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Development of Political Thought 164f
lir. Kampelman 1947

Plato discusses three views of justice with which he disagrees. What are they?
What cirticism does Plato make of them?

Vihat criticism does Plato make of Democracy? What answer could a modern Demo-
erat give to him?

How does Aristotle's use of the word "association" differ from snd how is it
similar to Plato's use of the word "unity" in characterizing the state?

What is political science to Aristotle? How did he feel it should be studied?
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Politieal Science 166s

1. ™Jachiavelli's method is the method of seience applied to polities; his psychol-
\J/ ogy is not concerned with conclusions about man but only with political man."
Lxamine,

| 2. ™Machiavelli is one of the foremost advocates of and defenders of tyranny in
modern zolitical literature." Examine.

/ 3. "For Hobbes the nuture of man is both the predicament of mankind and the source
of man's deliverance from that predicament." Discuss.

4, "Republieanism in the 17th century was essentially an aristocratic doctrine and
not at all a general proclamaticn of the rights of man such as the politieal
ffL' program of the Levellsrs suggested."™ Discuss.

_I 5. '"Rousseau saw, as Locke did not, that belief in natural rights is impossible to
reconcile with a belief in majority rule democraey." Examine.

6. "Rousseau understands thaut the state is not the enemy of freedom but makes
Ireedom -0ssivle; and that a complementary relation of individual Creedom and
sociul authority is necessary for a strong, free, and democratic state."
pxamine. '

7. "Rousseau is un illogical combination of Hovbus and Locke.™ Lxamine.

8. What is the importance of property in Locke's theory of the state of natire
and government? Evaluate.

9. Vhat is the place of natural law, natural rights, and contract in the political
theories of Hovbes, Locke, and Rousseau?

10, Compare Locke's theory or the social contract with Rousseau's. lihat was their
purpose in using the social contract? Did they solve the proolem of responsivle
government

11,"The contract writers sihow thut the social contract was a device not for
R explaining the origin or government but political ooligation." Examine,










DEVELOPMENT OF POLIRICAL THOUGHT 3

| Much of thls course¢ will relate to the discovery whether

! the duty of the go;erned to obey their government is, on the
whole, greater to the proportion in which the government acts with
the consent of the governed. We thus will spend some time-around
the words "CONSENT", "FREEDCM", and "RIGHTS". What is che rclation
between consent, freedom and the duty of the governcd to obey
the rulers.

What do we mean by "consent"? Wnhat is "consent of the
governed"? Is there reeally :;;Ein a thin,: in actuality or are
there really many in society who do not consent and are thus not
obliged to obey the laws? Or, if this latter is suspect for no
state can perform its functions if it contains a larée numoer of
persons exeupt from obedisnce, then must we pernaps not conciude
that consent cannot be the sole basis of duty.

Ordinarily, by consent we mean an expression of a wish on
the part of a psrson that another should p<rform or abstain from
performing an act. This alone coes not create consent unless tne
action 1s conditioned upon the wish. So that my wish that Spain
free 1ts political orisonsrs does not make an act of arn <8ty one
with my consent 1f Spain could or could not have acted regardless
of my wishes., |

Now the man who acts is the agent of the man who wishes
if his right to act flows from the wish and not merely beccause
of the wish or because it pleasgs.

To accept another cefinition, such as, ie, that there, is
consent so long as there is no wish contrary to the act, would mean

that the despot is governing with ths consent of the governed so

long as the people are too brutish or ignorant to wish him to do

otherwise.




[

Nor is it consent merely when people approve of the eff'ects
of an act. If this were true 1t would follow that God governs the
universe with the consent of the faithful and even of the atheists
who aporove of the effects (even though they maj consider the acts
as coming from another source)....Consent is, therefore, gulte
distinct from approval of effects.

Nor is it consent wnen the act happens to agree with the wish
and nothing more. So tnat 1if a chilc wishes to be given a toy by

his father and the father, even with knowledge of the wish, gives

the toy to the chlld, 1t still cannot be said that the zhiki® gifc
was made with the consent of the cnila.....Neither can it be said
that when a despot acts in accordsnce with what the subjects may

want, that we have action with the consent of the subjects.

(compare Locke's Second Tr:atise, 119,:"every man that nath
any possession or enjoyment of any purt of thc dominions of any
government doth hereby give his tucit consent, and is as rar forth oblige
to obzdicnce to the laws ol tnat government, during this enjoyment,
as anyon:s under 1t, whether this possession beof land to aim and
heirs forever, or a l:dging for only a week; or whether it be
barely travelling freely on thc highway; and, in effect, it reacues
as far as the very being of anyone witain the teirtitories of that
government"

(Locke here goes so far as to assert that a man by’merely
inhabiting of owning property taclitly consents to all the laws.
The nromise, he says, is tucit because it is not expressed in words but
it is none ths less a promise.)

The argument against focke's definition 1s not difficult to

make. vertainly we cannot say that rebels within a soclety consent

to the soclety they plot to overthrow merely by their presence.



To accept this concept of Locke's is tp say that all
governnents rule with the unanimous consent of all subgects,

Giving consent, therefore, means giving to another the
‘right to act in a certain way....Thus the father who consents to
f1ls daughter's marriage is giving her the right to do a certain
actlon, 1t being presumed that she woulcd not have tic right to do
so without nls consent. Put if she 1s over 21 andin full, mind,
he is not giving hi: consent in tie sense relevant here.

Now let's look to another kind of argument on “consent".

How about ths argument that the citizens of tiie modern
state, to the .xtent to whlch they do 10t kXnowbieir best intercsts,
are not consenting parties even when they vote goBernmunts into
power. *t 1s thus argued that tae governors of a capitalist state
so corrupt the minds of the poor that they are thus artificlally
induced to desire the maintenanceof an economic and social system
which involves thelr exploitation. The schools and thc churcics
teacn them a capital st morality; the newspavers,racdio,movies,
novels all serve to arouse in tueir minds beliefs and desires which
ars materialist and nroverty minded. Th: minds of the workers are
ensalved so that it is not necessary to enslive their bodies.they
can choose tacir governors because they were taught tac sort of
governors to choose.

“ithout going into the merits of the argument, all we need
say 1s that there 1s still consent. Tney may be fooled and the
victims of deceit. In so far as tney have been thus deceived, they
have been robved not of th¢ power to choose and consent, but of

prosperity and happiness. 4+t is evil, but does not affect consent.



There is consent to action so loné as taey express the¢ wish and so
long as tne right of the governors to act depends upon that wish,
Propoganda in the interest of the few need not render government with

the consent of the many impossible.

With this definition of consent in mihd, we can see that when
we apply this to "representative government", one man is the
representative of another only if he i1s his agent, only insofar as
his right to perform certain actions is dependent upon the consent
of the person he¢ 1s sald to represunt.

Thus a sing is not represencative of a nation where nis right
to act does not cepend upon consent, even if his actions woulc be
approved of and even 1f ne is "typical" of the people.

““ith reference to tne agency createcd by consent, it lusts
depending upon the arrangement, If A empowers B to act for him
during 4 years, then A, even 1f he disapnroves of Bls xctions, is
also responsible for them and cannot asszert tnat they ure aone
without his consent. for under tae agreemeﬂt, for tune 4 year period
he has made himself responsible for his agent's actions.

Similarly, an agrcement of consent on a particuluar issue
does not make B his agent on anotaer matter.

But where there is consent, then the agent can act within
that consent:; provided that the man who consented anc empowered him
to act had the right to do so.

Thus A cannot give permission to B to act as a husband toward

A's wife. He doesn't have the right to do so.

It now remains for us to find out to what extent popular
governments govern with consent of their subjects. It is clear at

the outset that "representativ democracy" is ths closest we can come.



Yet even under representative democracy, it 1s clear 1n the
light of non-participation in elections and threc_corﬁer races, the
vast majority of laws are consented to by either a minority or a -
bare majority of tne people. There is thus no such thing as
government by the consent of all the¢ persons supposed to owe
obedience to the government..

| Under the very be;t possible conditions, so far as consent
i3 concerned, it may be true that tue rignhts of the governprs dspend
upon the consent of a majority of tne governed, but never upon the
consent of all nursons who can rightly be sald to be obliged to
obey tne law.

It follows from this that consent cannot be taken to be the
only basis of political obligation.

(discussion)




General Will:

We next turn our attention to the term "general® or "real
will", which is primarily a theory of the nature of consent. We see
it in Rousseau and other 19th century theorists who used it to show
that the subjects of thestate were perfectly free even when they
appeared to be coerced. They wouldnever have had to worry about the
paradoz of self-government and coercion had they not thought consent
was the only basis of political authority.

This necessity to prove consent to be the only basis for political
authority brought these shilosophers in great difficulty. They saw that
the vast majority of persons obeying some sovereign authority or other
had never explicitly consented to do so, but they were unwilling to
admit that their theory was false. They therefore expanded the meaning
of the word "consent" so that it covers all sorts of other facts which
did not partake of the nature of consent at all but which did in some
way cpnnect with the obligation to obey government.

It was clear to them, for example, that to receive benefits
creates obligations towards the providers of them on the part of
persons who receive them.

They saw that to be protected by the law creates, on the
part of the persons protected, an obligation to obeythe law.

They, therefore, tried to make out to accept the protection
of the law was equivalent to a tacit consnt to the general governmental
activities of the persons who enforced the law; and that:hére too there
was a case of an blogation to obey the government ultimstely based

upon consent.




ﬁow it was not long before philosophers became dissatisfied
with these rather crude efforts to maintain the contract theory
through a distortion of the word "consent". They saw it was no use
givingthe name "consent" to what was not properly consent at all.
Theytherefore changed their tactics and tried to makeout that as a
matter of fact the governed always do consent to the actions of the
governors, even if theyappear not to be doing so.

Rousseau is the first of the modern philosophers who took
up this line of argument, albeit tentatively retaining much of the
antract theory. . It was not until Hegel ("Philosopay of Right")
that theold contract theory was absndoned and a new explanation of
wny one must obey the govet was offered in its stead.

The new explanation did not really reject the thesis that
consent is the sole basis of political obligation, but it attempted to int
rpeet it in such a way as to avoid the difficulties which ruined
tie ¢ ntract theory.

Instead of attempting to prove that consent was invelved
in facts which quite obviously did not involve 1t, it attempted
to show that thereexisted so close a relation between tone will of
the governed and the governors, in so far as it was expressed in
law, that any real conflict between them was impossible.

The governed, says the theorf, always intended to do
and wanted to do what the law required them to do, even when, in
fact, they might appear not to want to doso. Moreover they wanted
to act in this way not because the law eequired that they do so, but
because what they wanted to do was in every case preceisely what

the law enjoined.



"¢ see then that the philosophers attempted to reinstate conaenf
as the sole basis of political obligation on the plea that the law
gkves effect to a social will which is at the same time the real will
of the governed so that the obligation to obey the law derives from
the fact that the law gives effect to this real will. ¥e must obey the
government - the interpreter of the social will - because it is
really doing nothing other than enforcing our will. #e are therefore,
always consenting parties to its actions even if we are not conscious
of doing so. . All governments in so far as it enforces t e law
are, according to this theory, nesessarily representative govt.

This theory makes not only consent impossible and unecessary
but also political obligation. if the state always does what the
individual wishes, for thereasoq that both the wills are really the
same will, there is no need for an explanation of how it is the duty
of the subject to obey the govt even when it requires him to do
what he does not wish.

To Rousseau the social will is thecommon good. Since the
singl=will i: also the common good, there is a kind of unity between
the social will and the ::ggii will. The unity, however, does not mean
that they are the same . The sum of all the single wills i& the will
of all and there is a dif erence between the will of all and the
common or social will. The common or social will regards only the
common interest, while the will of all and the single wills ﬁave
regard to private interrests.

Yet even while defining the commonrwill as the common goos,
he does not state exactly wh.t the common will is, and often says that it
is the sum of all the individual wills in so far as they tend to bring abou
the common good.

There is thus a kind of inconsistency. Sometime the gsneral

will is the will of the majority of single wills and sometimes 1t



is something else, separate, like a super-mind, a State with moral
and mental attributes of its own.,

Even if 1t 1is trué, hovever, that there is a good
comnon to seve.al people does not mean that there is a will which

is also common to them., It 1s, of course, also doubtful whether
there i1s such a thing as a common good.

Now let us briefly examine the doctrine of "real will"
as expressed by Hegel and 3osancuet. The individual to them is a
partial and incomplete exoression of something greater, a kind of
super-ego, or State, a fuller and morc complete 5eing than any
individual can be,

To Hegel (Philosopay of Right) the State "is the rcealized
ethical spirit...The State 1s absolutely rational...it's substantive
unity is its ... absbdlute end",

The State is, therefore, its own end, and is not to
be distinguished from sbmething called "common good". The existence
of the State 1s tae only common good. Thus the State "has the nighest
right over tae individual whose highest duty in turn is to be a
member of tne State...It is the objcctive spirit, and he has his
truth, real <xistence, anc ethical status only in being a member
of 1t",

Yef it would not be campletely accurate to say that
Hegel advocated tas entire subordination of the iadividual to the
State with 1ts crude implications. The subordination he¢ advocated would
bring about the nighest development of the individual's own best
characteristics, "The modern State has enormous strength and depth,
in that it allows ths principle of subjectivity to complete itself
to an independent extreme of personal peculiarity, Qnd yet at the
same time brings it back to the substantive unity, and thus

preserves particularity in the principle of the State...The universal



must be actively furthercd, but, on the other side, subjectivity

must be wholly and vitally developed. Unly when both elements
are nresent in force is the State to be regarded as articulate
and truly organised...the State is...strong in its union of the
universal with the particular interests of individuals. Thus just
so far as people have cuties to fulfill towards it, they have
also rights". | -
The State 1s thus also the articulation of an ethical
idea, just as much dependent upon the moral development and
frecdom of 1ts members as they are on the existence of the State.
"It has often been said that the end of the otate 1s the

happiness of the citizend. this is indded true",

Bosanquet sives a more completc account of the relation
of the individual to the 3tate. He begins with what he calls the
paradox of self-government. How can the self be self-governing
when Suffering social coercion? The mere fact tnat a law must
often bs maintained by force shows thit it does not always gi%e
effect to the actuak wis:ies of the governed. Indeed, wnenever
the law is enforced and not just habitually obeyed it is enforced
contrary to the wish of the indlividual to whom it 1is applied.

Bosanqueﬁ handles this dilemna ons way by expanding
the concept of "freedom". There must be a kinc of freedom which
will make it possible for us to do wnatwe wish to do when we apnear
to be forced to do the direct contary. This kind of freedom he
regards as positive, in distinction from the merely negative
freedom which is freedom from external constraint.

This positive freedom involves not only freedom from
extrenal constraint but frecdom from constraint by the lowef.

emotions and impulses which belong to non-rational man.
\



It follows, therefore, that man is free to the extent to which has
will is determlined by reason. To act rationally 1s to act freel;;
to act irrationally is to be constrained by one's lower nature.

The will indofar as it 1s constrained by reason,
Bosanquet calls "real" or "good will"; insofar as it is determined
by non-rational impuises, it is the "actual" will.

The “reallwill" i. good because it can only find
permanent satisfaction in ends determined for it by reason. He also
justifies his use of the term "real" by saying that a man in ordinary
language use 1s saidlto control himself when his will is determined
by reason, and he is often said not to be "himself" when his will
is controlled by non-rational impulses.

The real is thus that what ougnt to exist and also what
really does exist, whereas the actual is merely wnat appears to
exist. 3o that the real self, the good self, the rayional self
and t e free self are identical,. |

Now when the state coerces the individual in the name of
ths law, it 1s forcing his actualself to do what his real self wisnes
to do. It i3, therefore, forcing him to be freec. e..Lf we ask what
guarantee 1s there that the state will force the indiviaual's actual
self to do preclsely what his reals elf wishes, the reply would be
that the general will as expressed by law and the individual's real
will are idsntical,

There 1s definitcs;y alleged to be a real or general
will which is the will of society and at the same time the will of
all individuals in so far as they are determined byr eason.

Boaanquet takes the reality of the individual to be not

what at any time he actually appears to be, but rather what he ought

to be. But In so far as he is what he ought to be, hls will ccases



to be merely his own and bacom&s simultaneoﬁsly the will of all
other persons in so far as they are waat they ought to be. From
this 1t would seem to follow that the separateness of the_individual
is mere appearance, and that the reallty is the idea which, as the
general or real will, finds expression in the law,

Bosangquet's general theory may be summed up as follows:
1) self-govern:nent alone is compatable with the moral dignity of
the individual.
2)It is therefore nscessary to reconcile this self-government with

' wills wnenever he is forced

his apparent subjugation to other persons
to obey the laws of the State. |
3) This reconciliation of incoﬁpatabiles, however impossible 1twmay
seem at first sight, can be effected as soon as a proper alstiction
can benade between positive and negative freedom.

4) Positive freedom requires the absence of restraint by one's lower
impulses, and consists in the motivation of the will by rationality.
5) Insofar as the will is motivated br such desires 1t may be called
"peal" will and good, but insofar as it is motivated by the lower,
evil and @arration:l impulses 1t is not really 2 will at all, but
msrely apnears to be one.

6) Tie real will of one individaal is numcrically icentical with the
real wills of all other individuals ancd is t.:e same thing as the
"general will".

7) This general will is sxpressed in the law, so that it follows that
the individual when he appears to be forced to obef the law against
his apparent wish, 1s really being forced to do what he wis® s, and

1s thus a consenting party to all enforcements of the law,



It 13 not necessary to belabor our agreement or
disagreement with Bosanquet's belief that there is a special relation
between reality and goodness. The opinion that good tends to
perpetuate itself and evil to destroy itself develops into the
opilnion very soon that only the good really exists and that the
existence of evil 1s illusory.

In the "Republic" Plato has Socrates prove to ‘hrasymachus
that justice is more profitable than injustice. We say today that
"honesty 1s ths best policy". There 1s a consensus of opinion
that tae good life lcads to harmony vilthin the soul, whlle evell
persons ha&e uneasy consciences, . XREXRXXX

Yet, is rcality goocness? A 1little thought will convince
us that th: laws and customs of even the most enligntencd countries
are far from belng the embodiment of reason, for they donot, if
obeyzd, tend to bring into existence what completely reasonable men
would desire under the circuistances.,

Laws, customs and social conve:.tions have contributed
gre .tly to the development in men of some of the most unpleasant
qualities which civilization has brought to light. the laws of
property andsocial conventions, for instance, make permanent class-
distinctions, which often give rise to arrogance ana Iindifference
in thewealthy and to hatred and envy in the poor. o mfkxm also the
past inferior status of women were the consequences of bad laws which
have not long been repealed in even the most advanced countries..

- And these laws were justified by phulosophers, legislators, and
religious teachers, who looked upon woemn as hardly superior to

children,



Laws have, of coyrse, played thelr part in civilizmg
man, but no onc doubts that civilized man might have been a very much
better psrson than he 1s had the laws which civilized him becn them-
selves better,

Laws are rather perhaps thé best which thne men of a
time can be expected to make, to say the best of them. But so far

are we from belleveing that laws and customs are the embodiments of

‘"reason that we ars always agitating to have thnem altered, being

inspired to do so by the wise men of our time who are supposed to be

wiser than the law,

It would sesm, therefore, after this hasty examination

that it is difficult to accept the 'real or "general will" of

Hegel and bosanquet so that they have not proved to most of our
satisfaction that when an individual does what the gove:nment orders
him to do against his apparent wish, he is really doing what he
wishes, '
The idealist Eheory of implicit consent, as an explanation
of why 1y is the duty of th: subject to obey the goverament, fallis to
the ground, ana with it the most complicated and obscure of all
attempts to base political obliga.ion upon consent alone.

‘1e nature of tac relation butween consent and political

obligation, which 1s the object of our pursuit, has still to

be found,




DIJ."I

Common Good:

In addition to the theorles already discussed, there has
been eveolved a further theory of political obligation which has
besn falrly wldely accepted and which has also been constructed
with a view to avoiding the difficulties which lay in the path of
the contract theorists. This theory, unlike the iHegelian, altogether
rejected consent as a b;sis of political pbligation and substituted
for 1t tie notion of a "common good".

It maintained tnat the only fact which justified
obedlence to the government on tne part of tne governed was the
promotion by the govt of some good which was comon to all the
persons who >wed obedience to 1t. |

Theory best expounded by T.H.Grecn ("Lectures on
Folitical Qbligation") : "The State is an institution for the
oromotion of a comnon good... Lecause a groupof beings are capable
each of conceiving an absolute good of himself and of conceiving
it to be good for himself as identical with, and because idwntical
with, the good of ths rest of the group, therc arises for each a
consciousnzss that the comaion good should be the object of action...
Yhat 1s certain 1s that a habit of subjection founded uvon ... foar,
could not be a basis of political or free ‘society; for to this
it is necessary...that it should represent an idea of comaon good,
which Each member of the society can make his own so far as he is
rational,i.e. capable of the concsption of a common good".

It is clear, he says, that the duty to obey the
govt depends entirely upon the success with which it promotes a
certain end. Indeed.he would hold that the duty to overthrow the
government and the duty to obey it both derive from the same

source, the general duty to promote the common good. If the State




does the opposite, it would be the duty of the governed to rid
themselves of their rulers.

What 1s this good which the State exists to promote? Its
nature? How can it be common to several people? What does Green mean
when he says "my good" and "your good"? Is my feeling of pleasure
"mine" exactly in the sense that "my" shoes are? Here we get into
difficultites.

And even if these gquestions are answered and there 1is
a common good which it is the duty of the State to promote, why
should this be the sole duty of the State? Why shouldn't the State
promote other things as well which are comaon to several?

fhe good which it is the duty of the State to promote is
the moral aqualities of itsmembers, He insists, for example, that:
"Ine walue then of institutions of civil 1life lies in their operation
as giving reality to capacities of will and reason, and enabling
them to be exercised. In tneir general effect, apurt from particular
aberrations, they render it possible for a man to be freely determined
by the idea of a possibls satisfaction of himself instcad of being
driven this way and that by external forces, and thus they give
reality to the capacity called will: and they enable him to realize
his reason,i.e. nis idea of self-perfection, by acting as a member
of a social organisation in which each contributes to the better-
being of the rest",

Ths State, however, cannot promote this end dircctly.

It does so inly through the maintenance of the institutions of civil 1life,
which make possible this moral development. An institution which does
not exist with a view to maintaining this good is not properly a

State,




Green is not 'satisfied with telling ws that the common
good consists in the moral develspment of its members. He also
attempts to tell us what this ﬁoral development itself consists in,
"The true development of man...comsists in so living that the
objects in which self-satisfaction is habitually sought, éontriputﬁ
to ths reaslisation of a true idea of what 1s best for man".

Basically,‘this seems to involve a circle. It doesn't help.

Let us consider pserhaps how ta: menbers of society are
to acquire their moral qualities, for help in this nroblem. "only
through a recognition by certain men of a common interest and through
the expression of that recognition in certain rcgulations of their
dealings with each other, could morality orginats, or any mcaning be
gained Tor such terms as l'ought'! and 'right! and taeir eguivalents"

He teils us elsewnere, however, tiat com-on interest is thesame as
com~on good.,

Lt would seem, therefore, that the exlistence of a comion
good 1is prior to the cexlistnecof moral nersons. Yet this is contradicted
by Gresn's own words to the ef’ect that the =nd »f the 3tate, the
common good which 1t exists to protect and oromote, comsists in the
moral perfectlon of its menbers,

On the one hand, he says the moral individual is the one
wlth th- capaclty of having 113 actions determined by a desire to
promots ths com-on good. On the other hand he says tae commaon good
cocnsist In the developm:int of =qaoral persiality in the individual.

And noplace does he adequatley describe what the common
good is. ‘

Id Green 1s saying that the promotion of all good
depends to a large extent upon cooperation and social Intercourse, then

there 1is very little dispute. There is no denying that a man who from




his earliest infancy lives entirely alone on a desert %slans wéuld
miss most of the most valuable things in life. H® would possess
few, if any, of the qualities of a moral ad intellectual being,
even 1f, in fact, natur:s had endowed him more liberally than any
man who ever had the advantage >f living in civilized soclety.

tet this does not tell what com7on good is or prove

that the Stats exists for com on good.

S



MACHIAVELLI

The rslation of ethics to politics is not a simple
problem capable of definitlon without regard to time and
space. 1t involves an attitude to fundamental questions, the
meaning of historic experience, the nature of man, the
purpose of the state. Answers to these will present themselves
differently to man and thinkers depending upon the conditions
they confront.

Political philosophy by its very nature is pragmatic.

If's practitionsrs do not sit down in a dispasgionate vacuum

to write a teatise, in a real sense much is autoblographical,

the reaction upon themselves of a special environment individually
interpreted.

No thinker has so suffered at the hands of his interprcters
as Machiavelli. lost generally it has been assumed that he made
a 4oloch of success, and many of these critics then go on to
show that despite llachiavelli, honc¢sty can bz made to pay.

Or it has been urg:d that he is a great satirist, that
his book 1s a veiled attack, kevenly disguised but hunce more
ef 'sctive, upon tihc methods of the Italian tyrant, by revealing
how remoreseless tae logic of tyranny is.

