SEMI-ANNOTATED MACHIAVELLI BIBLIOGRAPHY

Prepared by Alexander S. Duff
Machiavelli: Editions and Translations:
Machiavelli, Niccolo. Art of War. Translated with an interpretive essay by Christopher Lynch. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2003.



This is a literal translation of Machiavelli’s dialogue, the only major prose work published during his life.  The Introduction, notes, and interpretive essay are very helpful, especially in supplying much in the way of technical details that are necessary to a fair interpretation of the work.

—————. The Comedies of Machiavelli. English and Italian. Translated by James B. Atkinson and David Sices. Hanover: University Press of New England, 1985.



This volume contains the original Italian and facing English translations of Machiavelli’s Clizia, Mandragola, and his gloss on one of Terence’s plays—Andrea, I believe.  The introduction has some general remarks on the state of Italian comedy when Machiavelli was writing.  It’s very handy having the Italian to refer to, but the translations are not especially literal.

—————. Discourses on Livy. Translated by Harvey C. Mansfield and Nathan Tarcov. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1996.



This is becoming, I believe, the standard English translation, a considerable improvement on its predecessors.  It is extremely, perhaps excessively, literal, with notes that are helpful but sometimes seem to be more cryptic than one might like.  the list of suggested reading, the glossary, and the index are very good.

—————. Florentine Histories. Translated by Laura Banfield and Harvey C. Mansfield, with an interpretive essay by Harvey C. Mansfield. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988.



A literal translation of the work with rather spare introduction and notes.

—————. Mandragola. Translated by Mera J. Flaumenhaft. Prospect Heights: Waveland Press, 1981.



This is a literal translation of Machiavelli’s comedy—the literalness of it exposes important details that are obscured in the Atkinson and Sices.  The notes are very helpful.

—————. The Prince. Translated, introduction, and notes by Leo Paul S. de Alvarez. Prospect Heights: Waveland Press, 1980.



One of two translations of the Prince that could be called literal.  This edition has extensive notes that tend towards the interpretive.

—————. The Prince. Translated and edited by Angelo M. Codevilla. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1997.



This translation appears to be close to literal, but retains a real English fluency owing to variation in its translation of certain key Italian terms.  The introduction by Codevilla and his notes undertake a helpful and lengthy discussion of the Italian and how it is represented in other translations.  This edition has three comments at the end: “Machiavelli and Modernity,” by William B. Allen; “Machiavelli’s Realism,” by Carnes Lord; and “Machiavelli and America,” by Hadley Arkes.

—————. The Prince. Translated and with an introduction by Harvey C. Mansfield. 2d ed. Chicago: University of Chivago Press, 1998.



The second literal translation of the Prince on this list.  The notes, as with other Mansfield translations, are suggestive but not extremely so.  The glossary, index, and bibliography are good and helpful.  The second edition reprints Machiavelli’s famous letter to Vettori of 10 December 1513.

—————.  Il Principe e altri scritti. Edited by Gennaro Sasso. Florence: La Nuova Italia Editrice, 1963.



An Italian edition of the Prince and some other writings.  There appears to be no agreement among the translators listed here as to which critical edition of the Prince is best; this perhaps is owed to there being no original manuscript in Machiavelli’s hand.  Codevilla uses the critical edition by Giuseppe Lisio (Florence, 1899), revised by Chabod and published in 1968.  De Alvarez uses the edition by Francesco Flora and Carlo Cordie (Verona: Arnoldo Mondadori, 1968).  Mansfield uses the text of Mario Casella, from 1929, with some modifications.  He refers the reader interested in the philological scholarship of the matter to A. E. Quaglio, “Per il testo ‘De Principatibus’ di Niccolo Machiavelli.” Lettere Italiane 19 (1967): 141-86.

—————. The Chief Works and Others. Vol. 1-3. Translated by Allan Gilbert. Durham: Duke University Press, 1965.



This is a useful set of volumes, as it contains just about everything of Machiavelli’s that’s been translated in to English, including some otherwise difficult to find material.  The translations are sometimes quite loose, but it’s much better than nothing.

—————. Opere di Niccolo Machiavelli. Milan: U. Mursia, 1976.

—————. The Letters of Machiavelli. Translated by Alan Gilbert. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988.



