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Aristotle
	In book IV of The Politics, Aristotle describes Polity as the most suitable constitution for a society divided along the class line. In trying to bring out how the common interest can be best served in a community, he argued that in every population the three parts are comprising the wealthy, poor and the middle level.  In trying to define Polity based on the blending factor, Aristotle asserts that the best constitution is one controlled by a larger middle class for they stand between the rich and the poor therefore they will find it most comfortable to obey the rule of reason. In an alternative definition, he argued that a constitution that relies on the middle class is the average between the control of the rich and that of the poor. The middle is, therefore, the best for it is free from factions and divisions, making it much more stable than democracy and oligarchy. In trying to justify Polity as the best possible form of government, Aristotle equates the middle class as the best in serving the common good as they are not extraordinarily wealthy or very needy. They are therefore best suited in assessing the common interest to achieve benefits for all.

According to Aristotle, the middle class is so important because if it were to disappear, the poor who struggle to make ends meet would then become the majority. Upon becoming the majority, the poor would pose a threat of wanting to vote the rich out. When the poor pose a threat to the elite class, the rich will take steps towards killing democracy to serve the risks from the poor, and it is therefore evident that democracy dies with the diminishing middle class. The middle class, on the other hand, being well educated and aspiring to be rich one day, they are the source of stability by standing between the extremes of the poor and the rich. It is from this point of view that Aristotle considers the middle class to be very important and therefore should be the ones to govern towards achieving the common good.
In the polity structure, Aristotle did not mean Polity to be a rule of the middle by the middle for the center. He instead incorporated all of them by asserting both the wealthy and the poor were also able to be representatives, but the majority were to be from the middle class for the Polity to work best. According to Aristotle inequality is so crucial that as some of the middle class move towards being wealthy, a fraction of the poor also joins the middle class. Therefore in polity form of government, the wealthy were also taken into account, but their interest would as well be served by the middle class who finds it most comfortable to obey the rule of reason as compared to the extremes.

Aristotle, Cicero, Saint-Augustine
I would prefer in a mixed republic as attributed to Cicero as compared to either Polity or Commonwealth. According to Cicero, a diverse republic would be a form of government that blends aspects of governance from the other types of monarchy, democracy, and aristocracy. This form of management is suitable in dealing with the personal shortcomings of the three forms while bringing all classes of people from noble to the common, man in having a role to play. This kind of government would thus prevent kings from being tyrants as in the case of monarchies, eliminate the vulnerability of aristocracies to grabbing of power and the mob rule likely to be experienced in democracies. In Cicero's ideal form of government, it is determined to be all inclusive to promote mutual peace and existence.

Unlike Aristotle whose, the ideal form of government was the Polity which argued that the middle class was the best to be the rulers for they are not in extreme search for wealth or not extremely needy. Aristotle, therefore, fails to tell us how the other classes of the wealthy and the needy would be incorporated in this form of government. This form of governance is therefore likely to divide the society along social lines and classism making it less inclusive one. Augustinian commonwealth form of government by insisting the directions of God in serving and ruling also fails to discuss the fate of the non- believers in this form of government. It is therefore likely to be a government built on religious coercion in the increasing population diversity in the world today.
In support of the mixed form of government, it blends the three ways to bring everybody on board. The kings, best men and the common will all have been represented to help in keeping the government in the check. This form of government, therefore, eliminates the volatile cycle between oligarchy, tyranny, and democracy. It is ensured that the common interest is served in this format the expense of personal interests. Unlike the Polity which can contribute to the emergence of demagogues in the middle class, mixed governance checks equally on democracy.
St. Thomas Aquinas
Saint Thomas Aquinas was a Roman Catholic scholar, tended to consider governments as naturally good and as a necessity. He asserted that people living together in an interactive environment must be responsibly ruled or governed by a responsible one. He observed that a government must be that that is directed to serving the common good that is beneficial to all people. According to him the everyday products that a government serves are things like promoting peace, protecting life and preserving the state. He further asserts that a government that is not committed to serving the common good is a tyrannical government that is directed towards helping the selfish interests of the ruler. By addressing the problem of the totalitarian governments, he argued that in this case the subjects should not obey the ruler but can instead reorganize to rebel and dispose of this kind of a government.
The Roman Catholic Scholar just like Aristotle preferred a mixture of government forms as the best ones to govern. He, therefore, opposed a total monarch as a form of government. The mixed types were to check on the rulers and limit his powers for effective governance. He continued to argue that the laws by the kings should be those that receive consent from both the noble and the ordinary people. It is only in this case that a government would then serve in the best interest towards the common good.
The arguments by Thomas Aquinas seem convincing to me since he succeeded in bringing together faith and reason which forms the basis of the Roman Catholic doctrines even today. His teachings about the natural laws, rebellion and rulers influenced great minds like Martin Luther Kings who contributed positively to the world politics and serenity we enjoy today.
Cicero and Saint Augustine
According to Cicero, the Commonwealth would be a property of a people brought together in a tremendous mutual association or assemblage. This assemblage is directed towards a common good which is achieved through justice and partnership. For Cicero, the mission of the commonwealth state was to meet the ethical purpose, and upon failing to do so, it would be considered nothing. Whereas according to Saint Augustine, he defined Commonwealth as a collection of reasonable people tied together by a mutual accord or agreement as to the things they love whether they are good or bad. Saint Augustine argued that the Commonwealth must be a Christian one that brings justice and peace to its people. This Commonwealth by Saint Augustine should have the principal obligation of maintaining peace and order through the administration of justice. This justice was to be found in the word of God. 
According to me, Saint Augustine’s definition of the Commonwealth is the right one to endorse. This is because, in his arguments, he viewed people as an assemblage united together by love. He, therefore, believed that common interest could only be achieved by people bound with respect. I, thus, endorse this Commonwealth of Saint Augustine as it is found on the pillars of peace, justice, the order by the word of God. For Cicero's definitions, they are more of paganism texts which do not recognize the bondage of love as the basis of assemblage. Without explaining the source of justice for the people and that the people had to exist in love, Cicero's definition was not mostly appealing.





