CHRONOLOGY The Italian States in the Renaissance
Duchy of Milan
The Viscontis 13111447

The Storzas 1450-1494

Forerce
Cosimo de’ Medio 14351464
Lovenzo de' Medici 14691492
Peace of Lodi 1454
Beginning of icalian wars—French invasion of laly 1494
Sack of Rame 1527
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sed the kingdom of Naples, Other ltalian states tumed o
ish for help, and Ferdinand of Aragon indicared his
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The Birth of Modern Diplomacy

[be modern diplomatic system was a product of the Italian
Renaissance. There were ambassadors in the Middle Ages,
but they were used only on a temporary basis. Moreover, an
ambassador, regardless of whose subject he was, regarded
himself as the servant of all Christendom, not just of his par
ticular employer. As a treatisc on diplomacy stated, "An
ambassador is sacred because he acts for the general welfare.
Since be was the servant of all Christendom, “the business of
an ambassador is peace.””

This concepr of an ambassador changed during the Italfan
Renaissance because of the political situation in Italy. A large
number of states existed, many so small that their security was
casily threatened by their neighbors. To survive, the ltalian
states began 1o send resident diplomatic agents to each other 1o
ferret our useful information. During the Italian wars, the prac
tice of resident diplomats spread to the rest of Europe, and in
the course of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, Euro
peans developed the diplomatic machinery still in use today,
such as the rights of ambassadors in hast countries and the
proper procedures for conducting diplomatic business.

With the use of permanent resident agents or ambassadors,
the conceprion of the purpose of an ambassador also changed
A Venetian diplomat attempted to define an ambassador’s
function in a treatise written at the end of the hiteenth century
He wrote, “The first duty of an ambassador is exactly the same
as that of any other servant of a government, that i1s, to do, say,
advise, and think whatever may best scrve the prescrvation
and aggrandizement of his own state.”” An ambassador was
now an agent only of the territorial state that sent him, not
the larger body of Christendom. He could use any methods
that were beneficial to the political interests of his own state,
We are at the beginning of modern politics when the interests
of the state supersede all other considerations,

Machiavelli and the New Statecraft

No one gave better expression to the Renaissance preoccupa
rion with political power than Niccold Machiavelh (nee-koh-
LOH mahk-ee-uh-VEL-ee) (1469-1527). He entered the
service of the Florentine republic in 1498, four years after the
Medici family had been expelled from the dty. As a secretary
to the Florentine Council of Ten, he made numerous diplo
matic missions, including trips to France and Germany, and
saw the workings of statecraft at first hand. Machiavelli's palit-
ical acrivity occurred during the penod of tribulation and dev-
astation for ltaly that foliowed the French invasion in 1494, In

Niccold Machiavelli. In The Prnce, Machiavelli gave concrese
expression (o the Renassance preoccupation with political power. This

siender volume remams one of the most famows and mest widely read
Western treatises on politics. Machiavelli is seen here in a portrait by
Sang di Tiw.
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1512, French defear and Spanish victory led to the recstablish-
ment of Medici power in Florence. Staunch republicans,
including Machiavelli, were sent into exile. Forced o give up
polities, the great love of his life, Machiavelli now reflected
on political power and wrote books, ncluding The Prince
{1513), one of the most famous treatises on political power in
the Western warld.

THE PRINCE Machiavelli's ileas on politics stemmed from
two major sources, his knowledge of andent Rome and his

preoccupation with [taly’s political problems, As a result of

his expesiences, Machiavelli fully realized that the small Iealian
states were no match for the larger monacchical states outside
ftaly’s borders and that ltaly irself had become merely a bat
tleground for the armies of foreign states, His major concerns
in The Prince were the acquisition and expansion of political
power as the means (o restore and maintain order in his tme.
In the Middle Ages, many political theorists stressed the ethi-
cal side of a prince’s acrivity—how a ruler ought to behave
hased on Christian moral prindples, Machiavelli bluntly con-
tradicred this approach:

My hope is to write a hook thar will be useful, at least oo those
who read it imtelligentky, and so 0 thowght 1t sensible to go
sraight to a discudsion of how things are in real life anc not
waste tfinee with a discussion of an imaginary would. .. For the
gap between how people acnally behave and how they ought
to behave is so great that anyone whe ignoves everyday realicy
in order to lve up o an ideal will soon discover he has been
raught how to deswoy himself, not how o preservs himself.'”