Op 1t has been argued that the doctrines he seemed to
preach are, in fact, simple truths about human nature in politics.

Others prefer liachivalll as a patriot, the antedent of
- Mazzinil and Cavour.

Be that as 1t may b»e, to understand him we must regard him
essentially as an Italian of the 1l6th century; and we must read
THE PRINCE,.not as a summary of his creed, but as a fragment of the
larger whole, along with the more profound DISCOURSE3e....In this
context Macnivellu emerges essentially human, even if less simple.

He was complex but a great man.



Machiavelll 1is peculiraly unintelligible save in the context
of the feverish and decadeny brilliance of Italy at the end of the
15th century. A-man of ambition, an ardent lover of his country,
bitten, like most of his generatlion, wlth the hunger for power
and fame, he differs mainly from the mass of his contemporaries
in his capacity to digest ais experiences,

The keynote of his time was to dare all by experiencingall,
4 new world had come into being. The old landmarks had been swept
away. ~eligion had ceased, at.least for the ambitious men,to be
a canon of conduct and was instead an instrument of control., Status
wés disappearing and birth was counting for less as subtle brains
and iron will came to the fore. With this experienc. that he knew,
he wrote., He lived in a jungle and hence wrote forAthe jungle and
did not provide hunters with treatises on the ways of demestic
animals,

"priting a grammar of power for use in the 1l6th century, he
explained the way in wnich the state he knew could be made strong
and enduring. ‘e ddd not inquire wlether it was right to attaln
position in taat way; nor did he suggest that other and better ways
did not exist.

He sought two essential things: first, the rules which
govern the individual's ability to realize his will in a world
where such realization was the highest ambition recognized by men,
without regard to moral substance;;;and sccond,naow in a world of fraud
and force and passion,to keep what one has gained,

g discuésed power and not morality. .

Basicaily, PRINCE is not a code of conduct for every-day
life; it 1s a text-book for House of Medici, set out in terms |
of their own history and aimed at convincing them that he knew this

businesg of government,



The Medicl seek to know how they may perpetuate their
power and he atrempts to enlighten them and contribute a self-
contribution to his own qualities.

That it is only partial and incomplete as an ¢xpression of
his total views can be seen from DISCOURSXS, which teach the
nobility of republican Rome, the worth of democracy, the vicious
character of Caesarism. No ruler, he says, can ever hope for
safety, save as he builds upon the favor of people. Popular
affection 1s stronger than fortresses - it is always an evil taing
to destroy a free government,

It 1s bad not to provide against ex ra-legal action by
constitutional forms...tt is never virtuous to betray one's friends
or .to kill one's fellow-citizens...A people is always less avaricious
and more grateful thah a prince.....Power is poisonous only where
it is usurped, for where it is given by the free suffrage of a
comnonwealth it is rarely exercised wit.iout responsibility.

llost of the evils from which a people suifer are traceable
to faults in 1ts governoes....lreaties enforced by thu sword lack
that consent wnich is the essence of obligation.

These are not the maxims of MNachiavellianism, as we know
the term. Perhaps at heart Machiavelli was aj;ways loyal to thr
Florentine Kepublic

In any event, Utopia 1is inscribed on his map and for
all his brave show of "realpolitik", we catch his glance straying

in that direction with a sense of longing.



Yet, behind all this there is doubtless a low view of men,
with a firm disbelief in the idea or even the possibility of
progress..For “achiavelli, histdry shows no eternal laws; 1lts

events are the outcome of capricious fortunem and change occurs as

the relentless men bend institutions to their will...lThe lesson then

is clear.If you would be master of your fate, you must not shirk
from what events demnad.

Choose kindness, charity, justice, if in them arec the
seeds of success. But show, above all, resolution, an inflexible
determination, and also the hypocricy of the fox and the courage
of the lion.

These are¢ the qualities that bring the leader to his goal.
These leaders have evil characteristics for thlise who are destined
lead in politics are those driven by fheir fate to seek authority.

Such is the grim business of government; but grim as it is,

government there must be.,

‘What indeed is most striking in the PRINCE is less its

to

cynical disregard of tae normal standards of conduct as the accuracy

with which he depicts tihie hecessary conditions of political

controversy in any situation, particularly where there i1s no general

a nreciation of right amd wrong. Let men feel injustic e
cassionately, and there is no injustice most will not perpetrate
to remsdy the original injustice and grievance,

Make possible the existence of dubiousroads to power and
fértune, and men will, despite all possible consequences, travel
al ‘ng those roads so long as they have confidence that danger is
remote,

Give men the conviction t hat taey hold the truth which is

the proce of salvation, a..d they will torture and imprison their



dearest friends in the assured belief that they act for the sake
of those friends.

To criticize Machiavelli for having said these talngs with a
clarity so admirable is ti miss completely the lesson they imply.

e must eliminate invective as we analyze his contributions.
He must aporeciate the large degree to which his doctrines are the
enduring basis of political action,

Wherever men feel passionately that their end is so great
that it 1s useless to count thecost, therc will be found, consciously
or no, & disciple of Machiavelli,

this isparticularly true in pc¢riods of revolution. The student
of Lenin or of lussolini will have no difficulty in detecting the
school to which taey belong. For every revolutionary leader stands
polsed upon the edie of an cliff and to safeguard his precarious
hold he wil'. do to others things that attempted against aimself he would
consider wrong.....His followers will applaud his relentless coyrage
and relentless decision, while hls enemies will insist that he debases
the moral cur-ency of mankind,

So the followers of Lenin have insisted that the excesses of
Eolshevism are a small price to pay for its ultimate prospect; and
the disciples of iMussolini excused the outrages of Fascism on the
ground that tney are the vaccination against the virus of Communism.

The advocates of Irish freedom were outraged by the excesses
of British troops in Ireland, but they had litile difficulty in
accepting the violence of the Sinn Feiners as the inevitable result
of a nation struggling to be free. (also Ealestine)

It is not strange that Machiaveeli and Hobbes and others react
to these political facts by throwing up their hands, saying life 1is

a jun:le and the habits of the jungle alone insure survival; that men



are a mean and little.bresd of andmals; and force and fear alone
can keep them to. the straignt path.

let what about that?

Machiavelli wrote that rhe prophet without arms is doomed to
destruction, yet in the n xt generation, Calvin arose to confound
his maxim,

“apoleon epltomized his ideal, yet he ended in St.Helena exile,

To Pilate, doubtless Christ was an incident des ructive of
the peaceful process of administration, yet he proved that the
authority of moral apveal is, in the long run, not the less potent
than the might of armed legions.

This is not to say that rforc¢ and fraud have notvion their
victories..But to say that axkingxsmxkRmxzzkixfuxksxk man is base
anc¢ urge act.on on that basis is not to tell the whole truth for
human nature can often be trusted and acting on that basis has
also brougnt great rewards.....ilso to argue with machiavelld that
;de end alwaus justifoes the means is also incompéete and
inadeq:ate, for we know that the means enter into t . end and
transfornm 1it.

+he imperailisy school secking to confer ‘‘estern
civilization on Africa may have been motivated by a high cause,
but being careless in their means thiey came to disregard taeir
original purpose......7 centuries of force did not win the affection
of Ireland for Yreat Britain.....A lcader cannot count upon followers
whose support 1s a matter of putchase.,...In the final asséssmaqt,
his supporters will always act upon the motives he assumes them

to possess.....The roots of loyalty are ultinately moral in purpose.

-



Nodern democracy nas also some lessons to teach usabout
ligchiavelll. Where a whole people particl ates in political 1life,
where the sense of interest in the political drama 1s widely diffused,
and there 1s education to understand it. ...So that though it is
true that the "boss" of an Amcrican city has recognizable kinship with
the praépce of ldth century Italy and tho it i1s true that parties
attaln power by fraud and deliberate d.ceit;;yet the important thing
1s that they cannot hope to retain power for long by these means.

Govt by discussion engenders a capacity for self-regencration
to v ilch other systems canrotpretend. =ut is t is true from the
evidence we nave today?

It 1s in the area of international affaisr that these lessons
of “achiavelll bscome particulably apvlicable.zven among high-
minded men, activities are undertaken in national interests which
rationally would never be undertaken....The sentiment of nationalism
still persuades men and psoples to crimes that the detached
observer cannot for a moment condone.

Yet the price we have to pay for acting on these assumptions
is war, And unléss, it is ckear, we abandon those assumstions there
1s no escape from the corruption of our civilization.

In times of conflict it seems as 1f the stakes of success
are too 1lgh and the prilege of defeat too terrible to seck for
moderation or for principle.

When conflict 1s so loosed, the nature of man in its context

becomes what Machiavelli assumed &t normally to be.

The great contribution of llachiavelli, the reason why he
1s considered the first political scizntist or the father of modern
political thought is that he makes the first decisiove break. The
State to him 1s a natural entity. It arise§ out of nacural forces,

which the ruler must know and understand if he is ti survive in the



ruthless compeition of 1life, .
ligchiavelll thus lays the foundation for Marx and the

later theoristﬁ who reduce politi. <©to the study of power-

conflicts and their control.
There were, of course, many differcnces between lachiaveliil

and these later thinkers, He had little conception of the

economic forces whicn marx sees at the basis of all change,

political, social and intellecmual. But for #acalavelli as for

Marx tjere is no divine order of things designed by God in

accordnace with his plan for man and the universe (and yet they

both had plans and laws of mature of theirown which they substit. ed)
lig~hiavelli's insight that the state can be mnderstood

only in terms of human lusts and appetites, and his recognition

that the successful ruler must learn to control those forces,

mark an epoch in political thinking and constitute the basis for

the whole modern development.

Again, withoutformally stating it, iachiavelli is clearly
looking forward to the concept of sovereignty and to the
corresponding notion of the national territorial state. He
completely rejects the feudal conception of a complex hicrarchy
of relatively autonomous entities and substitutes an all-
powerful central authority, supreme over all institutions within.

Thus since sovereignty is much the problem of modern

politics, “achiavelli begins thls tradition.




Machiavelli's chief imm:diate practical goal 1s the national
unification of Italy, This is centrai and constant. This goal was
appropriate to his time. Italy of his day was divlided into a number
of turbulent states and provinces; this fragmentation left it
open to uninterrupted series o invasions.

Henoncludzd that Italy could beunified onlytnrough a Prince,
who would take the initiative in consolidating the country into a
n:tion. He came to this corclusion not because he preferred a
monarchy or absolutism but because he found it to be dictated by
evidence, |

In developing his program he became the first real political
scientist in that he divorced politics from ethics. By doing that
he freed politics to become more scientific and objcctive in its
study of human behaviof. He divorced the two in the sense that evsry
scienc: must divorce itself from ethnics. Scientific descriptions
and theories must be based on facts, evidence, not upon the demands
of some euvnical system., Lo do otherwise is to "doctor" the results
to conf rm witnh moral principles.

‘n nis work h: assembles a large numver of facts. These come
first and foremosé. If they disclose that successful rulers lie
frequently and break treaties then such a generalization takes
precedence over some opnosite law drawn from a metaphysical belief
that all men havean innate love'of truth, or from an optimistis
hope that in the long run ctruth triumphs over lies.

If the facts show that government is more securely based on
the confidence and supocort of the people than on fortresses then
that settled the question.

He likes ro generalize from these facts into laws of politics,

for that is more important than describing individual events. So that



in judging thc practice of the foman fepublic which elected consuls
for a year only and then, even if tné consuls were leading armies in
the fleld, recalled them at the =xpriration of the term leading to
military inconvenience and sometime the 'prologation of the campaign,
he found that such a step was essential from the point of vicwof the
preservation of the ;iberty of the Hegpublic. The liberty of a
republic 1s secure only when its officials are elected for a short,
definite term which are never prolonged; and th;t the twilight of
the fioman nepﬁblic, as of so many others, was first plainly
indicated by the practice of extending the terms of officials.

Taking the question how states should proceed if they are to
prosper in the treatment of ensemies, internal or exéernal, once the
enemi:zs have been defcated, again he looks at noman, Ureek,Italign,
Carthaginian and french history. There is no successful "middle way",
The enemy should be either completely crushed or completcly conciliated.
A mixturs of the two simply guarantees both tne continuation or a
cause for resentment and revenge.

"Foe Governaent is nothing but ks-ping subjects in such
a posture as that tne. mar have no will, or power to ofrfend you. And
thlis 1s done eltner by taking away all means from them of coing you
any hurt; or by obliging and indulging them so, as they mag not in

reason hope to better their fortune.



What else does Mac-hiavelli tell us about "political
man"? He imrlies a sharp distinction between two types of political
man: a ruler type and a ruled type. The ruler type includes those who
occupy leading positions in society, those who aspire to those
positions or those who might asvnore if they had the opportunity.

The ruled type are those who neither lead nor are capable of Eecoming
leaders,

The ruled is the great majority....This view 1s
characteristic of many who believe that the active political
strugrle 1s confined to the most part to a small minority.

Lthe outstanding characteristic of the majority is 1its
passivity politically. Unless driven by the most extreme
provocation on ths part of thr rulers or by rare and exceptional
circumstances, tne ruled are not interested in politics or power,
¥hey‘want a small minimum of security and a chance to live their own
lives.

-he ruler type, jowever, is not distinguisned froa
the rulzd by ny moral standard, or intclligenc:=, or coasistency
or perfection. rher: ars, however, certain comiaon characteristics
that mark the rulers and potential rulers and divde tiem fron
the majorlty.

iirsi, the rulers have ambition, drive, spirit, the
will to power. ‘hose who rul: above all want to rule. Thsy drive
thenselves as well as others. They have that qulity which makes them
keep going in spite of difficulty and danger.

The ruler usuall;y has strength since wars and fighting

are the training ground of rule, he believes, and power 1s secure

only on the basis of force.



Another quality, more universal, 1s fraud. "I have found
it always true (DIDCOURSES,Book II,Chap 13) that men do scldom or
never advance theﬁselves from a small beginning to any great height,
but by fraud, or by force (unless tney come to ;t by donation, or
right of inheritance). f do not think any instance can be found where
force alone brouzht any man to that grandeur, but fraud and artifice
xkzmz 1ave done it many times..."

The combination of force and fraud is described too in
PRINCE: "You must understand th:t there are twe ways of contending,
by Law, and by force: The first is proer to men; the second to beasss;
but because many times the first is insufficient, recourse must be had
to the second. It belongs, tnerefore, to a Prince to u:derstand hoth,
when to make use of the rational, and when of the brutal way..."

Finally, political man of the ruler type is skilled at
adapting nimself to tne times. In passage after passage he comes back
to this characteristic: nelither cruelty nor humaneness, neither rashness
nor caution, neither liberality nor avarice avails in the struggle

for power unless the times are suited.

de nas an intercsting theory of aistory.

First, political 1life is never static, but is continual
change which cannot be avoided. [his cycle follows: a good, flourisaing
prosperous state becomes corrupt, evil, degenerate; from the corrupt
state there arises one that is strong and flourishing...This cycle
cannot be avolded. The very virtues of the state contain the seeds of
its own destruction...The strong flourishing state 1s feared by all
beighbors and tnus left in peace. Thus war and force are neglected.

The peace and prosperity breed idleness, luxury yhich in turn lead to
political corrpption, tyranny and weakness....The state is then overcome

by the force of uncorrupted neighbors and itself enters a new cycle as

the hard days and arms purge the corruption and bring a new strength, new



prosperity..But then again degenerationsets in. (History of
Florence,Book V)

Szcondly, this change expresses the more or less
political pattern of human nature.. Governmental instability
follows in part from the limitless human appetite for power:

"It 1s observed by most anclent Writers, that as men are a@flicted
in adversity, so the;y are satiated in prosperity; and that joy

and grief have the same effects: For when men are not necessitated
to fight, they fight for ambition, which is so powerful in

our minds, that let us arrive at what heights of good fortune we
can, we are never contented, but are still laboring for more; and
this happens to us, because we are naturilly capable of desiring
many things, which we are unable to compass; and therefore our
desire being greater than our power to acquire, our minds are never
at rest with what we enjoy. And this 1is the occasion of all our
varieties of fortuns",(DISCOURSES,Book I,Chap 37)

Ifhird he emphasizes "Fortune", which means all those
causes of historical change that are beyond the deliberate,rational
control of men. These play an important part in history he beclleves,
This c¢nception of fortuie fits in ci»sely with tne idea tnat
the ruler type 1s one who mnows how to accomodate himself to the
times. Fortune :nnot be overcome but advuntage may be taken of it.
"Yet this I shall assert again that man may second their fortune,
hot resist 1t; and follow the order of her designs, but by no means
defeat themxmkyxx: Nevertheless men are not wholly to abandon
themselves, because they know not her end; for her ways being
unknown and irregular, may possibly be at last for mmrxmaxyzxkmimg
our good; so that we are always to hope the ® st, and tnat hope is
to preserve us in whatever troubles or distresses we saall fall"

(DISCOURSES,Book II,Chap 29.)




be firm, bold, quick ind ecision and not cowardly or timid,
Fourthly, he believes that religion is essential to the
well-being of a state., He doesn't care whether religioﬁ is trues or
fx1se, but instead estimates the role that religious belief and
ritual perform in politics. Ve might say in a general sense that he
analyzes "myth" and finds it to be politically indispensable,
*Reliigon, he says, unites people, keeps them good or duéers them
‘rom being bad,
(teal last chapter from Surnham)

But the ® st way to make use of this opportunism is to
(real first chapter in Burnham book on FDR)



THOMAS HOBBES (1588-1679)

Ensered Oxford befors he was 15, Later found universiby
teaching barren and profitless. In LEVIATHAN later condemns
universities for their "frequency of insignificant speech”.

Became tutor to the son of “illiam Canendish and through the
family met Ben Jonson, Bacon and all the philosophiczl and
scisntific thought of the continent....He kept moving in "royalist"
circles and for_a while was brief tutor in mathematics to the
Prince of Wales,. |

These associations undoubtedly influential in making
hin a royalist in theory though his "atheistical" ideas toward
re¢lizion led him to be ovposed by the Stuarts; and when his
LEVIATHAN anpeared, he even had to flee the french court to return
to BEngland.

He was a monarchist because he thought a king was most
likely to zive his country the strong and absolutrly sovereign
govt which he believed it needed. "hen, therefors, rsturning to
kngland after his dismissal by Charles Stuart, he found to his
surprise that the Frotectorate was precisely the type of govt
he desired. This, of course, led to charges of disloyalty against.
him when the festoration toolk place., But Hobbes defended himself
to the satisfaction of the aing ﬁho gave him a pension.

When Hobbes died at the age of 91, he left a great,
even 1f not enviable rcputation and many writings. The names
"Hobbes" in his lifetime became almost synonjmous with "athelist"

and everything else objecpionable,




To understand the LEVIATHAN, his treatise on political
theory, we must two historical events which influenced him,

First, was the development by Galileo and others of a-
new physical science which was changing the physical world from a
dramatic qualitative conception into am abstmmct, quantitative
conception of colorless, soundless particles moving with mathematical
precision in accordance with simple, determinable mechanical laws.

Hobbes looked upon these mathematical principles as
serving to explaln not only gross bodies on the planets, but also
of all phenomena including the movements of the human mind. To make
this transition, he conceived of everything as existing in a body, ie,
of particles moving in accordance with deterministic mechanical laws.-
sverywhere we have completely determined behavior.; every change in
the state of affairs 1s entirely determined by antecedent events 1ij
time and may be predicted with certainty.

Thus man could be studied and thus socleties coula be
studied. For socicties arc conceived of as groups of individual wmax
men reacting upon on: another. Thc same law - of motion opurate to
explain all these phenomena

Ihe second influsence on Hobbes thought was the violence,
the brutality and waste of life and propesrty of the Civil VWar in
England. He was led to look upon man as an animal moved by
considerations of rear and self-intecrest.

The only attribute which distinguishes man is ais
capacity for rational thought.; yet even the recason is purely
instrumental and doesn't alter his base picture of man, since all
it does is enable the animal to avoid many of the things he fears
and secure manys elfish gratifications whose a1jayment he would

otherwise have to forego.

-



The fact that fear and self-interest are the solelmotives
which affect human behavior means .hat life is hard and cruel, The
very nature of animals, including man, determines them to be
violent,

This "naturalist" view denies any real or fundamental
difference between man and the rest of nature. Thus since justice
among animals "lies in the fist" so does it among men; there is no
moral order; might makes right. The only conceivable instrument to
aéhieve any sort of order out of chaotic conflict then is force,
fr force alonels the appeal that fear and sc¢lfish desire understand.

In Hobbes, therefore, we have one of the most thorough-
going and far-reaching applications ever made of a completeiy frank

and clear-sighted naturalism to the field of politics.

To Hobbes, thereforec, political theory is to rest firmly
on a knowlzdge of strengths and weaknesses, the capacities and
limitations of hu-an nature,

from an analysis of these gqualities we see that men are
driven to set over themsslves a com.on authority, a vesritable
leviathan, to restrain man's anarchical imnoulses and lift men out of
the miserable condition of plunder, assasination and fear that is
the natural state of maAan outside the bonds of organized society.
That is why men created com onwealths and appointed rulers.

With this view of human nature too, a conditlion of war
of every one against every one, it followed that patural right and
- natural law could be of little consequence. These natural rights
are nothing but the liberty each has to preserve his own life and
do anything appropriate ‘to carrying out that end. Natural law,
therefore, gives man two alternatives: that each man insist upon

his own absolute libérty and rely solely upon his own power and



resources for defense against invasi&ns of liverty; 05(2) $hat
each man contract with each other man to divest himself of part
of his liberty and set up a common power to conserve the liberty
of all.

Organized human society is everywher¢ & product of
contractual relationships born of the second, which is the only
r-tional alternative provided man by nature.s...+tnis is not a
contract betweesn rulers and ruled for it precedes rulers; nor does
1t matter if it 1s entered into be fear and duress...Yndsr che
law of nature it is the only alternative to individual self-reliance

Political society is thus an institution founded upon
a social contract that men have been obliged to make 1n order to
escape the reign of violence which results from unrestrained
liverty.

Rulsrs are not parties to these contracts; they are
objects of it, invested with authority and power to compel the
parties to perform their obligatlons wder 1it. i1f there were no
such supreme and independent authority, it would be a vain and
futile gssture...Any man could ignore it at will and thc members
of the commonwealth would find themselves in the same position
as though they had not contracted at all....voercive power must,
therefore, exist over men which is not subject to the passions and
capricious determinations of men.

Upon this foundation, hc bullds a superstructure, a
system of rights and duties as between sovereign and subject, Belng
bound, every man to every man, the subjects who agreed to submit
their wills to that of the sovereign, do not therefore have the right

without the permission of the sovereign to make a new compact

and appoint a nsw sovereign over them. Lverything they d. must be




in accord with the will of the sovereign.

Neither can it be argued that the sovereign by an act
or omlssion of an act ever forfeits the prerogatives conferred
upon him by the social contract, because the sovereign is not a
party to the contract and cannot violate it, He is a creature of
the contract but above and apart from it.
| fNothing short of an agreement, binding every man to
every man, to dissolve the social contract and resturn to a state
of complete individual 1liberty could lawfully undo the effects
of the social contract and deprive the sovereign of nis authority,

The possession of sovereignty also carries with it
the right of im unity from civil or criminal action, the ripht of
public censorshlp, the rlght of making laws to regulate personal
and property relationships, the right to adjudicate controversies,
the right to make war or oeace, the right to choose officials,
to punish, to reward, to honor.

suhject can follow his own will up until it conflicts

with will of sovereign.

Hobbes also, in this treatise on politics, sets out to
discuss the various forms of com onwealths. He distinguishes between
monarchy, cemocracy, aristocracy; discusses thelr characteristics,

de also perceived very well tne intimate relation between
economic andoolitical life. He yuipped, for example, that if the
geometric axiom proving that the 3 angles of a triangle constituted
2 right angles had been unfriendly to the rich, all the books on
geometry would have been burned.

He argues that the needs and wants of the people must be
satisfled...He denies any inherent right of property and considers
it the function and duty oft.ae state to regulate the owndrship and
distribution of land, to control and regulate commerce, to control

money and tax wealth.




It 1s interesting to note Hobbes' evaluation of the things °
that wéaken or-tend to the dissolution of the comrnonwealth. First, he
mentions the lack of encrgy, aggressiveness walch cause some rulers to
fatl to seize and exercise the full power necessary to the proper.
exercise of authority. Second, he mentlons the demoralizing effect
of certain erronoious and seditious doctrines.,

One such doctrine 1is that every private individual 1is a
-ompetent judge of good and bad and consequently ought to be guided
solely by conscience. That is possible only in a state of nature. In
organized society, taners can be but one standard of rlght and wrong,
and that is the civil law, Private conscience and judgemnet have no
place in man's relation to society.

| Another pernciosu belief is that study and rcason are to
give way to supernatural faith. Deluded mortals who believe that God
has inspired them and revealed his truth to them cause disorder; they
belittle the work.of education; tney make for dogmutic self-rignteousness:
disrespect for authority...decurity, stability and order cannot be
maintained where the individual consceince 1s supremne.

