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1H UWE BAUMANN
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DE RE MILITART
IN MACHIAVELLLI'S PRINCE AND MORE'S UTOPIA,

The present study intends to show the similarity of thought in
Machiavelii's Prince and More's Utopia as it regards the subjects of
armies. war and the security of the state. Al first glance the two works
may seem Lo be at opposile poles, since une advocates crude realizsm and
the so called « progressive ideas » | of European politics, stemming
from & non-Christian and non-religious viewpoint, and the orher is the
product of Christian Humanism and idealism which More shared with
people such as Erasmus, Colet and Vives, Yet they do indeed have much
in commuoi.

Thomas More wrote Liopie (1515-16) approximalely [wo years
after Machizvelli wrote I Principe (1513). ' He did not know of
Machiavelli, but like the lialian, he was concerncd with the stare of
aflairs in Europe, with the rale of monarchies, of the Church, of merce-
naries and with war. Machiavelli deals with crude political realism and
More with an imaginary land whose main tenets of laws and principles
are bazed on reason and morality. A close analysis reveals that Ttopia's
political status and theary are based on'« power politics, » as Gerhard
Rifter demonstrates. * We know that More genuincly hated war, vio-
tence and blooshed. He was very skeptical about the politics of Furo-
pean slates whose systems functioned on the basis of immaorality, grecd
and pride. Could he, therefore, approve the conduct of the Utopians as
regards war and related matters ? No, but the Utopians are not Chris-
tian. They resemble the virtuous pagans ol antiguity. In facl, Ulopia is
hased on reason, not Christian humanism or faith. 10 the Key 1o the
interpretation of Ulopia is irony and Lucianic sarcasm, then we can
undersiand how this imaginary land is not the answer (o Europe™s stale
of affairs. 1t could he, however, the lesser evil, for at least in Ulopia
there is peace, since Christianity has had no impact on the princes and
kings of Burope. 1t is, therefore, incvitable that the Utopians, in order
10 achieve their political independence, stability and securily had to take
recourse in a political philosophy very akin to Machiavelli’s.
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An analysis of the two texts will demonstrate the above and
show, mareover, how Machiavelli and More shared the same opinions
conzerning mercenary forces, auxiliary and mixed forces, and citizens’
militias. Although many studies mention the rwo authors in conjune-
tion, * | have not found any detailed examination of their books on the
subject of war and armies.

In chapter XI1 of Machiavelli's Prince it iz stated that the most
important foundations of a state are good laws and good armics, and
that good laws cannot exist withoul good armies ;

The principal foundations of all states, the new as well as the old and the
mixed, arc pood laws and pood armics. And because there conmot be pood
laws where armies are not good, and where there are good anmies, [here
must be gaoel laws, T shall amil talking af laws and shall speak of armics, |
zav, then, that the armics with which a prince defends his state are cither his
cwn, ar they are mercenary or auxiliary or mized, |

Although the notion of good faws, good armies « has caused some diffi-
culty Lo his commentators, » * Machiavelli believes that good laws will
create loval citizens ready and united to defend their state and even die
for it The subjects are fighting for their glory not for someone’s ambi
tivn, 7 While Machiavelli is advocating gond armics it must be noted
that he is doing so Tar the defense of the state, not for the congquest of
others. Indeed this is a central concept in his later work The Art af Wer
(L gere defla puerra, 1521), F
Machiavelli is not a war-monger, bul an advocare of the defense

ol the state and ultimately the unification of Italy, though Lhis 15 not his
main purpose in the Prince, * by expelling the « barbaro dominio »
through steeng aoms and wnity. Having stated that he will not deal with
laws, but with arms, Machiavelli proceeds [o attack mercenary and
auxiliary [orces, defining them o be « inutile e periculose ». Mercenary
forces are faithless, vile, cowardly :