This contains a selection of Machiavelli’s letters, translated by Gilbert.  This volume is less comprehensive but sometimes more readily available than the Atkinson and Sices collection (below).

—————. Tutti le Opere. Edited by Mario Martelli.  Florence: Sansoni, 1971.

—————. Machiavelli and His Friends: Their Personal Correspondence. Translated and edited by James B. Atkinson and David Sices. DeKalb, Illinois: Northern Illinois University Press, 1996.



A very handy volume, though huge.  I believe it contains all of Machiavelli’s extant “personal” correspondence as opposed to his “professional” (diplomatic, etc.) correspondence, though this distinction might be misapplied.

Other Primary and Secondary Literature:

The bigshots

Pocock, J. G. A. The Machiavellian Moment: Florentine Political Thought and the Atlantic Republican Tradition. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1975.



The Pocock thesis is extremely influential.  He argues for a continuity between the thought of various American and English republican-types and Aristotle, as mediated by Machiavelli.  The continuity takes the form of active participation in civil life being the highest or among the highest activities of men; Machiavelli, it is claimed, modifies this insight for its application to the predominantly Christian situation of the Renaissance.  In addition to being influential, this thesis is very controversial, at least among historians of political thought, and has prompted a wide variety of responses (some of these are listed in the next section).  Pocock might be included in “a most insistent current of thought within the field presently,” the Cambridge school.

Skinner, Quentin. The Foundations of Modern Political Thought, Volume One: The Renaissance. New York: Cambridge University Press, 1978.

Skinner, Quentin. Machiavelli. New York: Hill and Wang, 1981.

Skinner, Quentin. “Meaning and Understanding in the History of Ideas,” History and Theory 8 (1969).



Skinner is the foremost representative of the so-called Cambridge school of the history of political thought and moreover considered to be quite an expert on Machiavelli.  The Cambridge school, to speak roughly, insists on a strong distinction between the era of a historical thinker, within the practice of which the thinker under consideration must be understood, and the present era, which is graced by the emergence of a truly autonomous historical-scientifical method (parallels here with the new historicists in the English department, I wager).  Skinner can be consulted to see a theoretical account of this sort of historiography, some details about NM, and an astonishing wash of facts about an extremely wide range of even the most minor figures in the Italian Renaissance.  The preponderance of the Cambridge school and Skinner’s authority has led to a number of responses to him, some of them listed below.

Strauss, Leo. “Machiavelli and Classical Literature.” Review of National Literatures. 1 (1970): 7-25.

Strauss, Leo. “Niccolo Machiavelli.” History of Political Philosophy. 3d Edition. Edited by Leo Strauss and Joseph Cropsey. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1987.

Strauss, Leo. Thoughts on Machiavelli. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1958.

Strauss, Leo. “Walker’s Machiavelli.” Review of Metaphysics 6 (1953): 437-46.

Strauss, Leo. “What is Political Philosophy?” In What Is Political Philosophy? and Other Studies. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988.



Strauss’s approach to the history of political philosophy is considerably at odds with Skinner and Pocock; famously, it seeks first to understand a thinker as he understood himself, often therefore as quite liberated from his time.  Pocock comments on Strauss in the reply to Mansfield (below); Skinner comments on Strauss in the “Meaning and Understanding” article (above).  Of these pieces by Strauss on NM, the most accessible is probably the article from WIPP, where Strauss fits NM into one of his larger schemes for the history of political philosophy.  This and the article from History of Political Philosophy are probably the best places to start.

Debates about the bigshots in the literature

Bock, G., Q. Skinner, and M. Viroli, eds. Machiavelli and Republicanism. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990.



Collection of essays representing the Cambridge school approach.

Germino, Dante. “Second Thoughts on Leo Strauss’s Machiavelli,” Journal of Politics 28 (1966): 794-817.

Germino, Dante. “Blasphemy and Leo Strauss’s Machiavelli.” In Leo Strauss: Political Philosopher and Jewish Thinker. Edited by Kenneth L. Deutch and Walter Nicgorski. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 1994.



Germino, a Voegelinian of sorts, both praises Strauss and adumbrates various perceived problems with his interpretation of Machiavelli in these two articles.  The first is a review essay of Thoughts on Machiavelli, the second is on the NM chapter from History of Political Philosophy.

Hankins, James, ed. Renaissance Civic Humanism: Reappraisals and Reflections. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000.



