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INTRODUCTION ' o

In the preface to the Tirst edition of History of Political S o

oy, George H. Sebine says that, he has written that book "in
light of the hypothesis that thecries of politics themaelvea’ﬂj
/ | halhles SVERL

'Wthéy-dm‘hot refer to ap”:”

w

» a part of polities. 'In other words,
; ‘ | . ~
ernal  reality but are produced as & noymal part of the 5mci§l

iy in which pmliﬁiﬁs itself has ite being! (Iaﬁl,p.'v,). Né'
11 go further arguing that production of any kind of knwwledge f

sluding  artistic, ssientific, philosophic ete. is a part of

z social economin, oultural, and political reproductbion of that

zieby within the limits of civilizaticon in which that =ocisty

taking & part.

Irn  this context, the interpretations of +the Renaissance
psent.ed by generation after generation, and within aach
neration by one historian after another, it is seen that the
storison’'s reconstruction of the past is conditioned by the
tellestuzl environment of his time and place and alesc by his
o intereste  and ééperien&eu Even the way of ﬁaing materials
laterd Qm histarical events; the scope arwi point of view of his. SN

quiryvy his choice of resourcesz and the guestions he would ask o L

em; would all be influenced by the way in which these problems

d been smlved in the past or by the Eﬂigting acceptable way of S

aling with those Lkinds of issues.
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Feoem this resson, materials and 1nterpratat1mns ah

Reraisssnce are oconsidered as a prmdurts Df Madern Paradlgm

that is, we EWE‘diViding histmry 1ntm different perlnds

1

elaborate those perlads by Efajlnp with1n thp 1ntelleatuml llmlta

of Modern raradipm and maling o ChDIPPE aemmrdzng £ critew1a,

l

fuf wWe lnmw that, one ?an‘nmt 1nteeret hlator"

of our paradigmn.

:. W

without having ' polnt Df v1ew and'dan'*nmt avmld from: th

. | ' s
necassity of arranglng the Va1 oS eategorzes of hlstmrlaalk,

v

Jarder of relative importance. The. prmblem: 

activity in some

mert i ored amuv@ 1 tha puwadmn of bheing labter in the historica

RIS EE and  in Madonald s words (18832), Sirce " future

historisns will prmbably not refer Lo ouwe age as we dm“ (9 10);{ﬂ

this problem will%alﬁmvcmntinua to exist in Lhe future.;
I oeder t o analyae Renaissance Tranafmrmatiun, there oan b

usmed  maEryy dlffcrent conceptual frumwwmrlsu In thls study, we willﬁ\

try bto ume COncep phtual schema of "pars d:gmatiw tran¢1t1mn";

propossd by T. m.fkuhnifmr an&iyzing the ghangegm in the hispmryv 
of ratural aamenﬁéﬁ. Although the teyrm pmradiaﬁgpic tranaitimn'iéff
sugpested Ly Euhﬁkfmr:natural zoiences, Epﬁiélt scientists .fram?ff f
: ; Co L R
varicis:  Tields héve eﬁgag&d thense lves in'a :pahadigm reaearch}i"
That s why weé will slarify our conceptual framewdrk ire the liéhﬁﬁ

of  thowse disoussions, although debates on . this topic heve. nmb,w

ervied yet. After olarlfylng the “mnmeptual framewmrl, we wil

foous o the %ne rnature of the RCD&l&E&ﬁC Trana1mrmatlun by



defining Medieval Paramgm and Mca:lem Paradi‘gm‘ mth thair‘

general tendencies and major characterlﬁtlos 'n Dntalmglcal

ep;sremml..;glw-. , axinlogical ard methmﬂmlug:.aal leveel. le cumﬂse,
while doing this, changes in the EDCI&I, ecmnmmzc and palltical

structwre of Rengissance period wi 11 alm ba tahen into ac:zcmmtt :

"1' i

bearing in mnind thabt everything men’ dO and insplr*e o the\‘_’-"‘-

civilization is 1nmwtab1y relatad Lo it &%c:c:aa;jw

history of

oontest.




1. THE'QQNCE?TUﬁLvPRAMEMDRE'

1. The Nature of the Scientifio Activityt AlBrlef Summary

The atandard cmnceptian f{ﬁ%ﬁ.kaqientlflc wéi;mﬁalltyi
represented hy Logioal Pn51§1v1;m, Cﬁxég@al Ratipnallﬁm;’and%'
related v1ew5,;fclalmsj that "ECI%Ftl%iQ ﬂatlonallty does nmt

change over bnme".(TlanJl, 1985, P 409). At the end mf the; 19605‘”
A T t\ ‘:‘? , .

it haw been genepalﬂy agﬁeed Lbat there wasxammethlng wrang’ w1th',

i .- 1 -

thlﬁ concept1mn. Several dlfferent llDES Df thaught have emerged‘

;,;, R

th15 "ﬁria15" -In Dne. sqhaul studies have benn

'\,,

o overcame”

focused o the‘ 5clent1f1c change,‘v

i . *

he \nature of scie‘tiflc

oommunlty, and mutual ralatluuu between sclence and 5mc1ety# ,i.f
those works we oanlmentlon-wu V Qulna s‘”hmllstlo netwmrl mmdel
for thaofiéé" S Toulmin's "cun;eptual *systems“ Lakatmaﬂs‘
"research prmgrgmmea""and Thomaa kuhn s "paradlgm" Ammng thmse,
Fuhn's model Df aclenblflc change and tha nmtlon uf parddlgmutic
transition have had =0 magnltude 1mpact ﬁgnélmmst all branchea
of science  that "it would ‘be 1mp0551ble o underatand
ot empoirayry themrlea o f ECIQnQE..- w1thout cons1der1ng his. worL
in detail” (Elguea, 1985, p.-214>._3HJ‘ };;7

The analyses proposed by'Bahm;;?eyerabend Hanson, Taulmln
and kuhn gave attention to the idea that scaenhe s done fffrqm"

4.‘,‘.

within a conceptual perspective Wthh determlnas 1n ,large'wpart

of the questions that are worth to 1nvestlgﬁta and thef smrt mf

T S
i

rllne

answers that asre acoeptablen De%plta spme dffferenmes thla
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of thought agreed on following three theses: a)‘Ubservatimn{:;s?

theory—laden (different theories will Qbaé%ve different th;hgs K
wheﬁ they wview the same phenqmeﬁa), B) HMeanings are theﬁry~
dependant  (the primnciples of tﬁ$ory help +to determine the
meanings of such ﬁerms will wary %rom one  theory to anotheh?
hence changes in theory result in chenges in mesning). o) Paoﬁé
aregtﬁemry~laden {there is no neubtral set of facts for aaaegﬁing
the: relative sdequacy of two competing theories). Those theéeé f
havé Been strongly debasted and criticizad but those dismusﬁionaA
also have beconse a part of "parad;gm of discusions of paradigm”

{@.g Duppe, 1284).

Zw What Does A Paradigm Mean?
There is no clear definition of the term paradigm in Huhn's
work ., Mesterman (1979), identified twenty-—one different neanings

mf the term. &cocording to her, paradigm covers follmwing,

meanings in The Structure of Scientific Revoluticons: Eoientifip‘
achievements, myths, philcsmphygA~cmnstella£inn af questimhs,"
nlassic work , texthook , tradiﬁinn;. analogy, metaphysical"
ﬁp@culatignq model, pattern, tools, type of instwumentaﬁian,
Gestalt figure, set of political institutions, standard,
organizing principle, epistemclogical viewpoint, new wayv of
mgeing (pp. 61-85). She suggested that those different USages
could be grouped as metaparédigma, sociclogical paradigms and

construct paradigms (p. 63).



Although the term paradigm has ambiguity, it is widely used
@z e politicel solution (e.g. Wolin, 1880), as personal salvation
(e.g. Friederichs, 1870), as moral model (e.g. Barbour, 1874) and
as . an  esthetic staendard (e.g. Ackérman? 1969, because of its
widely acseptability with positive oconnotation in academic
) \
cirgles, In different studies it gains different meanings. For
evample, it is used as equivalent to "dogma" (Bechler, 1881, p.
78y, tetyle" (Perry, 1977, p. 48), "Theory, frame of reference,
ooneeptusl schema" (Landaw, 1872, p. 84, "generally recognized
nodel for methodological and sociological point of view" éYudin,

1981, p. 107) or "political society” (Wolin, 1880, p. 83). In his

Bool: The Neture Of Civiligetions, Matthew Melka (1868) after

omiting M. Coulborn’s contribution to clarify the concept of
paradigm s * a body of dootrine socepted by almost everyone
working within a given Tield" (p. 2), he declared that his work
im an attempt to oreate a model of civilizetion aiming to be &
paradigm in that field.

