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Humanism
Humanism is a continuous human belief whereby human beings treasure their values and needs than they do to religious beliefs. The American Humanist Association defines humanism as an increasing life philosophy that concurs with an individual's ability to live a life of individual fulfillment (Russo 485). Humanism concurs, with the respect of every individual, and supports optimal opportunities that result in social satisfaction. Humanism also calls for an open democracy whereby human rights are respected, and justice is practiced. In addition, humanism holds that human beings are a component of nature, and human values originate from culture and the experience of human beings. It is from the experience of human beings plus their culture that they are able to develop the political, religious, and social values that they abide by in their daily lives. Therefore it can be asserted that the objectives of humanism are derived from the preferences and needs of human beings rather than from theological studies. 
The Prince was a dissertation written by Niccolo Machiavelli of Italy. As a statesperson, Machiavelli represented a humanist approach to the art of governing contrary to the Christian teachings. The Prince's humanist approach of governance was based on dishonesty, injustice, and lack of kindness for a leader to effectively control a state, and this was in contrast to the ethical values of governance as dictated by the catholic dogma (Najemy 1514). According to Machiavelli, there was no moral background on which to judge between authenticity and misuse of power. The leader was only concerned with acquiring and maintaining power. The catholic teachings require a leader to observe ethical values of honesty, justice, and kindness in their leadership regime. The catholic dogma also believes that divine authority comes from God, and the king is chosen to demonstrate servant leadership by observing law and order. Machiavelli asserted that the most outstanding leaders were the ones who ruled through supremacy and exercised excessive power in their leadership. According to Machiavelli, kings would use any amount of power for personal satisfaction.
Cosans & Christopher (280), hinted that the Prince represented a leadership regime whereby betrayal, brutal killings and incitements among citizens was a common trend, and actually recommended by those in authority. The king would use the above vices as long as they advanced their status of remaining powerful. Additionally, Machiavelli hinted that if brutal killings, incitement, and betrayal would make peace prevail in a state, they would be recommended. In divine governance, a king or Prince should not claim to be advocating for the coexistence of peace at the expense of the citizens. The Prince held that in a country with different language-speaking groups, the head should enact laws and customs geared towards making them more superior, and they should weaken any other citizen, whether local or foreigner, purporting to be powerful. Besides, Machiavelli asserted that for a leader to achieve stability and remain secure, moral corruption must be present. Leaders were not only aiming at building their reputation but also acting unscrupulously.
As a leader, Machiavelli believed that it was better to be feared than loved. According to Machiavelli, a feared leader would lead through punishments, exercising brutality, and force in order to advance their authority (Lucchese 18). The Catholic dogma holds that a ruler may be counseled in order to reign for long in their leadership, and leaders should be prepared to hand over leadership to their children or grandchildren.  Machiavelli, from his leadership experience in the Florentine government, concluded that being right and good was not sufficient enough for a political leader in assenting into office, and this was contrary to the divine authority governance which requires people assenting into political offices to be right so as to uphold the integrity of such offices. The catholic dogma also requires leaders to remain true to their leadership.
 Besides, Machiavelli highlighted that the use of force resulted in legality, and a robust political system was created through good arms and laws. The authenticity of any law depended on the amount of coercion used in enforcing the law. However, the catholic dogma cautions the use of excessive force when dealing with human beings since it is a way of human mistreatment and may result in punishment from God (Palamarchuk & Ivan 160).   Machiavelli also added that power must be accompanied by violence and deception. For any leader to effectively control their electorate, they must use excessive force that may result in violence. Ideally, violence would destroy property and loss of lives and the ultimate suffering of people. In contrast, a government based on divine authority would not witness its electorate to lose lives and their property destroyed. Such a government may not use force against its people because it highly values them. The Prince was a dissertation that highlighted the type of leadership in the era of Machiavelli, who criticized the leadership for its leniency. However, some of the governing styles recommended by Machiavelli were against the catholic teachings of leadership.
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