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Abstract

This article compares and contrasts the perspectives on politics and power held by Kautilya, an influential
philosopher from ancient India, and Niccol Machiavelli, an influential philosopher from the Renaissance
era in Italy. The article compares and contrasts Kautilya's Arthashastra and Machiavelli's The Prince in
their approaches to gaining and retaining power by examining the basic ideas of Realism in political
philosophy. The paper concludes that despite the fact that both philosophers held Realist views on politics
and power, there were significant discrepancies between their perspectives on the importance of morality
and the use of force. Furthermore covered are the consequences of these parallels and divergences for
modern political theory. The article's conclusion suggests directions for more research.
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I. Introduction
A. Information about Kautilya and Machiavelli

Ancient Indian statesman and philosopher Kautilya is renowned for his contributions to political science.
In the fourth century BCE, he served as Chandragupta Maurya's principal counsellor and is credited with
penning the Arthashastra, a significant work on politics, economics, and military strategy.

On the other hand, during the Renaissance, an Italian philosopher and statesman by the name of
Machiavelli flourished. His most famous work is The Prince, a dissertation on political philosophy that
has had a significant impact on contemporary political thought.

B. Brief overview of Realism in political philosophy

Realism, a political belief system, focuses heavily on state power, individual self-interest, and the part of
the state in global politics. This approach believes that states are without control and their ultimate goal is
to increase their power. Liberalism, another political ideology, is in opposition to realism in its stress on
cooperation, international regulations, and ethics when it comes to international matters.

C. Purpose of the article

This paper sets out to analyse and debate the opinions of Kautilya and Machiavelli on realism in political
theory. Using their writings as a reference, this paper seeks to discern any similarities and distinctions
between their views on power, self-interest, and the state's part in international affairs. Examining the
beliefs of these two authors can provide us with an understanding of the inception and development of
realism and its continued importance in current political thought.
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I1. Realism in Political Philosophy
A. Definition of Realism

A variety of principles that emphasise the importance of power, self-preservation, and the role of the state
in the context of international contacts make up the political perspective of realism. Its supporters assert
that nations coexist in a world without a supreme leader and that conflict and rivalry are at the core of
international affairs. Realists contend that nations must put their own interests first in order to thrive within
the current global system and that the primary goal of nations is to amass power.

B. Key features of Realism
Realism has several key features that set it apart from other political philosophies. These features include:

Power: Realists emphasise the importance of power as the determining factor in international affairs.
States must be powerful and adamant if they are to endure in a world of strife and rivalry.

The international system, according to realists, is anarchic since there is no centralised authority or global
government to control how states behave. As a result, states are forced to rely on their own strength and
resources in order to defend themselves.

Self-help: Realists contend that in order to safeguard their own interests, governments must rely on
themselves. They are unable to rely on other nations or international organisations to offer security or
safety.

National interest: Realists contend that governments behave in their own best interests when determining
national policy. As a result, they will pursue policies that are advantageous to their own state even if it
means harming neighbouring states.

C. Differences between Realism and other political philosophies
Realism differs from other political philosophies in several key ways. For example:

Liberalism: Liberalism emphasizes cooperation, international law, and morality in international relations.
It argues that states can work together to promote peace and prosperity. Realism, on the other hand,
emphasizes power and self-interest.

Constructivism: Constructivism emphasizes the importance of social and cultural factors in shaping
international relations. It argues that states are not solely motivated by self-interest and power. Realism,
in contrast, argues that states are primarily motivated by power and self-interest.

Marxism: Marxism emphasizes economic factors in shaping international relations. It argues that
capitalist states will inevitably be in conflict with each other due to the inherent contradictions of
capitalism. Realism, in contrast, does not place as much emphasis on economic factors and instead
emphasizes the pursuit of power.
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I11. Kautilya and Realism
Background on Kautilya

Kautilya, also known as Chanakya, was an ancient Indian philosopher, statesman, and advisor to Emperor
Chandragupta Maurya. He is believed to have written the Arthashastra, an influential treatise on politics,
economics, and military strategy. Kautilya’s work is considered to be one of the earliest and most
comprehensive treatises on political science.

Kautilya’s views on power and politics

Kautilya’s views on power and politics align closely with the tenets of realism. He believed that the
primary goal of a state was to maintain power and security. In order to achieve this goal, Kautilya argued
that the state must engage in ruthless and strategic policies, such as espionage, propaganda, and war.

Kautilya believed that the state should not hesitate to use force to achieve its objectives. He argued that
the state must always be prepared for conflict and that the pursuit of power was essential for survival in a
world characterized by anarchy and competition. Kautilya’s emphasis on the importance of power and
self-interest in international relations aligns closely with the core tenets of realism.