The murcenary and the angiliary are useless and dangerous ; if a pricce con-

tinucs 1o hase his government on mercenary armies, he will never be stable

or salt ; they are disunited, ambitious, withour discipline, disloyal 5 valiam

ampae friends, amone enemies cowardly ; they have oo fear of Gol, noe

logally to men (p, 471,
hachiavelli enlarges the scope of his argument by stating that the ruin
of Ttaly was caused by nothing other than its reliances on mercenary
troops. His historical exersgria are indisputable, He states, at one point,
that whar Yenice had pained in 8040 years it lost in one dav by using mer-
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cenaries at Vailate or Agnadello, where it suffered a heavy defeal in
150%. In a succinet phrase he dissects the uselessness of METCCnary
armies :

From these soldiers, then, come only slow, lae and slender winnings, but

sudden and astonishing losses (p. 50).
He bBlames the Chureh for favoring these armies so that she could
meddle in wemparal affairs, and since the Church had no soldiers, she
had to hire forcign troops, The resule of all this was the plund:ring and
the raping of laly -

The r=sult of their efficiency is that Italy has besn overrun by Charles, plua-

dered by Louis, violated by Ferdinand, and insulted by the Swiss [, 509,

ln chapier XTI Machiavelli svstematically denies the usefulness

ol auxiliary forces, stating that they are good only for themselves, bur
dangerous and damaging to the state Lhat uses them : « losing, vou are
the prisoner » (p. 51). With ironic sarcasm he adds that he who does not
wish 1o win ought to use these troops for they are more dangerous than
mercenary forces. Since they are united and under one command, they
can oppress you casily @« In short, from mercenarics the greater danger
b5 laziness, From auxiliarics efficiency » (p. 52). Therelare, according Lo
the Florentine, a wise ruler must use his own army, for it is betier 1o lose
with one's own army than lo win with someone else’s, since this is not a
real victory. His conclusion is a gem of concision and [rugality of lan-
guage © « Inshort, the armour of another man cither falls off your hack
ar weighs you down or binds you » (p. 53). Machiavelli deals with a
mixed army, « li eserciti misti », by citing the example of Louis X1 of
France who abandoned the system set up by his father Charles VII, that
15 the 50 called « campagnie di ordinanza », in which royal officers
substituted and replaced the permanent condortieri, Louis, instead, cal-
led in the Swiss, so that the army of France was partly his own and
partly Swiss, thus mixed. He reputes the mixed armies superior to mer-
cenary and auxiliary forces, but Far inferior to a truly national army. In
his concluding paragraph, Machiavelli mentions forfung, vie and

Sede, three of the most Inaded words in the Prince, bul very precise and

appropriate o the subject in question -
Feonclude, then, chat without her own armics oo princedom s secure L O
the contrary, she is entirely dependent on Fortune, not having strength tha
in adversity loyally defends her (p. 54).
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The distinction is noteworthy @ with mercenary, auxiliary and mixed
irpops, the ruler places himsell at the mercy of fortune, with his own
army he relies on valour and lovaliy, '®

In chapter XI1Y¥ Machiavelli advises the ruler to he, ahove all,
prepared for war ; he must be strong 50 as o defend himself in the event
of outside agpression and when Fortune changes., He muost keep his
army well trained and strong, more in tme of peace than in time of war.
Physical and mental training are the most important aspects of military
preparedness, for arms is the ruler’s only profession and occupation, M
This preparcdness allows the tuler o overcome adversiliss and the
mutation of fortune :

Such meothods as these are always practiced by a wise prince, and ncver in
time af pescs is he lazy, bul of such times he diligeatly makes capital on
which he can draw in period of distress, so thal when Torlune chaness he is
ready to withstand ker {p. 57).

Machiavelli's precept of « good laws, good ariiies » and vice
versa, is conflirmed and put into practice in the island srate of Llopia.
The ltopians are extremcly well prepared to defend themselves even
though they hate war and consider it subhuman :

