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Lao Tzu’s &  Machiavelli’s on Government Control   
Introduction
The two articles by Lao Tzu’s Tao-Ching and Machiavelli’s the prince expound on the government control. The two articles have a similar notion regarding the strategies a governing authority or a ruler should maintain order with society as well as how he or she can be an effective leader. According to Lao Tzu’s, it would be best when people are blind to the operations of the state since that way; they will always be in awe of their sovereign (Bloodworth, 2017). Machiavelli’s argued that it would be safer for a prince to be feared rather than been loved. Therefore, within these two articles, I explore how political theories are similar by discussing the ideas contained within the articles concerning how leaders should ensure social harmony and the quality they need to do so. The main idea is to explain government controls within its sovereignty.
Lao Tzu’s &  Machiavelli’s on Government Control .
From an article by Lao Tzu’s Tao-Te-Ching, the governing body should enable its people to know and uphold principles which cannot lead to social decay. To achieve this, governing authority must prevent its people from acting, behaving or having any desirous thoughts which could lead to unlawful behaviour which can expose them to social vices such as corruption. The author of this article claims that, when a governing body meets the needs of its people, the governed will not question the leadership or its authority (Bloodworth, 2017).  Therefore, one could conclude that the powers of a ruler or governing body are linked to the well-being of its people. In those contexts, Lao Tzu’s Tao-Teh-Ching argued that a governing authority should not implement too many prohibitions since a large number of rules and regulations can create with it several new claims. So for a leader or a ruler to avoid such predicaments and having to control people by force, the governing body should not intervene in their people's common affairs.
Lao Tzu’s Tao-Teh-Ching believed that such a strategy could be beneficial because by a governing body appearing unconcerned with the daily affairs of its people, the rulers would form a protective veil between themselves and its subjects. According to Lao Tzu’s Tao-Teh-Ching, such veil is useful to sovereign because they will always revere the leaders more so when they rule subtly by keeping their strategies for control a secret. In his views, a leader who rules in such manner can avoid been blamed for unfavourable decrees of the government, because what unfolds within her domain seem to have happened naturally (Hsü, 2013). Therefore may conclude that to Lao Tzu’s Tao-Te-Ching, it is best if the people are kept in a state of naivety or even treated as children because it will be easier to control them for the sake of social cohesion. Similarly, the author argues that it would be possible for a governing authority to ensure peace and social harmony by isolating the affairs of the state from those of other nations.  
According to Machiavelli, a great philosopher, there exist different ways in which state leaders would use to control its domain. He suggested that they are many principalities which exist; however, the ones which are inherited are easier to rule than others.  The reason is that, those who inherit their position have the primary purpose of maintaining the traditions of their ancestors and govern in the same adaptable manner such that, their power will continue to endure (Hsü, 2013). Machiavelli, also address the issue regarding control of principality that is already established, but it comes under the authority of new leaders. In such a case, the use of excessive force to control newly acquired people should be abandoned. By doing so, the subjects will not turn to despise their new leaders, since it could jeopardize the social order of the state. According to Machiavelli, the best way a new authority can do to avoid political upheaval in the already established domain would avoid altering the law or raising taxes (Hsü, 2013). Therefore, one can conclude that, to Machiavelli, the subjects should not be interfered with when such interference puts the leaders in danger or even such interference disturbs social peace and harmony.
Also, Machiavelli, opinions that, new leaders of the domain that have existing laws should not distort their subjects but initiating other new laws, but instead, they should allow people to continue operating under their traditions and continue with their way of lives. The argument Machiavelli, try to put across is that the less the leader alter the social order of the states, which has its own established social cohesion strategy, the higher the chances they have to maintain their powers over their subjects (Bloodworth, 2017). For him, it is easier for a new ruler to reform the government than having to create and enforce new rules.
Conclusion
The essay has adequately addressed the Lao Tzu’s, and Machiavelli understands the political and government controls as well as the qualities they believe a good leader should have. The two articles demonstrate how their views on government control are similar. That by not subjecting people to strict rules and regulations and allowing them to live as per the existing traditions, a ruler promotes the social cohesion, peace and harmony in the society.
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