Another menacing thought is tanat the sovereign is subject
to civil laws; that man is entitled to his own pooperty; that the
sovereign power may be divided...all of these tend to deny the
exlstence of sovereignty and undermine the cornerstone of BExxmErRaxy
commonwealth., The sovereign made the law; the comnonwealth is the
source of property and the sovereign cannot perform his functions 1f
he cannot in:rude; and to divide sovereignty is to divide a thing

whose essence 1s unity and destoys 1it.



Jne of his chisf characteri:tiecs is that he succesded
in achleving a dcgree ofsclentific detachment which not many
political thinkers have attained. His syetem turned out, a s AD
Lindsay notes to be "a vindication of the absolute rights of
whatever government happens to be in power",

He cannot be ignored. Yo thinker has presented a
stronger case for political absolutism and none¢ more powerfully supportec
the thesis that the consent of the éoverned is not necessary to the
exerclse of sovereign authority. Lo theories are more damazing to
the concepts of liberty and democracy..

Yor have thinkers formulated better grounds for the
suppression of revolution. ~incoln even had to fall back on the
Hobbesian conception of socidl compact and sovereignty to find justi-
flcation for the use of force in quelling tne secession of the South.
To maintain tae position that the Union could not be legally déssolved
by action of any of the states, he had to maintain the juridical
position implying that the state is an entity which absorbs the wills
of all its members.

Again and agaln Hobbes presses the point tnat where every
man 1s free to judge for himself what is right or wrong, to decide
for himself what uvof expects of him, to obey or disobey in accordnace
with wnat he belleves the state to be invading his conscience, to
challenge the sovereign whenever he believes tne social contract
to have been vliolated- with this there can be no uniformity as to what
1s binding in ethics, religion or law..The purpose of the state,
the supreme object of politicala uthority, is to abolish the anarchy
and multiformity which makes morality inpossible. 'his cannot be
accomplished unless the power of the sovereign is absolute and

supreme,




This position is a challenge to the libertarian position.
Unless we are wiliing to say, as the anﬁrchist 1s but the liberal 1is
not, that men are so enlightened and ennobled by understanding as
to need no master but the individual conscience and pension the police
as we put all our money In schools and churches, thenwe compromise.
We strike a bargain with our principles and say there are areas where
men still need an overlord. The problem then becomes one of trying
to draw the line between the things taat are Caesar's and those that
are not..Hobbes sald: Render unto Caesar that which Caesar #emands and
unto God also tnat which Gaesar comm nds.

How else get out of the dilemma? Do we say the State can
forbid tne sale of alcoholic beverages but not watered securities or
vice versa? That the state can carry Sewell Avery but not Henry Wallace?

One of the great BEnglish political thinkers.



John Locke (1632-1704)

His effort is primarily a superlative appeal to reason.

When he wrote on government it was to explore the reasonableness of
political authority and to explain what forms and processes of
goverhment were or were¢ not in accord with reason. :

This strain ran through all his writings. In LETTERS
on TOLERATION he¢ emphasized that men may think they are right but
they cannot know 1it.

This extended to his atiitude on govt. He agreed with
Hobbes tna£ human nature was fallible, but disagreed with the
necessity of absolutz authority. What assurance dow e have of the
rightness of the sovereign's precepts?lhe kings and bishops also
have finite and fallible minds., Is it not better then to practice
tolerance and trust from the frec competition of ideas that we
will reach relative truth. ’

His TWO TR:ATISES ON GOVLhNﬁENT (1690) vindicate the
Whig fuvolution. His first treatise rcfutes Filmer's "Patriarcha"
chmapioning divine right of kings. The second elucldatss his own
theory. He espouses the social compact theory of the state, With
Hobbes he agrees taat thne original state of nuture was one of
equality.

Yet in this state of natur:c there was no jungle war
of man against man, but a reign of law predicated on eBeason and
"equality.: equality in that none are dominated. This equality embraces
all; and these are inherent and inalienable rights of man. Here we
have the doctrine of natural rights which is' Locke's grcat
contribution to political thought, in that this was adopted by.mény
followers.,

This was most devastating to theoldorder. Imbued with
fanaticai beliefs in the ri hts of man, revilutionists of the



18th and 19th centuries blasted éhe 0ld world and headed the
world toward democratic experimentatiin, )

Locke's state of nature was not blissful completely
as differsnces of opinions cayscd difficulty and with each man
Judging his won case, there was less cooperation for the common
good. Hence thby'recognkzed the need for forming civil government.
This new compa ct did not involve a surrender of any na.tural
rights except that of executing the law of nature and redressing
one's own wrongs. Society as a whole recileved the right to
do justice among men.

The business of political authority was thus to
preserve and not invade men's natural rights of 1ligfe, liberty
and property.

ais concern, unlike 4)bbes', therefore, was no to
exalt political authority but to describe its.limitations. His
political community was the product of viluntary consent of its
members and his rulers were mere agents having none but delegated
powers.,

A The sovereign 1s therefore not a person, elected or
hereditary, but law - law rootc¢d in common consent.

Let comon consent does not require unanimity, for that
1s impossible. Hence he is for the ma jority.

There is such a thing as supreme power-in govt; it 1is
located inthe will of society as express:d in majority law and
exceuted by responsible agents. He assigns to the legislature this
suprems power; yet it is not arbitary or absolute. The legislature
must respect the inaléenable rights of the individual.The natural
rights of man are constitutional limitations on the authority of

all lawmekers and rulers,



He also came out forseperation of powers,:

"it may be too great temptation to human frailty, apt to
grasp at power, for the same persons who have the power
of making laws to have also in their hands the power
to execute them, whereby they may exempt tnemselves
from obedience to the laws they make, and suit the
law, both in its muking and execution, to thelir own
orivate advantage, and thereby come to have a distinct
interest from the rest of t e community, contay to the
endx of society and government. Therefore in well-
ordered cominonwealths, where the good of the whole is
so considered as it ought, the legislati .e power 1s
put into the hands of divers persons who, duly assembled,
have by themselves, or jointly wich others, a power
to make laws, whicn they have done, being separated
again, they are themselves subjcct to the laws they
have made....but because laws that are at once, and in
short time made, have a constant and lasting force, and
need a perpetual execution, or an ativendance thereunto,
therefore, it is necessary that there should be a power
always in being which should see to the execution of the
laws that are made, and remain in force., ind thus the
legislative and executive power cone often to be
separated",

contributions
One of his most significant xzwakxxxams 1s his theory of

revolution. If a ruler abandons the ends for which men gave up the
state of nature, the peopls have a rigat to resume thelr original
liverty, for a new govt and thus oroi ide for their own safety and
security; "The end of goverrment 1s the good of mankind; and which
is best for manikind, t:at the pcople should always be exposed to the
boundless will of the tyrant, or tnut the rulers should be so.e times
liable to be opvosed whent hey grow exorbitant in the use of their
power, and employ it for the destruction, and not the preservation,
of the properties of their people?"

Locke, however, was no radival. He was a champion of
priperty rights. The chicf object of politucal sociecty was the
protection of property. In the state of nature, it was the function
of each man to safeguard his own right of property, which was

unsatisfactory as there was much insecurity. Hence the compact gave

soclety the duty to » nish for offenses against property.




Locke had a real effect on later growth of democracy.
Parrington says his volumes "became the textbook of the American
nevolution".‘The Declaration of Independence follows it. He
supplicd tne French philosophers with ideas for the French
fevolution.

He is significant in thate he gave the world a
systematic, rational, and realizable philosophy of individuallsm,
popul ‘r soverelgnty and constitutional government - or, at least,
the world took that from him,

Kendall denies that wocke is a philosopher of
individual rights against the majority. Locke's individual is a
"community member" participating in a comron standard of justice,

with hls rights dependent upon corresponding duties.
(p.112)




Putting Locke with the majority rule democrats, Yet

he ignores the problem of the political machinery td implement

majority rule and popular consultaion. He says:

"The majority ... may...make laws for the community from time
to time, and execut: those laws by officers of their own
appointing,and then the form of the government 1is a perfect
democracy; or else may put the power of making laws into the
hands of a few select men, and thaeir heirs or successors, and
then it is an oligarchy; or else into the hands of one man,
and then it 1s a monarchy...And so accordingly of thse make
compounded and mixed forms of government, as they think good".

Thus the majority may if it likes set up a hereditary
monarchy and name the priod for which it is to continue in
power; the majority may, if it chooses, acto to prevent
the exerclse of power by future majorities.

Thus the any varlety of institutions is compatible
witn ~ cke's sovereignty of the commnity so long as it is
recognized that the rulers are the trustees of the people who
delegate their nower to them.

He 1s saying, therefore, that the only lawful title
to theexercise of political power is popular consent, that
the majority of the people have the right to speak for the
whols people, that majority rule is thus the only right....Thus
beforec a scheme 7an be consider d a right schems of govt, its
defebders mist point to autiorization by popular majority, and
that when the authorization takes place, it remains until it is
altered by the mandate of a popular majority....Thus the
majority, it is implied, may make what arrangement it pleases

for future govt




Jean Jacgues Kousseau:

Born in Geneva in 1712,

Starts like ~.cke with social contracé, but is not as
glear. Yet he does grap.le with problems ignorcd by Locke.

To Hobbes and Bodin, thes problem of political organization
wasone of establishing authority in the 16th and 17th centuries.

but when the battle for sovereign authority was wong
Locke and others began to realize that tae danger had reversed 1tself,
The soverelgn was now too powerful rather than not powerful enough.
He regarded himself as as; separate and didticy entity with a 1life
ana purpose of his own, subordinating all else in the state,

Locke thus insisted on consent of the subject for authority.
Sut he ignored: that mere initial consent at the time of formal
contract is not suflicient; taat a majority is just as capable of
exercing force against a minority in a democracy.....Consent may thus
be as much a problem in the democratic state

flousseau attempts to meet this.

He develops a com:on good into the creation of which all
men can and must enter since it is for their good as individuals,
Iheir lives are incomplete in $solation. :ere is like fFlato and
#ristotle and tneir organiec theory of man.

‘nis is contrary to the impression of tae earlier works
whers he glorifies (DISCOURSE) the state of nature as utopian, with
social and political man a fallen angel,

If it is true that man must be in society to be complete
doesn't it follow that the state of nature is really "unnatural" or
abnormal because 1t occurs relativeiy seldom and when 1t does occur

leads to bad results.



He can best be understood if viewed as protest and wish
fulfillment. *n his early work he yearns for nature, happiness as
an unspoiled chilcd of naturé. Men lived free, healthy, honet and
ha~»y lives; they were crude and unspphisticated but pure and noble.

Had talents of individuals been equal, this idyllic state of
nature would have been maintained. Sut the more gifted strove to
outdo their fellows, invented arts permitting them tu acquire more
than others, accumulating riches...fhen, by clever sophistry, the
rich persuade the poor to join them in setting up a commonviealth,
ostensibly to guafd the weak, restrain the ambitious and securc to
all tneir possessions, out actually to legitimize and purpetuate
the system of rich over noor

Ihe starting voint for fousseau of reform was plain, get back
to nature and follow nature's laws, This is the remedy to all
problems,

Yet whnen he writes SOCIAL CONTRACT, he seems to recognize
the impossibility of returning to nature 1n civil society. The
gilden age of equality and justice is a lovely dream but not a
rcal hope. Yut of guestion. If curope is to naveany salavation,
it must be found in vrinciple of political obligation reconciling
liverty and authority, removing inequality.

hhgther than back to nature, he seeks a formula to explain
political society in terms agreeable to the rights and intcrests
of the common man and a philosophy of democracy.

Hencs social contract. But hec denied Hobbes' statement that
with this men bargaincd away their ri:hts, freedom and equality.
To say that a man gives himself gratultously to another is absurd.
To say that he sells himself to another means a quid pro quo. Vhat

is the selling price? peace, protection? iny in name; actually



he gets war, extortion, oppression...Certainly men never knowlngly
made such a bargain; and if they did, they could hot bind their
children.

“en cannot renounce liberty. They may lose liberty by
conquest, may subnit to save their lives - but this force gives no
right that force may not destroy.

the real naturc of the social contract then was as follows:
Each gave himself unreservedly to the whole community, surrendering
all his rights and livberties. This preservcd equality. But in giving
himself to the community as a whole, each gave himself to nobodyg in
particular. Thus libertywas preservsd. ..Coming into political
soclety thus each member "puts his person and all his power in com.on
under the supreme dire tion of the general will, and, in our copporate
capacity, we receive each member as an indivisible part of the
whole"...The sovereign was thus the general will, ’

To meet the criticism that the individual after parting
with all ais rights, cannot now claim any liberty in this complete
subjsction of the individual to the state, he says that although
the individual is absorbed in the state, he remlans free because
the state and tne individual are inseparable,

‘ne stace in his view is composed of equal individuals
nonc having authorigy over theother, equally varticipating in the
general will,

“e never really met the quiestion how t .c general will
could be formed and applied without detriment to the free and equal
status of any member of the body politic.

What is this general will? +t is the crux of his system.

It must not be confused with the totality of individual wills




Individusl wills added togetier cannot constitute the general will
because individual wills take account of private and particular matters
whereas tne general will only takes account of common concerns. The
general will would then seem to be the will of the people functioning
as a body politic.

This gives a rational moral sanction to government. Obcdience
is due not because the state i1s divinely ordained or 1s right but
because it spuaks for soclety as a whole.

Yet what about the rights of man? If the social will,
expressed in law, is unconditionally obligatory upon all members of the
body politic, can there be any individual rights® This troubles him
but he must answer: "If the State is a morai person whose life is
tre union of its members, and if the most imcortant of its cares
is the care of its own preservation, it must have a universal compelling
force, in order to move and dispose each part as may be most
advantageous to the whole...iach man allenates, l gdmit, only such
part of his powers, goods and liberty as it is luportant for the
community to control; but it must also be granted that the Soverelgn
is sole judge of waat is inportant”,

Still there are some rights. ‘he sovereign coﬁmunity
"cannot impose upon its subjects any fetcers that are useless to
the co unity, nor can it even wish to do so; for no more by the
law of reason than by the law of nature can anytaing occur without
a cause"....lhus no contest between individual and state.

"Instead of a renunciation, they have madean advantageous

exchange: instead of an uncertain and precarious way of

living they have got one that is better and more secure;
instead of natural inksrdependence they have got liberty,
instead of power to harm others security for themselves,

and instead of thedr strength, which others might overcome,

a right which social union makes invincible. Their very

1life, which they have devoted to the State, 1s by 1t

constantly protected; and when they risk 1t in the State's

defense, what more are they doing than giving back what
they have received from it?" ' > o



Yet he gets into dilemmas. YWhat is all.thc people cannot
be assembled? What if they don't agree? If majority is binding where
1s general will? '

His answer: Dissenters can choose to leave in exile if

they choose not to submit. After that, majority rules.
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JOHN STUART MILL:

Wrote extensively on many subjects: loglc, history,
metaphysics, economics, govt. REPR.SENTATIVE GOVERBMENT, LIBERTY,
PARLIAMENTARY REFORM, UTILITARIANISM, SUBJECTION OF WOMEN.

Looked upon liberty as an ultimate, Older utilitarians

considered other things as vital as liberty and thus were often

~willing to sacrifice liberty to otaer ends. Taey lived in an age

when Xkkzekytyranny was theexclusive property of minorities and to
overcome them, their liberties were curtailed and tney were subject
to social controls,.But Mill lived in an age when it was evident
that majorities coul be tyrani.ical too. Hence it was necessary to
protect minorities.

Not believing in inalienable rights, he advocated the
theory of Greater Utility.Individual freedom of body and mind was of
such vast social as well as individual importaéke that:

"the sole end for which mankind are warranted, individually
or collectively, in interfering with the liberty of action of any of
their number, is self-protection...The only purpose for which power
can be rightfully exercised over any member of a civilized cormuunity,
against his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own good,
either physical or moral, is not a sufficient warrant. He cannot
rightfully be compelled to do or forbear because it will be better
for him to do so, because 1t will make him happler, because, in the
opinion of others, to do so would be wise, or even right. These
are good reasons for remonstrating with him, or reasoning with him, or
persuading him, or entraeting him, but not for compelling him. or
visiting him with any evil in case he do otherwise. To justify that,
the conduct from which it is desired to deter him must be calculated
to produce evil to someone else. The only part of the conduct of
any one, for which he is amenable to soclety, is that which concerns
others. In the part whica merely concerns himself,xkxhis
independence ism of right,absolute”,

Here is pure far-reaching individualism.
Now he begins with exceptions and qualifications. His
doctrine o 1liberty was intended to apply "only to human beings

in thematurity of their faculties"; not to children or other

persons whose imuaturity or other deficiencies of mind, bodg,



or character required them to be taken care of by other people.
For the ‘same reason it could not be extended to backward .coples
or races.."Despotism is a legitimate mode of government in deallng
with barbarians, provided the end be their improvement, and the
means justified by actually effecting thaé end. Liberty, as a
principle, has no application to any state of things anterior to
the time when mankind have become capable of being improved by
free and equal discussion”,

Nor was that all. Even in a civilized society as between
mature and intclligent persons, there was alsphere in which
individual liberty must beentirely subordinated to collective
welfare....'e must consider the individual's obligation to do no
harm to others and the individual's obligation to bear his due share
of the "labors andsacrifices" necessary to secure soclety or any
of its members against harm. |

Yet hedid speak strongly:

"Je can never be sure that the opinion we are endeavoring
to stifle is a false opinion; and if we were sure, stifling it
would be an evil still".

"All silincing of discussion is an assumption of
infallibility".

"ydgment is given to men taat they may use it. _ecause
it may be used erroneously, are men to be told that they mamy not
use it at all?".

"He who knows only his own side of the case, knows little
of that".

"Popular opinions, on subjects not palpable to sense,

are often true, but seldom or never the whole truth".




Hiphe Dikal bandency of maritud to Lsaw orf thinking about
a thing when it 1s no longer doubtful, is the cause of half their
errors",

"If the teachers of mankind are to be cognizant of all that
they ought to know, everything must be free to be written and
published without restarint”,

"Mankind can hardly bzogften reminded, that there was once

a man named Socrates, between whom and the legal authorities and

public opinion of his time there took place a memorable col.ision”,

Hill placed primary emphasis on the utility of absolute
liberty of thought and expression. He seemed less sure in dealing with
other libertues....He opnosed using coercion f state for the good
of the individual alone and yet saw the need for state interference
for positive soclal ends - and he insisted on maintaining the line
of distinction.

“e would not, for instance, admit that the police power
of the state should be used to punsih a person for gambling, drunkeness,
orp sexual immorlaity, or to abridge hilis access to those evils....But
he did concede that the power might be justly used to combat the
social consequences of such actlons,..

He was willing to grant a government a much-widened sphere
of authority, but it must be atype of government that could be trusted
to follow the principles of utility.

His essay on REPRESENTATIVE GOVEKNMENT trieé to find taat
form of government best adapted.,

FPolotical institutions are made what they are by human
volunatry agency and can be good or 5ad. Hence "The first element of
good government...(is) the virtue andintelldgence of the numan beings
composing tie community"...Hence the "most important point of



excellence which any form of government can possess 1s to promote
the virtue and intelligence of the people themslves".

Becoming practicai, he adﬁits that in isolated cases
a benevolent despot might measure up to his standards. But only a
representative govt can do so in the‘lqng-run. But a representative
govt does not necessarily mcan democracy. He mistrusted ultimate
sovereignty in the hamds of a majority; It was alright for the
majority to have the power of aporoval or diap proval, but it is
beyonfl thelr capaclity to administer govt with all its intricacies
and complsxes. fhe representatives of the people were also
incompetemt on that score.

"Instead of the function of governing, for which it is
radically unfit, the proper office of a representative assembly
is to watch and control the government; to throw the light of
publicity on i1ts acts; to compel a full exposition and justification
of all of them which any one considers questionable; to censure
them if found condemnable, and, if the men who compose the
government abuse thsir trust, or fulfill it in a manner which
conflicts with the deliberate éense of the nation, to expel them
from office, and either expressly or virtually appoint their
successors”,

He pointed out thu weaknesses of democracy: "first,
general ignorance and incapacity, or, to speak more moderately,
Insufficient mental qualifications, in the controliing body;
secondly, the danger of its being under the influenqe of interests
not identical with the general welfare of the community",

l{111 beleived that it was possible to organize democracy
sp as to offset these weaknesses and still remain democratic,

Hence his advocay of minority representation and his advocay of

the Hare system of proportional repre¢sentation. That the ma jority



should always prevall over the minority and the minority be

unrcpresented was tyranny and not democracy. The essence of

democracy was equality and that required minority representation.,
Hence his advocay too of full repreéentation by

extending suffrage to women too.
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Readings im the Classiocs
Examination - Fall Quarter, 1946
Write only three questions, choosing eme from each sectiom,
Section A,
(a) What was the view of justice brought forward by Cephalus?
(b) What was Plato's answer?
(¢) What bearing does this discussion have today?

(a) ¥hat is the position of Thrasymachus?
(b) How does Plate refute the positiom?

Section B.

(a) What is the purpose of the state for Pla'o and Aristotle?

(b) What was their conception (marrower semse) or definit om of the state?

(o) What was their view of tyramny?
Compare, briefly, Aristotle with Plate om the following:

(a) Relation of the state to society and govermment
(b) Property

(o) Bducatiom

(d) War

Section C,

Plato placed his confidence in the wisdom of the few amd set up am
authoritarian state, whereas Aristotle placed his trust in law and set
up a middle class democracy. Examine,

(a) Although Plato denied rights to most members of his state, he laid
the basis for a theory of rights,

(b) Although teleology was a factor leading Aristotle to consider the
city-state as the final form of political organizatior, itwas not
the only onme,

(a) Plato misunderstood liberty and therefore sould not appreciate
demooracy., Examine,

(b) Aristotle umderstood demcoracy because he appreciated equality, Examine,
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Possible axam «uestions:-

Write a briel essay on the nature and object of t.c study of
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#27,509 The History of Political Thought
Government 39-40, Winter Session 1947-48

This course deals mainly with political thought as seen at first
hand in some of the important writings of some great thinkers:
Plato's Republic, Aristotlets Politics, Machiavelli's The Prince, and
an extensive portion of Hobbes? Leviathan, In addition, selections
from other original works are read in Francis V, Coker, Readings in
Political Philosophy,. '

Classroom time will be spent mainly in group discussion of the
original writings., It is hoped that an analytical approach will
result in an appreciation of the history of politiecal thought.
History as background, however, is to be provided mainly by pre-
scribed readings in Sabine, A History of Political Theory.

Cne-volume texts other than Sabine!'s are George Catlin, The
Story of the Political Philosophers (1939), Thomas Cook, History of
Political Philosophy from Plato to Burke (1936), Chester Maxey,
Political Philosophies (1938), Raymond Gettell, A History of Politi-
cal Thought (1924), Bibliographical notes within quotation marks

below are from Cook, supra.

Treatises: "We W, Willoughby*s The Political Theories of the
Ancient World is a simple treatment of Greek and Roman, as well as
Oriental political thought, and should prove valuable to the be-
ginner. Ce Hs McIlwain's The Growth of Political Thought in the
West analyzes and interprets political theories from the Greeks until
the end of the Middle Ages. While very interesting, it is not an easy
book, and may confuse the beginner who has not mastered the basic
concepts of political thought and the chronology of the period.

We As Dunning's A History of Political Theories, Ancient and Medieval
covers roughly the same period in a simple and straightforward man-
ner,.," A later period is covered in A History of Political Theories:
Luther to Montesguieu.

Re Ve and A, Jo Carlyle's classic A History of Medieval Politi-
cal Theory in the West "is at once clear, interesting, and scholar-
Iy." The six volumes are "very thorough . . . « In general, however,
they are not for the beginner,"

"On the political ideas of the entire sixteenth century, J. W.
Allen's Political Thought in the Sixteenth Century is the standard
work. Full and scholarly, it is not difficult reading, and is full
of penetrating analyses." It "presents a detailed account of the
development of theories and their relation to the changing fortunes
of the different parties involved." '

The essays in the volumes edited by F. J. C. Hearmshaw are
generally excellent: The Social and Political Ideas of Some Great

Medieval Thinkers; The Social and Political Ideas of Some Grea
Thinkers 4 ; The Social and Politi-

Thinkers of the Renaissance and Reformation

cal Ideag of Some Great Thinkers t teenth and Sevent
s The Social and Political é %a Some Great

Thinkers of the Augustan Age, A.D, O .

L e g
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Additional bibliography may be found in Sabine and Coker, A
valuable ready reference are the articles on men and periods in the
Encyclopedia of the Social Sciencese.

Fri, Sept, 26: Introduction
Mon. Septe 29: The problems of political theory
PART I. Greek Political Thought

Weds Octe 1: Sabine, “The City-State™
"Political Thought before Plato"

Fri. Oct, 3: Republic, Book I
sagine, "Plato, the Republic"

Mone Oct, 6: Republic, Book II

Wed. Oct, ¢ Republic, Books III, IV, V

Fri, Octe 10: (continued)

Mone Octe ¢ Republic, Books V, VI, VII

Weda Octe, 15: Republic, Books VIII, IX

Fri, Octe 17: (continued); Book X

Mone Octe 20: Sabine, "Plato, the Statesman and the Lawg"

Wfed, Octe, 22: Politics, Book I
Sabine, "Aristotle, Political Ideals"

"Aristotle, Political Actualities"

Essays on the Republic to be submitted.