Machiavelli considered his approach far more realistic than
that of his medieval forebears.

In Machiavelli's view, a prince’s atttude toward power
must be based on an understanding of human mature, which
he perceived as basically self-centered: “For of men one can,
in general, say this: They are ungraveful, fickle, deceptive and
deceiving, avoiders of danger, eager to gain.” Political activ-
ity, therefore, could not be restricied by moral considerations,
The prince acts on behalf of the state and for the sake of the
state must be willing to let his consclence sleep. As Machia-
velli put it:

¥ou necd m onderstand this: A ruler, and paticularly a ruler
who is new to power, cannot conform to all those rules thar
men who are thought good are expecied o respect, for he is of
ten obliged, in oeder 1o hold on te power, to break his word,
to be uncharitable, inhumane, and irreligeous. S0 he mast b
mentally prepared o act as circumstances and changes in for
mne require. As | have said, he should do what is right if he
can; bt he must be prepared to do wrong iF necessary.”!

Machiavelli found a good example of the new lralian ruler in
Cesare Borgia (CHAY-zah-ray BOR-juh), the son of Pope
Alexander W1, who used ruthless measures to achieve his goal
of carving out a new state in central Italy. As Machiavelli said:
“So anyone who decides that the policy to follow when ane
has newly acquired power is wo destroy one’s enemics, 0
secure some allics, 1o win wars, whether by force or by fraud,

to make oneself borh loved and leared by onc's subpects, ...
cannot hope to find, in the recent past, a better model 10 imi-
tate than Cesare Borgia.”'" Machiavelli was among the first 1o
abandon morality as the basis for the analysis of political actiy-
ity (zee the box on p, 345).

e Intellectual Renaissance

FOCUS QUESTION: What was humanism, and what
fect did it have on philosaphy, education, attitudes
ward politics, and the writing of history?

and secularism—two characoeristics of the fal-
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product of a relqvely wealthy, urban lay society, The maost
important literary\gpovement associated with the Renatssance
wis humanism.
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THE EMERGENCE OF HUMANISM Petrarc
often been called the facher of ltalian Renai:
{see Chapter 11 on his use of the lalian ver
rejected his father's desire that he become a la
up a liserary career instead. Although he lived i
a tme, most of his last decades were spent in
guest of vardous princes and city governments. Wi
lack of modesty, Pemrarch once exclaimed, “Sor
greatest kings of our time have loved me and culti
friendship. .. . When [ was their guest i was more a
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Petrarch did more than any other individual in the
teenth century to foster the development of Renaiss:
humanism, He was the first intellectual to characterize
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_ OPPOSING x VIEWPOINTS

AT THE BEGINNING OF THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY, TWG writers.
produced very different views of p :ﬁcalpom;f and how a
nler should conduct affairs of state. In 1513, Niccole-
arachiavelll wrote a short treatise on polltlt:a!povu(er M justly
or unjustly, has given him a reputation as a poltﬂtal
apportunist: n this selection from Chapter 17 of The Prince;
Machiavelli analyzes whether it is better for a ruler to be loved
than to be feared. Thrae years later the Dutch intellectusl
Erasmus, leader of the Christian humanists (see Chapter 13),
also wrote a treatise on political power, entitted Education of a
Christian Prince. As s evident in this excarpt from his treatise,
Frasmus followed in the footsteps of medieval theorists on
pawer by insisting that a true prince should think only of his
moral cbligations 10 the people he rules.

