Running Head: BALDWIN, GRAMSCI AND MACHIAVELLI
1
BALDWIN, GRAMSCI AND MACHIAVELLI 
2

Baldwin, Gramsci and Machiavelli 
Student’s Name

Institutional Affiliation

Baldwin, Gramsci and Machiavelli 

In understanding the concept of segregation and different labor classes, Antonio Gramsci developed the concept of hegemony. In this concept, he explained that in a system of alliance of classes, the hegemonic class has political leadership by winning over individual from the subaltern class.  In order for the working class also referred to as the proletariat to exercise their freedom, they have to do away with the corporations that the state has put them into and embrace the peasants into their social and economic status. Since the working class make up a higher percentage of the society, it is of importance that they combine efforts and fight against capitalism as well as the bourgeois state also referred to as the middle class where they belong.  Gramsci later stated that the hegemonic class that was in power should take consideration of the subaltern classes that it rules over (Anderson, 2016). Besides, the hegemonic class seems to have political, intellectual, moral and economic power over other classes. It should thus sacrifice some of its corporate interests so as to facilitate its vanguard role. In this theory, both individuals and group subordinated to rulers whereas the subordinates’ are deprived off their self-reliance and they were thus rendered powerless and appeared to be hostages in the state. 
On the other hand, Niccolo Machiavelli talks of segregation and labor classes through his book The Prince. In chapter 9, he talks about the conflict between the common people and the nobles.  He states that in a constitutional society, one can become a prince through the help of people or through the help of nobles (Machiavelli & Thomson, 2018). When help comes from the nobles, the prince has a lot of threats. However, when help comes from the people of the society, there are a little of threats experienced during ruling. Whenever the nobles cannot withstand the poor, they always work to increase the economic gap between the rich and poor through the ruler or prince. Machiavelli states that at all time, princes must devise ways of making their subordinates dependent on them because during wars, when subordinates are independent, very few will show up. 
Machiavelli and Gramsci have a similar perception of class conflict. They both agree on the fact that class conflict is inevitable in the society. According to Gramsci, the working classes who are the dominant in the society have a conflict with the hegemony class, who are the rulers in the society. In this conflict, the working class desire to pull their forces together assisted by the peasants to do away with capitalism in the society; evidencing conflict (Anderson, 2016). They desire to do away with the middle class where they belong, showing discontentedness in grouping of the society. Machiavelli also depicts the existence of class conflict in the society through his book, the prince, where the noble are fighting against themselves. In his book, he highlights that once a prince gains power with the aid of other nobles, he stands at a high risk of losing his power as the other nobles also desire to become princes. While class conflict in Gramsci’s perception is one class against the other, the middle class against the hegemonic class, class conflict in Machiavelli is people of the same class fighting against each other, the nobles fighting against each other. Thus, class conflict is inevitable in the society though it may exist in various forms. 
Another clear similarity in the thoughts of Gramsci and Machiavelli can be sought in their perception of segregation. Both of them agree to the fact that rulers will always make their subordinates very dependent on them. According to Machiavelli, rulers make their subordinates dependent on them so that during times of war, the state can get people to help win the war (Pillay, 2017). On the other hand, Gramsci depicts a state where the hegemonic class makes its subordinates to appear as hostages in the state, as a class of people who are powerless and totally rely on their superiors. Thus, both of them agree on the dependency of lower classes on the upper class people in the society.

While in Gramsci’s segregation of labor the lower class are depicted as people who desire to become members of the upper class, in Machiavelli’s, the low class are content with their position in the society while the upper class strive for more economic prowess. According to Machiavelli, when a prince gains power with the aid of the nobles in the society, he has a greater risk of losing his seat because nobles act independently.  However, when the people help a prince to gain power, they make a less threat to the supremacy of the prince. This is because they are less interested in power and do not have any aspirations to become a prince like other nobles.   This depicts a state of segregation where the rich desire to become richer and poor are content with their poverty (Dean, 2018). Unlike this state in Machiavelli’s perception of labor classes, Gramsci depicts a situation where the working classes desire to join forces with the low class or peanuts to help do away with capitalism. Capitalism is the source of segregation in the society based on economic and social status. When the working class fights capitalism, they are fighting against the superior hegemonic class, to create a state of equality in the society where everybody is equal. 
James Baldwin also played a significant role in the discussion about segregation and labor classes. In his article Price of the Ticket, he clearly highlights of the division between whites and blacks. Baldwin states, “The reality, the depth, and the persistence of delusion of white supremacy in this country cause any real concept of education to be as remote as much as to be feared, as change or freedom itself (James Baldwin, 1985). What black men here have always known is now beginning to be clear to the world. Whatever it is that white Americans want, it is not freedom- neither for themselves not for others.” It is evident that Baldwin also discovered that the existence of economic classes in the society is inevitable. This is because he clearly states that white supremacy is a delusion that cannot be done away with in the American society. And thus, people have got live with it. Besides, Baldwin also acknowledges that this supremacy is not meant to bring freedom to anyone. Instead, it is meant to increase the level of slavery in the country.
It is thus evident that Baldwin, Machiavelli and Gramsci had almost similar opinions on segregation and division of labor classes in the society. While the existence of labor classes based on materialistic, moral and social wealth cannot be done away with, slavery and rendering people of the lower class powerless cannot also be done away with. Through his book The Prince, Machiavelli highlights class conflict amongst the wealthy or upper class while the low class is content with their poverty (Memmi & Baldwin, 2015). On the other hand, Gramsci identifies labor classes through the hegemony theory whereby the hegemonic class desires to have utmost control over the lower classes be depriving them of self-reliance. Besides, class conflict where the working or middle class desire to do away with the hegemonic class by pulling efforts with peasant is highlighted. Baldwin on the other hand discusses the impact of white supremacy on the society whereby the White Americans are depriving the society off freedom. Thus, the existence of labor classes and segregation in the society has impacted the lives of citizens in various ways as evidenced above. 
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