Fris Octe 24: Discussion of student essays.

Mon, Octe &7: Politics, Books II, III, VII, VIII

Wede Octe 22: (continued)

Fris, Octe, 3l: Politics, Books IV, V, VI

Mon, Nov. 3: (continued)

Wed. Nove 5: Sabine, "The Twilight of the City-State"

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NCTE:

The beginnings: "For the beginner, G. Lowes Dickinson's The Greek
View of Life provides an admirable background to the study of Greek
political thought. It is concerned mainly with the Greek attitude
towards religion, the individual, and the state. It is, however,
rhapsodic and uncritical, It may be supplemented by A, E, Zimmern's
The Greek Commonwealth, which gives a fairly detailed picture of
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Greek civilization., The Legacy of Greece (ed. R, W, Livingstone)
containg articles on various aspects of Greek life. Among them Pro-
fessor Zimmern!s article on 'Political Thought! ig directly germane,
while an essay by Professor Gilbert Murray, concerned with the last-
ing significance of Greece!s contribution to the world, is sugges-
tive, stimulating, and finely written,

"For the emergence of Greek thought, its geographical back-
ground, its foundation in language, and lts development by the poets,
Je Le Myrests The Political Ideas of the Greeks is the best work in
Englishe It is not, however, recommended to undergraduates who have
not studied Greek and Greek history. On Socrates and pre-Socratic
political ideas, Chapters III-V in E, Barker's Plato and His Prede-
cessors are very good, while the first two chapters of the same work
offer a sound introduction to Greek political concepts generally and
to the actual nature of the Greek state."

Plato: "R. L. Nettleship's Lectures on the Republic of Plato gives a
readable and relatively simple account and interpretation of that
dialogue. A more advanced and technical work, with much valuable
discussion of specific problems from the point of view of the Hegelian
Idealist, is Bernard Bosanquet'!s Companion to Plato!s Republic. It

is not suitable for the beginner, Barker's Plato and His Predecessorsg
contains a systematic account of the various political dialogues and
of their relationship. His discugsion of the Lawg is particularly
full and valuable . « « « In an appendix he also presents a detailed
sumiary of the subsequent influence of Plato!s political ideas. In
certain respects, however, G, Lowes Dickinson's Plato is the most use=-
ful work for a beginner. It is a simple, well-written interpreta-
tion of Platot!s essential meaning, It was first given as a series of
radio addresses over the British Broadcasting Corporation and was de-
signed for a popular audience."

Aristotle: Vith regard to the Politics, "A learned discussion of the
arrangement . . o 1S contained in Volume I of Newman's The Politicsg
of Aristotle, together with much valuable material on the arrangement
of that work to Aristotle's philosophy in general .  « « He Barker's
Plato and Aristotle is the most ugeful secondary work for the person
concerned mainly with political theory. It is thorough and systema-
tic, and includes an epilogue that traces the subsequent influence of
the Politics, Dunning!s chapter on Aristotle is full, clear, and
simple, The student desirous of gaining a general unéerstanding of
Aristotle!s philosophy -~ something to be highly recommended -~ will
probably find A, B, Taylor's Aristotle a good work with which to
start,"

PART TI. Roman and Medieval Thought

Fri. Nove 7: Coker, POLYBIUS
Sabine, "The Law of Nature'"

Mon. ©Nov. 10: Coker, CICERO
Sabine, "Cicero and the Roman Lawyers"

Wed, . Nove 12: Coker, ST. AUGUSTINE
Sabine, "Seneca and the Fathers of the Church”
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Fri. DNov. 14: Sabine, "The Folk and Its Law"
"The Investiture Controversy"

Mon, Nove 17: Coker, JOHN QOF SALISBURY
Sabine, "Universitas Hominum"

Vied, Nov, 19: Coker, ST. THOMAS AQUINAS

Fri, Nove 21l: Coker, MARSIGLIO OF PADUA
Sabine, "Philip the Fair and Boniface VIII"
"Marsiglio of Padua and William of Occam"

Mon. Novae 24: (continued)

Wed. Nove. 26: Coker, NICHOLAS OF CUSA
Sabine, "The Conciliar Theory of Church Government"
Essays on a medieval thinker to be submitted

Fri. DNov, 28: Discussion of student essays

BIBLI OGRAPHICAL NOTZ:

Roman Political Thought and Christianitys "For background material
F. F. Abbott's Roman Political Institutions should prove useful to
the student who lacks knowledge of Roman government. In The Legacy
of Rome are two articles that can be thoroughly recommended, the

one by Ernest Barker on The Conception of Empire, the other by

F. de Zulueta on The Science of Law, For an understanding of the
development and social significance of Roman law, He S. Maine's
Ancient Law is still valuable and is easy reading, His central
thesis, however, has been modified, if not totally destroyed by more
recent scholars," For political thought proper, Volume I of Carlyle,
supra is "gtill the best single boock available . . « The first two
chapters, treating of Cicero and Seneca respectively, are particu-
larly useful for undergraduates. Later chapters on the political
theory of the Roman lawyers are good, but may prove confusing to one
who lacks some background of Roman law,

"Ge He Sabine and S, B, Smith have done a tranglation of
Cicero's De Republica, with On the Commonwealth as its title. It in-
cludes an introduction that analyzes Cicero's political ideas and
sets them in their background.

"The essential principles of Stoicism are carefully stated and
eritically examined in Re M. Wenley's Stoicism and Its Influence.
Reinhold Niebuhr's An Interpretation of Christian Ethics, while not
primarily historical, is illuminating on Jesus' social philosophy
and its implications."

St. Augustine: "J. N, Figgis's'The Political Agpects of Ste Augug-
tine's City of God' is the best work for the political theorist. It
analyzes the scope, theory, and influence of St, Augustine in a
clear and forceful way, and is intelligible to the unlearned."
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The background and character of medieval thought: Part III of

Volume V of Carlyle, supra, "contains a simple and readable summary

of the chief elements in medieval thought, while Part I gives ac-
counts of certain special topics and should be useful to the more
advanced student, F. W, Maitland's introduction to, and tranglation
of, a chapter of Q. von Gierke's great work, under the title Political
Theories of the Middle Ages, also contains brilliant and scho

studies of the main concepts of the period and their development. _
Vhile stimulating, it is not easy, assuming considerable knowledge on
the part of the reader.

"e o o the student will find very good articles in The Legacy
of the Middle Ages, edited by G« Co Crump and E. Fe Jacobs Fe. M.
Powicke?!s article on The Christian Life should help to make the out-
look and ideals of the period intelligible. The section on law in-
cludes articles on Customary Law, by Pe. Vinogradoff, on Canon Law,
by Ge LeBras, and on Roman Law, by E. Meynial, These contain some
technical material, but also state admirably the basic principles and
gignificance of the subjects treateds Finally, the article by E. Fe
Jacob on Political Thought is a masterly, though brief, survey and
interpretation of the subject, A short and readable account of the
influence of Roman Law is contained in P, Vinogradoff's Roman Law in
Medieval BEurope, while James Bryce'!'s The Holy Roman Empire is a fairly
detailed, but quite lively account of that institution. On the rela-
tions of the temporal and spiritual powers, A, L. Smith's Church and
State in the Middle Ages is useful."

John of Salisbury and gt. Thomas Aquinags: Essays on both in the first
volumes edited by Hearnshaw, supra, "There is a translation of the
most important parts of John of Salisbury'!'s Policraticus, under the
title The Statesman's Book of John of galisbury, done by J. Dickinson,
who contributes a fine introduction, including a very clear discussion
of Higher Law. There is a chapter, entitled 'Group Life and the
state,! in M, de Wulf's lMedieval Philosophy which contains a valuable
account of Ste Thomas Aquinas'!' social philosophy. K. Gilson's St,
Thomas Aguinas is a sympathetic and intelligible account, by a dis-
tinguishecd authority, of the angelic doctor. Its emphasis, however,
is not political,"

Dante and Dubois: "On Dante, J. J. Rolbiecki's The Political
Philosophy of Dante Alighieri is the most thorough treatment as far
as political ideas are concerned. On Dubois, there is an excellent
essay by Eileen Power" in Hearnshaw's first volume, supra.

Marsiglio of Padua and William of Occam; "C,. W/, Previté-Orton's
edition of The Defensor Pacis of Marsilius of Padua contains a short
concise, and valuable introduction ThAt presents the argument of that
work in a systematic way, On Occam, there is a very interesting
article by Max A. Shepard, entitled !William of Occam and the Higher
Law,? in The American Polltical Science Review, December 1932 and
February 1933," | )

Wyclif: "Of Wyclif there is a thorough and absorbing account in H, B.
Viorkman's John Wyclif; A Study of the Medieval Engligh Church, It is,
however, in two volumes, and it moreover assumes considerable knowl-
edge of the general history of the period. A brief, but lucid, ac-
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count of Vyelif's doctrine of lordship is contained in R, L. Poole's
Illustrations of the History of Medieval Thought, Chapter X. Inter-
esting material on this goneral period may also be found in Je. N,
Figgis's The Divine Right of Kings, Chapters III-IV,"

The Conciliar Movement: "The material on the Conciliar Movement in
English, and suitable for undergraduate use, is limited, Chapter X
of Dunning's Political Theories, Ancient and Medieval gives a clear
anc straightforward account of it. Lecture II in J. Ne Figgis's
From Gerson to Grotius is at once profound and provocative. The
whole work, indeed, is of first-rate value . « o « It is, however,
brief, and is an interpretation addressed to scholars rather than a
simple analysis of individual thinkers or a strictly chronological
account., Perhaps the best introduction for the student is Ee. Fe
Jacobl!s essay on Nicholas of Cusa in F. J. C. Hearnshaw's The Social
and Political Ideas of gome Great Thinkers of the Renaissance an
Reformation,"

PART IIT: Machiavelli to Hobbes

Mon. Dec. 1: The Prince
Sabine, "Machiavelli'

Weds Dece 3: (continued)
Fri, Dece 5: (continued)
Mon. Dec. 8: Coker, MARTIN LUTHER

JOHN CALVIN
Sabine, "The Early Protestant Reformers"

Wede Deco 10: (continued)

Fri. Decs 12: Coker, VINDICIAE CONTRA TYRANNOS
Sabine, "Royalist and Anti-royalist Theories"

Mon. Dec. 15: Coker, JEAN BOGDIN
Sabine, "Jean Bodin"

Wed, Dec. 17: Coker, HUGO GROTIUS
Sabine, "The Modernized Theory of Natural Law"

Fri., Dec. 19: Coker, RICHARD HOOKER
Sabine, "England: Preparation for Civil War"

Mon, Jan. 5: Leviathan, Chapters 13, thru 21, 26, and 29
Sabine, "Thomas Hobbes"

Wed. Jane. 7: (continued)
Fri. Jan., 9: (continued)

Mon. Jan, 12: (continued)

Wed, Jan. 1l4: Sabine, YRadicals and Communists"
Bssays to be submitted

Fri, Jan. 16: Digcussion of student essaya.




BIBLICGRAPHICAL NOTE:

Machiavelli: "The material on Machiavelli is voluminous." The
Prince has been published in the Everyman's Library and by the
Oxford Unlver31ty Press. "The great English edition is, however,
that of L. e Burd, Apart from his scholarly introduction, it con-
tains a prefatory introduction by Lord Acton -- one of the finest
essays existing on the subject. That essay may also be found in
hcton's History of Freedom. There is a brief, but stimulating,
essay on Machiavelli in H. J. Laski!s The ggggers of QObedience. A
great work that discusses Machiavellit!s life and setting is P. Vil-
lari's The Life and Times of Niccol$ Machiavelli (2 volumes). While
long and scholarly, it is not difficult reading -~ is, indeed, ex-
tremely interesting. A more popular account, which conveys admlr—
ably the feeling of the Renaigsance, is clven by Re. Roeder in his
The Man of the Renaigsance. The connection of Machiavelli with
Luther and the Reformation is discussed in Figgis's From Gerson to
Grotius, Lecture III and in R, H. Murray's The Political Conse-
guences of the Reformation, Chapter I, though the two viewpoints
are interestingly different. In Part IV of J, V. Allen's A Higtory
of Political Thought in the Sixteenth Century there is a good and
thorough chapter on Machiavelli, followed by one on Guicciardini,
which it would pay the student to read. An English edition of
Machiavelli's works, contalnlng the Discourses and the History of
Florence is that of C. Z. Detmold., The latter work is, however,
more readily available in the Everyman series, A brief selection
from Machiavelli's correspondence, illuminating as to his character,
has been done by D, Ferrara,"

Luther and the Reformation: Part I, Chapter I of Allen, supra, "deals
with Luther and his disciple Melanchthon, while Che II eyamlnes care-
fully the theory of the Anabaptists and the issues between them and
Luther. Allen also gives a more brief treatment of Luther in an
essay on him" in Hearnshaw's second volume, "where may also be found
an essay on Erasmus by J. A. K. Thomson.

"For the Reformation itself, R, H, Murray's The Political Con-
sequences of the Reformation is useful being easy and interesting
to read and not too allusive or obv1ously learned. Ch, II discusses
particularly Luther's connection with Divine nght. Figgls's main
ideas concerning Luther's political thought are given in Lecture III
of his From Gerson to Grotius. . « « Of Luther's political ideas there
is a careful exposition in L. He. Waring's The Political Theories of
Martin Luther,"

galvin: Allen, supra, Chapter III, "discusses carefully not only the
Institutes, but also Calvin's practice in Geneva, his views on re-
sistance, and the connection of his ideag with Catholic teaching,
The following chapters deal with the issue of toleration and the la=-
ter developments of Calvinism. Murray discusses Calvin in Ch, III
of his book, while in Hearnshaw there is an essay on the subject by
Rev. V. Re Matthews, One of the most balanced discussion both of
Calvin's theology and of his social and economic philosophy is con-
tained in G. Harkness's John Calvin, Of the general question of the
connection between economics and Protestantism particularly on its
Calvinist side, there is a superb and finely written discussion in
R. H. Tawney's Religion and the Rise of Capitalism. A more brief
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analysis, also brilliantly written, of the whole relation of Protes-
tantism to emergent capitalism is contained in Ch, I of He J. Laskls
The Rise of Liberalism, A translation of John Calvin's Institute
of the Christian Religion in three volumes is fairly readily avai?—
able, but the most significant portions of that work, from the point
of view of political philosophy, may be found in J. Mark Jacobscn's
The Development of American Political Thought, Ch, I."

Thedyipdiciae: "H, J. Laskits introduction to his edition of thi
Vindiciae, under the title A Defenge of Liberty Against Tyrants is
also to be thoroughly recommended, though, since it assumes con-
s’derable familiarity with the subject on the studentts part, it
should not be read as a first introduction to the subject,"

Bodin: "There is in English no recent book devoted exclusively to
Bodin's social and political ideag, But Allen discusses Bodin's
theories with his usual thoroughness in Part III, Ch, VIT of the work
previously cited, while his article on Bodin in F. J« C, Hearnshaw's
The Social and Political Ideas of gome Great Thinkers of the gixteenth
and Seventeenth Centuries deals magnificently with Bodin's theory o
sovereigniy. Hearnshaw himself has an article on "Bodin and the
Genesigs of the Doctrine of Sovereignty" in Tudor Studies (ede Re We
Seton-Watson). . . . B. Reynolds Proponents of Limited Monarchy in

ixteenth Century France is an interesting historical study, center-
ng around Bodin and Hotman, and stressing, as the title implies, the
limitations they placed on the sovereign., A balanced and clever dis-
cussion of the question of whether Bodin did limit sovereignty, and
how, together with interesting reflections on the relevance of hig
theories to present-day issues, is M. A, Shepard!s article, 'Sover=-
eignty at the Crossroads; a Study of Bodin,! in The Political Science
Quarterly, December, 1930, Unfortunately no recent or readily avail-
able translation of Bodin's works exists,"

The Jesuits: See Allen, Murray, and both of Figgis's volumes.
TJesuit political theory is analyzed in its anti-monarchical aspect
in the fine introduction by C. He McIlwain to his The Political Workg
of King James I, The treatment of Bellarmine is particularly good.

A careful analysis, very good especially on Mariana, is in Che IV of
Dunning's Political Theories: From Luther to Montesquieu. In Hearn-
shaw!s The Social and Political Ideas of Some Great Thinkers of the
Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries there is a clear and valuable
article on Suarez by A., L, Lilley,"

Althusius and Grotius: "On Althusius, the introduction by Ce. J.
Friedrich to his edition and translation of the Politica Methodice
Digesta is a thorough and scholarly account which, however, makes itsg
subject perhaps unduly important. « . . In Hearnshaw!s The Social and
Political Ideas of Some Great Thinkers of the Sixteenth and Seventeenth
enturies there is a brief article on Grotius by the editor, which is
useful as a summary, A more lengthy discussion is given in A, D,
White's Seven Great Statesmen, while for the more advanced student
We Se Ms Knight's Life and Works of Hugo Grotiug may be recommended."

%gvgnteenth Century English Thought: "G. P. Gooch's Political Thought
in zngland from Bacon to Halifax is the best introduction, being

simple, brief, and scholarly. . « « Gooch's English Democratic Ideag
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in the Seventeenth Century (2nd edition, with notes by He J. Laski)
is more spe cialized,""oTt"'xexcellent and not difficult. Its treatment
of Levellers and Communists is particularly valuable, while it hag
two useful introductory chapters on early modern democratic ideas in
general and on democratic theory in England from Wyclif on. The
second chapter of Laski's %gg,Rise of Liberalism is a stimulating
essay on the religious, secientific, and political thought of this
period and its connection with the growth of the middle classe“

Divine Right: W"Figgis's The Divine Right of Kings is the standard
work, It deals with that peculiar idea sympathetically, and explains
its relevance to its period. « « o A brief, but somewha% superficial,
ireatment of the same subject may be found in I, Brown's %?g%iﬂh
Folitical Theory, Chs, IV and V. C. H. McIlwain's The Political
Works of King James I contains a very useful introduction, analyzing
that monarch's ideas and setting them in their background,"

The Levellers: "T. C., Pease's The Leveller Movement is the one
available work on that subject. While not light reading, it is full
of substance without being exhaustive. A, D. Lindsay's The Egsen-
tials of Democracy, a short and provocative work, contains some
material on democratic ideas in the Cromwellian army, used primarily
to illustrate problems of contemporary democracy."

Hobbes: "Ch, II of Gooch's Political Thought in Bngland from Bacon
Lo Halifax is a brief, but good, discussion of Hobbes!s theories. . .

K more lengthy account thereof, sound but gomewhat pedestrian, is to

be found in W, Graham, Bngligh Political Philosophy from Hobbes to
Maine, H. R, Lord's The Principles of Politics, which analyzes
dominant trends in seventeenth and eighteenth century thought
topically and critically, has much that is valuable on Hobbes's ideas,
particularly of the contract and of sovereignty. C. H, Vaughan's
Studies in the History of Political Philosophy, of which the first
volume is devoted mainly to social contract theories, containg in

Ch. IT thereof a good analysis of this aspect of Hobbes's thought.
For a criticism of Hobbes's theory of political obligation, asg devag-
tating as it is short, the student should consult E, F, Carritt's
Morals and Politics.

"Of books on Hobbes, Ge. E. Gs Catlin's Thomas Hobbes ag Philogo-
E?gg is a short introduc%ory sketch by an admirer and disciple of

the philosopher of Malmesbury. Larger works are Sir L. Stephen's
Hobbes in the 'English Men of Letters! series -- an excellent work,
and Ge Ce Robertson's Thomas Hobbes, a very valuable biography.
Hobbes's Leviathan itself is readily obtainable in the !Everyman'
series, His other works are less available, though F, Tonnies, a
distinguished German student of Hobbes, has had printed his Elements
of Law, The great edition, however, is that of Moleswarth (16 vol,),
which includes both the English and the Latin works,"
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~ ~While we have no coherent political theory »
‘produced by. ancient or contemporary primitive
tribes and socleties, political theory seems to o
have emerged ve:'y soon after the development of '
settled states and complex forms of govt.

Political theoryis often related to metaphysi-
‘cal and thical pranciples derived from thinking p
- about the purpose of man and the nature of social
organization necessary to carry out that purpose.
& . . ' E
It 1s thus of course clear as a first point $
that the values of the philosopner are much related
to 'his environment and personal experience, :

et i k' b

llost of it, even the utoplas. mre an evaluatior
of what is in terms of what ought to be.

Looking at these theories we find that they
are not entirely without influence 11 tcrms of
political practice, While the ideas propounded may
never be achieved in all their purity, and while
man still manages always to be ruled by bdd govt
in spite of the theories and utopias, it is neverth
less true that practical programs are formulated
and modified and that revolutions take place in
terms of the theories,

g o=l O HUN o B Py S g aomnis

g,
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SO we have a reason for studying the ildeas of
dead men, '

Another rcason is that ideas of political
phllosophy dont change very much. For ong, there
is & lag in ideas, taie longer to get accepted
than latest scyle in dresses ie. lake longer to
bscome familiar with »narts of culture and then
are less ovbsolste, ' '

Basically, the essential ends of social org. :
cahnge little. The institutional setting changes,
conditions, but not the basic idea of tae problem
of govt, of organization of man as a social animal

. Beyond that are tne divergent views,as to the |
kind of animal man 1is, o e ' i



| i . Does God in some peculiar way designate rulerg]
| ' Has he given Xings, not only to Israel, but to the]
. whole wviorld? At =

Or does authority rest in the people?

One set. Another sets R L

The necessity for political authority isf
generally recognized, but much dispute about the
1limits of political authority. Are there any? 1
Should there be? Has the individual any claim to
& sphéreof freedom where authority may not touch i
him? Hay he resist ths state in terms of consciencé
or of interest? How legitimate is conscience? ¥

Also, has the individual any rights against th%
state? dow does he get them? Do they come from ¢
God, from a rational nature, from the mere fact of ;
numan existence, or are tney simply privileges?

Do groups have-claims against the state? May =
a church resist on conviction that sphere of state .|
1s limited, and that obedience stops once line
passed or state malperforms duties? ;

v 1

Can other groups like citizens, or nobles :
resist on grounds that states acyivities harm them?
"o is to judge harm? 5

Shozld there by couplet: freedom to think as 4
one likes and express ones thouzhts, or should the 7}
rulers alone 'say what is to be taught and thought ? &

i}
4
Generally, what duties have individuals and i
zroups toward tae state? Are t e past performances i
and benefits derived from state the criteria? E
Or does our oblization to tae state depend on F
the nature of the state.and hence our obligation 3
toward majority different from toward oligarchy?
Doss majority have duty to obey minority? Must
minorities always obey majorities?
How is the conflict between duty toward state
and duty toward God to be resolved? s

In these connections, aside from physical powers
of state, does it have any moral claim on its peop
Jlust there be consent before authority? .Has the sts
itself duties, the non-performance of which destroys
-the moral basis of its power? - frorETesE : g

e



e some 1nsist that man. 13 basically good Thus;
the restraints imposed by social autnorities, -
particularly the state, are unecessary and should &
be removed...O0thers that man is bad. ‘e must thus3
be controlled by-the iron hand of authority... &
Perhaps the majority that he mixture of both, that:
govt 1s necessary to prevent disorder, but that . =%
1t also has function of promoti ng we¢lbeing create

environment for man. &
- -
e will see that a majority of tq1nxers we ’ﬁﬂ

study do not profess a faith in wisdom or capacity,!
‘for mass of mankind. Accordingly they argue that &
the wise,or rich,or wellborn, should rule and that®
masses must be restrained less anarchy orevail... &
tievertheless most of taem would say that that ﬂovtf

dwst still be for good of wnole, 2
*{

'_"4

“hatever tic differences, saue problems still ?
prevail. dow do you-bring about a state which must:
have cooperatlion if man is basically shorts i\ntpd?,i

-'._-:-.‘;[x,

Is the State based on forcs, 900&0110 power,
intelligent recognition of thé need for OPngl”ed
compulsion, plain Topsy growth?

e

i, s
5 . A
e £+ it T »r-.mﬂm

What aboutthe sourcs and basis of volitical
auchorlity? Who nas the rizght to rule, to zovern
2is fellowman, and why?

Ars particular’ ps onle justiified in Clul1ing
authority over their fsllows because they belong
to some priestly caste and porform? ;

Does political asuthority derive from vaternals .
authority? I: the mere fact of birth a sufficient-ﬁf
Justificeation for ofrfice? e/

Do¢s the possession of vroperty avove the avera)

glve ‘sanction for authorisy? &

Is it based on peculiar abilities? What are the
abllities.? Po they rsst, as Plato said, on capacit
for nhilosonhlzing, for discovering and conpemplat:
eternal truth? Or do they rest on the power to ;
adminsiter complex socisty efxiciently” g

Or again, is the mere power to seize and hold &
the machinery of govt of itself a justifiable basis
for authority? If bos, do -you have a bétter one? E




“pe pects? Are they unequalk? Should it extend to

‘carry it out by any means?C0? ol A $)

- Is there a higher or natural law above the
state? What 1s it? How do you know? Can it be
enforced?