War, as an activity Nt only far beasts and ver practiced by no king ol heasts
so consiancly as by man, they regard with utter loathing. Against the psage
nl almast all nations chey count nothing so inglerious as glory soughi in
war. Mevertheless men and wommen alike assideously exercise themselves in
military training on fxed days lest they showld be anlit for war e hen need
requires. M
The el remains Lhat the Utopians are so well organized, so strong, so
well governed that they have nothing and na one to fear. On the con-
trary, they arc feared so thal the encmy would greadly hesitale before
altacking them. Their philosophy is to capture the leaders of the ene-
mizs hy hidding for them and then purchasing them because :
They are as wocry for the throng and mass of the enesmy az for their own cicl
zens. They know thal the common folk do ned gooto war ol (heir own
accond but are driven to it by the madness of kings (p. 203, 29-33),
The states of « mad kings » do not have good laws, nor gond arms, for
if they did rheir leaders could not be bought nor would they have any
reason Lo engage in war against the Utopians. As Raphael Hyihlodasns
slates :

In the first place almost all monarchs prefer oo ccoupy themselves in the
pursuits of war - with which | neither have nor desire any acquainlance —
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rather than in the honerable activities of peace, and they care much more
haw, by hook or by crack, they may win fresh-kingdoms than how they
may administer well what |hey have got {p. 57, 25-30).
The last sentence abuove is the key to the stability, prosperity, securily
and superiority of the Uopians.

That military preparedness is a vilal part of the Urtopians® system
can well be seen in conjunction with Machiavelli's principles. In baoth
cases the aim is nol conguest, but defense and solidarity {even the Lto-
pians claim the right o occupy unused lands and for humanilarian rea-
sons which is the seed of colonialism), Whereas More, as a Christian
Humanist, rejects and detests war, in Uropia he is presenting a pagan
sociely, thus the role of war and military preparedness is justilied. As
Kitler says :

Llvopia, sccure in the knowledge of its own moral superdorily, sl knew
how Lo act in times of war, It would be wrong (o thiok of More a: an abao-
lule pacifist like Erasmus. M

And 1 beliegve that it is the principle of « good laws -- good armics » thal
allows: More fo name so many inslances in which war is justifiable with
the Uiopian: :

Yet they do not lightly ga 1o war, They do so only 1o protect their own tern
tory or to deive an invading enemy ot of their friends” lands o7 in pity for a
peaple oppressed by tvranny, to deliver them by Toree of arms from the
yoke and slavery of a tyrant, a course prompled by human sympathy {p.
a0, 4 M
More, therefare, allempts to paint war as « an act of political huma-
nity ». " It is along those lines that the idea expressed by Machiavelli in
chapter XV, that of self-preservation, applics o Utopie. Althangh Lito-
pieis what Machiavelli would call « a dreamed up repubslic » -- while he
wants Lo discuss o la veritd effetluale della cosa » "% -- More makes the
Ulopians behave in a very realistic manner by stating thar ;

Their one and only alject in war is to secure that which, bad il been obtai-
ned befurehand, would have prevented the declaration of war. IF that iz auwl
of the guestion, they raguire such severs punishment of those on whom they
lay the blame that for the future they may be atiaid o allempt anything af
the same sort, These are their chief interests in the enl=rprise, which they seq
about promptly to secure, yel taking more care ta &void danger than (o win
praisc or fame (p. 203, 28-315),

The Uopians believe that « the fellowship created by narure takes the
place aof a treaty » (p. 199, 32-33). They live according to the prescrip-
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tion of nature, which is their definition of virtue. Even thopgh they do
not make treaties thev are well irained for war, This fact indicates their
recognition thal nol all people live according to the precepts of nature,
and not all are therefore « virluous ». This is nothing but Realpolitik.
Iaving the power, they do not need treaties. The Tinal goal of the Ulg-
pians being their common good, they consider it a Tolly to cavse bloods-
hed in order lo obiain a victory, They prefer to utilize anather method ¢
e deleat the ensimy wilh the power of the intellect,

If they ocvercome and crush the enemy by stradagem and cunming, they lesl
great pride and celebrate a pubilic trjumph over the victary and put up a
trorprhy as for & sirenuens exploil, They boast themsolves as having acted
with valar aml heroism whenever their victory is such as ne animal escepl
man conld have won, that is, by strength of inlellect ; Tor, by sirengih af
body, sav they, fears, liong, boars, wolves, dogs, and other wild beasts are
wot! Ao Tight . Moat of them are superior (o es in brawn and Nzrceness, bt
they are all inferiar in cleverness and calculation (p. 203, 13-27).