Under +the light of all these different interpretations,
paradigm can be defined as the harmonized totality of
presuppositions, unguestionable believes and assunptions about
the nature of existence, truth, knowledge and wvalue; of the
legitimats ways of krowing snd cognitive framework which provides
possibility of envisagement of men, scciety and wniverse; the

implicit criteria of the aims ard the meanings of hqman activity

~
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supported Ey ;the historical and social wperiences; and a
specific and ' unigue logic which swurvyounds 211, In this
definition, paéadigm is not & corwept with its intention limited
crly for the production of scientific knowledge, as in the narrow
sensse,  bDub i the more general and broader sense, it is
considered as an intellectual and gnaial atmmgpheré necessitated
for all kinds of knowledge, scientific; philosophic theoretical
ebc.y  bto e praduced by human bei%g. In thie sense, there are
fouwr  impoctent conponents of a paredigm which show us the olsar
differences between paradigms, and are usable to show what kinds
of changes comne asbout during the trensition from one parédigm to
another, in oo case from Medieval Paredigm to Modern Paradigm.
Those components are ontological, epistemclogical, axiclogical

arvd methodological beses of 2 paradigm.

2. Paradigms and Social Soisnces

It is wery sasy to see phrases inplied Fuhnien notions  in
almost &ll branches of sobial sciences, in our cases political
sciences;  like " Liberal Theory Paradigm", " Modernization
Faradigm", " Dependency Paradign (Elguea, 1885, "Bastonian

Faradign", "Hationalistic Paradigm" (Hold, R. T. and J. M.

Richardson, 19701, "Extraordinary Paradigm" {(Wolin, 19580),
"Competing Faradigm" (Fahl, 1380}, "Pluralistic Pacracdigm"
(Lardaty, 18725, "Behaviorism Paradigm" ABEUber, 1888) ,

"Deductive Faradigm” (Mechan, 1868).
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Mowvre specifically, the notion of paraedigm has been applied,
for exsmple, to the sociolosgy (e.é. Pfi@dericha, 19703 Effrat,
1972 Martins, 1872 Philipa,’1973; Urry, 18733 Lehman, T. and_R;
T. Young, 19743 Bobttomors, 19?5; Fryant, 18733 Ritzer, 1875;
Pervry, 1977y E&beﬁg. D. and L. Hifl, 19795 Colclough, G. and P.
H. Horan, 1983),  to the ssc;c:ic:)l;:ogy of development (e.g.
Hovdlenheimer, 19713 Foster-carter, 18763 Rogers, 1876; Elguea,
1285, to the sociology of religimﬁ {(e@.g. Barbour, 1880), to the
evolutionary theory (e.g. Quadosno, 1979; Grgene, 19803, To the
politieal science (e.g. Almond, 18966y Easton, 18€9; Euben, 1565;
Woalin, 1968 Smolicz, 1971; lLandau, 1972y Stephens, 18733
Wesbhues , 1978;'Nalin, 1880; Schutte, 19893 Fe, 19803 Hasnkiss,
1980) ., |

The litersture of politics, a= well as mthef Tields of
study, is confused, because of the varyving interprestations of the
termn paradigm. Some scholars, such as Beardsley (1874), have haen
arguing that neither in the paﬁt nor in the present. has a
paradigm been established for political science. Othere, like
Truman (1965 and Almond (12668) =s=ee political science as a
discipline scguiring a8 new paradigm. For Rogowslki (iB?B), on  the
other hand, during the 1930s and 19405 the formal—legal
assunpticons of past century were rapla&ed by the attention to the
studies of psychology and omerulmn, durlng the 19505 behavicrism

was; in effect; during the 1560 the Parson1an social model w1th



the related theory of political oulture and system dominéfed;
ard 1870s there was & shift, in Fuhnian sense, towards theories
of  rational cochoice in such areas &8s conflict and strategy,
soalitions, participeticon and influence, institutions, collective
choice and constituticonal Ghmicé an? legitimacy.

According to Wolin (1930), Dx; the other side, if KkKuhn's
roticon of paradlign was applied to tﬁe history of political theorys
mince each of them inspired & new way of looking at the political
worldy  in each case their theories proposed a new definition
what was significant for understanding that world; each specified
distinctive methoads for incguirys; and eacsh of the thearies
convained an edplicit or implicit statement of what shauid e
wounted as  an answer to certain questions, FPlato, Aristotlea,
Machiavelli, Hobbes, Locke andd Mary oould be considered as
Yparadigm oreators” (p. 173y . Futhermore, to him, as an
interesting extreme interpretation of the term paracdigm,
political sooiety itself can be consedered as a paradigm.
Because, & politically ocrganized society contains definite
instituticnal arrangement , certain widely accepted way of
urderstarding regarding the location and use of political power,
certain  expectations abowut how authority ought ©o  treat  the
memiders of the society and about the claims that organized
saciety can rightfully meke upon its members (P, 183). For

Welin "a political sooiety POSSEES the bhasic

10



instrumentalities present in Fuhin's scientific ocommunmity and

gmploys them an analogous way" (p. 184).

4o The Notilon of Paoradigmatic Transition.

There i= a 5imi1arity betweqp political revolution and
paradignatic transiticon. The imdividualﬁ; in the nom-evolutionary
situations, agreoe ﬁn the principlés which are +to govern the
decision making process. But in & revolutionsry situation, o the
other hend, this agreement is beoken down el an attempt  to
areghe & new Tramework for decision mabking is taken plaae.\ln the
case of @ btransition from one paradigm to another, there will be
a change in world view which means a change in owr hasico believes
ard attitwies, as a result, in owr theorstical assunpticons. When
sonebody  noves  Trom one peredigm to another he experiences a
gudden change in the form of perception or the way of seeing the
worrld.,  This change does not ooowes because the new peradigm  is
better than older one, but it occurs only because the old
paradigm iz inoressingly wnable to solve emerging enomalies and
inoonsistencies, while the THRW paradigm provides new
achievements, a new seh of prablems and way of perceiving the
[aleral¥u il

Faradigns provide, for a coomuanity, “"a& oriterion fonr
choosing problems that, which the paradigm is tsken for granted,

carn be assumed to have solutions. To a great extent these are

11



the crly prmblem; thaﬁ the cmmmuﬂﬁty will admit as scientific$ qra;
gnoourage its members to undertake. Other problems, }including{i
TURETLY that had previously been standayrd, are rejected as
metaphyeinal , as the concern of snother discipline, or sometimes
g juat too problematic o be wmrﬁh in time" (Fubn, 1870, p. 373.
I moet cases problems of old par&d%gm ard its achievements are
Torgotten o  kept énly o hiﬁtoricél regords, mainly because
with the new paradigm, old problemns'cease to be  dmportant o
become nonsensical. In short, when  there 18 & paraedigmatio
transition therse is & cohange in ontological, spistenological,
axiological end methodological understanding of given ocommumity,
society or civilization.

From now on, we will try to see what happened during  the

Renalsserncs period by using this conceptual framework. For doing

N
chis wWe define two paradigms: Medieval Psradigm which was
vranstormed with the Reneissance, composed ot , mainly,

scholasticisn and Christian  theology during the Middle Ages and
Moclern Paradigm which is an open ended process started with
Renaissasnoe ari it is going on by reproducing itself with some
moadifications i the as contemporary weshern oiwvilization. COue
foous of attention will rnot be Medieval or Modern Pasradigm but
the pericd of  transition, that is Renaissance. Since
Renaissance 1s considered as a paradigmatic transition, we will
Ly o look ab the  transTormations i} ontological,
gpistemological , . #iological and methoadological categories and

their implicastions on political thought.
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RENATSSONCE TRANSFORMAT 10N

&. Backgrourw

1. The term Henasissance

SR 1) Sererareite & cebeons oo oy mint e o it

N French weiter, E.J. Deleuze (1781-1863) seems to he the
Tivret in wuming the term " La renaiﬁaanme“.to describe the impsasct
produced By & deasd Hellenico civilizétian o Western Christendom
of & partiosulare time and plece, namely Northern and Centiral Italy
in the late medieval period. The earliest English use of the term
oited in O0.B.D, is dated 1845. "Matthew ~Arnold atartéd the
practice of Anglicizing the word and writing renaissance’”
(Tovymbwes, 18557, p. 241).