Do men possess certain natural rights under
that law? Which? Is there a fundamental right to
lifq,1iberty,property,work?? - .

What is law?Is it the will of people, ?Vhich?
Is it principles of right reason? How is it to Dbe
recognized? Is it the will of God? Interpreted }
by whom? Which version? « !

In consid:ring other groups, do.tnsy exist by
states permission or with rizshts of their owm?
To what extent should they participate in politic$
and.exercise pressurs over state?

What justification 1s there in soclety for
orivate property? Why should state prptect 1it?
Why shouldn't state promote equulity? Can state
subordinate propsrty rights to social wellbeing?

Assoclated: Are human beings equal? What

e P g m-,_-ww-'ﬂv

politics if it exists socially,financlally. o
Why equal voting? Better decsions? Or easier..
enforceability? or moral? 4
Does refulal to grant equality justify resist:

Al

Basically,is the state to preserve order and ~
prevent crime,a police and military state, or has
it more positive functions? ;

Is it an umpire betwecn Interests?

Is it the function of the state to educate?
What if the church or tne trade union wants to
educate? : 5!

Should the state promote a beiter race of men$
Should it adopt eugenic policies? van it stop ¢ 3
birth control? i

¥

#

Is the state justified in making war? Can 1t
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‘dont deal with them, but they have had continuous

i T

Ts therelanything'béjnnd the state? Brothe
hood of man? Anything with superion- claim to
loyalty? Superstate? Anything limiting states
activit.es visavis other states? Is the state

but a form of deve lopment or final form?

These are problems,some of them. All thinkers .

history from Grecks to present, . b4
g

.. F £ % .’i\“._ ?

in general the ideas have been similar tho

with different emphases in different ages.

fouwill find that the essential questions
we e raised by Greck opnilosophers.They also

Suggssted main alternative answers. s
. : 3

“e are primarily concer .cd with the problems? _ ;

17 4
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if Folitical Science is to be a science, it -
must be differentiated from the study of values.
“*t is a study $f the struggle forpower, of means ,$
not of ends.Ffact statement vs preference statemt,
Business of political scientist is not with ides
Socity but with actual societies,,..Not concerned’
With whether rewéllions ought to exist, but with !
circumstances under which they do exist and how ¢
to be met...¥0t with "why" as with “how" , el |

Yranted an end,ideal,purpose, how is it to be |
given effect,,..Not a crass statement,Ud ends '
reach maturity oy virtues of good conquers evil?
Good may be truth but does it necessarily prevail
The study of realization thus is vital i

Politics is thus not defined in terms of objects,’
such as states, but in terms of activity, that i
of establishing control, . g
3

Cintrol does not necessarily mean dominatien.

1t mea' s more assurance concerning the actions of |

another party in relation to your own




Political Philosophies always haVe been the
great moving forces of humn behavior, What men *
have thought or have thought they thought about §
glvt has so amply shaped their deeds that an °
understanding of the pelitical life of mankin

is missing without it. : ;

What is political philosophx’

An earlier age Wwiew looked at politics as an .
art, that of governing. Just as a carpenter of
skill writes a book so an expert in governing &
writes a book for those who want te govern....
Yet, if this were correct the writers of politic
theory would need to be masters in the art of -

governing (many can't govern own lives) and S
statesmen would need te apprentice themselves
to them,.let,few statesmen owed their success
to study of writings. : - =

Difficulty in being ‘such an art: situation of :
act .on always unique

if political theory is not a body of science

for instruction of statesmen what is it? MARX -
says it is not prior but posterior to political
fact, bllen acting politically are not guided in
their actions by aknowledge of political prinec
as an MD would be of science, “ather man acts - |
irrationally. Laws are not made or constituions
created by obeying a theory. There is a theory,
true, but it is invented afterwards to fit facts
They are rationalizations (motives for the .
political acts are economic hence study econ) |
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We have seen how there is a close relation :
between the political thought of any given period
and the actual political conditions then existing,.
lMost political theories arose either to explain
and justify the authority that men obeyed or to
criticize it in the hope of change,,..&ven the
Utopie$ prove to be based on the political ideals ¥
of the time and are aimed at specific evils, f

. &

flato's REPUBLIC has little meaning unless vilewe
in the light of conditions then existing in decline
of UYreek city-states....More's UTOPTA depends upon
background of social unrest during change from ag |
to sheep rasing in England..,.Bellamy's LOOKING !
BACKWARD presupposes the modern city and modern i
capital-labor problems, i

*t 1s true that ancient problems can be applied
Yo modern ones., let, also true that different eras .
place other emphases, *hus, in medieval peiod, :
controversy on supremacy between spiritual and £
temporal authorities....“n 17th and 18th cent. on g
contest between monarchié¢ and democratic theories
of polit; ...today with growth of state activity,
on its limits, en connection between political and
economic interests, : g

Also, the same problem may have 4iff meaning at
diff periods$, “n 18th cent,,liberal thinkers favor
individualism because they wishedto 1limit govt
activity controlled by monarchs; ‘oday, the same
type thinker is likely to holf moderate socialist
view and favor extension of govt regulation on
ground that people have control

e iy



to an iacividual; tney were fellow:hips and associa!

e

Folitical tnou-ht begins with the Greeks. It

origin is connected with the calm and clear thinkin

of the vYreek mind. It was a Yreek charectirsitic t
wonder anc ol' course pholiosophy is ths caild of
wonder (taey nroduced the.sciencs of logic, they

inquired into matter and n»nroduced sciznce of logic)

They didn't nroject themselves into rel¢glon
and cdldnt devnend on faith. Yaey used reason., He
was.atls to do thisz because he escapsd control by ¢
the church and aic not possess an inferiority compl
about man, nis taouzht and endeavor.

A gense of the valuc of the individual was
the prinmary condicion of the dcv*lopﬂent of ureek
volitical thouzht. denc: you had the uyresk city-
stat: based on a concept of free citizensihip in
a self-governins comaunicy,

vreek gtates concred by law and not oy éupore§
J.
and not msre unionsof iasters and slaves, Here vere :
individuals dis.inct iror the state and yet iorning
the 3tate .

taz ure k city states wers alszo not stationer
side 1rom Sparta, ticre was a principl: of growth
and excsriencs of sycles. +nis aeVJlooﬂunt secvmed

to follw th. zamc or er from monarp chy to arisatoc,
to tyrasny to, cemocracy. :nis stimalated »olitizal
thou-nt, as tns airferent forms and constitutions

sugcested comparison and discussion.

Also in soit. of der ocracy, aristocracy had
not given up the =liost, “emocracy still had.to
defenu itself avainst iau claims orf weats and nobil:
Ihs weathty no lonzer had légal privilege but they |
nad ths social 0“‘v11uﬂﬂ of birth anc wealth, The L
€cono:i.c prospericy or VYrccce acded to their wealth
and added to thei. prestige so that the loss of
legal privilege was mors than outweighed by the
growth os social influence.

So that the Many in spite of their lega
euuality still had th contend with the prac%ica

."-';.
-,
=
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superiority which ealth and birth and culture gave “She Few.' Tha Few

continued to talk of -property rights and birth rights wnich the Many

J had to refute. We have, therefore, from thr beglining of the 6th

“century to the close of the 4th (Solon to Plato to Aristotle) the =~ =
welghling of the claims of the wise and virtuous Few against the Many.

This give an impetus to dev310pment of political theory in
the same way that the popular revolts against monarchy in recent times
-stimulated tneory

Also the fact that there was democracy mcant stimulation
bscause there was discussion, govt by word..for democracy to live there
had to b¢ discussion of principles . :

Stimulation was also aflordedby the variety of city states,'
all 'in intimate contact. mach imposed difierent qualifications for -:
citizenship and the question would arise as to the real meaning of the |
State, what was a citizen rea.y, and more impt, what is the best state?
Which state 1s nearest to perfection? How did existing states meéasure

to perfection?

The nature of the state aroused v6élitical conzciousness, The
size was small, intimacy and mutual concern lecd to a kinc of social
pressurs on each to conform anc be informed

But to the Greeks, political science was more than a study o
the state as sdch, it was also the study of ethics for the state waa
an ethical society, a manner of life with a moral spirit. «wuestions of
moral philosophy must thus be studied...Ffolitical science to the “resks

s thus a throty of the state, a theory of morals and a theory of law,

iat is the aim which a State ought pursue? WVhat methods o
ourzht 1t use to attain tne true moral spirit? it is with thse questions, &
i state attains these goods, then the individual too attains good,

their goods are idealy th= same.

Talk about individual rignts is therefore lacking as compared 7%
to modern political theory. Ltheir moral purnose was sa.:e as states. Lhis'
solidakity is foreign today.

So to Plajyo ‘and “ristotle, the positive furtheérance of the
state 1s the mission of the state, while to the modern tninker the stat
is. looked upon ncgatively, to remove hindrances to moral life. to
guarantee rights of indbviduals,

4 “t is‘also 1nteresting that in the Yreck city state there 15
no distinctlon between “tate and “hurch. There was no organized church
and the gist of cults that developed was external public worship .and .
each community cared for its owb local ritual as much as it cared for
public affairs....ﬂeligion was an aspect of political life AT




The opening of ureex autiasntic history begins about 700 BC. The ¢
Hellenlc world is a group of small covmunities scattered among the hills &
and valleys of the peninsula...Folitically each community isisolated :
and independent. Yet there is a common origln,

In this period there is no single form of govt. But in practically
all the more progressive and powerful states, save Sparta, some spccies i
of aristocracy or oligarchy prevails., The patriarchal kingship of Homer's &
days, 1s no more, Supreme author' ty is vested 1n a relatively small no s
of privileged persons.

inis aristocracy had moreth n political power., As representatives of
tae privileged families, tasy regulated the whole social, economic and
relizious life of th: community as well,

£ ths Sth century, arilstocracy was succeeded by tyranny. On the one
nand, the growtih of the clties and orosperity, the cxpansion of comuaerec, _
intsllectual devzlooment stasdily undermined the moral foundations of the =
old system.. On tne other hand, ths degenseracy of the aristocracy gave
onportunitiss to the abls and ambitious to take individual power, so that -
again practically all citi.s but Sparta were rul:d by tyrants and monarchy,
became the nrevailing type. :

Tyranny was charact.rised »y wviolsnc: and cruelty; at first disnlayed 3
toward aristocracy but liutsr tovard th: whole subjsct population, The %;
sany and the “ew, thersfors, coubinsd for co: on rolief. Une by one, »
the tyrants were expelled. %

‘'ne nsw era, however, was not uniform. There was no single type of
uniform. Inst-ad the coalition vanished and ths conscrvatives :n.oszed
2 griwung denocratic wave taus leading to a conflict betweun deaocracy
anc oliwarchy. It is in the midst ofthis wides‘'read conflict that the

most briliiant contributions of Jresk Taouziht vezan o anpsar.
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ttle fear that ]
State would be corrupted by sinister soclal ini A
of politics. In'a large state 1t is a danger becaust

secretly and effectively grab control. In the city;éﬁ&'

h ar
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the poor vied for control leading to discord and much po
was interested in finding a harmony. B

Plato sought the solution in a specialized class of governors
detached from society bl a system of communism. Afistotle used other =
means. He turned to law as the true sovereign of the state with the
tpiddle class® to administer the laws so that neither extreme would
but the mc which shares t.e interests of both. -

So much for the general conditions of Ureek political theoryaas .
1t related to city state life, Mdore particularly, however, there were
o states, Athens and Sparta which occupled the attention and helped to
determine the. theory of Plato and .“ristotle, ~ ' &

- Thet both spéﬁ£ fhé~maj0f part;of their lives in Athens. Athensi
a highly developed political 1life and theory, whether the theorists agr

with it or not, it was there for analysis and examination......tn &thens
freedom was claimed as a birthright; by freedom they meant lieing. &as -
one liked, with sovereignty in the majority, equallity of law for all,
equal regard for all, equal free speech for all...Neither was culture

forgotten.,

Athens was in fact proud of her culture over and-as against Spart;

‘ closely devoted to war,..Nevertheless, Sparta had a great attraction ffor

‘ the philosopher. Here there was discipline, stabllity, training. Her cons

tution stood secure for hundreds of years. Here thereawas admiration. No

wonder’ that the REPUBLIC to an extent is a c itigue of Athens and a
laudation of Sparta subjugation of the indiviidual to the “tate

To Plato, Athens failed because she didnt train-fdf“poiitics'thu§?['
disfhguring her politiclans; in putting theindividual above the state
_:.Atheng_oughtqu;loﬁ‘Sparta's_ WL 2 T N € g

q;ample.'
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‘the state, & ri
1,

Spartans,Perolko
.whose
» whole population. Th
~ local self-govt. They engaged a bl
- industry and comuerce. They had no share, however
life of the state. ' = . FRG

, The Spartans were the political people.They were nu icall;
insignificant, but trained solely for the performance of publlic dutue
He was prohibited from trade and commerce; all he had left .was a millts
and political career....At 7 they were taken from parents and put in
charge of the state; given gymnastic training for physical perfectio
Thepbyds were glven military training; the girls training to bring’
forth hardy offspring....The Spartan kept in military affairs until
his declining years when he assumed duties of magistracy and shred. !
in administration....Disciplinewas maintained by a public dining hall
under watchful eyes of the magistrates; dlet was rigid; family life

discouraged; no written laws other than judgment of magistrates,

tartan govt 6rg&nization3 at nominal apex stood 2 kings, equal.
. in dignity and authority...next a ~enate of 28 elected for life.... =
next an ssembly of all ths spartand....finally the Ephors, an annually

elected board of 5 members. s TREA o

: The kings authority was not great...the senate had mostly
judicial functions....the assembly met rarely,...real power in the
Ephorate elected by all (still npt democractic, because many spartans
disenfranchised for not contributing to public tables, serlous as . #
numer of landowners decreased,
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e s In sharp contrast to parta._Its stages égvel\ped as we dea_r b--
until it became in form and essence dsmocratic.?lts;‘” cidl basis lay '
primarily in distinction betweenﬁhlavaafand freemen ;”&,£#hen betwen noble
and comaons. The characters were not4asfrigid_tho ‘ﬁ s in Sparta. ' ‘
Also, there was. atlarge élien.pOPuliﬁion identified 1 itﬁ Athani&n 1ife.

% +sThe citizens,‘however,’were‘the nobles and Eﬁhﬁbfs-albn.

e Aﬁﬁié@f’iﬁ%‘ £ g y
; At 1ts center, tha system“had an asaembly,«ah: g ol
citizens., The supreme political organ of- thesstate.‘lt function, however
was mostly executlive rather than 1egislative...detailed administration’ was
in hands of a. Senateof the 500, chosen by lotfrom the“bitizens, its = £
members alternated daily in conducting public business....In military and ﬁf
diplomatic affairs, the state was rspresented by the generals, a board
of 10 elected by the people.....lthe judicial authority was exercised by -
popular courts; 5000 citizens, drawn by lot, were divided into 10 panels,
every Jjuror received pay.

in general, the Rthenian ‘constitution opened to every citizen
an equal opvortunity to share in political authority. “emocracy was
complete for all who could claim Athenian citizenship..... ‘hese citizens,
however, were a vast minority compared to the total population.




The City State was the place where all occupations me]
Life within common walls drew mén together in a natural*inti
did not abolish the prestige of‘w alth and birth and culture,’
a tradition of easy intercourse between all classes....Clima
1life largely a matter for the' oﬁen air, Men met, marketed and
the market place; they exercised: together there they met in as
for deliberation, settled matters.f The open life of the squar.
much more than the home,...Here the democratid ideal of equality
free speech found their natural root (Hence Aristotle advocates .
allocation_of offices according to worth for "mutual acquaintancesjl h
one another's characters is necessary to the ciltizens, both for decision
on points of justice and for the proper award of office according to =
worth", de also has such a society in mind when, he justifies the right -
of the masses to a share in political power because "the masses have (%7
better faculty of judging; for some see one aspect, some another, but e
all together see every side",. S

An impt characteristic of the city-state is that it was composed
of country as well, and hence is different from 8ur city. Furthermore, '
citizenship went by birth and hence by descent, lhe city-state, there- TR

fore, was very much a family affair.

This explains why the state received the last measure of devotion
from its people. # citizenwas united by blood with his society. He
does not, therefore, of separate individual life or sparate individual
rights either.

. , : = 3
o that while modern thought starts from thr rights of individual
and conceives of the knﬂtxtﬂnli state as existing to secure the 7
conditions of his development, Yreek thought starts from the right
of the State to a eelf-governing existence and conceives of the
individual to furt er that existence.

-

This feeling continued after the concept if citizenship
changed

slavery- 80,000 slaves to 40,000 citizens in Athens; slaves well off
except for the unskilled who worked in mines

education- used to make society cohere
~—
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SoPhists

The natural tesasncy of sarly Greek thought was one which accepted
the order of the State and the nslss which 1t enforced without murmur and
wlthout question...Men were born
Iwhose origin no man knew..~”'- ¥ : ‘

: Then thinkers began to*detectflawé in thﬁ W ld.*This gradually }
undermined the stability of the old order. Beople began ‘adépting laws made
by men....At the same time, the growth of human knowledge‘was developing.
New data was being collected by travellers, lluch was becaning known of . the " &*
- the customs of different peoples and considerab;e attention was devoted to . =
enthropology. This led to some doubts about the existence of any natural 'fﬁh
of universal law as they contemplated the infinite variety of savage customs.:
There coulc be nothing here the product of nature, it must all be the G
product of man : : : B

} . - ! i .:','__', .
by

* The teachers in thils #thens of the li:ter 5th century are the Sonhists.
They were the first professional teachers of Greece anc their teaching was ‘v
meant to give practical help in politics...lo go to the Sophists was to 5
go to the university and to prepare for life, which meant preparing for
politics, to be politicilans Sjust ag Plato wanted his guardians to prepare

for in his plan of education)...They were % professors and 3 journalists;

é teachers and thinkers and # disseminators of the new and strange, the
spectacular; they cosbined the philosopher and the charlatan.

They taught everything: grammarians, loghcians, rhetoricians,
philosOphers, physiologists....They are thus not a school with a single set
of tenets and are not also confined to a single subject...+t is also inter-
esting that though they received pay in the 5th century, they were critized
for doing so and hence took care to teach the humanities (learning for
learning sake not remuneration)

Now a word about taeir oricin, For the .‘ost part foreigners, resided
at Athens wth a large measures of social equalicy but deprived of political
privilege. They came “because Athens was the intellectual centre of Ureece;
yet their pupils were the rich and out of sympathy with the democratic
institutions.

I'he Sophists profe: ed to teach eloquence and practical ability
In general waich-the rich were anxious to learn for their own ends, namely
control elections gain influence and change th: constitution...The position |\
of the Sophists was t.ous quite a difficult one and they fell into disfavor,

Antiphon the Sophist $esidh
A writer on may subJects. Combined physical and ethical spsculatio

Used a naturalist view of both to discredit the enacted law of the State

as nothing but opinion and convention and also to overturn the distinc

between Greek and barbarian.;*_w“~x. A - 4

and as real as 1aws, csnno be
by contravsqing laws of
life and shun d eath;
shun de: '




between Greek and barbarian. He antibipated the cosmopolitanism or_a 4 ﬁ*}
later age by attacking the fundamental distinction which existed betweeaﬁﬁ
Greek and the rest of the world. Looking at men, he said thay were equal,”
breathing the same air. through the same bodily organs. Since all men are,ﬁ
‘seekers of life and pleasure, it ‘1s the true law of their life and one &
- man is thus equal ‘to anothar.Any view. which makes one man batter than
~another 1is artificlal and fantastic.”; A o P e .

i die thus argues that lawa which impose duty on us toward pare
no matter how they behane to us is a figment N B SRR A O

Plato on Sophists: ' #e R AR 5
It 1s to Plato that we owe the knowledge which we poaseas of 5[&
this school. 514

The moderate form of sphistry is stated by Glaucon in REPUBLIC
(second book): "To do injustice is by nature, good; to suffer injustice,
evil; but the evil 1s greater than the good. And so when men have both “Eg
done and suffered injustice, and have had experience of both, not being
able to avoid the one and obtain the other, they th nk that they had better
agree among themselves to have nelther: hence there arise laws and mutual
covenants; and that which is ordained by law is termad by men lawful and
just".....this is a theory of individualism, men fully consc.ous of !
their individual wills ask why the men of the past surrendered the free
exer-ise of that will...&xplained as a voluntary act which makes the
stata only have a conditional sort of validity.

Glaucon thus states a kind of social contract theory: there was :
an original state of nature in which men lived freely according to their
own pleasure; a contract of surrender for protection of theirlives, _'f

Anotjer form of aophist philosophy is stated by Plato in GORGIAS,
more extreme. Callicles rejects all law as the mere product of contracts
made by the weak to defraud the strong of the just right of their might.
Law is a "slave morality", the ovposite of Nature. Inequality is the rule
of Nature. XmEqulaity exlsts only by convention for the Stronger gze:t more
than the weaker. By strength he includes body and mind,will and intellect
(A lietzche philos:phy)

A 3till more extreme form of sophistry 1s represented by Plato
in 1st book of REPUBLIC as having been held by Thrasymachus....There is
no such thing as natural RKight. Right is that which is enforced by the
strongest power in the atate. hegardless of what it enforces, itb's right
Right equal "is". A kind of empiricism

Why these theories? The proofs usuaally offered were of’ 2 sort
One is the example of brute animal 1ife, Aristophanes in (Clouds) us
A character strikes his father and justifies his action-"Look at
and othar such animals -




X . "It was. alwaya an stablished thing that.
G be kept under © ntrol by the more capable" Athenian a mm
~to.the Sparta.ns in the_‘negotiatio‘_ rec

trigt by an irresista‘ble s

i A SEY

i a. fact,

as well: It was used to undermine r*ligion and to ﬁurn the gods into
creatures of convention.....The apex and basis of Greek society, the'
noble and the sddye wereattacked as unnatural....The family was attacke
as was the position of women. We have suripides advocating community of
wived. There was much discussion’ about the emancipation of women.g_ﬁ_M
Plato is, therefore, much indebted to the Sophists of the: end

the 5th century for his ideas. Yet, on the whole, his verdict upon ;s
them 1s unfavorable .

.
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" Socrates . .

AR R s Lt R R MR e A R el S0 A
_ Unlike the thinkers with whom we have hitherto been concerned,
~ Socrates was.affull;Atp@q;gg&q;tigq@@fﬁg;@éggﬁgppggpouﬁ 470 and me :
~death in 399, among the troubles of the Peloponn h AT, Eada Ry
' : ‘duties. He fought as a
& member. of the Council..

.~ winning admivation. At
. Ucapacity, he steadily'r

55, he became f the Council. In th:

efused to go outside the bounds of civic'law
-and steadily discharged his duties. At ‘one time, he refused to go : 0
with the Council in condemning 9 Athenian generals for their failure to’
rescue drowning sallors in a naval battle, on the ground that such a
mass condémnation was unconstitutional, in 405. ...A year later he refus
to obey ths command the 30 Tyrants who were exerclsing a reign of terror
in Athens and who ordered him to arrest a citizen,’ v w5 T

_ He was the'son.of a sculptor and learned his father's créft.
He appeared as a typical citizen of Athens but he really devoted his life
to the study of philosophy and associated with all the thinkers, 2v:35

“t first, he was primarily interested in physical sciences. H 3
found that they only gave a mechanical explanation of how things were made,
and he wanted to know "why"....He wanted to ascand from natural science . &
and its occupation with matter to genulne philosophy in the sense of an
inquiry into the purpose or final cause of things. ..Socrates represents

this transition in Yreek thought.,

-~ It 1s said that an old Delphic oracle pronounced Socrates the & &
wisest ‘of men and S, who had a sense of humor, set himself to disprove the
oracle by questioning others and proving them to be wiser than he. He ' &
succeeded 1in achieving the oppsite, for he found that while others were
unwise enough to profess to know what they did not know, he was wise
enough to confess that he knew nothing. ...He henceforth gave himself up %<&
to a life of service, believeing he had a mission from the Lelphic god, ~ i
He thus undertook a crusade against sham knowledge and became the preacher.
of genuine wiscom, - o
! . This account introduces us to the peculiar method of Socrates.
| In placeof cryptic prose or verse, or topical order and eloguence, he
| adopted a dialectic method, question and answer. It was an unnleasant 3
| method for ths victim, but a general organ of truth for Socrates. True - o

knowledge could only be acquired to him if they "knew themselves", if the
‘knew how much they really knew, : : ;

S differed from the Sophists in concept of "goodness". To the
Sophists, it was excellence in a speclal art to be mastered by acquiring
speclal knowlesdge. To Socrates, goodness was a general capacity, not a:
- speclalty but part of the whole -soul which issues in a balance and &
“harmony of all activities.. Knowledge, ‘therefore, need not ne jspecial:
- . professional..Socrates di U believe that knowledge was. something
S ! men. he did not differenti
nd .‘ elonged to




. 4in the only sense in«which knowledge,can ‘be spoken of, as the produ

;.\.'-“ -

-Hence to him' thdra was two kinds of,knowledée. Tha knowledge'me
' ordinarily possess is not real knowladga“but opinion. They-dont kn

*Qgey know, 4e, that they ought

a cause and related to‘that causge
' 1 “they dont know really why they}

be temperate for“”heyve'ﬁaard
-ought to be e

i SR 1r goodnesi_is knowledge and there are two sorts of knowle&ge
. there will be two sorts of goodness..There is the goodness based on"
opinion and the goodness based on: knowledge.:ﬁ, - .