This whole pazsage is remarkable in its similarity of words and images
tor that most famous of chapters in the Prince (XVIID where Machiavelli
employs the word « astuzia » and wtilires animal symbolism. More
speaks of w« arre doloque viclos, » of « ingenii viribus, » « ingania »
and « ratione », as superior 1o the brute force of animals, recopnizing
rhat mere lorce is against their cthical view. They do employ cunning,
which is & dimension of the intellect whether ethical or uncthical. This,
however, does not caclude the fact that their army can fight with the
sirength of such animals as bears, Hons, boars, woalves and dogs, 7
Having this potential in reserve, thev can afford the utilization of the
mind t0 achieve their end. They, who shun and despise money, use il Lo
buy others sa that the leaders of their enemics can be captured or
averthrown. * The fox is nor mentioned in Mare's account but it is mir-
rored in rhe ward « cunning » :

It is mesl easy to =gy whether they are more cunning in laving ambushes or

mre cautious in aveiding them {p. 213, 17-18).
The rranslation ol « arle dologue » is therefore exiramely important,
for it justifies and explains the kind of ruses employed hy the Utopians .
placards, moncy for an assassin or for those who buy the cnemy alive,

brikes (o obtain the leaders or kings, becanse they know guite well that

« 50 easily do bribes incite men to commit every kind of crime = {p. 205,
15). The Ultnpians consider this wise and humane
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This habit of bidding for and purchasing an cnemy, which is elsewiyere con-
demnzd as the cruel deed of a degeneraie nature, they think refects greal
credit, first on their wisdom becanse they thus bring v 8 conelusion greal
wass withaw any battle at all, and secondly on their Bumanity and 1ercy
because by the death of a few guilty people they purchaze the [jves of many
harmless persans who would have fallen in ballle, bath on theio cwn side
and that of the enemy {p. 20§, 23-29).

The Utopians morcover « sow the seeds of disscnsion » {p. 208, 31)
within the enemy and « they supply money liberally = (p, 205, 39}, Since
Ltheir ultimate goal is « prace », « justice » and their own good, these
actions are justified. More has the sanction and the dautharity of S,
Thomas who allows a certain amount af deception in such circumsian-
ces. " Given the circumarances, then, the Uropians would use both Torce
and the intelleer o achieve their aim, even though they prefer the second
alternative, This is not very different Irom the Machiavelli prescription
You need to know, then, that there are two wavs af lighting : one according
Lir the laws, the other with farce. The first is suited (o man, the sceond (o
the animals ; but because the firsl is often no sufficient, a prince must
resort to the second, Therefore he necds 1o know well how to pud dir iesc the
trails of animal and of man .., The princs must be a fox, therelors, to recno-

gize the taps and a lion (o frighten the wolves. Those who rely on the lion
#lone are nat perceplive (pp. 64-65),

Is there a distinetion in terms of the final goal of the Utepians
and The Prince 7 Isn't Machiavelli's final poal the common good of the
stale, ol Flarence and lraly, as exemplified in the concluding chapter of
The Prince T I Florence and lialy had achieved the prower, security and
serenity of Utopia, ne doubt Machiavelli would recommend the sdme
principles as More, As Rilter states ;

I arder to avoid rivairy and real struggle More gave lux Utopians & fiving

slart by pranting them undowbicd ecanomic superiority aver all their neigh-

bors. But he appeared blisstully unaware - and one cannm doub his since-

rity -- of the fact that he had placed them in such a position of averwhel-

mingg stength, lad endawed them with political powsr which must have
been a theeal in the eyes of their neighbors ; it was really asking for (rouble
and abae af power, 2

In conclusion, while oo the surlace the reader may consider the
Uropians® customs and helizls ethically pure and idealistic as regards
military affairs and political power, and therefore on the apposite pole
ol Machiavelli's Prince, in reality the foundation of the thought, the
principles of human nature and conduct, of the body politic, are guite
stmilar,
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Let us now proceed (o the Tour types of armies found hoth in The
Frince and in Urepia : mercenary, auxiliary, mixed and one’s own mili-
tia. To fight in their wars, the Utopians hire the Zapolelans, who are
ruthless, bloodihirsty, rapacious, but o fearsome, rough and wild. »
They will fight for the Ulopians anytime since they are paid al the
highest rale. The Utopians regard them with the same conlempt as
Machiavelli regards mercenarics. They wonld like 1o see them wiped
ol e