In its origing!l and the nerrowest usage " the Reraissance,”
whioh  literally seans  rehicvth (Bumns, 1063, pe 515, refers
o o2 compler of litersey and artistic movement stimulated by the
phucly of  olassiosl]l literatuwre and art originsted in ltaly in
the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries and eventuzlly passed
Lipvomd the OHlps into Germany, Frence, Bngland and other parts of
ENE R But  wince these movements have also  been considered
ortnial to the formation of sodern culbtucs, the term Renaissance
iz used to deszignete "all those historical developments which are
takernn to wmark  the close of the Middle dges and begioning of
mexclern history” (Bouwsma, 1874, p. 726).

Thims, the word Renaissances wes expanded o compromise o
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the =source of all that was modern, and hasAgained mon-e genébal*5

significance and has pointed not only specific histdri¢a1 :;
developments but aleoc a tuwning point in the history of western

thought .

2. The major charecteristics of Renaissange
. }
No historical epoch has been so diffioult to charecterize or

\

has given rise to such extensive controversy as the Renaissance.

For some scholars, Renaissasncs is the area of “rebirth" (2.8

Groethuysen, 1834) and for some others it is a "deviabtion” (2.8,

Guenon, 1979), But it is generzlly accepted that with Renaisﬁémca
there has been emerged 2 new way of seeing the world amd“the
former way has been disappeared. The center of interest has béen ‘
whifted Jfrom cone method of research to another. Hence there has
been a oomplete snd radical‘ change in the relationship between
man arwi ultimate realities, man and things, man ‘aﬁd
institutions etc. And all of those changes have given way o a
total change in man’'s attitude. For Garin (1973), these chahgeé
indicate the end of security s&nd beginning of an age of fmrmeﬁt}
Yoo who are neither a citizen of heaven nor a citizen of easrth,
neither mortal nor domortal , you are by yourself almost free 1andlj

soveréign  oreator. You must shape and new youwrself in an imnage

a typical slogan of the man of Renaissance.
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It is wvery obvious that, "the Reneissance, aven 1n fité
narrower meaning of a classical revival, was  a heterogenemua,

mowvement  which contained many mutuallijantagwniatia, impulses"

{Bush, 1874, p. 181).

Renaxbﬁance cwas not as a wﬁclly dl%tlﬁct wulturml ,epmchf

rather am =8 trangltlmn perlmd hegreen‘the,medieval und mudern
ages in which old and new, religious and profane, authorltarlan
arnd individuaslistic principles arcd cmnoepts wisted 51de hy;h
side. In political sense, Rernaissance is a starting pwlnt n 

4 .
pmergence of neticonal states; in eamnmmia;ﬁphereag it w1tneaaed

the dewvelopment of sarly capitalism. These Ewmnmm¢a arwd p&litioa]
changes  wer2 a part of genersl transition in sooial Etructures,
as well as in cultural and intellectual'life. |

I this transitional pericd, foous of sttention and pq?nts
of  of emphasis were =0 radically shifted:that certain typesf}pf
evolutions and oconcepts were Tound iﬁsuffimient to  interpret
the changes brought about in social and  individual 1ife,i&Par
erample, in thirteenth century Italy, “the fact was that: £he
traditional medieval ideas no longer éaveﬁsétisfactmry meaﬁinévof
life" (Grmethuysen, 1954, p. 279) . o

Bes we ment icned before Renaiésan&e Was a totall
transtormation, from social and eaanamiefli%e to the llterature,‘
philoscophy and art. 8Since we - wili ﬁrqualify Renalgsanoe 

BT N o T

transformation as a "paeradigmetic trensition", it would not  be:

15



A“fflso easy to separate economy from polity and politics  from

ié;ghilmsaphy, fTﬁat'S why we will analyze transformation in
\’bhligical tholught bearing in mir that caterorinal
transformations were the main factors in this transition.

Before analyzing neture of Renaissance transformation, it is

Trooad B e freer s Feedmef oewab T drws e 4 ben s eed ) mrpmeerm Ty e Ty

2. Chronological limits of the Renaissancs

Hlthough  the term Renaissance is well established in the

‘writings of historiens, its usefulness hes been challenged.

]

Aooording o Gilbert (1887, this ohallenge is "simply an  acub
form of general problem of pericdization in history” (2. 174,
Variors  events have been taken as marking the beginning of
the Renasizsance such as: the corawing of Fetrarch as poel laureste
of Rome in 1341; the shorbt—liwved triumgh of Cole Jdi Reinzi  in
‘ﬁetting up 2 Republican Rmﬁe in 1347 fall of Jonstentinople in
1452 the mpening up new brade roules to bthe East etc. (G lhert,
1867, p. 174-.):‘:7‘.7
Each th;&e represents the selection of a particular field,
for example art, religion, politics or ecornemios, ss central in
i X
the 'perimdiaaﬁiun mfgthe histbory.
L

Bimilar problems slso suround the choloe of an svent  to

mark the ernd of the period of Reneissance as pointed out  for

[
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the date aof its beglming. Any of the following wmight bef“

selected as a dabte of ending: the sacking of Rome in 185273 the
hardeming of the Counter Reformabtion viae the council of Trent in

1575 the bDuyvdang of Bruog in 18003 or Galileo's - setting  the
|
wrwinmenitals of experimental physics around 1800 (Gilbert, 1967,

e Yore And apsin those Rinds of dates do not reflect exsot

1o

trme for begroning o ending of & historical pericd since it is

GdedFieult tw Tirngd e sharg bhereal bhetwesen conditions in,  fore
warap e, L0000 and those in 12310 e 1344, \

HBut, it 1w generally scoepted thet after 1300 the majority

ry Lhig ondasacbzeistio institubtliuongs and ideas of @ the Medieval
fge had  began oo desay. Chivelry, feudalism  itself, the Holy

Homar Eeopice, the wndwversal asuthority of @ papsoy, the zguild

syebem of trade sl incduastry were gradually being weakened and

ermiiind evenbusally  ddlssppearsd, The great age of the Gothic

was practizally ower, the scholastic philoscophy wass
Pesivoing o s eidicoled and despised, and suprenscy of the
veligiors  and ebthical interpretabtions of life was being =z=lowly

Bat gffectively wndermined. In place of all these there

grraduslly  emerged new institotionos ard ways of  thinking of
sufficient impoectenoe to shsmp the centuries thabt Tollowsd with

o

e character of the different civilizstion.
The Swiss histocizn J. Burchardt was the Tirst to  descoribe

this period, which extended from 1300 to spproxgimately 168350 as a

17



unified oulbtwrally and politicelly distinot historical periced
(Cantor, 1970, p. 60). For him, in the fifteenth century,ﬁthefa
was o fundasmental change in m&n‘é cutlook on life and the world
arnd “"the fifteenth century is that of the many-sided man"
(Burchardt, 1874, p. 21). THere is anaother thesis thaet the
Reraissance i merely a cmntimuatimn of the Middlé Ages. “"There
i undoubtedly mere truth in the compromise solution that  the

\
Renaissance was an age of trensition” (Ferguson, 1248, p. 39200 .

4. Geosgraphicsl boundries of the Rensissancs

Smcialy, political, economic, intellesctusl and \artiatim
developments which are included in conception of Renaissance was
started firet i Italy. In the fourteenth and fifteenth centwies
certain IThalian scholars, historians and students of the classics
@l often loxeal patriats began to display a remarkable new
historical self consciousness. "They believed that their own time
was a rew age, &t once sharply differed from the bharbarico
darkness which they imasgined that preceded it and comparable in
its achisvements two Roman antigquity " (Bouwsna, 1874, p. 726).
Before passing to the intellectual ciimate, it is better to loogk
&t the 5maia~politica1 structure of Itely at that time.

At the beginning of the Renaisssnce pericod ltaly was divided
imbo many small states. Most of  thew were independent city

republics under the domination of the Holy Roman Enpire. In the

18



ocourse of their struggle for freedom, many of them had adopted
some decrese of democratic government. But during the turmoil of
the Renaissance, all treces of this demoorecy disappesared. Thers
were a political chaos and continuous struggle between those
petty statez=. On the other hand, th? cities of Italy which are

strategically located between Levant and Western Burcope, were the
\

oldest and the wealthiest of the towns that helped to
account  for the leadership of Italy in the Renaissance. First
of =11, we must find the answer of the question why

Reneissance started in Italy?