Machiavelli, The Prince (1513)

This leads us to a question that is in dispute: s it berter 1o be
loved than feared, or vice versa? My reply is one ought 1o be
both loved and feared; bur, since it is difficult 1o accomplish
both at the same tme, | maintain it is much safer o be feared
than loved, if you have 10 do withour one of the two. For of
men one can, in general, say this: They are ungrateful, fickle,
deceptive and deceiving, avoiders of danger, eager to gain. As
long as you serve their interests, they are devoted 1o you.
They promise you their blood, their possessions, their lives,
andl their children, as | said before, so long as you scem ro
have no need of them. But as soon as you need kelp, they
Tum against you. Any ruler who relics simply on their
promises and makes no other preparations, will be destroyed,
For you will find that those whose support you buy, who do
not rally to you because they admire your strength of
character and nobility of soul, these are people you pay for,
hut they are never yours, and in the emd you cannot get the
benefit of your investment, Men are less nervous of offending
someone who makes himself lovable, than someone who
makes himself frightening. For love attaches men by ties of
nbligation, which, since men are wicked, they break
whenever their interests are at stake. But fear restrains men
hecause they are afraid of punishment, and this fear never
leaves them. Still, a ruler should make himself feared in such
it way that, if he does not inspire love, at least he does not
provoke hatred. For it is perfectly possible to be feared and
not hated. You will only be hated if you seize the property or
the women of your subjects and dirizens, Whenever you have
to kill someone, make sure thar you have a suitable excuse
and an obvious reason; but, above #ll else, keep your hands
off other people’s property: for men are quicker to forget the
death of their father than the loss of their inheritance.
Moreover, there are always reasons why you might want to

-'phmdcmg'od:en will nlways find an excuse for seizing other

: e S: possessions; but there are fewer reasons for killing
méldllingneednotlead to another,

Whi t\lléf‘ii"ati.lh'e": hea&i‘df s army and has a vast
number of soldiers under his command, then it is absolutely
essential to be. prepamed to be thought cruel; for t is
impossible to keep an ammy united and ready for action

withour m;uirlng @ reputation fOI' cruelty

Erasmus, Education of a Christian Prince (1516)

Follow the right, do violence 1o no one, plunder na one, sell
no public office, be corrupted by no bribes. ... As. you wou]d
racher stand for an injury than avenge it at great loss to the
state, perchance you will lose a little something of your
empire. Bear that; consider that you have gained a great deal
because you have brought hunt to fewer than you would
otherwise have done. ... If you cannot defend your realm
without violating justice, without wanton loss of human life,
without great loss to religion, give up and yield to the
importunities of the age! ..

A good prince .. . 18 & living likeness of God, wha is at
once good and powerful. His goodness makes him want 1©
help all; his power makes him able 1o do so. On the other
hand, an evil prince, who is like a plague to his country, is the
incarnation of the devil, who has great power joined with his
wickedness. All his resources 1o the very last, he uses for the
undoing of the human race. . .,

|A good prince is one] who holds the life of each
inchvidual dearer than his own; who works and strives night
and day for just one end--1o0 be the best he can for everyone;
with whom rewards are ready for all good men . . for so
much does he want to be of real help to his people, without
thought of recompense, that if necessary he would not
hesttate 1o fpok our for their welfare at great nisk to himself:
who considers bis wealth to lie in the advantage of his
couniry. who is ever on the watch so that everyone else may
sleep deeply; who grants no leisure to himself so that he may
spend his life in the peace of his country; who worries himself
with continual cares so that his subjects may have peace and
quier, . .. He does everything and allows everything that wiil
bring everlasting peace to his country, for he realizes that war
is the source of all misfortunes to the state.

C What does Machiavelll have to say about being loved
pdl rather than feared? How does this view contrast with
that of Erasmus on the characteristics of a good ruler?
Which viewpaint do you consider more modermn?
Why? Which viewpoint do you think is correct? Why?
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