The Utopians do nod care in the least how many Zapoletans they lose,
thinking that they would be the greatest benelfactor: (o (he human race if
they could relicve the world of all the dregs of Lhi= abominable and impious
people (p. 208, T1-15).
But while Machiavelll wishes to han the nsage of mercenaries allogether,
the Utcpians uze them. The significant difference i= that the Utopians
have nathing to fear from mercenaries. Ln lact, they never aliow foreign
troaps on their land :
[f any king takes up arms against them and preparss (o invade their terri
rary. they at onee meel him in greal sirength bevond their borders. They
nzver lightly make war in their own country nor is anv emergency so pres-
sine as to compel them o admil foreign auxiliaries into Lheir island (p, 217,
1-51. 3
Their political and economic superiority allows them to make use ol
mercenaries without any danger to their state. Morcover, the comman-
der in chief ol the whole army is always & Ltopian.

For Machiavelli the situalion is totally different. In chapler XII
of The Prince, he begins his historical examples by stating that Charles
Y111, King of France, was able to conguer [taly (1494) « with chalk,
and that is when « le arme mercenarie ... mostrorano quelle che e
crann. » In the whole chapter there is not one positive example of a mer-
cenaty army or comdotiiere. Even though F. Chabal states that Machia-
velli eonfuses « mercenarisim » and « condottierism » and accuses him
of being superficial in dismissing mercenaries within the historical con-
text of the times, it is an historical fact that mercenaries and condofrieri
causcd only  destroction, disunity and  weakness io the [talian
peninsula. ¥ The Nalian cities and states were dependent on mercenary
armics. The Nopians were nol. That is the basic dilfzrence,

Another interesting aspect is that the Utopians cmploy, besides
the Zapoletans, a mixed army, an auxiliary one, and one made up of
their own citizens

Mext tir them they employ the Terces af the people Tor wham they are fight-

S

————— 1
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ing and then auxiliary squadrons of alf their other Mriends. Laze of all they
add a contingent of their awn cllizens out of which they appoin some man
ol tried valor 10 command the whole army (. 209, 16-19].

All these are in effact the [our types of armics discussed by Mac hm-»:,lln
And as the Florenting concludes that without « arme proprie, nessuno
principato & secure » [ch, X1I1), and that the ruler must he milicarily
ready and have his troops well trained in the event of oulside aggression
ich. X1V}, the Englishman concludes his discussion on the composition
ul the opian army by discussing the valor, the expert military training
that the Llopianz themselves possess :

Mg | have saidd, they take every care not ta be abliped o fight in pcrsan as
bong as they can finish the war by the assistance of hired substitutes. When
personal service is incvitable, they are as cow ageows in fighting as they are
ingenious in avoiding i as lung as they might (p. 211, 11-15),

The power and efficiency of the Uropians is greatly enhanced by
the presence of their women and children -

When they have gone aut, they are placed abangsicle their hosbands on the
battle front. Eack man is surrounded by his own children and relations by
marriage and biood su that those may be closest and lend one amother
sl assistance whom nature most impels to help one another ip. 211, 1-
6}, ¥
The defense yl the family is, then, the defense of the state, © or as
Machiavelli would say in The IDiscourses -

Hecause in these armies where there is no afTection for hin in whose behalf
they fight. so that they do not become their partizan, there never can be
encngh military vigor to resist an enemy who has litlle of that viger (p.
2Ea).
Both authors, therefore, advocate basically a self-reliance, a strength
and independence that can only he obtained by having an army of citi-
zens who will fight for their goud and the good of the commonwealiiy
with a spirit of love, sacrifice and valour. Regardicss of the fact thal
Macliavelli s writing about principalities and More shour an ideal
state, and the difference in political nature and circuinstances of their
respeclive countries, there is an agreement in the rwo writers on how a
slate should defend and protect itself and on what forces (o rely prima-
rily, namely a people’s army. As a resuli of this, Utopia is the most per-
fect example of « good laws, good armies ; » but in order to arrive at
the ideal state ol Lropia the realities of pnwe.r and the means to achieve
it are very « Machiavellian, » netwithstanding the Christian Humanism
of {15 author.

