themselves, that they will manipulate, deceive, and exploit others in order to achieve these goals (Harley Therapy 2015). Though the perception of right and wrong or good and bad may differ among people, Noccolò Machiavelli demonstrates in The Prince that morality plays an underlying role when seeking power, and in following steps despite their perceived immorality, it will ultimately lead to acquiring power and authority. In examining the absence of morality in Niccolò Machiavelli’s work The Prince, we may assess Machiavelli’s prerequisites of power through the abolishment of consciousness, the division of The Few and The Many, and morality within the political realm in order to gain a deeper understanding of what it takes to be an upstanding ruler and maintain political power. 
	Virtue and morality are commonly interpreted as analogous due to their similar nature in meaning. Oftentimes, they may overlap one another due to the lack of proper distinction. Niccolò Machiavelli was able to draw a fine line between the meaning of the two concepts as he expounded on the fundamental necessities of the ideal ruler - or the Prince. He articulated  that a prince must be virtuous in order to be successful, meaning he must posses  foresight, courage, and intelligence, yet simultaneously rid himself of good conscious (Tarcov 576). Here Machiavelli is asserting to us that the prince must make up for the lack of virtue that is in the body of politics, thus becoming the head of the system in order to achieve stability (Koerner November 20). Machiavelli then begins by differentiating the two concepts by enquiring about the possibility to be virtuous yet lack morality. In order to acquire power, the ones who rely solely on virtue will ultimately be more successful than those who depend on fortune; a successful prince should be able to adapt his decision based on what is needed at the time (Tarcov 576). Machiavelli explains that a prince must seek the correct decision by grasping the conflict in one's own hands to create the outcome he desires, not by pursuing the natural path and leaving it up to God. For Machiavelli this is virtuous, as he believed that one must do whatever it takes regardless of morality in order to achieve the trust of the many (Tarcov 575). Overall, his guidelines clearly divide morality and virtuousness, as he instructs a prince on exactly how to present himself. By establishing a solid foundation between the two concepts, Machiavelli extends  the idea that a prince must be in control of his actions as a part of his virtuousness. This means he should not depend on fortune to lead him. 
	It may seem rather foolish to allow fortune to dictate one’s life, however upon the analysis of Machiavelli's work, it is clear that the process of acquiring power can follow a dark path when disregarding fortune. If one focuses solely on his own virtue to guide him, the path being pursued may end in a place of guilt and evil. This explains the lack of morality in The Prince; it disregards conscious and focuses on the end in mind in terms of doing whatever means necessary to benefit oneself. This will ultimately lead to happiness if done correctly according to Machiavelli, as the creatures of fortune will never be successful (Koerner November 20).
	He explains the concept of evil as something that could be turned on or off based on the situation. His guidelines express that “evil deeds cease to be evil if urgent public interest makes them necessary” (Ignatieff 2013). If doing an evil deed is required of the prince to benefit the majority of the population, then in the name of public good he must do so, and forget worrying about whether or not it was right or wrong (Ignatieff 2013). 
	Morality should become obsolete in the eyes of the prince. However doing so is difficult when order is not created and maintained first and foremost. To create order, Machiavelli put the majority of the population into one category, who he named “The Many” and the remaining population he put into another category called “The Few” (Hörnqvist 2). When presenting himself in front of the few and the many, the analogy of “the mask” encompasses the idea that Machiavelli is trying to deliver. The prince should wear a mask in public and therefore, must please the many, to mask the fact that in reality he should be acting on rational calculation to achieve the outcome most would desire. The distinction between the two populations is imperative since Machiavelli explains that the prince should comprehend that the many are simply seeking security, whereas the few are always plotting for power, and thus cannot be trusted (Koerner November 20). Therefore, he must seek the support of those who are looking for security as he could provide this, whereas the few would be those in the same position as himself - seeking power. 
	The idea of the mask persists in terms of international relations as Machiavelli utilizes the terms of foreign affairs to emphasize the importance of maintaining distinction between the two different populations in societies within and outside the state. When invading an area, the prince should pursue the formation of alliances (Koerner November 20). This would ensure his safety and security. However, in the face of other nations the prince must always portray the protection of the weaker state regardless of whether he is doing so. This will strengthen his mask, and gain the trust of many, consequently leading to the trust and following of the many (Koerner November 20). 
The lack of morality presents itself as a prominent theme for Machiavelli, as for him: “the political realm has its own laws and as a consequence it stands outside the sphere of morals/morality” (Koerner November 20). This leads to the way in which a ruler should approach his state, as Machiavelli discusses the theme of love versus fear as a guiding light when facing those below him. He advises that despite what people may think about love being a guarantor of loyalty, it is fear that is the safest guarantor as there are more benefits that arise from fear (Whitfield 281). Consequently, cruelty should be manifested and manipulated into the portrayal of good to the people, and create an example to achieve order and respect (Whitfield 281). 
Furthermore, he writes that those who lead with love are subject to disorder within their leadership and will inevitably end in murder and rapine, whereas with fear, the consequences will only affect one individual rather than the entire system (Whitfield 281). The lack of morality here is seen through the actions that Machiavelli insists the prince follows in terms of organization. If execution of one individual is what is needed in order to gain loyalty, then the prince should displace the feeling of whether or not the actions are right or wrong, and focus on what is needed in order to prosper. 
	Machiavelli makes a note that political actors do not comply to any established rules persay, nor do they act based on their conscious. Instead, political actors should guide themselves based on what will maximize their power, leaving morality as non-existent (Koerner November 20). This leads one to question Machiavelli’s judgement of justice. His definition differs from a typical idea of justice, as it is ambiguous and subject to different interpretations and misunderstanding (Quaglioni 111). The reason his approach to justice is imperative to the understanding of morality in The Prince, is because acquiring a more thorough comprehension of Machiavelli’s mindset will aid in creating a sense of acceptance when realizing that morality lacks in the path needed to be taken in order to achieve power. Machiavelli uses the word justice “in the same way as many Christian political theorists and humanists. This leaves the impression that Machiavelli is uninterested in developing a more adequate account of justice as part of his political theory” (Quaglioni 110). As a result, due to the way Machiavelli manipulates his words to eradicate the typical idea of justice and morality, the prince is subject to compliance and therefore begins to perceive power as something that is more important than morality and justice. 
	 The relation between politics and morality as described in The Prince, upholds a reputation that to many is perceived as evil and wrong. Machiavelli takes a rather conservative approach in the acquisition of power and therefore re-creates the mindsets of those seeking power, ultimately guiding them down a path that manipulates them into turning a blind eye to what they might feel is right or not. By dividing states into “the few” and “the many”, he is able to distinguish between who is safe for the prince and who is his enemy. The mask that Machiavelli implies the prince should wear shows morale and virtue to the many, meanwhile the few - including the prince - will understand that in order to achieve higher power, actions depend on the situation and not conscious. Furthermore, relying on fortune in order to gain success will never offer the success that one hopes for, as he explains that one should depend only on himself to achieve what he desires. In doing so, this will inevitably lead to actions that are considered wrong by the norm, but it is worth it if the prince wins his way to the top. Overall, the concept of morality is manipulated into a phenomenon that is separate from virtuousness, as virtue is still a prominent trait that the prince must have, whereas morality stands as less important in the acquisition of power.  	Comment by Katerina Gonch: This is good. This is sexy.


