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Morality and Politics: Can’t We All Just Get Along?








	Throughout the years Machiavelli’s The Prince has been the subject of intense controversy because of the messages it conveys; the thrust of those messages being that “the ends justify the means.”  Perhaps the primary reason for so much controversy surrounding his manifesto of sorts, is the lack of morality present the political theory included therein.  That is, the separation between morality (also associated with religion) and politics.  Of course this concept is relatively common among Americans today, but in the context of the time such an absence of morality within politics was quite controversial - in fact the separation between church and state for years preceding was the antithesis of the practiced norm.  Throughout the text Machiavelli reiterates his lack of trust in the polity and uses this lack of trust to substantiate an “ by any means necessary” ideology to uphold the order of the State.


	This theme of order within the state preceding all other priorities is quite prevalent within the book.  If order is the primary theme in the book then why all the controversy and debate over the morality of Machiavelli’s work, i.e., what’s so immoral about order?  Simply because Machiavelli values order within the State over anything else, and encourages Lorenzo de Medici to maintain this order even at the cost of human life.  As far as politics is concerned Machiavelli’s thesis is rational, but morality casts a different light.  The moral aspect that may or may not be in politics suggests that not only must order be preserved, but also preserved in a humane (moral) manner.  Machiavelli, however, seems to feel that the most powerful means of maintaining order is by having the capabilities of devastation, and therefore does not include morality.  Machiavelli’s radical outlook on ruling policy was seen as just that - radical and his views seemed anti-religion which didn’t help his cause amidst the religious and intellectual fervor of the time.


	Despite his “admiration of efficiency at all costs, and his admonitions to the Italian princes to respond to foreign ruthlessness with equal toughness” Machiavelli was not as brutal as some portray him (Bull, xix).  He did, after all, stress “that the prince must build his state on the goodwill of the people” - a far cry from the tyranny some accuse him of (Bull, xviii).  His political motives were centered on order, and once order was maintained (by maintaining a self-sufficient army, good foreign relations, and a balance in “lion” and “fox” characteristics) secondary pursuits of being loved and being generous (with others’ money) could be sought.  


One argument concerning Machiavelli’s ideology depicts it as cynical, however I prefer to call is realistic.  Machiavelli addresses real world situations that may arise after conquering a new land, and offers worthwhile advice regarding maintaining order and even flourishing in an unstable political environment.  Machiavelli seems to integrate theories of political science and sociology to construct an attack for each situation that may arise.  That is, Machiavelli is able to depict, fairly accurately, the movements of the masses of people and, then advise an effective method of maintaining order in each instance.  This stands out because he is able to slough the idealistic scenarios that can hold back most political theorists and deal only with the reality of politics and human relations.  For this he is usually criticized and said to have little morality, but as he says such issues of wanting to be a loved ruler and putting too much emphasis on morality can be detrimental to the order of the state.   


Beyond his realism and belief that the State comes first, his most criticized belief is “that the ends justify the means.”  This belief alienates Machiavelli even more from intellectuals and religious zealots, but it is only because of his immense love for the State that he feels this ideology is justified.  Because of his favoring order above all his republican ideals are well represented, but it is this last point (ends justify the means) that shock most people.  However, Machiavelli seems to contend that in the real world disorder is a real problem and that by ruling with a heavy hand once, even if it means many deaths, is well justified because, he believes, order is of the utmost importance.  


To prove his points Machiavelli uses not only logic, but also historic precedent.  As was the case with the Humanism ideals of the time, he called upon ancient texts and ancient civilizations (mostly Roman) to prove that when morality and politics