This is a very good collection of essays that reevaluates the Skinner-type approach to the Renaissance.  It includes a very good essay by Paul A. Rahe on Machiavelli.

Hexter, J. H. “Review Essay: The Machiavellian Moment,” History and Theory 16 (1977). 

Lefort, Claude. Le travail de l’oeuvre Machiavel. Paris: Gallimard, 1972.



This work contains a critical evaluation of Strauss’s interpretation of Machiavelli, but there is much more to it than just this, hence its listing below as well.  There is a comment in English translation on this work of Lefort’s by Pierre Manent, contained in the volume Modern Liberty and Its Discontents, edited by Mahoney and Seaton (below).

Mansfield, Harvey C. “Reply to Pocock.” Political Theory 3, no. 4 (November 1975): 402-405.

Mansfield, Harvey C. “Strauss’s Machiavelli.” In Machiavelli’s Virtue. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1996.



This, an exploration and apology of sorts for Leo Strauss’s approach to NM and the history of political philosophy more generally,  was originally published in the third volume of Political Theory in 1975.  It prompted Pocock to reply in the same volume (see below), criticising Strauss and his followers.  Mansfield was given the last, brief word (above). 

Minogue, Kenneth. “Method in Intellectual History: Quentin Skinner’s Foundations,” Philosophy 56 (1981).

Newell, Waller R. “How Original is Machiavelli? A Consideration of Skinner’s Interpretation of Virtue and Fortune.” Political Theory 15, no. 4 (November 1987): 612-634.

Pocock, J. G. A. “Prophet and Inquisitor: Or, a Church Built on Bayonets Cannot Stand: A Comment on Mansfield’s ‘Strauss’s Machiavelli.’” Political Theory 3, no. 4 (November 1975): 385-401.

Rahe, Paul A, ed. Machiavelli’s Liberal Republican Legacy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.


This collection of essays treats, as the title suggests, Machiavelli’s legacy, but it means to offer an altogether different account of Machiavelli’s influence from that of Skinner, Pocock, et no doubt al.

Tully, James, ed. Meaning and Context: Quentin Skinner and his Critics. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988.
Sullivan, Vickie. “Machiavelli’s Momentary ‘Machiavellian Moment’: A Reconsideration of Pocock’s Treatment of the Discourses.” Political Theory 20 (May, 1992).
Tarcov, Nathan. “Quentin Skinner’s Method and Machiavelli’s Prince,” Ethics 92 (1982).

Zuckert, Michael. “Appropriation and Understanding in the History of Political Philosophy: On Quentin Skinner’s Method.” In Launching Liberalism. Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2002.



I’ve included this on the list because it’s a helpful treatment of the theoretical issues at stake between Pocock-Skinner-Strauss.

Reception of NM

Anglo, Sydney. Machiavelli – The First Century: Studies in Enthusiasm, Hostility, and Irrelevance.  Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2005.

Bleznik, Donald W. “Spanish Reaction to Machiavelli in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries,” Journal of the History of Ideas 19 (1958).

Gilbert, Felix. “Machiavellism.” In History: Choice and Commitment. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1977.

Kelley, Donald. “Murd’rous Machiavel in France.” Political Science Quarterly 85 (1970).

Mansfield, Harvery C. Taming the Prince: The Ambivalence of Modern Executive Power. New York: Free Press, 1989.



This traces the influence of NM’s conception of executive-heavy republicanism, as opposed to executive-light (lite) or -free Aristotelian republicanism, through modernity—Hobbes, Locke, the American founders—as it is tamed or constrained by various constitutional structures.
Raab, Felix. The English Face of Machiavelli. London: Routledge, 1964.

Rahe, Paul A, ed. Machiavelli’s Liberal Republican Legacy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.

Sullivan, Vickie. Machiavelli, Hobbes, and the Formation of a Liberal Republicanism in England. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004.


Like the Rahe book and the Hankins book (above), this book re-situates Machiavelli in a legacy of liberal republicanism, as distinguished from the Atlanticist argument of Pocock or Skinner’s take.
On the Discourses
Coby, J. Patrick. Machiavelli’s Romans. Lanham, Maryland: Lexington Books, 1999.

Mansfield, Harvey C. Machiavelli’s New Modes and Orders: A Study of the Discourses on Livy. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1979.