The oulture of the Itzlian Renaissance was closely tied to
the oonditiorns in fowrteenth and fifteenth century Italy. The
wealth of Italy, the metrix of social relationships, the
character of political life in the Itaelian city states, as it
im mentioned above, arnd the more remote impact of Romen oultural
traditions played important roles in shaping the character of
the Itzlian oultural revolution. According to Cantor (15703, two
azpects of Italian society  that most clearly distinguished Italy
from  the rest of the Burops were wealth and political structure
of oity stetes. "By the latter part of the 13 th. century,
Italy passed a money econony based on trade and finance. The late
thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries saw the rise of the
great banking houses. The pope was the bankers’ largest singleu

oustoner in Burope since he needed a&an agency for  the deposit



arvd trearsfer of vast Church funds" ( pe. 4. In short, ltalian
cities were the main beneficiaries of the revival of the trade
with the East.

o, the first reason is LhHe wealth of Italian cities which
separates  Italy from  other Europeén ngntriesn It is true that
"riches accuwalated by the merchamtgaaf Venicé, Genosa, Milan and

\
host  of  lesser places nade possible Italy's paliﬁical and
cultural achievements (Bouwsma, 1974, p. 7280 .

Secorndly, Italy had a Etrmngv tradition than any other
country of Western Burope (Burns, 1964, p. 518). \

Thirdly, Thalian universitiss were founded primarily fér the
astudy of law or medicine rather than theology, and she had a more
secular culture than most regions of Latin Christendom.

Lastly, Italian received the full impact of cultural
influences from Byzantine and Saracenic civilizastions (Burns,
1864, p. 319).

Germany was one of the first countries to receive the full
impact of the Itaelian humenist movement, nobt only beceuse of the
prodimity of the two countries, butb aléo because of the larges
scale migration of German students to Italian universities. “In
the ccities of south, such as Augsbhurg, Nurenberg, Munich and
Vienna there was & lively hunanist movement imported from ITbaly
during the 1430s, and by the beginning of the sixteenth century
in the umiversity circles this movement had rooted® (Burns, 196¢j\

p. S70).



In the czse of Ferance, the humanist movement is resulted
from  the " French invasion of ITtaly in 1515, which gave the
French nobility their Tirst glimpse of the glories of thg ITtalian
Renailssanoa” {(Gi lbhert, 1987, p: 178) . Hundred Years' War (1837
14%3), which aimed to expsl the Engﬁiah from France and to break
their commercial alliance with the Flemish cities, enabled Gthe

|
Frernch kKings to stanp out feudal4smvereignty arwl iad toy the
establ ishment of s consolidated state.

In this context, there is no comparable event that can be
singled oub for bringing the Italian Renaissance to England.
Momt of  the philosophers of English Renalissance desired a
simpler and mere rationsl COhristiaenity and look forward to an
educational system Tree from dominance of the medieval logic.
Others  ware oooncerned primarily with individual freedom and

aorrection of social shuses (Burfns, 1964, p. 559).

5, Politi

e T

arnd Boonomic Bases of Rensissancs

-5

B
i

"The senter of gravity of medieval society was the land, was
the @soil. With the Rensissance the economic arnd thus the social
enphasies mnoves into the town: from the conservative to  the
liberal® Hartin, 1983, p. 1). In the Middle Ages, the interests
had centered upon consumption. It was relatively impossible to

lomse or  inorease landed property, which is essentizlly static.
A Y ]



fericulbtura]l producticns hed not been kept for long periods,  and
thus accumulation of values was impossible. But money economy has
caused radioal changes Iin social structures durinrg the
Renaissance pericd; because monsy bring the desire to save and
acoumulation of valus started bo becoms possible.

Madieval socisty was fournded upbn a static order of a state,
sanctioned by the Church. Everyone wass assigned to his place by
natwre o by God himselT, ard any aétempt to breabk away from it
wasE & revolt egasinst the divine order. EBveryone was cmnfinéd
within strictly defined limits, which were imposed and enforosd
By the ruling estete, the clergy and the feudal nabilit?. The
kEing himself was bowuwl to rule accocding to definite laws: he
had to carry out his reciproosl cbligations towards his vassals,
he had to treat the Church accordinsg to  the pringiples of

Jusbitia. Otherwise his vassals had e right of rebellion, and the
Ohureh denounced him who had strayed from his assigned position
a5 a bhyranous.

In the medisval time there was a sbtrong sense of security,
of belanging not in terms of physical but psychological security.
Individuals belonged to a village, a gdild, a town, & Tellowship
o an onder.

Om the other side, authority and tradition were able to
dominete the medieval economy. Guild organization with its
prisefiring ard compulsory corporization, had eliminated

competition. In those days the individuals had been wnfree bub

Eeoure @8 in 8 Tanily.

]
oo othe



Gz bthe towns grew in sizes and wealth, their social @ and
political organizetions became more caﬁplex. In their small &and
wiftcen  insecure begirmmings, wrban populations tented to be
homogenecus and democratic. In the new structure, the conception
of  leaderehip was uaderstood Jdifferently from men who had
lived medieval pericd and dmmin?ted by HMedieval Paracigm.
"Peasants'"; Tor examnple, "attracted ﬁo .the towns by the
opportuity o peffmrm even the ﬁmat menial tasks, ’began to
foem & growing proleteriat without political right! {Bouwsmna , .
1874, p. 730,

Nobles who were either old residents or resided in the towns
for  reasons  of their own, constituted ancother special class.
Meyrchants engaged in large scale commerce began to be
dif{erentiated by their grater wealth from lesser tradesman.
Inequal ities of wealth and power between these different classes
resated in new social and political arrengements. " &=  the
burghers became a power with the rise of a money economy, as the
gmnall artiz=sn became the great merchaent, we find a gradual
erancipaticon from the traditionsl forms of society end  the
medieval outlook: there was revolbt against those sections of the
mooisty which were most dependent upon this structure and  upon
thess wéya of thought, by wirtue of which they xergised their
authority " {(Martin, 1963, p. 1).

There was a rising tension against the privilaged clergy and

the feudsl nobkility. "During the fourteenth century desperate 



revolits of peasants and city proletarians burst out almost
everywherse Trom Eogland to the Balkans and  from Tuacany e
Flanders” (lopez, 1974, p. 87). By revolting againast the old
domination,  bthey alzo freed themnselves from bthe old  ecommoni by
Lies which heod been Lﬁterddl with 1t.,B]omd, tradition and group

Taeling had bheen the bhasis of the coomunity relmtlanshxym &m well
as of the old domination. While on ' the one hand, there were

popuilar uprisings, local upheavals, and peassnt revolbs, on the
& & 4 = Y

crbher  hand, 'there were the heretical sects which olearly
marii fested & gmeit of populisn” (Ullmenn, 18965, p. 182). »

The demcocratic and wurban spirit was destroying the. old
soacial Torms and the natural asnd scoepbted divine order. By the
end of +the fifteenth century the demooratic tendesncies of the
conei liar pericd hed disappeared in bobth Church and stats.  The
pope no longs- able o clain supremacy in secular aTiairs. In the
'pmlitiaal wiorld, " the tendencies toward netionality and mmnar;hy
were finally successful. The former ides of & United Burope under
AT imperial raler had lost it significance. National
ciigtinotions were clearly marted, and separate states, secular in
rnature, stood forth under strong nonsrchs, who redossd the Teudsl
azsenblies to positics of uninpor-tance {(Wanlass, 1833, 3
143} .

Life in & btraditicnal oconmuniby was apt o produce a

conservative type of thought, s religious way of thowught which



evdere the world in an suthoritarian marmner. Bverything had a

metaphysicel dimension in tbat life. But the bhowrgeois world lost
its maglic. The liberal mmﬁe of thought became dominant. fhua
communities became sceieties. ' [ |

e L A .

We have to bear in mind that, with théae:transformationa,vin
the political spheregitha process of Qranaitimn from the weak'and
decentiral ized .femdal regime to the centralized rule of despotic
princes had bheen faking place. There was also the destructianl of
the political power of the guilds and the absorption of ‘tﬁeir

L

prevogatives of soverelignty by the national states. Y

\

o

8. Causes of Renaissence \

Since Renelissance is a complex btrensformation and a radical
pransition from one civilization to other, started in Italy and
next spread out other Buropean countriegs stamping its character
tor the Modern Paraedigmg it is nmt‘gm easy to catoh its all real
causes, its own logic or elements of its development. 'Beoause,
what we aay about csuse-effect relation is to be oreation of
Modern Pareadigm. Although It is strongly. true that "The

sarnce was not known as such by those we now call

Renai

ifi

Renaissance Men" (Modonald, 1962, p. 10), there are some events

which cen be taken as causes of Renaissanoes.