Fardhum University Giuseppe O DISCIPIO
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MOTES

I, Cfr, B.W, Chamhars, « The FEadanal Heatkens, » in Fweniteth Centoer
Ferterpresarions af "Uiopie”, od. Willizm Melzon dEnglewood N1 Poentice Hall, V%8),
pre. [ 7-32

2. Yiuorio Cabrieli, « L'elomento italiano nella vita o nellz apere di Thomas
Aore v, Lo Culteen, |7, 3.3 (1979, pp. 235700, Gabariel states that Machiavslli's Prime
war imnsl probahkly available in Fagland in maonsesipt form while Mo wos alkve (.
6. He adds thar Francesen Verlori kncew af Lapio and mentiong i in his Seovnacio
helter dfistaria o ‘Frafiz. The first Floremtine edition of Lisoymie by Gionta is daced 1514 ip,
2600 17 this is s0. 0 seerns possible thet Machiavelli himsell knew of Uiopie 2nd 1hat his
statcment in Chapter |5 refers also o Logte @ o E molti 5 sona imaemwall republiche o
principzii che nen =i sone mai visti nf conesciunti essere I vera » (Ch, XV, po 41, Hai-
mondi ed. ). The populasity of Lisopiz in Itzly is conlirmed by the Tazt thas the Tics) lealiae
tramslation s e 1545 by Orlensio Landi, three vears befare it was translaled into Faglish,
Cle, Thoamas Whesler, o Thomas More in Daly [535-1700, @ Mareana, 27, pp. 15-21.

1. Gerherd Riner, « Cdepir and Power Politics « in Pwericth Contwer In-
dorgrrctoiiees o Diepie, ap. ot pp. 40-52.

4, See LI Mlexter, FThe Fiaon of Politcs an the Eve of the Refarmatian

fove, Machigrel and Sevssel (Mew York - Basic Books, 1993) ; T 5. Dorsch, « A Detes-
tablz State = in Twenticeth Ceaiery Inerpretations of ‘Uhopin', op of., pp. 8539 Leslic
aul, « Mackizvzlli and Maore o, Moreana, 15 (1957}, pp. 141144 ; NMontbrop Prvs,
o Varimv of Literary Utopias, » Dedalies, 34 (1965), p. 336 : Alice B, Morgan, o Philoso-
phic Beality and Human Construction in the Ceopia », Moreara, 29 (1973, e 1523,

5. MWL Madhiavelli, The Prince, p. 47, Throughowt the sssay guotaricns from
The Prince and Disoowrses nie from Moeecfinwe T, The Chiel Warks aod Others, Yolume 1,
trares. Allan {iilbert (Durham, M.C. @ Take Liniversity Press, 1965), Releranoes (o 1kem
will be give ie paremihesis in the text. For the Italian cdirion see W, Machiavelli, Opere, ad,
Frio ol (Mikmo : Muarsia, 1%6%).

fi. Hee Alan H. Gilkent, Machfoeeife's "Prinee” ana Its Fowerunsees [Darham
F.C. - Luke Univeszily Press, 1938}, pn. G2-67.

V. Ree also Sscoesi, 1) i,

N Heein Dellarie deila gueere 0 oo Ma seosiooonsidesacoone pli antichi ordin,
nen S eeerebbore cose pin unite, pid conformi ¢ che di seseszitd, anta Mana asmesse
I"altra, quanie gueste ; perches tutte "arti che =i ordinann in wsa civilid per cagione d21
Fone comune deeli unming, wet gli ording ol io guelle per vivere con limore deile lopgi ¢
d I, sarchhono vand, se nan Tessono preparate le difese loro . w W, Machiasvelli,
Tirtie de Cpere, ods. 0 Mazzoni and M, Casella (Firenee ; Darksera, 192%) 5 265,