Opinion is 1nsecure, 1iable to be forgotten or changed and hﬁq
the goodnessbased on opinion is equally insecure...bnowedge is secure, &
because it 1s based on reasoning reference to a cause and so goodness &
based on knowledge 1s equally secure......Goodnessbased-on opinion is a:
matter of habit; goodness based on knowledge is a matter of reasoned -
conviction and insight. ;

Yet both are forms. of goodness. They both have thé same
content; the difference is only in the grasp of that content....Hence
his objection to conventional morality was not that it was based on
wrong principles but that it lacked any consciousness of the r¢n01ples
on which it was based. This was a weakness: it was liable to di .appear
in a new environment; it ‘was unable to respond to new and unprecedented
demands; 1t could.not be communicated....Goodness resting on principles
can be defined, can be communicated and taught,

Socrates was an 1nte11ectual.'ﬂe rsearched 1nto himself, and
o ught to have expert guidance of life based on it, He objected to oS
incompetence, to the rule of a sovereign Assembly because it gave every .
cobbler and tailor an equal voice, He taught the need of an expert R
knowledge for the conduct of political affairs (and was forerunner of
Plato's doctrine of specialization)®xpert knowledge, however, to him
included a philosophic education as well because things of justice
and temperance belonged to the politician as well and a true and
philosophic notion of justice is necessary.

Yet he wasn't a typical inte]llectual in the sense that he sought -15
to communicate hiswy of 1life to others. He conversedwithall in street, . .
market place wherever menwere gathered. in this ense he diffred from Z
the Sophists in ‘that they taught younf nobility. "g}%

Socrates was also a mystic. Although he preached ‘that men ought ‘
to guide their lives by an intelligent grasp of pri ciple, his own life
wasguided by the voice of the Delphic oracle. PlEl'.D tella us that he :
aometimm:&ll into 8 trance (Apology?) : e 2

- _We gee Bocratea, therefore',"
.Atheniantiemoc;gc -th :




_ Bocratos ie accused of refusing to w g
worshipped of introducing other &g pew divinitiee _nnd of corru;otin ‘
the youth. And’ he 1e condenmed. s L :

I k C i

o0 ,.-‘_

There e 3 branches to the a.ccuaetion. One mli.gioue md he othe

moral - and yet "both are basically polifioa.l.-ne fell a victim to th
. weakness and feere of he'-‘reetored "demooraoy'- of---the yeere following
-'.-'-"'the Peloponne ian 1 a2 ST

: i'vea b.ave elready gen 1he.t piety for the Greeke coneieted of
formally worehipping the gods received by the state. It was a oivio ,‘
duty. Yreek religion ‘was an aspect of political 1ife. Hence religious
non-conformity was not really a matter of religious persecution When
punished but rather an act of political vengeace....Socrates did nor
die as a religious martyr but beoa.uee he was de.ngeroue ‘I:o lhhe political

order of the s tate. _ 3 o v

Socrates preached the sovereignty of knowledge a doctrine 'hioh
might easily have become in its political application a doctrine of =
enlightemed daepotiem. This indeed is what it became in khe hands of
Plato.

Enlightened despotism is not only anti-democratic but can :
become inimical to the rule of law. If knowledge is sovereign, law g
- may perhaps be subordinate...In this esnse he ms an enemy of democracy. =

Comment: Politics is a matter for thought and govt a concern

for the wise. But wisdom is not the whole thing.....For proper guidance ==

of the state, it is necessary that the wise should rule; but for the

safety and unity of the state it is also necessary that the will of

the E:eople should be attuned to their,rule....Eoth are equally necessary
n addition to wisdom and will, "instinct” isalso necessary, the

product of experience. o o :

- B

Yet Socrates and Plato in being criticized must be considered in
the light of their environment....They spoke of knowledge to a people
which already recognized the elemnets of will and instinct...They
spoke to a democracy where the popular will was present...They, therefor
stated a half-truth which had been neglected; they omitted the truth
which seemed to them over-emphasized. ; _

Conclusion: *t is on fhe d-ath of Socrates rat .er than his 1ife
that the thought and imagination of centuries has fastened himself.
The greatest lesson of his life was his dcath....."e taught that for
the sake of conecienoe a man may rise up against Caesar...Greatre than
the command of the “thenian State was the command of God. “reater than

- 4in all other me.ttere ‘out conecienoe me.n must render unto Gaeaar
the things that are “aesar s, even to the 'debt of‘-hie‘-
-7nxnx:nupxnmxudxuquttu AR o : g
L ocratee gae‘ 1 with




% ought come. 1ntc'ccn§act with'the ‘Iitiee-cf aw rld cf action

Born abcut 428 BG cf a distinguished Athebia.n family, From ‘bie

‘. earliest years he Iae a. member of the Sccratic circle;"originally

seems to have thought cf embracing a.political career, but thechath

hi TSt £ ﬂjﬂ
1arge1y 6ccup1ed with the composbtion of ‘hie earlier dialoguee- the
Apology, the Crito,the Gorgias, and part ‘of the Republic. He was between

- 30-40 then and travelled a bitas well. In 387 he vieited Utaly and

Sicily and came into contact with Dicnysiue ) S tyrnat of Syracuse who
was annoyed by Platc s denunciation of 1njuet1ce and tgranny and

- de ivered him to a Spartan ambassador who sold him into slavery.

Ransomed from s lavery he returned to Atehnes and iy 386 opened his
Academy, where he spent the ®maing 40 years of his life. :

Athens was by this time the university of Greece. She lost 3
empire but became a central marketof Greek trade and a ‘central focus
of Yreek thought. : _ : B

The ¥latonic curriculum was largely mathematical. The aporcach tcddw
philoscphy was through geometry. We are told that theinscription over ;Tff-
Plato s door read: "Let no man ignorant ofgeometry enter here"... -

Plato's lctures are all lost to us,

" Whatever emphasis on science, theultimate purpose of his teachin
was ethical. Like all Greek philosophre s too he manted his knowledge
to issue in knowledge and to be a way and 1n inspiration to life.

uffu?-«

The aim of Plato was to train the philosophic ruler who should
rule by trained intelligence and not by the letter of the law, or, if
that aim is unattainable, to train the philosophic legislator who
should imbue even the letter of the law with the spirit and wisdom of -
undedtant)iing. \The former is the ideal of the REPUBLIC, the latter cf 528
tiue LAWS <

This aimws not a mere dream and Plato's achievements were not
inconsiderable. The Acad-my was & school of political training from -
which statesmen and legislators issued.The influence of the Academy was
widespread. The development of Greek laws owes no small debt.

Plato himself on two occasions went to Syracuse to advise
Dionysius II. Epietle), at age of 60 for the first time.Dionysius was
impatient at Plato's mathematical emphaeie, there was dissension in the
court and failure

But Platows a philceopher end hhese probleme engaged his attenti'

‘most closely. There always seemed to be a struggle in his mind between

the philosophic impulse toward abstract. t hought . and a feeling that h
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~are from the physical world'and the ‘arts, but are chiefly drwan :r m

e he form oI Plato s uritinga 1h'that of‘he dialogue:
Bocrates, his purpose was to awaken thought, to be. gadfly,
to the intelligence of man. He {g;;ired to ahow thousht a.t 1
t _,.—1‘_;-_5.: 7 "1 . s s ¢ AP : Y

A partlculax feaﬁ%ure:

the animal world. In the REPUBLIC, the analogy of the dog is more .=
than once made the basis for important arguments. By considering the

temper of the watch-dog, he arrives at the principle which should
~dictate the choice of guardians , by a comparison of: the male watch -dog
with the female he decides that womwn ought to be guardians as well

as. men;;;by an argument from the breeding of animals he comea upon !
his peculiar theory of marriage.

Most prominently, however, is the analogy with the arts. Politica
is an art and the statesmen should know what he p act ces. Also, 5L
because the artist ought to be free of rules in the practice of hia art,'
statesmen should ideally be free from restraint by law, and he
holds & theory of absolute govt..




,fg{;'tempt at a complete philosophy of man. Primarily, it is

_zr:separaﬁely 1t-fa11351nto_gjfﬁyﬁf s

~ "What 1s the good ®tate and how is the good State made?", a political

~ difficult to’agree

s, gt o e Sy

-+ - Composed

Sk e
e =

e et e i G r _‘_’,,‘"f. 3 2
he maturity of his' 1lif

int

‘about 40. It is an'

man in actlion and 1s,therefore, occupied with the problems of
and political 1life.. But man cannot be  understood without under
ding ‘his’ thinking and so it is also the philosophy of man in tho

'{%iﬁwéd'iﬁfthis way ‘it fbﬁﬁhﬂ&wdiﬁglégaﬁdﬁprgan;c;whb1e.;,,v

' 1to ‘& num| ‘treatises: on metaphysics, the

‘unity of all things in the . ﬂgiﬁpﬂgthﬂ.Godd;{‘;;bﬁ;mo;aljphilggephy_IWJ
the unlon and perfecyion of human yirtues in Justice;;;;;;on educatio
(Rousseay sald the republic "is not a work upon politics, but the =
finest teatise on education that ever was“writtanﬂ.;;;;;onfpoliticq}

sclence, sketching the polity and social institutions of the idea

)

State;;;;;;on history, explainirg the'processfbfghistdricaLVthﬁgg?

and the gradual decline of the ldeal State into tyranny. o :

_ The question vhich Platb set himself to answer was siﬁplyflfff_
"What is a good man and how is a good nman made?"...This was not simply
a question of moral philosophy, because to the Greeks a good man Ry
must be a member of a ®tate...A second question thus naturally followed

question....¥Yet to a follower of Socrates a good man must be possessed
of knowledge. A 3rd question thus arises: "What is the ultimate i
knowledge of which a good man must be possessed in order to be goode",
a metaphysical question....To thism a 4th question emerges: "By what -
methods will the good “tate lead its citizens towards the ultimate 2Dy
knowledge which is the condition of virtue?", a theory of education....:
Since Plato's scheme of education calls for a read justment of social

condltions, we get a new economics reinforcing the new pedagogics,

With reference to the economics, it has been suggestedby = -
Marxists that the mainspring of the REPURBLIC (Pohlmann) is Plato's :
aversion -to contemporary capitalism and his desire to substituce a.
new scheme of socialism, and that it is an economic traetise...This
argument 1s reinforced by attempring to show that in contemporary
Greece the struggle between oligarchy and democracy represented a e
strug-le of capital and labor and that in Plato werind a vivid sense- i
of the evils of this struggle and an attempt to deal with those e
evils by socialistic remediés..Hence the attack on prdéva & property %
and the proposal to abolish the use of money.

‘he obvious first objection to this theory is that 1t means

- the Importation of modern socilalism, which is a revolt against a

complex system of production, into the far simpler conditions of 3
Greek economic life....lhis is met by thw rpply that the conditions x

were not simple that credit was highly developed in the city-state,

that overseas trade was abundant. ‘there was a vast system of usury,
and that there was a soclalist attack on profits at that day, e

,WHaté}er.thé:ffﬁth:; ;Gr"k*eg
et A




directed against

<%, B

respedts a polemic,’ d against
L : a he ..f -I__‘--’-I‘Iu'_

./ The REPUBLIC is in many. t 14
rary politics. For Bl

teachers and the practice of cont

“advocated a comception of justice as:
~of which men set aside the drrationa

- and to gain a ;selfish satisfaction o

. accomodated themselves to the alscha

_ general welfare...Corpespondingly in politics, the State .
- field for tHe self-satisfaction of its ruler, but the body of which
‘he was a part...He opposed individualism in the State in favor of °

collectivism. XTSRS S P ST A R R R S e

In truth the individual secﬁred.ﬁis;owﬁ?bﬁ&sf%yTSQEufimé'thdse_
of his fellows...The old'harmong of interests of the “tate and the
individual is thus respored in Plato..This is the secret of the human' _ .

2

soul and of the universe, this harmony...The State 1is thus not a chancef?ﬂ

combine of individuals, but a communion of souls rationally and necess -
arily united- for the pursuit of a moral end, and unselfishly guided -
toward that end by the wisdom of those who know the nature of the ., =

soul and the purpose of the world, : e

The existing states of Greece did not conform to this ideal. :
mxcess individualism was popular. In Athens there was ignornce and T
selfishness lecading to discord. He wanted to substitute harmony and
hence his aims are ¥pecialization"and"unification®...Hence ve can’
understand his eccentricity on communion of ‘wives, Bt

There was ignorance, a speécial curse of democracy, for any

man might speak in the “#ssembly and help sway its decisions; any man
might become executive by lot...This was inefficiency...But it was alos
a false equality, and as such was unjust...Justice to flato was that
each man should do his work in his statlon of 1life determined by his
capacities...®Bveryone has d function. Just a's an axe is misused when

| it 1s used to carve a tree and also cut it down, sO0 is a man misuded
when he governs when he is only fit to be a mere craftsman..This is
not only mistaken but unjust. Unjust because he doesn't do his work
proper and because he shoves the better man aisde.

Ais chief annoybnce, however, was hhs individualism, selfish
striving for power dividing cities into rich and poor. it was present,
he saw, in oligarchies, as each strove for money, the rich to be
richer., Rather than be neutral ths state became a tool of a class.... .
It was present in democracy too..He saw the citizens paying thesmelves
from the coffers of the state and also using their authority to pillage .

the rich, conflscate estates. Politics to them too was a source of




" being each doing his appointedrwofkgiﬁ contentment, 'f
. i_j_. . e : .

-governs for its ownja

*?Plato.wanted to substitute hia'trueéview of Justiceha

prevailing ones, We m
did he

__hﬁ g e

> slightly to be -glving

to each man what is proper to him.:...Ths word "proper" comes to
assumé, in the discussion, the assumption that justice is an art;
giving good to friends and evil to enemies. This permits Plato to

make the point that if justice 1s an art, it is capable like other ?
arts of doing two opposite things. Just as the doctor can create as.l .
well as prevent dlsease, then the just man can be just and unjust at,
wikll,....Furthermore, it is easy to say good to friends and evil'

to enemies, but what if the friend is in reality an enemy, what does
on: do%....Finally, it is even ever just to do evil to enemies? Doesn t
Injury cause deterioration and is it ever just to make a man worse’;?*
«+se..Polemarc.us then abandons his position,

Plato is saying that Justice is not an art in the sense of a
technique which can be used at will; it is rather based on a grasp
of principle. Justice is a qualiiy of the soul. Unce you have it,

you can never use it to inguru otiiers or to cause aeterioration 1n
any man,

Thrasymachus represents the ridical view of the later 5th cent
His first position 1s that justice is the "interest of the stronger"
might is right. ‘he standard of action for a man living in a
OJmunity is thus the will of a ruler who wills his own good. While
every man acts Lor himself and tries to get what he can, the strongest
is sur. st to get what hz wants.

But 11 Justlce is the rulers interest; then for everybody else
justice is-"another's good". smmExwhglo b: just then is to act in the
iatersest of tine ruler, while to be unjust is to act for the satlsfaction
of yourself...But why should it bs Just for the rulsr to get his won
way and uﬁjsut for someonc else to do the sqme...hh¥ the double
standard? What 1s true of one is true of the rest. in fact, the real
standard of action for any sensiblec man is to satisfy himself so
that 1In th: conventional sense, injustice and not justiceris the real
virtus and the true wisdom for all sensible men. Injustice is T
better than justice and the unjust man is the wisest. : B 1)

o

‘Plato meets these two pOSitionS.ATO the arhument that a goyt‘ ¥

of its material (the

2 )

hi_;pupil's minds) The
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_'bad but not better than thﬂ good with whom he is content t e ‘equal
.,...Wiser than the 3uxxxﬁxn unjust man because ‘he thus écknowledges Eh

e

‘on a strong bond and thgt calls@;or acting Justly by one another.....
The just man 1is alao hﬁppiest, a‘pointaofhsppreme importance.,Reasona
'Everything has its. appointed function. fhe virtue or excellence of .
. anything. depends upon*tha-adequate dischargejof that function (The .
“virtue of the eye 1is clear vision, ‘of- the ar, good hearing). Now the
- function of the soul’ is" life 3 the virtu :f[the soul is good 1life.
«..The soul, thersfore, can only discharge dts function i€ it pOSSQSSOBL
. the virtue of good living, or justice, which means it 1is happlest, REF e
. " because that follows from-good living...rhe more virtuous soul 1is thus
the happiest soul....Since happiness 1s more profitable than misery, = ‘.
it follows that 1ustice, which is hapoier, i1s more profitable than

Injustice

-

Glaucon presents a third viewa a pragmatic one, To him, justice»*
i1s artificial, the spirit of convention. Using the "social contracy"
argument, he¢ argues -that in astate of nature men suffer injustice i

~freely and without restraint. This is intolerable, so the "weaker" make
8 contract with one another; then they establish laws and conventions
which become the standard of action and code of justice. Human nature
thus becomes perverted from 1ts real instinct of self-satisfaction
toward law....Yustice 1s thus the child of fear...Justice 1s thus the
child of fear "it is a mean or compromise between the best of all,

which 1s to do Injustice and not be punished, and the worst of all,

which 1is to suffer injustice without the power of retaliation",

Justice is thus the necessity of the weaker and not like
J-'h:c-asw.srn:lacms., the interest of the stronger.

o This view is also that of Hobbes, and implies a view of
human nature that man is a selfish nature for whom justice is artificial
rather than natural,

‘Plato meets this in rather elementary terms. in all the opposing
views, there is a com:on element which treats justice as if it were some-
thing external, an accomplishment, an imnrortation, a convention. None
of the vlews arc carried in the soul. He, therefors, sets out. to prove
that Justice 1s on the contrary everlasting. He proves it by showing | g
that that 1t is the right condition of the human soul, demanded by the N
very nature of man, Justice 1is thus internal,....But he doesn't demonstrate
1t to us directly by studying the inner man, he rather studies the btate.

His reason: if we had to read a manuscript of W1ich there were: -
2 coples, one small type the other large, we would take the large. Well,
Justice too exlsts in 2 manuscripts, in man and in a larger more visible
scale, In the State. He thus proposes to“study justice as it exigts An
 the State...He tius builds an imaginary _ '
'j.with_thhﬂ eet enters upon po}itica_'




the St ate....There mist be
B )

L

' ~ Now, " however, Plato preeuppo'ee‘a< S
building the State tholgh he 1s building'a 3tate ‘to illustrate man. .

~His conception of the human soul is and»ﬁhi

' foundetionof much of’the REPUBLIG G ' ~

e 2

Sou _an 1frationalior ey

- out ‘of which ‘comes 1ove,;hnnger
of reason, an elemnt of eupreme jof
a gulde of action for the state ‘and-
Lastly and midway between the two comes
to a sense of honor or chivalry. It inspires men to battle ‘and combine
the ambition and competition of appetite with the indignation against
injustice of reason. "In the battle of ‘the soul 1t takes its stand by
reason's side" _ . :

enq. in the etate for 1t-w111?b

g

bondof union for 1te members...

In building the state, he occupies himself first with the
the economic structure necessary to its 1life and in doing so he impliee
the very concwpt of justice which his construction intends to prove, . &m
Namely that each should do his “own", everyman fulfilling a single
specific function...He shows, eginning with appetité as the promary -
basis of the State, that it involves some form of assoclation., For food,
warmth and shelter there must be comnon action.And so the State first
finds 1ts binding force in human nmsed.. Zach man needs his fellows %
because of this mutual need. 'he result is an inevitable specializationy
division of labor. this means an easier p roduction of more-objects of '
better guality. : I

This association of men is first limited to farmer and builder,
clothierand cobbler, but is increased by the adiition of mechanics to
nake tools, cattle-tenders, people in foreign end domestic trade, thus
reaching the measure of an adult state,

To Plato the state vi:iwsd as an economic concern contains
features valuable not only in themselves economically but also as
foreshadows of political tru.hs. If the cobbler by sticking to his trade
to the last produces better and more work, why not the statesman?...
Also why not lcarn from the rsgiprocity and thus eliminate individualism

Now he pays attention to the spirit. lien are not content
with the supply of the merest "necessaries"; they need satisfaction
of their d331res for refinement.Pictures and poetry, music and dress
are all "needs" of mankind and a large population is ntsded to provide -,
them. & larger territory is then needed to suupaytthe larzer pooulation.;
...War then enters as ons of the functions of the State, walch must acqure
and defend a larger zkakaterritory. Thus spirit appears in the form of
a militery force of gurdiane.. i g WO

army. If ma'ureegur
ch more wvit

needs expertiee so-doee



8 : i g gurdie
must .be mild. and gentle to thdse'of'the house ho guards, though f1
to every stranger..Thé“faculty of reason must, thereforse, be pre: n
~in guardians. tq\distin ish . gwpwaé-*fho”citizen ‘whom.he defends
. the guardiag-ﬁhamipa ‘gﬁcka.&. n is present ‘most in the go
- of the state. It is ‘oct not gurdian but in the rulf?{‘s’th_
-_'Perfect gua.rdi & % ed
'f*ﬂ auxillaries“.c - :

: 'The rulars notronly come to know and understand ‘but also by
virtue of that knowing come to love and ‘that is another aspect of reas
" The ruler must be loving. He will governmthe ‘state best for he cares |
for it most and knows that its welfare is his welfare.. Govt will,
therefore, be unselfish and be practiced as an art for thc good of

community,..This results in unity. _ Sl

wr e =

Appeoite may draw men together for economic motives; Spiritrh g
may add a new military bond; but it is reason that holds men together 3*
‘by teaching them to understand and love one another , - A58

nulors, therefore, are to bca special class for not :1ll hﬂve
this reason and love. Those who have it-are to be carefylly discovered =
by noral testin anc selectod from the soldiors....Furthermore, since u:

for only a few oould, there is an intellectual test...He must know tho_f

essence of Beauty,Justice, and Temperance so as to fashion into their

likeness the characters of the people he rules., (uses the analogy of .

painter and a clean canvas who compares beauty, justice and temeprance ;a

with the human copy "and one feature they will erase, and another they -4

will put in, until they have made tho manners of men, as far as possible,
~ conformable to the Divinn _

Ultimately this means a knowlodge of the Ifea od the Good. e
‘his meanins grappling with the essence of existence, its mystery, the
purpose of all doing and all being. : .

The State 1s therefore a mational organizatlon and as such muu:
be guided oy the nighest reason opossible for man, hence the philosopher
king" is the loaical result,

‘The ruler, therefore, and here we get a tranaformation, is
thus a philosopher rather than a lover of the State primarily. We
thus get another kindof education designed for the philosophers.




‘ m;a.!hich prévep
: element in

_ _ o .
£ a0 We céhudoubt this and ask whether Baste istinction and gre
division of producing and ruling class ses will‘wdrk...ﬁlso whther -
subjecting state to single sovereignty rather than general will d N

last. : -
In spite of this, there 1s another side for Flato sees it” %

possible for individual members of a class to attain _higher status o
or lower- no hsreditary bond '

Now witn'this, Plato tells us the answer, the nature off- &
justice. Justice is the specialization, the will to fulfill the s
duties of one's station and not to meddle with other stations, Juatice

thus habitates in the mind of every citizen who does his duty in
his appointed place. — :

Social justice is thus the principle of a society of . -~ =¥a
different types of men combined under the impulse of their need for'%ﬁ?
one another making a whole which 1s perfect because it 1is the s
product and the image of the wholeof the human nind. -

“his is thus Plato's answer to 1nd1v1dua11sni as well, for -
the man in not isolated, he 1s part of a whole,




On Education

llow we come to how to realize justice 1in the state. Plato
suzgests 2 iInstitutions? a system of coumon cducation and a socilal
order of co:rmnism. Education will give the training for snccial work
and the iastinct for keeping unselfishly to its pcerformance wialch justice
demands. Communism will provide the time for the training since men will
¢ liberated from the necessity of acquiring a livelihood, will reriove
temp&ation, andinstill a view of the individual as part of a waole.

sduecation is mor¢ important fr it goes to the source of evil.;
at least that s thc lesson of Book IIT. Th? education emphasis is
logical.I€ justice is the discharge of one s fuiction, the state must
for the tae sak: of its own excellence train its members to excellence
in the dischargze of their function. Yhe community then must for the
saks of 1ts own goasi.nce imbuce its members with its own principle.
cducation is tous re-arcec as a soc.al nrocess by wiiech the units of a
society bicone 1astinet with soclal consclousness and learn to fulfill all
social cdenands....aducation tils sxiasts for the sake of the initiation
of th: citizen into the spiritual 1life of the <tate...=wducation thus
ad justs tihe individual to ais society.

