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OF NICOLAS MACHIAVEL.

non favet : fui propofiti non eft Tyrannum inftruere ; fed arcanis ejus
palam factis ipfum miferis populis nudum & confpicum exhibere. An
enim tales, quales ipfe defcribit Principes, fuifle plurimos ignora-
mus ? Eccur iftiufmodi Principibus moleftum eft, vivere hominis opera
& in luce haberi. Hoc fuit viriomnium praftantiflimi confilium, ut
{ub fpecie principalis eruditionis, populos erudiret.” Hec Albericus
Gentthis [ ). But as Rupert feems to have fupprefled fomething, it
may not be amifs to purfue that paflage a little further, as follows.
« Et eam {peciem pratexuit, ut {pes effet cur ferretur ab iis qui rerum
ubernacula tenent, quafi ipforum Educator ac Pedagogus. Ceterum
hec difceptatio ulterius haud ducitur. Si favere Scriptoribus volumus,
multa & in hoc vitia emendabimus, aut illa faltem feremusin eo que
in Platone feremus & Ariftotele aliifque, qui non diffimilia commifere
eccata. Feremus autem, quia meliora deterioribus longe plurima &
ishabet [ x ].” There are two things to be confidered in the latter part
of the quotation from Gentilis Albericus. In the firft place, he
alledges that Machiavel chofe that method of inftru&ing the People,
in order to procure his Book a licence and indulgence from Princes :
which’ they would not have granted if they had confidered it as a
Syftem of Rules not defigned for their ufe, but for the inftruétion of
the lovers of Liberty. In the fecond place, he pleads that the fame
faults ought to be connived at in Machiavel, that are excufed in Plato
and Ariftotle. But Leonclavius differs widely in opinion from Gen-
tilis in this point, in the dedication which he has prefixed to Belifarius
Aquaviva’s Education of Princes ; from whence Keckerman has quoted
what it contains to Machiavel’s difadvantage [y ]. If it be queftion-
able, however, whether patriotifm and the love of liberty were the
Florentine’s real motive for writing the Prince, it muft at leaft be
allowed that he difcovered a great deal of the Republican Spirit, in
his conduct [ 2 ]. One of his moft recent Antagonifts is Father Luc-
chefini, an Italian Jefuit, and affiftant in the Congregation of Rites,
who wrote a book entitled, Saggio della friocchezza dit Niccolo Machia-
velli. Printed at Rome in the year 1697 [ 2].

Atrocious as the Prince may appear in the eyes of moft people,
there is another Book upon the fame fubject that is much more fo.
The title of it is, Cosnfiderations Politiques fur les Coups &' Etat : it
was written about the middle of the Seventeenth Century by one

[«] Chrifisph, Adam. Rupert.differtat. ad Valer. Maxim. lib. i. cap. 2, and 3.
[*] Alberic. Gent. de legat. lib. iil. cap. g.

[7] See Crenius’s Method. Stud. part. ii. p. 194

[z] See the conclufion of Amelot’s Preface, which follows thefe Anecdotes.
[a] The Fournal de Leipfic, 1698. p. 352, gives an Extraét from it.
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