ARMIES IN THE PRINCE AND LIFaPrA 2]
e S, Lrnst Cassrer, The Mysh wf the State (hew Haven - Yale Llniv. Press, 18613,
- z

. M Sex A H. Gilbert ; o« Indeed the monarch who daes nol direct his cwn armoy
i5 e hully under e control of Tortune ; he has no virad, « Op. cii_, . 64,

T Mg, p. 72 : o« Machiavelli's asseriion at the be momng of chepter Tour-
leen thal the ruler should make arms his profession is such thar he appears 1o be cormb-
g those who had assigned other professions 1o the ruler. w

IZ. Throughout the essay the quotabions are from the Yale Editiem of rthe
l?nnurli:l: Works ol Thomas More, Velume 4, Uropiz, Mew Haven, 1985, sd. by Bdward
Sty 50 and LI Heater (199201, 1-4), Qur yueabioms reler oo il by page and line in
rarcathess.

13, G. Riner, gp. o, p, 47,

14, _{-’a'u_ﬂm. P. M, 49 More adds : o« They oblige their iriends with he '
nud always incecd io defend them mevely but sametime: also ro feguite and avenpe infucies
peviously dane o them ., » lines 100 20),

15 G. Ritrer, op. cit., p, 47,

: L, _F{ Frineipe, XV, p_ 40 ¢ o Ma sendo Mintenie mio sorjvers omss ulzle a el ba
Wilendde, mi & parsa pid 2enyeniente andzie dietire alla verila effenuale dells cosa. che alia
inaginagions di essa. »

¥ - - '
17, Machidvelli wees the symbolism of the lion, the fox and the wolves @« Biso-
eni adungac exsere polpe & conoscere e laced, e lione a shigoitire | lugi. = N Principe, ap
i, . 43, .

_ 1§, This rommds one of Frate Timaleo in Machiavellis Mandragols win s
sasily perzuaded by the power of MY .

19, 51, Thomes Aguinas, Sermme Thealegtae (New York @ MeGraw Hill,
1972, Blackfriges), wod. 15, Za Zac. 40, -1,

0. €. Ritler, ap, oii., p. 44,

21 Oz neel anly read pages of history thar desl with mesvenaric:, Condotier
and Compaenie di Venlura to become aware of the evil, the desuricijun, the savagery and
pain infliced by them. The same Giovanni Acoto (o Hawkwood] n:cmimn.:d by
Machiavelli in Cho X, who had aken aver (he famous « Compagnia Bianca w, e cul-
led w0 Compagnia Samia » becaose | was being reluined by liw Pope, it attacking Fag
3760 killed tnare than 300 peopke, maostly children, and pushed aur af the city more 1}
|.‘|1'~'.1.'|1 thousand citizens o con ritenere solamcente yuelle donne che piasgesre a ui ¢ m
s, e Hee Paol Rossi, Sovin of Teadie (Roma - Edidons Moderne Canesi, 1964, vol. |
o d32-3 A warse fale awaiied Cesena o . nan vi T crodeled olie non _nm.-nlru;:-xx:ro |
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vingilori. » The cry apainst the mercenaries was heard all over Laly. Teopl: jc.“'ZI" Ia:
Petrarch, Colaccin Saluwti. Giovanni Villani and others, :w:ﬂ: umlcdl-r d-:.r;n'.:t.u.lll'_llx 1.I!r.
abuses of teese armies, whether foreigners or lalians. Rossi SIS o .hnn.m b uhl ;mlx .r.
alcuni di costorn stana sali coraggios: capitani o rarvfnl}a abili nemini [.'l'.‘llljl’.‘l. ma 3. n-lllr!
axione Mo profondamente demorabezarrize o mlnbl..r a manieners ed scorescere quella
(e adenza po'itiza diooud era Meffenio. » Rossi, op, ot p. 484

33, fiad., n. M1, 1-6, This micht be considersd o hif impractical or pavs, in
terms of military arl. hot idzal for its =flest on the soldiers.