Kautilya’s influence on Realism

Kautilya’s work had a significant influence on the development of realism in political philosophy. His
ideas on power, self-interest, and the role of the state in international relations were highly influential in
shaping the thinking of later realist philosophers.

For example, Kautilya’s emphasis on the importance of military power and strategic thinking influenced
the development of realist theories of security and war. His ideas on the role of the state in promoting
national interests influenced the development of realist theories of foreign policy and international
relations.

Overall, Kautilya’s work played an important role in the development of realist political philosophy, and
his ideas continue to be influential in modern political thought.

IVV. Machiavelli and Realism
A. Background on Machiavelli

Niccolo Machiavelli was an Italian philosopher, historian, and diplomat who lived during the Renaissance
period. He is best known for his work "The Prince," which is considered one of the most important works
in political philosophy. Machiavelli's work had a significant influence on the development of modern
political theory.

B. Machiavelli’s views on power and politics

Machiavelli's views on power and politics align closely with the tenets of realism. He believed that the
primary goal of a prince, or ruler, was to maintain power and security. In order to achieve this goal,
Machiavelli argued that a prince must be ruthless and strategic in his policies. He famously wrote that it
is better for a prince to be feared than loved, as fear ensures obedience.
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Machiavelli believed that the state should not hesitate to use force to achieve its objectives. He argued that
the pursuit of power was essential for survival in a world characterized by anarchy and competition.
Machiavelli's emphasis on the importance of power and self-interest in politics aligns closely with the core
tenets of realism.

C. Machiavelli’s influence on Realism

Machiavelli's work had a significant influence on the development of realism in political philosophy. His
ideas on power, self-interest, and the role of the state in international relations were highly influential in
shaping the thinking of later realist philosophers.

For example, Machiavelli's emphasis on the importance of military power and strategic thinking
influenced the development of realist theories of security and war. His ideas on the role of the state in
promoting national interests influenced the development of realist theories of foreign policy and
international relations.

Overall, Machiavelli's work played an important role in the development of realist political philosophy,
and his ideas continue to be influential in modern political thought. His emphasis on the importance of
power, self-interest, and the strategic use of force continues to shape the way that many scholars and
policymakers think about politics and international relations today.

V. Comparison of Kautilya and Machiavelli in Realism
A. Similarities between Kautilya and Machiavelli’s views on power and politics

Kautilya and Machiavelli were both political philosophers who lived in different parts of the world, at
different times in history. However, despite the cultural and historical differences, there are several
similarities between their views on power and politics. One of the key similarities between Kautilya and
Machiavelli is their belief that the primary goal of the state is to maintain power and security.

Kautilya, who lived in ancient India, believed that the state was the primary means for ensuring social
order, stability, and security. He viewed the state as a necessary instrument for achieving the welfare and
happiness of the people, and argued that the state must be strong enough to defend itself against external
aggression and internal rebellion. To achieve this, Kautilya believed that the state must use force and
coercion when necessary, and that the ruler must be willing to take bold and decisive actions to maintain
power and security.

Similarly, Machiavelli, who lived in Renaissance Italy, believed that the primary goal of the state was to
maintain power and security in a world characterized by constant conflict and competition. He argued that
the ruler or prince must be willing to use whatever means necessary to achieve his objectives, including
deception, force, and even cruelty. Machiavelli famously argued that it was better for a ruler to be feared
than loved, as fear was a more reliable means of maintaining power and security.

Both Kautilya and Machiavelli recognized that the world was a dangerous and unpredictable place, and
that the pursuit of power and security was essential for survival. They both believed that the state must be
prepared to use force when necessary, and that the ruler must be willing to make tough decisions to
maintain power and security.
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B. Differences between Kautilya and Machiavelli’s views on power and politics

While there are many similarities between Kautilya and Machiavelli’s views on power and politics, there
are also important differences between their philosophies. One of the key differences between the two
philosophers is their views on the role of morality and ethics in politics.

Kautilya believed that the state had a duty to act in the interest of dharma, or righteousness. He argued
that the ruler must follow ethical principles and moral values in his policies and actions, and that the
pursuit of power and security must be tempered by a concern for justice and the well-being of the people.
Kautilya believed that the state must act in the interest of the greater good, and that the pursuit of power
and self-interest must be balanced by a concern for the common good.

Machiavelli, on the other hand, believed that the state should act in the interest of power and self-interest
above all else. He argued that the ruler must be willing to use whatever means necessary to achieve his
objectives, even if these means were unethical or immoral. Machiavelli believed that the pursuit of power
and security must be the primary concern of the state, and that moral values and ethical principles must be
subordinated to this goal.