This is a lengthy and careful page by page, oftentimes line by line, commentary on NM’s Discourses.  Like the other two books mentioned here on the Discourses, this study fits within the broad range of “Straussian” interpretations of NM.  As such, it is extremely attentive to the sometimes deceptive character of NM’s rhetoric as well as to the most radical implications of his political and philosophic project (spiritual warfare, etc.).

Sullivan, Vickie. Machiavelli’s Three Romes. DeKalb: Norther Illinois University Press, 1996.



The three Romes referred to in the title are, I believe, pagan Rome, Christian Rome, and Machiavelli’s Rome-to-come.  

On the Prince
Gilbert, Felix. “The Concept of Nationalism in Machiavelli’s Prince,” Studies in the Renaissance 1 (1954).

Orwin, Clifford. “Machiavelli’s Unchristian Charity.” American Political Science Review 72 (1978): 1217-1228.



This is an excellent, excellent article on NM’s development of a non-Christian compassion or charity in chapters 14, 15, and 16 of the Prince.

Palmer, Michael. Masters and Slaves: Essays in Political Philosophy. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 2001.



There is an absolutely brilliant little essay on the Prince in this book.  It covers the book chapter by chapter—lots of shrewd insights.  The notes are a very helpful guid to much of the literature on the Prince and tend towards the charmingly combative!  I have just learned, however, that it is not available in our library…

Scott, John T. and Vickie B. Sullivan. “Patricide and the Plot of The Prince: Cesare Borgia and Machiavelli’s Italy.” American Political Science Review 88, no. 4 (December 1994): 887-900.



Another altogether great article on the Prince.  The authors situate in Italian political and church history the various remarks made by NM on Cesare Borgia in the Prince.  Their careful argument and conclusions ought to be contrasted with those, e.g., Codevilla, who interpret Cesare as the hero of the Prince.

Tarcov, Nathan. “Machiavelli and the Foundations of Modernity: A Reading of Chapter 3 of The Prince.” In Educating the Prince: Essays in Honour of Harvey Mansfield. Edited by Mark Blitz and William Kristol. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 2000, 30-44.



An awfully detailed reading of chapter 3, just chapter 3, of the Prince.

On NM’s other writings

Flaumenhaft, Mera J. “The Comic Remedy: Machiavelli’s ‘Mandragola.’” Interpretation 7, no. 2 (May 1978): 33-74.

Lord, Carnes. “Allegory in Machiavelli’s Mandragola.” In Political Philosophy and the Human Soul: Essays in Memory of Allan Bloom. Edited by Michael Palmer and Thomas Pangle. Lanham: Rowmand and Littlefield, 1995.



One of several very good articles on the Mandragola.  This one repays attention because of the wealth of smart argument about Machiavelli’s political career in the Florentine republic.

Najemy, John. Between Friends: Discourses of Power and Desire in the Machiavelli-Vettori Letters of 1513-1515. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993.


A bit embarrassingly psychological for my tastes, but not without interest.

Sullivan, Vickie, ed. The Comedy and Tragedy of Machiavelli. New Haven: Yale University Press, 2000.



An excellent collection of essays on rarely studied texts and aspects of NM.

Zuckert, Catherine. “Fortune Is a Woman--But So Is Prudence:  Machiavelli's Clizia.” In Finding a New Feminism: Rethinking the Woman Question for Liberal Democracy. Edited by Pamela Grande Jensen. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 1996.
General

Ascoli, Albert Russell and Victoria Kahn, eds. Machiavelli and the Discourse of Literature. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1993.



This volume collects a series of essays that are very attentive to the rhetorical and poetic character of Machiavelli’s writing, many of them written by literature rather than poli-sci types.

Baron, Hans. “Machiavelli the Republican Citizen and Author of the Prince.” In In Search of Florentine Civic Humanism, vol. 2. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988.

Baron, Hans. The Crisis of the Early Italian Renaissance. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1966.



Baron is something of a standard authority among the old-line interpreters of Machiavelli, and always worth consulting.  The “Republican Citizen” article presents one of the important arguments for reconciling the apparent discrepancies between the Prince and Discourses.

Berlin, Isaiah.  “The Originality of Machiavelli.” In Against the Current. New York: Viking Press, 1980.

Blanchard, Kenneth C. “Being, Seeing, and Touching: Machiavelli’s Modification of Platonic Epistemology.” Review of Metaphysics 49 (March 1996): 577-607.



