T HE PRINCE Chap. XVI.

EXAMEN. CHAP. XVL

PDHIDIAS and Alcamenes, two celebrated Statuaries, made each

a Statue of Minerva for the Athenians; the moft approved of
which was to be placed upon the top of a lofty pillar. When they
were both prefented to the public, that of Alcamenes had the preference.
The other, they faid, was too large and heavy. But Phidias, not re-
garding the judgment of the vulgar, defired that, as the Statue was de-
fign’d to be placed on the top of a pillar, they might both be elevated
to the deftined height: which being complied with, that of Phidias car-
ried the prize.—Phidias owed his fuccefs to the ftudy of Optics and
Proportion. The rules of Proportion ought likewife to be obferved in
‘Politics ; different places and circumftances require different maxims;
for it is impoffible that the fame fhould equally fuit all: what would be
of admirable ufe in a great kingdom, might prove the ruin of a fmall
State: Luxury, for inftance, which is the offspring of plenty, and caufes
riches to circulate through all the veins of a State, makes a great king-
dom flourith; it is the mother of induftry, it multiplies the occafions of
the rich, and eftablithes a connecion betwixt them and the poor [].
If fome ill advifed Politician fhould take it into his head to banifh it out
of a great Empire, that Empire would foon begin to languith and fall
to decay. Whereas, on the contrary, luxury would be the deftrution
of a little State : money muft be fent out of it in greater quantities than
it could come in; which would foon bring fo delicate a conftitution into a
remedile(s confumption.—1It ought, therefore, to be an indifpenfable rule
with a Politician, not to confound little States with great ones; and in
this point, Machiavel is guilty of a capital error.

My firft objection is, that he ufes the word Liberality in too vague a
fenfe: he does not properly diftinguith betwixt that and Prodigality.
“ A Prince, fays he, that has any great defigns to accomplith, fhould
by all means endeavour to gain the reputation of Liberality ; but in fa&t
he ought to be covetous.2—Now I aflert on the contrary, that he ought

with aufterity, all things would not have been fo eafily extorted from him.” Bodin de
Repub. lib. 11. cap. iv. towards the end. See alfo lib. V1. cap. ii. It muft be obferved,
when he fays « bad man makes a good King, that he does not take the word bad in its full
extent, but only means auflere and rigorous by it.—T his learned man’s opinion, therefore,
which at firft feems a paradox, will be found to be juftly grounded when it is clofely
examined,

[m] It is needlefs to fay any thing here of the public advantages or difadvantages that
attend Luxury ; as that Subjc@c has been already touched upon in the Notes upon Book 7.
of the Hiftory of Florence towards the end.—Whoever defires to fee this matter more
fully difcufled, with the arguments pro € con, may confult Mandeville’s Fable of the Bees,
and the anfwer to it, by a2 Country Clergyman. See alfo the Article Mandeville in the
General DiGionary, : '
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