First of all, the Reﬁaiaaanceiperimdfwa@;the "epm¢h;of«;£h§fv

Crusades, of the rise vbff the;:ﬁdwha;"épﬁq of  the earifésp”

3
"

s
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hureaucratisc states of the West, it saw the culmination of
Romanesgque act and the heginning of Gothies; the emergency of the
vermanular literatuces; the revival of the Latin classics and of
Latin poetry and Roman law; the recovery of Greek science, with
its Arablic additions and of much of Gréek philmsmphy; and origin

o the first Buropean Universities" (Haskins, 1874, p. 185).
\ .
In @& brief swimaey, following factors can bhe given |, as

montributecrs o bthe coouwrrence of the Renalssanoes: o

1. The influsnce of the SDaracenic ardd Byzantine civilization.
[
2. The development of a flourishing comnmerce.
2. Fising of the local langusgess. Before thirteenth cenbtury  the

s

literary language was Latin end after this century local

3

Tanguages which was understood by the less literate and less

reducated, started to rise  in the litersture. Latin was quite

adequate for learned treatises, for abstract thought, ‘ o
: X

mathematical scheme of logical and syllogistic deducticns, hdtk
. A\
it was not the language of the ordinary people. Ordinary maﬁ

thought  in his own language, in his own varnacula, ard His

feélingg oould be evpressed adegquately in that language. For ﬁhat
£,
reascmn, according to Ullmarn (1883), Y"the incipient subjectivism

Jm the thirteenth century, the orientation towards the
individual, stocd in closest proximity to the rapidly rising,
varnaoular litereture" (p. 1685).

4. The revival of an interest in classical studies and the Roman



law in the Cathedral and Monastic schools which gave to  the
secular interests. "The study of the classics revived interest in
the. democracy  of the Greaé.citiéa and in the Roman 1aw& of
contract, s well as corporations Both attached the medieval idea
of suthcrity rested in a single héad and laid emphasis upon  the

!
importance of many” (Wanlass, 1953, p. 142).

4
He The geraduaasl scape fram  the other worldly and ascetic
atmosphere of the early Middle fges arnd the growbth of naturalism
in literaburs and art.
B, The expansion of the intellectual interests made possible ﬁy
the risme of the universities. First time in Mediewval BEurope, the
meneopoly of the Churech and cleries on lesrning was broken by the
rase of the universities in the new towns.
7. The development of & spirit of scientific inguiry, exemplified
in the work of A&Adelard of Bat, Galileg, Roger Bacmq and
Friederiz I1.
8. Crusades which diminished prestige of the papacy end helped to
give tha ltalian citiss & monopoly of Mediterranean trade.
5. Invention of printing. It made the diﬁ%eminatimn.mf new kinds
of  krowlesdge possible. Thua "a new instrument of WEELEIT)
Enowledge was brought in use. The clergy had ceased to e almost

l}
the sole propagstors of education, as they had been in the middle

i}

-

the west" (Mayer, 1870, p. 120).

ges, and now lay knowledge entered upon its triunphal cowrse in -



10, Fhise in populsticn and growbh of cities. It is clear that
towmes are more free than smell closed communities and have royal
character. "It was the towns which demanded increasing attention,
fore the large concentration of pqmple within +their walls
Taciliteted and encouraeged easy change of‘apihimn ard  contract!

{(Ullmarm, 186%, p. 183). !

B. The oastuwres of the Renaissence transformation

I this pzrt, after clarifying ow bbasic concepts and

theoretical MEETIS that are cotological , epistencalogioal,
/

axiclogical and methodological transformation as main components
of g paradigmatic travgitbion, we will try ti elaborate
implications  of  those transfornations onn the coreeption of
pliticel catagmfiea regpactively such as changes a7 the
conception of the wmiverse, human being, state, soverelignity, law
and the position of the church and Goxd. Then, at the end, we will
discusse how they differ from Medieval to Modern Paredigm will bg
conpared. In other words, we will bty Lo make a conperason
between the two paradigms concerning the way of perceiving those

categoriss we mentiocned aboue.
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1. Ontological trersformation

Ph

a. Cosmologys God, MNatwure and Order.

T
{

Ontology is ﬁhe knawledge ahdut being itﬁélf. %acmrdimg"tm o

Eubn {19870}, ‘“"paradigms tell us different things about the @
oo L i . . )
population’'s behavior” (. @ 103). Th@s mearts that Jdifferent
4 , : .
paracigmns use coﬁmeﬁts that can not be brought into usual logical

relavions of inclusicon, exclusion or overlap. Because "paradilgms

dictats their own mhtolagy” (Buppe, 1874, p.203).

i

8
The HMedieval Paradign was mainly based on the ontology, of
. ‘ v
_7Chri5tendwm.ﬁa far as Christian ontology is ooncerned, Godd, thb
1

absolute one, is before and above =211 the world's plurality, and
is the sole souwce and the ultimate goal of every being. Whenever
there is to he & pértiaular or partial ﬁhole with some separate
aim ardd ocbject suwbordinsted to the aim and object of the
universs, the principle of the "Unity". "Everywhers one comes
before +the many”.(Gierke, 1960, p. 9. In this ontology, &ll
manyness has its origin in oneness. Every plurality which has a

commnory @im ard object must Tind scweey, norm sl goal in & ruling

o

ity . soause umity is the root of &ll, and therefore, of &1l
‘mocial sxistence.

#A vaster trensformation of men’s ocutlook upon nabture was

affected when the place of the esarth in‘theﬂusmlar sysben wasi§ 'f

determined by Copernicus in 1543. For more than“é thousand years . .




!

the leamed as %ﬁll as the vulgar had awceﬁtéd the Ptolemaio
hypothesis, wiﬁhSthe garth as the center of the universe. The
Copernioarn themry;mf the daily rotation of the earth, and of its
revolubtion  ernd éhat of the other planet roumd the sun, was
decimively confi;mad by Galilec, with the &id of the new
wnventicon of the éelea&mpe. After bheée davelbpmenta, "It was no
longer possible to accept the Ari%twéalian dﬁetinctimn' betwsen

\ .
the unchanging hesvens and mutabile sublunary woreld" (De  Burgh,

]

£

L33, w. 487, A new dynamic conception of nature became

prevalent, which left the scholastic world of static Tor;s

\

Behind., "Space no longesr conprises the woeld, for the iddea of,

vinfinity of the cosmos evolved. The humen world is merely s world

v

ancing worlds” {(Mayer, 1970, p.121). The nature, on the obther

harnd, has cocompletely logt its divine charecher. The mmdgrn
wonception of nature has hecome something at the dispossl of narn,
gither of his nowledge or will., It became “"the mere object of
investigation in the empirical arnd espesrimental senss, and

o

whorehouse of  forces end materials for technological purpose.

Mature is subject to men, man is its overlord” {(Fromerr, 1@64,

D210, .
‘"Gmdmgiven order was  overcome by the idea of &

decentralized, infinite universe, a world in evolution {(Baron,

1874, pp.130~131){v The madieval “hierarchical classification on
priestly and lay also materially modified" (Groethuysen, 1904,p.

280) .

‘50



In Medie?al Paradigm, universe was designed by God and it
had “inherenp% order! (Modonald, 18268, p. 141), but in new
paradign tworld ruled by chance where averything was a continuous

state of flax" (Groethuysen, 1994, p. 284). It became difficult
; , 4 A

e impmssi@lé to ”aﬁﬁért that ‘the earth was center of @ the

4

universe’ and the role of the thﬁalmgyiﬁ shaping 'acientifig‘
debate becaméé mmfé limited" (Can%mr, 19765 p. 28B4, In ahéﬁ£i 
The Renalgaégae Cpromoted  the rédiacmvéwy of aﬁ; unchriati;hﬁ
. t : ‘,
ooesnc logy ! (Kr&mar, 1964, p. 15). :

Parallel to the changes in conceptuslization of thé ~
Juniverse, nature and of their structure and relations, the
conception of time has alse changed during this transition aﬁd
inplications of this change on the social and political lifetwaa
.very b loies .

It was started to be reazlized that time was always short ard
henoce valuable that orne had  to husband it and use it
wornomicelly if one wants to become the "master of all thingSW:
Such  an abttitude had been unknownm in the Middle fges. During
that area life had rot beern limited for individuals; life was ﬁhe
life of the oommunity. Concephtion of time was changed and it was

started to be seen as & value, as something which has utility,

later on salsable in the market, in the Modern Paradign,

2i
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b. Goverment: Power., hierarchy. State, Sovereisnity and Law .-

From tha?la@e Middle agess onwards political dochrines have
been set forth byfgchmlarﬁ“_th@oreticians, and philoscophers. This
was not the éés& beforea. Ffmm the f#fth ta twelfth caEntury very L
fTew 1nd1v1dual wﬁlters can bP Enoem a& who have palitical thes1s.’k -
No  bools, trapts, ware writhen on thgﬁe tmpias which formed tha
contents of political thought. "The sovernments themnselves, the
popes, kings arud gmperors, who by their govermmental measures
created, shaéed and appliesd political ideas” Ul lmaru, 19é5, Da
149,

8t. Augustine in the fifth century had wsaid that Gmd.n
digtributed the laws to mankind tlhorough the medium of kRings. Al
the thirteenth century St. fhmm&a Souinags edpressed the same idea
whern he meaid that power descended Trom Gwd.'ﬁwhataver POWEr W
found ‘below’, was derived from "above’, for, a5 St Poul =eid,
‘there 12 no power but of God." (Ullmann, 18685, p.i3). Within
this thesis the people had no power other than it had been
given Trom sbove. Delegation of power 1r thr maEin concern,. BEvery
of ficey W appointed from above and not elected by & popular f

assenbily . The supreme of ficer was weapmmaible to God only.