3ut 1t is also mors than vaat., it is also the vision to
absolute truth. It is good in itself for its oun sake. It 1s the
lizs bevond time, .erond ta. shadows

contempluation of the reality walca
of life, 4t i3 tae way of truth,
<4n nhis system of education, he tuens away from «thens to
Snarta. At Athens, education was private. With little excention,
education at ithens was lsft to the discretion of ths fanmily and the
cnance orf »rivate schools. Th: family, not the State, vias r-snonsihle

=l 4=

for the tralning of vouth. this violated Plato's sensib.lities, Tat
15 vhy ta: Athenlanxzkaxksxmxx citizen was untrained and hence renaid
nis 3tate by beingz inelfiecient,

4

it interesting tnat in rsscting aza

3 7's control
azaivat gducasion,

i
]

zains
¢ Zo:3 on Tto ubolisa the faailly

onartan cducation was di
claims on th obsdienc. of its citisz
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from athens then comes tne individual aspect of Plato's scheme
of education-the development of the whole man;; from Sparta i¥s social
aspect-1t must be controlled by the State with a view to adjustment,

To Plato the soul can no more live without its food for its
activities than can the body; and, therefore, as long as the soul lives
there is need of education to supply its nutriment...Education is the
matter of a lifetime too. A man 1is being educated as long as he is
canable of a response to each new stimulus, as long as cxperience causes

rewct lons..=cducation, therefore, is not only occupled with youth,
but also with maturity
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In Plato's State education is far f rom finished when gyoung v
man omes of age. One stage may have ended, but lere #s another stage
for those who can climb. Not until te sge of 35 can the training
of a citizen beaid to be finished. And long after that age and
after 15 years of 1life have been given to governing, “lato would
have his citizens turn once more in their dclining years to study
philosophy on their own account and contemplate in the fulness of
their experience all time and all existence.....Here at this stage
we find “lato no longer talking about plasticity of the soul,
but rather of illumination, the slow turning of the eye to the
pure li:ht and the gradual winning by the soul of wisdom through
effort and strict self-discipline.
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For the environment of his education, he believed that mind
develops through contact with all the past products of mind, his
science, art, literature, philosophy.

Men must also be educated in civic action for the State too is
a product of mind and hence there must be contact with ®tate. The
fulness of education is in proportion to the fulness of experience
which it embraces. No humen mind has developed to its highest unless
it develops in every way in which mind has developed in the past,
and that includes political development.

There is tuus in Plato no distinction between mind practical and
mind theoretical and certainly co confining of education to the latter.
Since the whole of the mind must be devloped, all the practical
training and experience which we can acquire is a part of our education.
....*hug Plato once more reaffirms the connection of man and the
“tate. ‘he State, we have seen 1is a product of man's mind; we now
learn con ersely that it is also one of the necessary elements in
the development of his mind.

The fulness of human experience is therefore the curriculum and
sub;ectomatter of education. But that experience is not meaingless.
In ¥lato s teleological conception of the world and of the mind,
everytning moves toward a purpose. for an action to be rational it
is purposive. That purpose is always the attainment of the Good.
..-%0 know a thing, therefore is to see it as part of this scheme.

There is thus an ultimate purpose both in the action and the
thought of the human mind and in the existence of the world in which L
mind acts and which mind knows. “ction, knowledge, existence - all
imply the ldea of the Yood; and right action is action in the light
of tuhe knowledge that the “ood id the reason of all existence.

- “ducation thus culminates in the knowledge of the Idea of the

ood. Put since action is a part of mind, to know the world is also
to act accordingly. ®o that education issues in doing as well as in
knowing; and to be trained to know the *dea of the Yood is also to o
be given the master-key of kmmwimdge action.....This is the real and
final sense in which virtue is knowledge; and this is the culmination e
of the philosophy of man which Plato expounds. by




So much for the general nature of his subject matter. To
look into details we have to distinguish 2 main stages depending on
age and class differences...The first stage which belongs to youth
is also the stage thru which the great majorit¥ of soldiers pass;
and it is a training of youth and militarism. It is also a training
of character, a social training as well to carry out function.

The secodnstage be}onging to matuerer years is also only for'
those "perfect guardians » & graining of middle class and ruling
class. Ynderstanding is formed through science and philosophy and
hence assumes a more individualistic and less social tinge than the
earlier training for its study calls for a philosophic detachment.

The first stage study is study to the old &thenian study of
gymnastics and music, although with a much wider significance as
they include diet and medicine as ell as bodily execrice, the
general care of the body..His music includes literature and the

study of plastic arts, in other words, art thru speech, sound or
form.

Both t he training of body by gym and of mind through music are
for a moral purpose, tne formation of character. Gymnastics are to
elicit qualities of endurance and courage. The Greek dances too were
not only ruythmical but also represented stories giving them a moral.
They also brought solidarity (battles won op playing fields of Eton)

As for music, the rhythm and diction of poetry, the sounds f
musical instruments, t e énapesal colors of plastic arts carry a
strong artictic egppeal and a moral suggestion. Th- lessons tney carry,
therefore, should always carry the idea of the Good. He t hus attempts
to reform literature and music toward that end.

The first thing he & tempts to reform is literature, its content
as well as its form and here he takes himself into religion, because
tlhe poets were also religious teachers of “reece. He thus attempts to
re-edit “omer and the dramatists whenever they misrepresent his view
of the nature of God.

This regulation of the State into culture and religion (USSR
and ®hostokovitch, Hollywood investigation) is Justified because the
State is interested in the character of its citizens; and since the
soul assimilates itself to all things with which it comes in contact,
there is a real influnece similar to influenve of education. (would
we let education be unregulated”)....Hence he regulates content....But
also form. The drama, for example, is a literary form of democracy
where each man plays many parts; yet in the ideal State each man, as
part of justice concept, has one function; furthermore, with drama
and everybody acting there is a tendency toward posing....

Hence in the ideal state the literary form is that of the
narrative; and poetry will be the epic form where the narrator
preserves in the main a single attitude. Even poetry, however, is not
safe as he criticizes it for only imitating truth and never
- ameliorating human life. All the poet does is corrupt men into
unreal feelings of pain and pleasure, making us griee or rejoice
at the imaginary fortunes of others. He thus looks upon it as good
only when it is useful to the State and to human 1ife




Likxe literature, music in the narrower sense of the word must
also be submitted to the regimen of the State to preserve the purity
of its moral message. The state is universal critic, because the
suggestions of music find their way into the soul with a more subtle
pervasion than those of the other arts. ‘t must thus be brought into
harmony witlh fundamental social principle of one man one function.

The basic criticism of the view is the false oonception that
ert serves a moral purpose. *t is contended that the free play of the
artistic impulse is everything; and that to confine it leads to a
loss of apueal to emotions, fail to touch the audience

LI B B ]

‘his leads to an interesting observatiog. Plato's emphasis on
the state as an educational authority is the recognition of a truth
"Let me grite the ballads of the country and + care not who writes
the laws . “ good education in music and gymnastics carries with it
everything else, and there is no need for external laws which
reside in mere "words and letters". ®ince law is a spirt, the lawgiver
is the educator, and the spirit alone will solve all things.

“ut of this springs Plato's aversion to written law. It leads
oim thues to the positioj of his theory of education adding new functions
to the State of regulating artistic productions, but of also taking
away in the same breath some of the oldest rights of the State, the
system of laws and law courts. Plato would sweep away the whole
apparatus of law-courts,just as he would abolsih for the same reason
surgery and drugs.

Plato's state will prevent disease and not cure. There will be
no need for lawyers and physicians; they exist only when there is
no proper education.

Legislation is therefore a palliative to him.

This view is in contrast to o:.r own whwre the State is the
guarantor of a legal scheme of righte and duties; an organ of justice.

Coument*® Van the spiritual pasis of law ever do away with the
need of its external expression. Doesn t it need an objective form®%



Now let s come to the education of maturer years leading to
the perfect glardian. Here we go from education thru art to

edusation tiru scien e with an
physics, similar to curriculum
of an individual development.
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The end is therefore government, paradoxical. “e thus must
xonzider the¢ nature of rule by philosophers. “#ducation is not the
cons equence of govt and a function of govt, the rulers arc the
creation of the education system. -

Let the State itself is an educational system

in his government, the philosopherZkings are sovereign,
aboslute; but he does establish a kind of constitution or set of
rules for them thereby restricting them®: ne wealth or poverty;

limited size; rule of justice for specialization to be preserved;
no change in education system.
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vy COimUNISM

Not only does flato invent a new system of education, but
also a new social order under which the governing class surrenders
both family and private property and embraces communismj again done
in the name of justice with spiritual betterment the aim. ‘his system
of communism,however, is only a material and economic corrolary of a
spiritual reformation which he is more interested in, <his is so in
spite of “ristotle’s criticism implying flato did not believe so. Yo
flato man and society were to be regenerated spiritually and that man 's
mind was to be reformed first. it s just that he recognizes the
importance of the character of social conditions in which minds work.
1t should not te a disloyalty to the spirit to rewognize that material
couvditions exist and affect life.

Communism was not new to the “reeks. Anumber of greek communitie:
held property in common and the theory began definitely to appear in
Athens by the 5th century. *he individualism of the 4theniana,however,
prevented a socialist party from existing. Some thinkers were attracted
nevertheless to a naturalism freeing people from conventions of civilizec
life and leading to ideas of community of wives and of proprty.

rlato shows some of this naturalism in discussing community of
wives but his arguments for community of property are all ethical.
Communism comes out ofhis concept of justice. if the rulers are to
devote themselves to the discharge of their special duties, they must
put aside that element of appetite and hence must abnegate the economic
side of life, theoutward expression of appetite.A communit life, in
the sense of s life divested of economic motive, is tus necessarily
connected with and issues from his theory of the °tate., Without
communism reason would either be dormant or would be troubled by
appetite,

Furthermore, reason issues in comrunism. +t means unselfishness.
1t means welfare for the whole.

This is the psychological basis of hlS comrunism, But he
emphasises more the practical and political. Communism of property
is necessarxy because the union of political and economic power in the
same hands is proved to be fatal to political purity and efficiencye.
Whenever such a union is effected, 2 results follow: the holder of
political power, intent on ecomomic interests, forgets the need of
wisdom and unselfishness and turns to economic advantage; and the
subjects, despising his ignorance and selfishness, murmur until there
is no longer a community,..bence his communism is quite practical.

1t is also philosophic in being part of his special function
theory.ten with a functon as exceptional as govt must be exceptionally
equipped.®en with 2 unique duty must submlt to unique regulations.
Here there is a parallel between “lato's guardian communism and the
comrmnism of the medieval monastery. “Yuradiand and moks arealike
vowed to a high calling; and must be freee from worldly callings
interests and diatra tions, the separation of church and state in
medieval church is similar to rla‘bo s separation of politics and
economic power,



For these reasons the communism is not a matter for the whole
State, 1t doesnot tauch the third or ecomomic class., & system which
means the abnegation of appetite can hardly afect the class repre.enting
appetite. A system depriving the governing class of economic interests
can hardly affect those who do not govern....t*he third class retains
property, albeit under strict govt supervision; for the govt regulates
trade and industry, assigns to each his special work in craft witout
interference or dissension. froducers are prevented from becoming
too rich or too poor, for they both corrupt the state., Put this is
State control for the 3rd class and not communism.

| Another characteristic of his communism is that the "take"
isn t great. ‘hey are partners in poverty <hey have no property,
either individually or collectively, for the farmers keep the land and
its products;;;they have no houses and live encamped in common barracks
which are always open and public;;;the . have no gold and silver..“hey
live on a salary paid in kind by the farmers; and these necessaries
are not private bgt are consumed at common tables.

ojs socialism is a kind of ascetiscm and parts company with
modern socialism which stresses the more just distribution of worldy
goods. Lthey differ too (socialism is not USSR type) in that Flato's is
more a political than an economic socialism, while socialists have
traditionally been more concerned with economic program, the socializatior
of the meansof production. Furthermore, the aim of most socialists
today is control of economic obje :ts by a democratically controlled
>tate. Lhe whole community must own the meansof produc:.ion and
distribution

There are differences and difficulties in Plato's system. In
the first place how can a system of communism be peculiar in one part
of society and not in another, private property and comrmunism in one
State,His society invites dissension and here he wanted to build one
withiout dissensione....+f private property is a causeof discension,
why should it still be tolerated among the members of th third class.?
1t will breed dissension in that class and the guardians, deprived of
matrial means, may be unable to control the dissension of tThe class
possessing propertye.

1t is also difficult to see how a spiritual hierarchy can underst:
and control the motives and actions of ordinary men,
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In line with his idea of eliminating distractions from work and
temptations to self<interest, he calls for community of wives to deal
wi h the sex and family problem.

Lhis idea was not new to the Yreeks either., Spartan women
shared to an extent in training, there was little family life, wives
were lent out byhusbands to bear children,

Uenerally, however, women in Yreece were 2nd class citizens,
Yublic life was ma uline life, W#omen sat at home, spun and bore children;
they married early at 15, saw few men other than husbands ...darriage was
a means and wives an instrument for children.

rFlato set his face against the private household, with its
secluded women, its hoarded property, its narrow life, '



To Ylato, the home was only a stumbling block. full dowm the
walls and let the free air of common life blow over the place, . ‘he
home is thus condemned as a centre of exclusiveness, where selfish
instincts flourish.. “he women's mind is wasted on servicingtables.

There are 2 sections to Ylato's argument, one with emancipation
of women and the other with the reform of marriage. He begins with
the emancipation of women saying that the seclususion of women not
only stunts:the development of women but also means that the State
1oses the services of half its members, UYsing the watchdof analogy,
he says women can do the work of men except that theygre weaker.

He denies thattherec are any differnces in kind between men and women.
All she is is a weaker man. ‘o ignore those women with a capacity is
to ignore the principle of justice, for then some w men will not be
discharging their special function. “e 1is, therefore, not to much a
teacher of women's rights as of women's duties. 1f woern are trained
then the ‘otate will gain new instruments and discharge its functions
more efficiently.

the question remains, however, how can women devote service to
the State and be reconciled to the physical necesd ty of contiuing
the species? Plto, therefore, turns to communism under which the wives
an children are held in common.

He had 2 reasons for this. first, a physical one using again
the analogy of the animal wprld which suggests that breeding selectively
is wise for good stock., sen and women guardians living together in
common barracks and discharging their duties in comnon will naturally
have intercourse with one another. fut that intercourse must be
regulated and with a view to the greatest benefit To the Ptate.. *he
bestamong the men and women guardiansmst, therefore, be united at the
proper age and at steted seasons in temporary marriages; and the off-
spring of the marriages mist be reared by the ~tate.

But he has also a moral reason for his reform,lhe parentage of
children will be secret as children are taken at once from their mothers,
The mother will have nothjing to do with the rearing of the child. Yarents
will have nothing to do with children, out since the unions and births
will take place at given seasons , all the parents will be taught to
think that that all the children of the period are their comrion children
and 211 the children will think they are brothers and sisters of one
anothe o +his will create real unity, one body, all one family.

ihis will create consistency with common property. 4+t will also
permit the abolition of legal rules for family ethics will be substituted
ben will do their duty toward one another out of a sentiment of kinship

and affection. Pedition will never haunt a state whose'rulers are a
single familye.

¥lato's theories of eugenics are here of interest. Good stock -
is not the wholeof the matter of heredity; it is also a matter of
timing. Soth parents must be in their prime, fe fixes the period of
reproduction for men at between the ages of 25 and 55; and for women
between the ages of 20 and 40, Where infants are born out of parents
not in these ages, they are to be put to death

He also wants to reguale population to keep it to optimum
level for political stability. He thus regulates the number of

th tion b d 11 of
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not within his rules,

Plato's scheme for the reform of marriage, therefore, has many
purposes, 1t is a scheme of eugenics; a scheme for the emancipation
o§ ggmen% for the nationalization of the family; for the improvement
0 e state. ;

The position has been criticized as nottaking sufficient

cognizance of the sex differnces and their consequences. His ends may
be laudable but the means are condemned. Women instinctively need
child nurture as do children,

Iarthermore the union of men and women for sexual intercourse

2lone followed by instant departure is condemned. #atural marriage 1is
a more permanent and secure relationship.

Also corrupting the sex process go as to make the individual a
mere means denies a fundamental right to personality

He doesn't do justice to the re=al nature of the marriaie tié.

EEER



Under Plato's scheme of communism, there lies the assumptien
that much can be done to abolish spiritual evils by the abolition
of those material conditions in connection with which they are found.
He, therefore, uses the surgeons knife to cut away the materials things.
Sy compelling men to live under completely different external material
conditions of life, he hopes to produce a different sparit.

Aristotle critizes this view., Yo combat a spbritual disease
you use spiritual m dicine, &ducate a man to the tmuth. Baterial
conditions are not causes but are concomitants Yo freemen from
drugeiy is not necessarily to make them live the free life of the
spirit,

1t is obvious that Plato's attitude involved a certain elemnt
of re-ction, He wants to return to simplicitym eliminating superfluous
elements. Music isconfined to the simple and dire:t expression of simple
moods by means of simple instruments; in medicine when we read of the
physician's duty to leave the chronical'y ill to persih, we're
remined of the savages who starve the aged and help them diej;; in his
communism he tries to get back to the tribal society as it were.




Plato and States of Greece

The REPUBLIc is not just a Utopia in nowhere. Itis meant by .
Plato to influence real life. It is based on actual conditions. In
the 8th and Sth books, it contains an analysis of the actual consti-
tutions of Yreece in which Sparta, at once a type of timocracy and
oligarchy¥; thens a type of democracy; and Syracuse, & type of tyranny
all pass under review. - Plato thinks they are all diseased.

in all of thew,knowledge is stunted as political ignorance ‘
rzigns; elements other than re son prdominate...*e thus prescribes the
course of study in his Academy, the sovereignty od reason.

He is erious about t.e practicality of his nroposals, may even
have had a particular city in mind, and suggests that all inhabitants
over a,e 10 be bahished "into the country" and begin training the
pure innocence of children into the ideal ways of justice.

Yet, practicality is not the test and in Book IX he makes clear
that it doesn't matter ir his state ever existed at all . It is built
of thouzht and is an example for those who want to set life accordingly
His inquiry is fo. the sake of n ideal. he fact, in fact perhaps,
must fall shory of tine theory in its apurbximation to perfect truth.
Thedream, however,c n live on and have its effect. It is impossible to
estimate the influence which Plato's dream city has had on the minds
of meny generations, obut it is safe to say that tae influence has
been at least as great as that of the actual state of Svarta.

In proceeding todiscuss the degeneracy of the states, Plato is
not par icularly concerned with historical accuracyes to order, but
more witih logical consistency ceginning with the ideal gate. In this
reverse process, reason first disapocars and state by stage we deterio-
rate until tyranny depends on the worst elements of apnetite of all.

als chier purpose is to discover tie true nature of injustice.
de thus takes timocracy, oligarchy, democracy, and tyrnay, sketches
first their roiginsad cuaracteristics and tiuen depicts tne type of
individual character to which it correcponds.....From this he wishes
to demonstarte that justice is hap iness and injustice is misery.

TIMOCRACY

The first corrpuption in which element of mason loses its
predominance and gives way to spirit. It arises out of a division in -
the community. First the scheme of marriage goes awry; tihe rulers
fail to unite the right mates and a orse orogeny is born. Inadequate
for tneir work, the rulers neglect the scheme of education. They thus
produce a state of confuston in whichmen of gold are found in 3rd
class and men of silver and iron in the lst. Guardians are thus mixed
and there areconflicts between philosoohic andeconomic natures. The
latter win and private property is minstitutted. We then get masters
and slaves developing.

Trne philospphic natureas are not completely beaten,however
S0 that we get a mixed constitution and not outright oligarchy. They
thus retain the system of common meals and common educat on and rulers
abstain from work.

Basical.y it is a combination of eason and appetite, but it
rests essentially on girit, % thlonor ambitional war ®spected. +t is



essentially a ilitary state; with the soldier &throning the philosopher;

military skill delighting t.e populace.

Justice is, tuereore, beginning to disappear. Each element
is not Pn its proper place. Balance is gone and with it, unity.
There is division.

OLIGARCHY

Some of its features present in timocracy. It is more appetite
tnan spirit,however. its &hm is more trade and monet than war and
glory. The military thus becomes corrupted into the com ercidd state.
The possession of prove "tycomes to be the justific:-tion forcitizenship

Justice gets corrypted furtiher as the function of govt is
assigned on no ground o.. capacity but simply on the possession of
property. Also in its whole scheme of life, it refuses toassign
specific functions to mecific faculty. It permits ti.e same persons to
Lave many callings.

This is not only fatal to justice but also t unity. The few
acquire great riches; many become poor. It becomes the home of a
proletariat without land -ithout money or occupation. This gro e taraia
turns to crise in its discontent, which creates danger.....*he wealthy
too have =n element of danger present. Living for the sake of
acquisition, seking wealth, they develop criminal appetites, which
are demonstarted in com ercial dishonesty (definition of ethics)

Uivision and danger tous come early in oligarchy. Knowledge and
justice recede further. Instability reigns. Class-consclousness
develops and when the poor are drafted into the army with the
corpulent rich and finf their masters physically and morally
degenerate, contempt is added to hatred.

# slight flame and there is an explosion and revolution. ‘he
poor conqguer their enemies, democracy comes into being and inaugurate
a regime of liverty and eguality in social and political life.

DELOCRACY

The basis of oligarchy is ap . etite; that appetite becomes prevale
in all its forms under democracy. Urill and disciplien disappear.
Instead there is liberty for everyone to order his own life as he
pnlezses according to the apvetites of the moment. No more hierarchy
based on natural elementsof the mind.

Democracy is anarchy. It is like an emroidered robe' spangled
with all manner of characteres! No one constitution, but many. It
is impossible in Plato's view to speak of an agreed and single rule of
life in democracy...Law is more honored in breach than in observance.
Social training is of no account. Uemocracy never inquires if the
statesmen are uneducated, and onlyeasks whether they are friends of
"the people".

‘li0se who would defend democracy say he is describing anarchism.
That democracy is govt of a comwmnity by the coumon mind and will
as expressed by public opinion. If the common will is strong, it may
regulate individual life on many sides and need not be anarchist.



Identifying democrescy as he does, however, Plato condemns its
2 cardinal principles, liberty and equality as the negation of
?rinciples. Equality is the negation of sodial order and hierarchy.
rue equlaity, he says, is to assign more to the more worthy, less
to the less, proportionately.

“iberty is t unegation of social type and aial training.

Yemocracy is thus the negation of justice.. Democaryic man is
everything by turns but nothing léng. He indulges freely. He
is unstable.

Soon democracy becomes ruined by the good it pursues. Extreme
democracy leads to chaos and all distinctions between rulers and
ruled di-apoear; family distinctions disapcea; in school, masters
fear scnolars and schokrs despise their masters..Order and regulation
leave the streets and even horses drive people com streets.

The unemployed drones become professional politicians and they
proceed to pillage the or erly well-to-do middle class for the benefit
osteneibly of the strong masses but really for their own benefit.

“emocracy tis becomes the govt of a community by professional
politicians at the expense of the well-to-do...This involves
revolution as the middle seek to efend themselves and then get accused
of plotting against the people...In the sgyrug-le, a protector of the
people takes the populat side. He provokes civil war and turns
into a t.rant.

The verdict of the REPUBLIC on democary is one of «condemnat ion
‘n its life it is noy lovely; in ti death it prepares for tyrnnay.

TYRANNY

It is weafness more than wickedness wiich is the mark of
democracy; but it is wickedness and not weakness which is the mark
of tyranny. Its psycholo:iical basis is still apcetite, but it is the
worst form, brutal and lawless, the lust of flesh and the pride of
power, which man has in common with the beasss. It is eveil and
prevents social unity. 4t is absolutely unjust for it cannot be part
of any comuon scheme.

We thus come to the end of the circle, face to face with
the principle whic.. sturted us off, that oI brutal self-assertuon of
Thrasymacius....4.. ther the new cycle is to begin again, we donlt
know.

Of course, wnether he proves that the just mn is happiest is
in dubt, though to the “recks who disliked tyranny, he made his
point that man was unhapoiest under tyranny which was most unjust.



One other phase of the REPUBLIC must be noted before kmving
it, that of Panhellenism. The structuer of his ideal State wmmplete,
and his internal structure explained, he turns to foreign affairs.

He advocatesa foreign policy of alliance among he States of Greece,
in opposition ot "barbarians"....fe sphasises the idea of a o mon

law regulating the relation of the Greek states.....e asks that .
the Grecks behave toward me another with a restarint which they need
not show the outer world.

His state is safe internally, but not externally. He has no
notion of universal brotherhoodamd limits it to the Greek world.

Wi hin, Greek cities should never enslave Greeks or allow
others to do so..."ar between Ureek states is really civil war
and not war proper. "ar must, therefore, be made so as to make
reconciliatiop possipble.

Real war is to be made between Greeks and barbarians, their
"natural enemies".

in spite of this limited outlook, he is a pioneer in standing
for a rule of international law.




ARISTOTLE __

Aristotle conceived of his own contributions to knowledge not
& breaking fresh groundut as developing the contributions of his
predecessors. “e also conceived of himself as standing in the end
process of that development and regarded his own development as the
final attainment of Greek knowledge..