Another key difference between Kautilya and Machiavelli is their focus on domestic politics versus
international relations. Kautilya's ideas were primarily focused on domestic politics and governance, while
Machiavelli's ideas were more focused on international relations and the behavior of states in the global
arena. Kautilya believed that the state's primary goal was to maintain order and justice within its own
borders, while Machiavelli believed that the state's primary goal was to maintain power and security in
the face of external threats.

C. Implications of the similarities and differences between Kautilya and Machiavelli’s views on
Realism

The similarities and differences between Kautilya and Machiavelli's views on Realism have significant
implications for the understanding and application of Realism in political philosophy. Both thinkers
recognize the importance of power and self-interest in politics, and their views on the nature of human
beings and the role of the state reflect this. However, there are also key differences in their views on power
and the use of force, which have implications for how Realism is understood and applied.

One implication of the similarities between Kautilya and Machiavelli is the recognition of the importance
of power and self-interest in politics. Both thinkers assert that the pursuit of power is a fundamental aspect
of human nature, and that individuals and states act in their own self-interest. This view of human nature
contrasts with the idealistic view of human beings as inherently good or cooperative, which is common in
other political philosophies. The Realist perspective acknowledges that the pursuit of power and self-
interest is a key driver of political behavior, and that states must act accordingly to protect their interests
and secure their survival.

Another implication of the similarities between Kautilya and Machiavelli is the emphasis on the use of
force in politics. Both thinkers recognize the importance of military power in securing the interests of the
state, and they advocate for the use of force in certain situations. This view contrasts with the pacifist or
non-violent perspectives that are often present in other political philosophies. The Realist perspective
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acknowledges that military power is necessary for states to defend themselves and assert their interests,
and that the use of force may be required in certain situations.

Despite these similarities, there are also important differences between Kautilya and Machiavelli's views
on Realism. One key difference is their attitudes towards the use of force. While both thinkers
acknowledge the importance of military power, they differ in their approaches to using force. Kautilya
advocates for the use of force as a last resort, and emphasizes the importance of diplomatic measures and
strategy in achieving political objectives. He believes that military power should be used sparingly and
strategically, and only when necessary to achieve the interests of the state.

Machiavelli, on the other hand, is more willing to use force in pursuit of political objectives. He argues
that military power should be used aggressively and proactively, and that the end justifies the means in
politics. Machiavelli's willingness to use force more readily than Kautilya has significant implications for
how Realism is understood and applied, particularly in the realm of international relations.

Another key difference between Kautilya and Machiavelli is their attitudes towards ethics and morality in
politics. Kautilya emphasizes the importance of ethical behavior in politics, and argues that rulers should
act with virtue and justice. He believes that ethical behavior is necessary for the long-term stability and
success of the state, and that rulers who act with virtue will be respected and supported by their subjects.
Machiavelli, on the other hand, downplays the importance of ethics and morality in politics. He argues
that rulers must be willing to act unethically if necessary to achieve political objectives, and that the ends
justify the means. Machiavelli's more pragmatic approach to ethics has significant implications for how
Realism is understood and applied, particularly in the realm of international relations.

V1. Conclusion
A. Recap of Key Points

In this article, we compared the views of two political philosophers, Kautilya and Machiavelli, on realism.
We began by defining realism and outlining its key features. We then discussed Kautilya's views on power
and politics, his background, and his influence on realism. Next, we did the same for Machiavelli. Finally,
we compared and contrasted the two philosophers' views on realism, identifying their similarities and
differences.

B. Relevance of the Comparison between Kautilya and Machiavelli in Realism

The comparison between Kautilya and Machiavelli in realism is relevant for several reasons. Firstly, it
provides a more comprehensive understanding of the concept of realism by exploring the views of two
influential philosophers from different parts of the world and time periods. Secondly, it highlights the
similarities and differences in the ways that realism is understood and applied in different cultural and
historical contexts. Thirdly, it offers insights into the implications of these similarities and differences for
contemporary political theory and practice.

C. Suggestions for Future Research

There are several avenues for future research that could build on this comparison of Kautilya and
Machiavelli in realism. One possible direction is to explore the reception and influence of these
philosophers' ideas in different regions and time periods. Another possible direction is to examine how
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their ideas have been interpreted and applied in specific political contexts, such as colonialism,
nationalism, or globalism. Additionally, future research could investigate the implications of these ideas
for contemporary challenges, such as climate change, terrorism, or global inequality.

In conclusion, the comparison of Kautilya and Machiavelli in realism offers a valuable contribution to our
understanding of political philosophy and its relevance for contemporary politics. By exploring the
similarities and differences in these two philosophers' views on power and politics, we can gain insights
into the complexities of realism as a political theory and its implications for different contexts and
challenges.
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