Medieval pmlltlcal thought arcaptg -1 1Lw starting point Can

order of rank in human snciaty. ]n tnc twalfthncentury Joihin 1911
Sal isbewy, for ?Example, provides a cmmplete statement of thla
snciel theory. The king, to bhin, 15 the head or the bady mf tth

commonwealth; the senate is the hearts the Judges and gmvernarain

]
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fof  provinces éreg the eye&)»earg, and tongue; the officials and

soldiers are the hands; the financial officers are the stomach

R

and  intestinesy and the peasants 'correspond to the feet, which
! Lo ‘ N -

always cleave Lo the soil’. This organic theory. of society, is a
[

- : ' ;
fareat fevorite with those who oppose change. Obviously, since the
Toaot does not try to become the brain, noe is the hand jealous of
the eye; che whole body is at its hea£ then each part does what

‘ 3 ‘
aature meant it bto do. The field wmr%&rg the Dlacksmith, the

marahant, the lawyer,; the prieﬁtg arel the king himsel? all have

e

seon assigned & part of God's vl on earth.

Medieval thought thus distinguishes snmong vocations, but it
\
#lemn insists on the dignity aod weoorth of all vocetions, even the

.

famnblest. It accepts  the Christian dootrine of the equality of
the all =zouls before Goxd and holds that no man oan he a mare
ingtrument of snother man. Bven the humblest person on this earth
wcold in the nest woeld bope o enjoy & bliss es full ebternal as
any king's. Furthecmoers, naedisval politica)l theory is by no means
rpposed . o 211 changs on e&bthu Certainly medieval thinkers were
mot, demooratic in the sense of believing that the people ha;e a
right bt make their owi institutions. But they did not  hold
that, since god ©has arrasoged authority!aaiit‘nmw is i this
wordd, we should presecve exisbing conditions. If xiating
Toorditions were bhad, it was a Eign that originally ‘gadd
conditions had been preventaﬁ} What ﬁhﬂuid.bé”ddne wass to by b&’

restore the originsl gmud,_@md's o pi&ﬁ< (Erintmn.vd. 1955éj ‘f“

P.2871.

33



In dealing with problems of human relations madieyé{i

thinkers used & vmcabulaby that is different from that of mmﬁerﬁfﬁ

thinkers,

E
f

Tz begin With the cdﬁmept mf state; before sixteenth cantury;

the wod state was uamd tm refer to the estates of the realm . or}

to kingly Dlrlcc or- dlgnltyq Baat nmt a pm11tlcal cmmmunltyn Buth? 

i

the oonoept mf "Btate" and of '"political® are oreation of mmd@rntﬁ

% ,r,'(:v

thoupht . Iostead of those, the concept of "government' was Ausaq,
ard linked with the Roman term of laying down the law during théV
Micdle Ages (Ullmann, 1885, p. 17). Its modern usage in the senaé

wf  Lewdy of politics Tirst appeared in Italy in sarly p&rt ot thp'

sivbeenth  century. The use of the term as a generic nane for &

midy  wof wDolitio, whether republicén or absolute, was prmbably:
fived by Machiavelli. He was largely Yresponsible fmf‘
gebablishing this modern ussge' (Benn, 1967, p. 6. According iﬁl

Salbine (1994), the sarliest use of the term state occures 'in;

x-sv

Thomas Hte

snd neamed EBogland (p. 328). Of course our concern 1is not -
o make an stinclogical analysis of tbe term but pointed aut‘_the
marallelism betwesn the changes of the way of thinking with the{

changes of the meanings of the words. It is cbwvious that changing;

the meganing of a word or existence ofsome new words in the area

DR PR R

of politios is one of tﬁé kasic indiaatcrs‘mf chamgas;inwﬁﬁa'wéyf

of thought wﬁd in tha peroeptlan nf both pmlltlcal Qfé&ﬁ(_

@] poultlral PPlﬁtlQﬂE.x

ey s book aboot ITtallian authorities written in 1538



In Medievai Paradigm the state was considered as "part of

the divine orgénizatimn of the universe (Cantor, 1570, p. é#).ﬁ

taocording to medieval philosophers, the act of government was mna.
smpeot of gmd;é administration of human affairs: the Church and
its aofficers diwect man forwarmd spiritusl galvatimn, whlmﬁ ig,

elharinaly the state looks after his %hyaical‘ﬁell*being,‘which‘,ia;

temporal. Yet both branches of authority are subject’ to divine
law. o, in pmiitical sense, "one lgw " and “"one goverrment" is
| i :

ratural reﬁult% of Qonceptuaiization of uwniversal Church as é'.

wriversal realm both spiritual and temporal.

For Thomas  Aquines, Tor example, who can be takenh a= a
rapresentat ive ot Traditional Paradigm, “temporal power is

invested by God in the people as @ whole, who delegate it to
sustable PEersSons. The state, then, whethear moneanrchical ,
aristoorabic, or demcoratic is not a power itzelf. It derives its
auvthority from God, and it must exergise that power Tor Christian
purpose and in a Christian mamer (Gresr, 1988, pp. 248-23%50). So
acocerding o Aquinaa, ztate played & positive role in human
affzirs. More than a mere peace—keeper, it served the common gowod
amd thersby ensbled men to live well. Positive law, thatb is, law

gnacted by men, was a partial manifeséation of natuwral law, which
wass Lo turen btemporal aspect of 'divine law., "Agquines, thus,
asssarten] a fundamental harmony betweenlsﬁate ard the Jdiving®

(Cantow, 1870, p. B84). Natural cmrallaﬁy of  this typé of

R Qe
! . i
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reasoning is that, "the world is one and the God who rules it is
Cnes arid earthly rulers cught therefore to be one" {(Medonald,

1862, p. 2. Of coorse, the question that whether mediewval

practice was in contradiction with this doctrine described sbove,

=

coe not is open to the discussion.. For Greer (18668), for example,
it "seemed to contradict" and "devialicons were suplainaed away as,
the result of human frailty or error’ (p. 2500 .

\
In the Moddern Paredigm, con the other hand, state undsrsbood

i

i

as “an  independent, self sufficient, aubtonomous body of citiszens
which  lived, =o bo speabk, on its own substencs and on dts own
lawt OJllman, 188%, p. 177, and is seen a8 an essentislly éamulaw
insstd ook ion whose independence from spiritual authmrity WIERES
gammentiasl  bo its well-being. In Machisvelli, for sxample, “the
mtate  waee rot a reflecticon of hierarchical order or theologicsl
principles; its appropriatensass and durability depended nob uapon
morel  puarposs bt oo the successful  monopoly of  power.  The

stirug fopm mewmer  was the essence of politios" (Cantor, 1570,

P. @4, Thet's why Machiavelll most freguently csed the word
stalte s the power or apparatuas of 2 raler or ruling group.

e Moxdern Paradigm, "the nedieval dootrines of limited
govermment arel the ethicsl basis of politics aleso rejected”
{(Burns, 1284, p. 317), "The politician began to calculate amnd

politios were heconing retionzl” (Martin, 18683, p. 103.
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Contrary. to Medieval Paradigm,:Machiavelli argued that state &

dnes not rest on any supernatural sanctlmn. It provides its 3mwn:“
justification, .and it Dperatea accmrdlng to rules that gévé:f
grown out of the facts of human nature. He thereby " reméveﬁif
politics from Chr;stlan 1deolcgy{and placed it " on é purelyin

secﬁlar level" (Greer, 1868, p.'“SO). That ‘s why “Maoh1ave111 s f

{

boml marks a sharp turn1ng in westeﬁn pmlltical thought” (p. +49). 