He thus regrded himself as the systematizer of a given
knowledge rather than as the creator of an originakphilosophy.

4e mpkes use of his predecessors, even though he c :‘itizes them
severly, and in fact is subject to the charge of plagiarism. 1t
seeuws tonough that most students accepted the words of their masters
as their own, nd Plato was his master.

vunlike Plato, he was conservative. He attempted to create an
Ideal State. but he was prim rily concenrned with justifying the .
existing institutions like the State, slavery, the family.

® was tue son of a phyeician and was thus probably trained in
gnatomy. 4t is said tihat his practical knowledge of dissection
explains the analyitic method, the comparisons he draws between the
State and the humwan body. D ring his :ctudies, he came in contact
with Isocrates which explains his interest in rhetoric and poetry,
and may have helped turn his mind to logic.

“ut the influenceof flato was dominant and attracted him
«Trom the study of speech to the study of man, to ethics and politics.

Immediately foll ing Plato's death,h ®ver, he epent 12 years
away from Atehns apparently living a normal life tho an exciting one.
He stayed with Bermias,tyrant of #4sia “inor andex-slave for 3 years;
“e, in fact, married his adopted daughter after H'sdeath/ This
friendship and tue marriage affected A's ideas; aad he comes to look
upin mar iage as a natural institution; and leads him to attack
communism.

de had no contempt for the goods of the world and in fact was
a manpossessed of the comfortable mezns. He believed that a man's
perfect development demanded a matetial basis of wealth as its
condition.

#fter Sermias he spends the next 8 years living in the very
c-nter of events and in contact with the greatest figure of his
generation as tutor of Alexander. He is tnus a man of the world
acquainted witu tie courts of priices. lWhen he writes of education,
of politics, he is discussing thingsof eBcih he is a part. He knew
from the inside the meaning of politics.

The most important part of his 1life, however,is not that
spsmt with fhilip and Alexander but his life at Athens as head of
a school from 335 alwmost until nis death in 322.




Scinee, says A, deals with forms rather than matter for matter
is unknowable and is in constant flux, while form is permanent.Hence
the pexmanence of a State is not its matter, not its citizens, but
ité form; toat is to say, its constitution.smxSciemce then is a science
of forms andpolitical scinece is a science of political forms T
contitutions..

There is,however, a teleological relationship between matter
and form in that the flux of matter is headed toward the development
of form. Form is an end toward wwuich matter is determined. latter
is the primary material necessary for thr rwlization of some end;
and this primary materisl developes untilthe end is realized. There
is tuusa constant movement from matter to form, or from the potential
to the actual.

‘his teleological view of movement towards an end is part
of A's puailosophy and he apolies it toward the whole of nature.
Everywhere things are re.arded as determined toward an end.

‘hus in science, like astronomy, there is a certain primary
waterial like the empirical generalizationsmade by a shepherd or
sailor aocout a star which moves towards andend of scientific
knowledge;;;in poetry, there is primary material of impromptu
imitations wuich increase until tiheyreach their fulfillment in perfect
tragedy;;in politics tlhere is the primary material of family and
ite final orm is the State.

This teleological view of life, helps him to an evolutionary
view of the State. Beleiving in development, he naturally turned
to nistorical method; he traced the historical growth of the State
from ite first oprigin andhe critizes Plato's theory of revolutions
as being unhistorical.

Hdig view, however, is teleological rather than historical and
ne emphasizes not the process of developument but the end. "Animals
are not constructed as tley are, because they have developed as they
have! they have developed as they have in order to attain the
construction winich they show"... he end explains the development and
not the development the end.

This gives A an organic conception of the relationsof the
individual to the “tate. Since membership of a proper State is the
end of human devel pment and since its end is the real nature or
meaning of anything, it follows that man has hie real meaning as a
member of a State....dn the State and as a member of the State, he
lives and uas his meaning; without the state and apart from it, he
has no meaning. ;

‘his is tue meaning of the fa ous phrase: "Man is by nature a
political animal". kan's real nature is in that citizenship. Without
that citizenship, he has not attained that nature.....He is only as
& member of the state; he acts only as a member of the state and to
promote its aim.

‘his view, of course, obviously emphasizes duties rather than
rights



There are, however, defects in A's teleoldgy and hence defects
in his coldtical tuought. He saw that there had been & development of
the State, but he did not see that there was a development still to
come. On tne contrary, it led him to see in the city-state the final
goal and completion of all political progress and to shut his eyes
to the growing empire around him.

A's teleology aleo tells him that there is a kingdom of ends.
That which is the end of one activity may be itself the means to a
still L gher end. Plants thus exist for an mals, and animala for
man....lt nelps him to a view of the State which makes it, not the
one agsociation and the sole end of man, as it tended to become in
Plato s hands, but the supreme association and the dominant end.
It is an association embracing other associations, like the family.
Its end is "good life" but in that there are other subordinate ends,
like that of comuon friendship.

The State thus embraces and does not neglect other associations.
Hence the household is saved by him as part of the end....But just as
the household is preserved so is the slave preserved as a meanc to the
end 6f household.

A's telelogy has a further use. It serves to classify states
in order or merit. The "essence" of e thing lies ip its end; therefore,
in defining we must always give an end. Everything is defined by its
function....Thus one cless of states is engaged in the pu suit of
wealth; another is aiwed at liberty; a third with virtuex

Let us now consider more fully A'a conception of the State
as it relates to unity.In the beginning of the 2nd book, he combats
Plato s conception of political unity and suggests his own by
replacing P's "Uneness" with a more modertae "association". ® city is
not one in the identity of exactly sirilar memcers; it is one in the
cooperation of dissimilar units.

This is the problem of the universal to the particular. de

‘holds that the whole is not over and veyond tre ones. In politics, the

State does not tower avbove tke individual to the negation of the
individual self; it is an association of individuals bound by
spiritual cnains about a com.on life of virtue.

4n association must be composed of men diverse in kind and yet
80 far alike as to be fzirly equal; for master and slave cannot form
an ascsociation..Each of thece diverse yet like and equal elements
possesses his own specific advantage; and each naturally excahnges
his own adv~ntage, which his neighbor needs, gor hie neighbors, which
heneeds..The essence of ascociation are therefore differentiation
and consequent exchange.

His criticism of P, therefore, is that diversity is as impt
as unity; or rather it is essential for unity. But P swept away
diversity, the means to<ard the end.

The term "association" does not, however, adequately reflect
A's concept or unity.The State must also be classed as a "compound"
or an Erganic whole in which from the parts there is produced a new
whole'". ;



This new "whole" consists of its parts different in kind
whose identity 1s sfill maintained; but the whole still is prior to
tie part...The individual cannot exist apart from the State which
is thus prior to him.

# cohesive factor increating thisinner unity is "justice"
and "friendship". Justice is Ehe political good; it is a "reciproeal
rendering of equal amounts". +t ensures to each his rights and
enforces on all their duties. It provides a scheme of rights and duties

Pehind justice there is friendship, which varies as justice
v ries. This friendship expresses itself in socizl intercourse, in
sharing of « comwon life. One of the aims of the State is, rerefore,
soctal life......They are related. Justice may secure to each his
prbvate property; friendship will throw that property open.

Friendship also means developing a concept of common good;
the good of another is one's own good. The State must, therefore,
possess the virtue orf friendship.
/
friendship is thus of the essence of political association, as
leading to social intercourse and the right use of property and as
making for political fellowship and full hazppiness.

® R ® N Ok ®

dith this background, we examine what A says about Folitical
Science as a scince. ETXZICS lists a horizontal and vertical arrangement
of scineces. Horizontelly, they are divided into theoretical sciences
which deal with objects unalterable by man and hence aim at
understanding and not at a2ltering those objects;;and the practical
and productive sciences, which deal with objects alterable by man
and therefore ~im at both understanding and altering.

Theoretical scinece se eks to tring man into conformity with
tne eternal, wnick ie truth. 1t, therefore, analyzes uaterial urtil
thie mind ave.rus Tur ve wus.

fraccicaxissin?ceuaﬁ.umpysu:, bring external things into
conformity with man s principles. It calculates the means by which
that conformity can take place.

“e lists political scinece as a practical science. It means that
instead of analyzing the facts of political life and seeki ng like
physics to classify and ex lain; political scinece first discivers a
orinciple (happiness or the supreme good/ and attempts to calculate
the means by which the State can be brought to conform to the
principle.

¥Yor a full understanding ofxRiai's ideas we must turn to his
vertical classification. Here he classifies sciemces according to a
hierarchy, one subordinate to another but all to a comaon end.....
Here he lists political scinece as the greatest and most dignified
of all practical scineces, because its end is the ultimate end to
woich all others =re subservient, the endof man's 1ife.

dig &finition of political scinece, however, includes ethics.



Ethics is not a separate branchto A. Politics is ethics. To
treat the end of societykto éreat the end of an individual, for both
have the sae end. Whetheraiman is considered as living a life in
himself or as living with the life of the ®tate, he lives the same
life, for the same purpose in the same way. He,therefore, kegins
his study of ETHICS by telling us that the subject is politics.

This is © be contrastedwith the course of modern political
science which with some exceptions beginning with Machiavelli, the
parent vi mo-ern political s£inece, has divorced them. Mac:" It is
frequently necessary for the upholding of the State to go to work
against faith, against charity, against humanity, against religion'".

de now come to the exact way in w ich political scinece as a
oractical science with a - ethical purpose, wo~ks toward the realization
of the end of numan life. There are 3 stages in morality: natural
disposi-ion habitual teuperament, and rational action and these
dictate and control our behavior. We are bron good, or we have
goodness trnrust upon us, or we achieve goodness.

/
Generally, we are in the second stage, of habitual temperament
determined by the pressure of external forces, such as t e opinion of
our fami y or country and we absorb those influen es not because we
willed to doso out of a clear knowledge and voluntary acceptznce of
their reason and ourpose.

Political scinece in its widest sense teach-s us toassimilate,
because it teaches us to unify these forces as all issuing from the
one end of human striving: hapoiness or the Good. It gives us a clue
for self-guidance because it enablesus to understand ourselves
rationally in the light of a principle. Man is thus lifted to a high
stage of moral life ..frogress in political scinece is not so much to
know more as to km better, not an increase through knowledge but of
goodness through knowledge.

But not all can gain that understanding and self-guidance in
the lisht of principle. It is only to a few men morally giftedn by
Nature, or carefully trained by man. The majority must always remain
in the ate.. of creatures of hobits wnich they do not understand. But
even for the latter, political scinece is necessary . *t does not
minister to them directly an inward light, but it does guide them
indirectly. They receive a guidance from without for they are led by
those in whom thnt light is burning. The rulers of the State gui-de
them toward their end by punishments and by rewards, by pain and by
pleasure, -cting upon their instincts because they cannot appeal
to their reason; and supervising alike the education of the young
and the habits of adult life....4n this sense political scinece
"lays down the laws of what is to be done and what is not to be done".

_ Now what is the "end toward which we are all guided, thec e of
li€e? Aristitle discovers man's end by investigating his function.
That ‘function is not life, for that is the function of all things
that live, of planst and animals as well as life, = but life of a
peculiar sort, corresponding to the differences of man from other
living things.



A conceived that life was identical throughout orgznic Nature.
But 1life has its different kinds. There is the life of nutrition
and of growth, with which the reproduction of the species is connected;
and this is the life inwich plants share...there is the life of
sensation, involving the power of having images presented and
consequently of feeling desire, and this, as well as the life of
nutrition, is the life of animals....lastly there i the life of
reasoning, peculiar to man but combined in man with the preceding
stages of nutrition and sensation, each higher stage al ays
presupposing and containing the lower.

But the lower 1life when united with the higher to some extent
alters its character under the influence of the higher. Thus while
the function of man is broadly and generally a life in which his
complex powers of nutrition, sensat on and reason all come into
pl=y, it is specifically a properly a life of eeason....Here is
virtue, living in accordance wi:th reason,(not pure reason)

#s the science of the ultimate Good, political-science thus
apvears to be concerned with the direction of men towards a rational
life. This direction is given in 2 ways® it teaches some men to
realize the end of life for theuselves and this unifies their
character and lifts them and lifts them to the plane of self-
conscious direction by the light of an inner reason....But most men it
aids indirectly andby means of the few it has taught directly..For
the legislator and the statesmen determine for most men their ends and
tne means for their rw-lization.

By political scinece the legislator is able to know both the
end and the mans; by political scinece he can impart his knowledge
to others.

“olitical scinece is therefore the master science and uses the
other sciences for purposes of study. Hence POLITICS uses domestic
econory and the theory of education as vitally concerned with
political science.The State must regulate the material and spiritual
equipment necessary to the good citizen...®ducation is of part:cular
concern to the State for it forms character.



POLITICS deals with the polis, as the title indicates; or, t
be more exact, with the 1lo0 or so examples of the polis scattered
over the “reek mainland and vreek maritime possessions..

Zt presupposes a swmall -‘editerranean world which was a world
of civic repuvlics {(the largest with an area of 1000 ag miles, but
mery with 100 or less)

fhe “re:ks nad a notion of a comau ity called "Hellas', but it
W 3 in no sense a politiczl comaunity. (Herodotus conceived it as
naving the 4 bonds of comaon bloqQd, speech, religious shrines and social
nabits, out ne re:o. nized no political bond;;;-lato argued Tor intl
law out tne very nature of:his arcu,snt involved sovereignty of acih
polis;;;-.ristotle nimself could say tnat tne «reek stock had the
capacity ror governing every ot 2r people if it -could acgive political
uniay, out he never souk t to iavestogate tue metuwod by which such unity
i1zt oe acnieved. :

-he assuaption of .ristotle, as of the rest ol vreek tuought,
is tnat of shall s ate or civil repudli:s whose citizens know one
another personally, ard wiica can be a.dressed by a single Lerfld and

sersuaded 39y a single oraior .nen iv assemoled at its town ue ting..
it is 2 gaall azd irztinate society; a 2 'urcn as well as a4 sgtate; 1t
a2zes no distin ion vetwesn tue provines of s ate and soclety;;;1i% is 1

word, an intarrated system of soeial e.nies, which realizes to T.e
full tce capacity or its wem ers and tuus claims Tull allegiance....

.- linit irn|size i: iwposed on it by its very nature azd purpose
vas conver .ely fes liait orf it; size welped produce its zature a
JUrd0Se/ ..e5eing a crur h and a systew of social stuies, it cannot de
a -abyloNee.ss-t 13 scall ana couplese in itsslf, seir-suiricieant in
bue seaze tuat 1t | meebts its owun reccurces, 3nysical and zoral; as it
4083 20T draw Iroa otners, s0 it is 20U vounu o Jive GO OULEr3essss

hole ... ¢oapleve, with a cou ded lize oi its own, tvueiolid

rlsed 0 a J5i3l dighdr LiJdl .y LBEZ 5..an Bd seli-surri iohey. L ls
gonG<ivad w3 npatyral | a4s & sCus.e of Lile wWii.n, Sragved T @ natuars
Or mad, is ilneriiasls and i:aeteasicolsz.

-n palking|asous tee nasursl’ cuaracier ol the -olis, . makees

a distirevion vaetwesn naturs any conwvention , vetwesn izstloutioas
exl-sin. 3y masursy a 4 L.03e 2xlsvisg Jy comvenvion. -his aistiactlion
JAS dPdes Jul0re A ..000E 0. ag Jrecacessors nad argued T v oTue
~ate, 14 wwe LJ0r. O tLe Clv .1 reuudale, was aersly a coavesntslonal
vitinyg, one tmt wilnt ovr alict 000 Jd&8 4id WAS 0Aly Uszcduse q=n iiresd
0y ¢oavract othai 1T o Ol 08..-0M¢ Lud eveén argued vanat it bau ostier
B0y ve at all, Jdzcause it deleated t..e zco0d olu rule aad siuple plan
0i ‘macure', tuat oif tue strouag Jdoalnuiing the weak.

hese tiecories ol uawural rignts cut at toe rootss of t adition
and underained the -rezk cisy-s ate, cu:ilie.ging the whole idea of
i1ts social ethicS.....-h33e therias were aiso a kind of individualism,
winich nad asscociated witn it as ally toe individualism leading to the
pursuit of privatc culture, maling tiue state nothing more than an
instruaznt to 1li e a cow 'u“n out profits for its members,



1 L}
.his theory too implied a derfinicion of "nature" as a idenvifi -
cation with notainz wmore ithan primary instincets and primitive ipulses

-nis was cuite contrary to aristotle's general phniloscphy

of "nature" winich afistotle hac uimseld developed.. geing everywhere
the srowth of an ianitial pctentialisy iato a final form or end, and
seeing its end as the essentiil nature of ever tning, ne applied

iz _.eneral philos oph, ¢o0 .an azd to awan s long develcpment, as
nestrugsled upward from tane sotentiulity oz primary instinct to

tne snd or nature of a political ozing, a being inten.ed by his
70b=ntialitiss rfor existence in 2 polis and a bdeing who achieved

kis nature in and torough such an existence. ...-he polis was

taus ner-gctly zataral because it was the natural nome of the

Zully gzrovin and n tural man.

A: déecs not, nowever, rzzt iz pelisf in & natural
ch.ractsr of man solely oh tasz fact o’ ~rowth. “hat ma'tes thes State
natural, in ais visw, is tic faect ©haat .i0.ever 1t camne into
exiztsncs, it is as it stands tae satisfdaction of an imaanent
imoulse in aunan nagturse tovards mor:sl perfection.,--an Lunailse wnieh
drives men wowvards, tarousn v:rious Tomas of society, into t#he in.l
political forn.
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%Ze state is thierefore naturzal when or in so far as it &es an
institution for tiat moral perfection of man to which his nature moves.
A1) the festures of its life (slavery,private property,familylare
equally justified and natural when they serve that sove eign end.

A state which is meant for the moral perfection of ite membes
will be an educational institution. its laws will eerve to make men
good. Its offices ideally belony to the men of virtue who have moral
discernment; its chief activity willbe that of training the young and
sustaining tie mature in the way of righteousness. ....The g ate is
thus a church. ...folitical science thus becomes :asort of moral
tueology.

“ikxe Plato tho to a lesser extent, “ristotle would exercise a
moral censorship oI plays and tales and he would subject music to an
ethical control.

That is what distingusihes Plato and “eistotle from present
political writers who do not look upon state as a church.



Using his ideals as a measuring rod, “ristotle now passes
judgement on the Y“reek states of the 4h century. Ynlike Plap,
however, wno first constructed the ideal and ten showed how the
actual states were a corruption of that ideal, he follows the reverse
order when, early in POLITICS, he amines actual states in order
that toheir umeritd and their defects may throw light on the
requirements of an ideal state;;but he too uses ideal principles to
criticize and classify actual states.

Three results seem to follow: first, an elucidation of the
principles on which offices should be ascigned and constitutions ;
constructed (for a consitution is a mode of assignment of office);
second,a classif cation and a grading of actual constitutions;
and rinally a criticism oI tunatdemovratic constitution w..ich was
gener 1 in the <th centiry and which ™ristotle considered inevitzable.

Uffices, we are tol, snouldvebassigned on the basis of
dietributive justice. To each the state wust assizn its awards in
proportion to the contribution wiich each has made to itself; and
in estimating the contribution of each, we must look to the end f
tuce stae s nd measure tie:contriobution o% e~ch to that end.~

ogically, this would seem to mean the enthronment of the
virtuols, or ~n .ethical aristocracy and would involve in the lzst
resort the enthronment of tie one man of supreme virtue, an abeolute
divine mon=rchy.

“ctually, however, Arictotle is practicsl enoush to recognize th |
at other mntributions tend to the realization of the end too. |
Besides virtue there is wealth which is necessary to the end because |
virtue requires material equipment. Besides westh there is "freedom"
which means not only the sense of iree birth but a2lso freedom from
dependence on others and fresdom from mecurniczl toil.

‘nis is one or tue lines along nich “ristotle wmoves to the
tiieory of tLe mixed conrita ion, which recognizes various contribution
and trus ~dmits various classes to office.

A clnssification or constitutions readily follows on this line
of spec.ilution similsr to “lato's. The criticicm of the demo ratic
vo ntititon follows in it turn.: It has abaniones "proportionate"
for "absolute" equ~lity;;it awards the same honor and the same
standing tc each and every citizen;;it is based on recognition of
only one contribution, that of "freedom and that contribution is by
no means tLe nighest or weightiest. -

Nor is this =11, Yot content with the freedom which means a
voice for 11 in the collective control of common afrfzirs, it has
added a freedom which means theabsence of control, the surrender of
moral discipline..And this is anarchy, the negation of the city-state
ae conceibed by Flato and ®ris. 1t is this dislike of anarchy wiich
makes #“ristotle, tnough lesc than flato, a cr tic ‘f democrzcy.

A js less critical




Aristotle is l:se critical than flato, however of democracy.
“e recogn ces that there is much to be said on behalﬂ of t.e mass
of the people. They have a faculty for collective judgment.: "some
aeoreciate one iximgpart,some znother, and all together aporeciate
o g “eople know where the shoe pinches .People thus should have a
ehare in the govt of the state. . stotle would thus have them elect

:2gietrates and holding them to a“count at the end of their term of
office




Arfistitle's view of law is dif:erent from that of Piato.
Anxious fora free field for the higher wisdom, Plato will have no
laws in his state.The eternal ideas matter more tian laws and those
who understand tue ideas must be free tostamp them at their discretion
on the state....®ristotke belie ed in the sovereignty of law; "The
rule of law is preferable to that of a single citizen: even if it be
tue better course to have individuals ruling, they should be made
law-guardiane or ministers of tne laws".

inis law of Aristotle, however, is not code but custom,
written andunwritten.

LE &

_ 4in modern times we distinguish between state and
society. ‘he one is the area of politi s proper, of obligatory
rule and involuntary obedience: the other is the area of voluntary
cooperation, conducted 1in and by a variety of societies,
educational, ec:lesiatsical and economic. ....tt would be difficult
to aoply any such distinction to ancient “Yreece; the polis
included everytuing.

Ihe study of politics, therefore, also included
economics and education.His theory f mdumaxeconomics is a theory
of e ways and means in wnich household and cities can properly
use tue means at their dicposal for the better liviwg of a good life.
wealth, on nies basis, is a means to a moral end . As sucha means,
it is necessarily lirzited by the end and it must not be greater
than what tne end requires....lhis is not socialism, but ie a line
of thousnt inimical to capit-1li.m. It has tended to foster m:dern
socialisum.

There was a certain a ount of quasi-socizlistic opinion
in “Yreece of the 4th century. rlatoc was not a socialiest; he divorces
volitical vower from economic; ovut ne advocst 4 comunism. Yet socieclist
schemeg rewnined matters oI "iry speculation, which never penetrated
to tie oeopie.. The citizen of Athens was more often his own emoloyer
tun an ewvloyee; tlere was little of a4 wage system.

Tiue system of private vroverty wihich Aristotle defends
on tue ground tast virtue needs its "equipment"and personality its
medium of expression was never in any re 1 denger. It was orotected
as 1t oerhaps alwavs will be, by the con ervatism of small farmers
end small artisans working on their own account. The utmose extremity
of tuie radical politician was a demand for redstribution of land and
for cancellation of debsts.

olavery was more of a moot question.. Plato protested
against enslavement of Ureeks but neither he nor Aricstotle protested
against any and every form of slavery. In LAWS Plato recognizes
slavery and legislates for slaves whom he couvles with children as
having imperfectly developed minds.

“ristotle recognizing th=t there has been much debate makes
no clear pronouncement on the subject of enslaving fefeated Yreeks,
out he obvouely inclines to regard slavery as only proper for barvarians
wno are oy niture slaves. Ine netural slave is a man whose chief
use is his body but who possesses mind enough, not indeed to control
himseli, but to understand and to profit by the control of a superior




mind..%e is a femily slave wao is cuaght up into and elevated

oy tie 1life of the fa ily...There is no great harshness in his
view of slavery..®n the ETHICS, a slave asa man may be 'is matersf
friend...In POLITICS, we are promised an explanation of why

"it ic wise to of-er all glaves the evertual reward of emancipatiod
... lavery wes thus a moral inctitution. fe defended it ax

because its potential moral benefits

Another problem of family life debated in the 4th
century was tuat of tne position of women. Pla o would have them
emancipated from housen dd drudgery for political service to the
idesl state. In speculation of this order the emancipation of

ti.at women _.ould only be free if the institution of warriage

and tLe monogamousfamily wae abolished....this negative assuwption
a racted attention and criticism rather than toe positiove
oroposal.

‘hue #ristotle discusses only the auestion of whether
wivee and ¢ ildren ou..it to bzin coomon. Upon this line, he defends
the privete frmily as vigorously as he defends ori ate oroverty
and on trLe same ground. sne family is justifoed by the wmoral
develooment which it ma<es possible....*his ie very true, but it
does not solve the posi-ion oI women

Finally witn referen to ducation, whicih ie part of
tie state vecause the state is intended for moral perfection.His
curriculum is to be mzinly aestehtics,andevpecil lay of nible
vusic. This was unlike any system of his day. Spsrtan was by the
state ovut merely military; #thens lLad its asthetic side but not
controlled by state.
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