This is an excellent article that draws attention to what might be called the proto-phenomenological foundations of Machiavelli’s thought, evident in Machiavelli’s elevation of the sense of touch above that of sight.

Burckhardt, Jacob. The Civilisation of the Renaissance in Italy. Translated by S. G. C. Middlemore. London: Penguin Books, 1990.

Chabod, Frederico. Machiavelli and the Renaissance. London: Bowes and Bowes, 1958.

Fiore, Silvia R. Niccolo Machiavelli: An Annotated Bibliography of Modern Criticism and Scholarship. Westport: Greenwood, 1990.

Gilbert, Felix. Machiavelli and Guicciardini: Politics and History in Sixteenth Century Florence. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1965.

de Grazia, Sebastian. Machiavelli in Hell. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1989.



I believe this biography-interpretation of NM won some big awards, on which subject Palmer (above) makes an interesting remark or two.

de Grazia, Sebastian. “Machiavelli’s Biblical Accuracy: A Note of Rectification,” Renaissance and Reformation 5 (1981).

Hexter, J. H. “Seyssel, Machiavelli, and Polybius VI: The Mystery of the Missing Translation.” Studies in the Renaissance 3 (1956): 75-96.



This article investigates the problem that NM seems not to have had access to any Latin or Italian translation of certain passages of Polybius.  Vickie Sullivan remarks aptly on the subject in a footnote to Machiavelli’s Three Romes.  See also Mansfield, Machiavelli’s New Modes and Orders, 35n6.

Hulliung, Mark. Citizen Machiavelli. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1983.

Lefort, Claude. Le travail de l’oeuvre Machiavel. Paris: Gallimard, 1972.

Livy, History of Rome. Translated by Foster. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1976.
Lukes, Timothy J. “To Bamboozle with Goodness: The Political Advantages of Christianity in the Thought of Machiavelli,” Renaissance and Reformation 8 (1984).

Manent, Pierre. An Intellectual History of Liberalism. Translated by Rebecca Balinski. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994.

Manent, Pierre. Modern Liberty and its Discontents. Edited and translated by Daniel J. Mahoney and Paul Seaton. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 1998.

Mansfield, Harvey C. Machiavelli’s Virtue. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1996.


This contains almost all of Mansfield’s article-length writings on NM, hence their absence from this list.  Mansfield is, of course, an outstanding commentator on NM.
Masters, Roger D. Machiavelli, Leonardo, and Science of Power. Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1996.
McCormack, John P. “Machiavelli Against Republicanism.” Political Theory 31.5 (2003): 615-43.

Nederman, Cary J. “Amazing Grace: Fortune, God, and Free Will in Machiavelli’s Thought.” Journal of the History of Ideas 60.4 (1999): 617-35.
Newell, Waller R. “Machiavelli and Xenophon on Princely Rule: A Double-Edged Encounter.” The Journal of Politics 50 (1988): 108-130.


This article is one of my personal favourites.  It does an excellent job of tracing out what similarities there are between NM and Xenophon, thereby making all the more clear the radical differences between NM and all of the ancients.

Parel, Anthony. The Machiavellian Cosmos. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1992.
Pitkin, Hannah. Fortune is a Woman: Gender and Politics in the Thought of Niccolo Machiavelli. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1984.

Polybius. Histories. Translated by W. R. Paton. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1979.

Rebhorn, Wayne A. Foxes and Lions: Machiavelli’s Confidence Men. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1988.

Ruffo-Fiore, Silvia. “Upon Eagle’s Wings: The Sacral Nature of Machiavelli’s New Prince,” Rivista di Studi Italiani 3 (1985).

Vatter, Miguel. Between Form and Event: Machiavelli’s Theory of Political Freedom. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2000.

Viroli, Maurizio. Niccolo’s Smile: A Biography of Machiavelli. New York: Farrar, Strauss and Giroux, 2000.

Voegelin, Eric. “Machiavelli’s Prince: Background and Formation,” Review of Politics 13 (1951).



This and the following item deserve attention because they, like the work of Strauss or Pocock, are the work of a leading twentieth-century historian of political thought on NM.

Wolin, Sheldon. Politics and Vision: Continuity and Innovation in Western Political Thought. Boston: Little and Brown, 1960.
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