231, 1.H. Hexier, The Yimans af Poditics, op, off., po 4« ']'l‘:.r r:?ml‘_!’ I!rm-:du:T
& sawerlul cuhesive Foroe Tor (e whole commomwealth Both as a coercive instiobion ang

as @ rreimep place For citizens, »

DAL DE TRISTITEA CHRISTHOR [4, p. 395 =pp. .

(he n™ 74, pp. 9495, cite un extrail du latin de More of ane riple sradae-
tion. Voici 1= méme passage dans la version italienne de notre Vice-Prisulented

Cerlo, Wil costoro, che hanno abhinato il bacio di saluto al tra-
dimento, i richiamano immediatamente il traditore Giuda. Ma sc qu::llil
lo rispecchiano nel futura, il biblico Joah lo prefigura nel [:aszzsalcl : |||'!
che (Re, E, 200 = nel momemo stessa in cui salutava Amasa dicendogli
‘Salve, lratello min® =, ¢ « egli carczzava il menio con la destra » come
stesse per baciarlo, inaspetlatamente trasse fuori 1a spada che teneva
nascosia, o pli trafisse il fianca da parte a parte, wecidandolo Tj,,lm mill
colpo. Con lo stesso inganno aveva gid veciso Abdnar A pid tardi,
verrd uccise Ini stesso, scontande giustamente la sua perfidia, :

Toub & dungue la esania raffigurazione e prefligurazione di G.“".da :
sia nel suo ruola, sia nel suo scellerato tradimenio, sia nella punizicne
divina e nella morte sciagurata, [...] Joab uccise in Amasa un amico, ma
Giinda in Gosd vecise un amico pid grande -- che per di ni'ii IC].'H il suo
Signore. [...] B, come Joab aveva ucciso Amasa r:iLl‘l'_'TE'l.!lilgll-“:1 incontro
amichevolmente come se stesse per baciarlo, cosl Gioda va incontro a
Cristo familiarmente, lo saluta con revereneza, lo bacia alfettuosamente
[...]. »olgendo in tradimenio un simbaolo sacro all’amore.

feaclucione F Maralisa Beriagnoni per una prossima cdiziore ARES, Milino]

Moresns XX, 77 (Feb. 1983), 23.2%

THOMAS MORE AND THE U'TOPIA -
NOTES FROM BELIING,

When I lew 1o Beijing on June 14, 1982, 1 knew embacrassingly
little about the history and geography or the political and sacial institu-
tians of China, and 1 had learned oniy the formulas and courtesies of
everyday Mandarin, So whal follows is necessarily a personal and fimi-
ted report. I want to say something about the lectures that I EAVE 0N
Thomas More, and the wav that the students and faculty T mat viewed
Uiapia. ' I'd also like to mention some of the developments in literary
studics, and in higher education more generally, that 1 saw and read
aboul 50 a5 to provide a larger context for these remarks. Recent chan-
#os in educalional policy and practice, and the discussion then ONgoing
abaut the role of the intellectual (a term wsed of bath the college student
and Lhe teacher) in the modernizarion of China made the summer of
1982 a particularly intercsting time to be in the People’s Republic of
China, | left Beijing in Aungust with the fecling that I was very lartunate
1o have been there when T was,

First, however, 1 must say something about the Beijing Institule
ol Foreign Languages. This is where [ lectured : more importantly, it is
the work unit which sponsored my stay and where my husband, a Ful-
bright lecturer in American Studiss, was teaching. Usually called Yi-wai
ar Bei-wai (Forcign Languages No. 1, or Beijing Forcign Languages),
this institute plays a major role in foreign language and literature tea-
ching in China roday. It includes a middie (zecondary} school as well as
undergraduate and praduate programs ; it taught ninereen languages in
1981-82 -- English and Japancse being the most heavily enrolled. Like
Beijing University and many other institutes, it is located in the north-
western suburbs of Beijing. Physically it consists of a number of byil-
dings that make up a large walled compound on both sides af u busy
strest - it was fascinating to watch the flow of hicveles ; small tractors
or horses that pulled carts loaded with grain, vegetables, or bricks ;
trucks ; and vars. A bean-curd factory is on one side aof the compound,
and a vegerable commune behind it runs down 1o a canal, while the
Western Hills are just visible in the distance. Darmitories house the