Machiavelli’'s view of gmvernment hawve gmt general acceptanoe'f

N

"in  Eurcopean thought and practice. Largely thrcugh his 1nf1uenoe'g

the word "staete" come into use to deslgnate a smveremgn p011t1¢al

ent1ty. And in praot1oal level, evolutlmn mf European ﬁﬁates frmm B

Ethe ﬁluteenth aentury mnward muved in the. dlre¢t1mn suggested by**

Mach1avelll.:;1n several reglonS{ of Eurupe: strmng natimnala

monarchies were evalving concurently with the decline of medieval
o) i

,inﬁtitutimna and ideas, and the.dmctrine of the state, as &

unicque authority in detarmznlng the farm and content of cxv1l”

law: "garved as a useful themry to explain the oclains madej_iﬁ.‘

'behalf of the monarchs" (Coker, 1954, p. 266). :

In Modern Paradigm, the state started\to be seen aé é'
product mf man’'s own needs and desires, arwl 1ts authmrlty ,was,
thérefmre, jJustified in terms Df bath mmrallty and self 1nterest.

i

The mnedieval idea of & UanEFEal commonwealth wunder the

aoveremgn authorlty of the Holy Rmmun Emperor or the Pope hadw

meaning at all for the political phllmﬁmpher of Mmdern ParadiA

e il mR
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Imstead, in Modern Paraedigm, it is argued that “every individual‘

- Loy N © e

state regardless of its size should be absolutely free ;fﬁmm‘-

external control" (Bumns, 1864, p. 517).

5 e

Ty
A’,

The Middle Age, for Gierke (1960), regards fthe.,.':l,

T

universe itself as a single realm and God as ;tﬁ monarch. "God 1sff‘

! I

the monarch and &ll earthly lordahlp 15 a 11mited repre&entatzanﬁﬁw

of the divine lardshlp of the warld 5001ety was the cmllectlve«“

sum - of faithful pemple" (p. 72). Because of th91r hierarchical

arrangemnent , the superior Gelect1al entltles governed the

\

inferior, and in general the gmvernment of the umiverse was such-ﬁj
1 . BN

that a given be1ng hadd dmmlnatlon owver thmse below . it 1n the‘ﬁ

scale of oreatures and servad thase abave in the =ocale. Thab s-ﬁ

whyv "the hest form of gavnrnment 1n the v1ew mf St Thama* is'”

mcnarchy, chlefly for the reason that the ~gu1danoe of a

[

multiplicity by a single holder Df autharlty best ensures the ;

4

bBenefit of peace The bee have 51ngle queen, and in the umiverse:

a8 a whale one God is creator and Lord of all" {(Mayer,; 1870,p.

99). . o .
- WhHat - importance has the term yalue in Economics, the -tern

scovereignity has the same in politibs. It haa somewhat vériaus
connotations in fhe ﬂifferanttbranchea of politics, but it always
N l

) si;ﬁifies & hlghest gmvernmental o legal autharity. Mqre

.

ﬁpec1floally it dedotes "a) the auxhor1ty tm maPe and amand flaﬁ;”

emnferred by the rulers of a legal sygtem; h) the pm11t1aal T@t;f

38.
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2

meral authority af‘ the state; ©) the offensive sourse ﬁfzi
political or legal power; d) the independent legal or mobélf£:

status of & comwmunity” (Marshall, 1865, p; 6868). As Coker (1954{ ;' 
sugzested that “"within any independent political community theéé{iJj
is & detsrainate soverelgn whose com&&nds_and. permisaians—g;ven~ka

directly or indirectly, explicitly or implicitly— establish the
\ E

law arnd whose position is above the law” (p.:267). That ‘s why
disoussioes related to prcblem of sovereignity is not focused on  “
whether its existence is necessary o not but on its form.

IE i sSonetines said that, as were in the casme of the

concept of stete, the ides of sovereignity is peculiar bo mnodern

political and legal theory. In respect to & particular conceptionﬁigﬁ

of legal sovereignity this statement has wvalidity. Innltheafg
Medieval Paradigm " thé‘state was'nmf saveréign in the sensé, of ;‘:
being shove law. The authorit? of custmmary,'or unwibetten, laws,
ambodying the dictates of gmds or of a univer%él reason, rariked
nigher than that of the decrees of even highest governors mf &
state” (Coker, 1934, p. 266). Thrmughmut most ﬁf the Middle Ages,
the state was not generally the predominant organization within
the community, and relatively few writers claimed that kind of
position forr itk Bu£ during the transition period "with the
declining influence of custqmary forms of regulation as feudal“

. arnd manorial tiesy the guild, and the famiiy, the state becamev:

an .indispenﬁahle‘categmry for any kind of speculative thought
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about, society! (Bern, 1867, p. 7).'ﬁe can briefly summaerize the
deve lopment of the content of sovereignitby during the
Rernaissance period with three stages: First, under the diimne inss Df’
eoonomic  activity, mainly the ammmarce,'the social energies of
al&éves concentrated on the state #gther than the local town,, and
Ll soale of tha ecoromic Dpérationa Was correspondingly
enlarged ard deepened, as pminted\out before. Secondly, ﬁhis
comcentration caused the limits of the society to narvrow  {rom
woeld-empire Lo the nationael or territorial state.‘Thirdly, as a ;
wa&@lt of both these terndencies, the authority shifted from | the
chucch o the civil goverrment. Bezides those develdﬁmants,
"against  the alaim of the pops to be sole divine source of  power
there was Jdeveloped the theory of divine right of kings, and
against the bharons there was develéped ghe theory of the abediute
moverelignity of territorial monarch" (Randal, 1870, -p. 181).

In Modern Paredigm, on the Dthar hand, political system is
grivisaged as originsting s a rusult of a oontract Dbetween
individusls or between rulers and ruled. Parties ‘mf fhis
contract-individusls— using their freé wille in their auvtonomous
aricd independent decisions create & political authority which has
sovereignity over a certain specified territory to make and
enftorae laws. In this line of thought, the source of power 'héaed
o an  absract conceptualization of individual wheo somehc

delegates power to the state without  any connetations ofﬁ‘
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religion, class or status and it dEfined'in terms of the bhasio =

traits of a human being. , B ; : ‘fiw

Most prupmnents of such‘é view agreéd that man could‘ nﬁtfé
live Satlsfactmrlly w1thmut the state and that the basis Df‘élts;k'
authorlty was the taalt or e preas;a agreement mf men to enﬁéf;,
into a smclpty and establzmh a gmvernment. By establzshing airi
sovereign, the 1nd1v1dual surrendered a part of his freedmm, butw,
he received in return social mrder, 5ecurity and justzce in §1;§ 
relation with other MET1 . Natural law prov1ded the basis for éuch |
a soociety, and a contract batweenljruler and ruled provxdad‘ the
means by which men could enter it. Therefmre<tha state was; to
become the cenéral force of pmlitigs in mﬁdern timea, a8 & iaﬁvi
maker itself subjectihg both instiéﬁtimns and individualslta 'its:
will. Modern man  thinks that law m1ght be nmade  ‘hy uran
authoritative will rather than, as - were in case of medleval man,

o discovered by the understanding o Lnown by tradition. ‘

The basic differerce bhetween Medleval and Modern Paradlgm,
in terms of sovereignity is thatg 1n Medleval Paradigm the BOUNNCE -
of power was God and he delegates his pmwéf, in some degree; ﬁb
the human being but in Modern Paradigm the situation is yegy-
different. New only man, 0o mat@er hmw ‘he is definad,J i§i4

considered as the sowce of political power.

&1




c. Men.

- - -

In feudal society a mén figured in a network of quasi-—
conbtractusl relations in which his political rights amd duties
WEIE clw%ély ling@d to land terure and fealtyg He was lord’'s  man
and his king'a; M. The pPOWers @f kEingship were only with: 
S odifriculuey distinguabed from property rigﬁts.' |
Irn Medieval Paredigm, apprmack to human nature whioh:i 

domineted  politics and political thought has the assumption that

human nabure was oorrupbted and thus man was incapable of making 5;7
mowmned  judgements and hence of right conduct. That means, 1T man
were  12fh% to himself, his behaviows would be far from  adsguate.
o there was & need to guide human behaviowr. In this content,
bhere @&re two relevant suthorities; the spiritual power  of /ihe
/

Chiaran whivich was o deviecs the rules of conduct, and governmental
power of the tomporal authorities which was o organise proper
way of  liTe, at the end, in sccocordance with the Ohaoh’'s
prinoiples. In bthis sort of aderstanding of sooiety Mand
politics there was o plece for a man who could decide for

Bimezelt, and  for ki

#

future. Because he was considered to be so
corrupt that others were o degide for- his fate,
During the Renaissence pericod there was a challange to this

dominant doctrine in comection to the human netuwre, and | bo

argus that wman is ocapable of sheping his own deﬁbinyl i
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The significance of this development was that physical mnen
himealt, the hono, and not the Christian or Taithful person, was
the object of investigastion., This radicsl depacrture from  the

accepted  way of thinking explained the samergencs of a new olass

of  aschols who  joined the compady of the theologilsns

I
B,

philoscphersg as we mentioned in earlier parts. The foous of
attenticon of this new scholars was tla natural man as he was in
mnatwe aod reality asd nob the so-called reborn marn,  new

rregature,, the Choeistisn, the bhaptized men. S0 the monopoly of the

theologian arcl  philosopher  who ooosidered enclusively the
Chrishian was hroken.

