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Leadership
A Contrast between Socrates and Machiavelli
In order for one to be a good leader, one must portray all the qualities of good leadership. The leadership of Socrates and Machiavelli based on the books, “The Apology” and “The Prince” respectively, had effectively possessed arguments that were deliberated a part of political thought throughout the 18th and the 19th century. Socrates and Machiavelli are recognized as the two of the globe’s most prominent political thinkers. Both the Socrates and Machiavelli demonstrate what it takes to be a leader. Socrates was well known for his philosophy of personal liberty and morality. On the contrary, Machiavelli clearly rejected the Socrates idea and rather had a more straightforward view. Although the two leaders appear to hold logical arguments, it is quite significant that they have two totally different concepts about politics. The wide growth of political idealism during the 17th century led to the evolution of political philosophy aided by several known idealists of the time. Political philosophy occurred among the Greeks from Socrates, who is recognized as the developer of this idea. Machiavelli, on the other hand, was referred to as one of the most influential components of modern philosophy of political thoughts. He spoke in a plain language of how great men should conduct themselves and the ideologies of a significant government. Therefore, in order to facilitate good leadership, one must be humble and admit to not knowing everything, ask questions and enquire from others, and concentrate and engage in deeper thoughts. With these qualities, a leader is able to control his subjects effectively thus promoting success throughout the political reign.
A good leader should be humble and admit to not knowing everything. As depicted in The Apology of Socrates, Plato describes Socrates as a humble and wise man. Socrates humbly admitted to his ignorance and never took himself too seriously (Reeve, Charles). He was known as the wisest man because he knew that he knew nothing, and this was recognized as the basis of Socratic irony. Socrates never pretended to have intellectual human knowledge rather he claims that he is better off the less he thinks he knows and delivers his wisdom along with appropriate intelligence. While in court, Socrates confesses his lack of expertise in any field, which differentiates him from both the sophists and the pre-Socratics, who claimed to have great experience and knowledge. According to Socrates, wisdom and virtue were key factors in his determination to serve and enhance the society at large. He believed that if everyone has and uses his wisdom, there will be no wrongdoers. Therefore, people’s self-knowledge would promote healthy and more fulfilling lives. 
Moreover, in leadership, one should incorporate a mode of inquiry by asking questions and making inquiries from others. In his humble nature, Socrates was always very inquisitive, nearly all his written accounts are dialogues. He did not just rely on his own knowledge to administer his subjects. Socrates applied the method of inquiry in order to identify what his speakers thought he knew (Reeve, Charles). He held that through asking questions, he would be able to empower others thus contributing their ideas and philosophies towards good governance. He believed that the government should have a justice system, where all the core virtues of political life were exercised. Although there were laws to govern the society, Socrates encouraged the people to exercise their own best thinking. Among his greatest contributions to philosophy is the development of ethical questions and removal of Pre-Socratic concern in cosmology.
Socrates also portrays the qualities of a good leader through concentration and engaging in deeper thoughts. Before jumping into conclusions, Socrates would listen to others and concentrated more on hearing what others had to say (Reeve, Charles). He majorly engaged in deeper thought thus promoting a high chance of making better decisions in all his activities. While in court, he does not rush to pass judgments or defend himself. Even with the false accusations, he calmly asks the jury to judge him by his truths. Socrates was a Christian believer and believed in the incorporation of religion to portray good leadership and quality decision making.
Machiavelli is, however, different from Socrates and portrays leadership in a different context. In his book, The Prince, Machiavelli claimed that certain flaws and conciliations were essential to sustaining the powers of the government (Machiavelli, Niccolo). He provided that immorality existed among individuals and it was quite inevitable to encounter wrong acts tin the political field. Machiavelli argued that political leaders should sometimes engage in immoral behaviors such as violence, corruption, and other injustices over their subjects to facilitate effective control. He believed that a leader had direct control over his subjects and can, therefore, manipulate them to satisfy his desire, without being questioned by anyone. Nonetheless, he admits that princes should have wise advisors who will equip them with the knowledge to govern those he dominates (Machiavelli, Niccolo). Machiavelli believes that matters concerning the negativism and immorality in the nation should be kept hidden and not publicized to maintain order within the nation. This is in contrast to Socrates philosophical idea of justice for all.  He also refutes Socrates ideas on religious influences on political affairs. He argues that with religion, the leader will refrain from their political views to different scenarios. There will also be poor decision making and poor actions taken on the wrong doers. 
The ideologies of Socrates and Machiavelli are totally in contrast as Machiavelli believes in a monarchical government whereas Socrates ideology is that of that of a democratic government. However, the two philosophers had a great influence towards their subjects. They molded different political trends through their ideas, which are applied in the world today to achieve quality organization within different societies.
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