Thus  wn the Modowrn Pacadign, bhunasn being has hesen looated
in the center of the universe, and his positive capabilitiss were
vestored o & centrel plece in politics. Now, manm s not &
pasmive reoegiver of God's willy but is an achive agent  in
politics who usss his own reason w choose the best  course of
gt e among the slternatives. "The point of reference in the
mase of Christisn was Teibth; in the case of the netural mas it
WEH hipnanity. Ths  two-wnan and Cheidstian~ begsn Trom the
thirtsenth century onwsrds to correspond Lo different cstegovies
altogether” (Ullmarm, 1965, p. 1687).

The new anthropocentric and anthropomorphic  inegination of
the wniverse provided an atmmaphére Tor sscular conceptualis aticnf 

‘ : 1
of  man, sooiebty and knowledge which is opposed to  the Mmdlevall

Paredigm.
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of . Chneob

socording o Christian theology. if mankind is wunique arnd if
there can not he more than one étate that comprises all mankind,
that shate an h@ mohing but the Church which im founded by " God
Rimselt, and ali tenporal lordship é@n Be wvalid only in so far am
it g e psrt or & percel of the Church. Therefore "the Church,

being the one true stabe, has vresieved by & marciste fTrom God tha\
plenitude =f 811 spiritusl and btenporal powers (Giarke, }9@6, 1
113,

in  FModern Paraedlgm theology was also moving away from  the
higravohiical coooeplion of the government of the universe towards
an  abhsolutist  theory of cosmic rule. This transition from the
Fiewrarsihiical  bto the absolutist conception of @ cosmic governmendt
was &t fectec " not only in the theory of the nacrocosm, o the
universe et large, hubt also in the theory of microocosm, or lithle

wWorde of ean body” (Mascon, 1871, p. 32).

3

7

Ze Bpistemoloeical bransformeticn

aessssen SR S

PpistEnnlogy is g philosophical discipline which desls with
the set of qu&étiuna crmcerning the neture , possibility, limits
arwi  sourass of kbhowledge. In epistenclogicsl sense, Tor Bubhn, .
wher  pavadigms change, there are ususlly "sigonificant shifts  in

the oriteria detersmining the legitimacy both of problems and of



preposad solutions" (Fuhn, 1970, p. 109). Futhermore, different
paradigns “make us see things differently. Research works in

different paradigns have not only different concepts but also

diffevent perceptions" SFumllewlc"ﬁlauhman, 1884 p. 274). In
Fubhn's wordds, "scientists see new and dlfferent things %hen.

looking  with  familiasr instruments in\plaees they have looked
bBetfore" (p. 1117,

Pyt this frameworlk, a paraaigm is like = langusge ,
detersining both what vou pereceive and what you can think about.
e berwdinciogy and the knowledge generated within a paradigmmare

gorveined by the rules specified in the paradigm itsslf and they

peradign without distocrtion. Meanings of all oconcepts, both

wemretical  and chservational, are determined by paradigmﬁ. in
wiiioh they asire smbedded. Thet means, any change in one paradigm
wiill inewitébly proxviuce a change in the mesning of the oconecepts

Al
of thabt paradigm. For example, the concept of "dark age" was used

mE i ther can not be conveyed to nor evaluated from outside of that

By Christian writers tm‘pmint mut:the pericad of pagan anticguity

Before Chrizstismity. "By €hifting the metaphor from sphere of
creligion to that of culture it was applied instead of pagan
antiqiity to the Christian Middle Ages" (Ferguson, 1848, p. 8).

There are two cbvious ways in which = paradigmatic shift may

bring about a shift "how we see thlngs" in epitemnimgical levelu-{‘“

First, it will effect the way we descrlbe the objects which are ﬁl
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phe causes of o visusl expsrience. Beoond, & shift in paradigm

zy indluence nol only how we descorihe what we see, bDbubt also

|

whgrs s how we look for things.
o e < ; | o ) :
i Medievel Parsdigm, everybody, every thing had ite place

Sim the divine order of oreation, and the understadineg of this
. \ . X

clivioe order was really important. Bubt "sinoe ssnsory observation

B ‘_

\

3
woniladl in oo case ulLimately verlty such order and purpose, sach

Lo,
-~

4an, coservation tented o be unimportant” (Modonald, 1262, p. 12 I
NI ke medisval mirgd wants to know the neture or the reason of &

it neither looks inbo it, to sarelyze its sbtrocture, noe |

Dehirgd  it, to inguire into its origin, but looks up Lo heaven,

hines as an ides. Whether the guestion involwved is

fi

wﬁerw it
pﬁlitiu&iq m=ooial or moral, the first shep talken is o reduce it

Lo ite univers=el principle” (Huminga, 18687, p. 2I14). This neans

that every problem tended +to be viewsd iﬁ the oontext of

metashwsios,

U the other hand, in Mediesval epistemology, sources of
Brwswledge  wers btwo kindsy revelation aﬁd raascn. The world was
~stionail and logical which can be thought out by and expressed by
rEsza. Duat Yresson m mh be divine and revelation and reason must

bé Barmonized? (Bently, 19867, p. 43). This mode of thought can be

‘malled religious rationslity.

:? In &quin&a‘% formnulation of this retional ity is  the bégt}i

i{kmmwn cre. He believed that God designed this earth as a Tit

7

f
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place for man, whom In CPthEd 1n his 'mwn ‘imageu Cleawly,f

therefore no such impmrtanﬁ hgman aqtivity a5 thlﬂkln? could bev

A
H

aonteary to God's de&igmn”&ll oﬁr’hhinking, if rightly dmme{

mavely contfirms the truths of faith; and helps ws in . daily llfﬁ'
tm'v&pply e, Feoe hlmq tﬁ%w@ igﬂnmﬁ problem of cbntradictipq},
bhetween reascn and faith, %gnce Eheré i ﬁm éppusitimn betwésnﬁ"
reascn and Taith, i they are rightly deerstamu. "IT & man puﬁaé;

i .

weprjes  of -arguaments together and canme out with a conclusion

1

contrary  to what  orthodox Catholicos beliesved, he was simply ©

gullty of faulty logic, and the use of ocorrect logic "eould o

repadlly show whers he erred” (Brinton, €, J. B. Christopher’ & R.o

N

Lu "JLJ].' F 4 1\..)\-4’\./:; F'BEBE) a

The writings of Agquinss and his contenporaries made a great'*”‘

ind luence i the{madieval thought, as we mnentioned baefore, ,butfﬁfv
there are, of amﬁr&&¢ other schomls in Christisn theology. Thé ém
attempt by Aquinas to argue frmmgtha natural to divine arut thuss

reconcile Aristotelisn metaphysics with the Christisn concept of

Gowd Founo opponents. Y8t. Bonaventburae and his fol lowers rajectedﬂ‘“

¢

S iras argunent that man ocan arcive at a rabtional, it

imperfect, knowledge of God hy analogy from the natual warld, o

arguaing thaeh knuwledgéfaf God comes from nystical communicon with -

the divine and not from naturs" (Cantor, 1976’ p. 63 .

On  the Dther hand thu Chv1btlan fDllmwer of Averrmea,

argusd that man’ ‘g only aura InmwleLg@ e frmm nature ancd tna

i
3
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consaoguent ly hel CEn hgvegpu su}e' knowledge‘bf Gd. But thoéé
views could not become dmm?hant in Medieval Paradigm. |

Hedieval people 1ivéﬁ Jin 2 world that wes a wmrld.~of¢g
SESerees.  They ‘p@rceive Vﬁhingﬁ as having inner natures or
qualities aharac@ariatic mﬁfthem.and inh&rent:in themn. Accmrdimg;
to Hanmen (1578), aAquinas ﬁmtimn'mf.égﬁantialﬁhaa been optimized
as "the inner strocture mff&miatenﬁeiécp&rating> as the princ;éia
of Trom for each kind of béing" L. ABBY.

Sixsh an  cntology of @ sssences supported & system of

qualitebive explanation. Thet iz, to know whet something is, or
what wirtue it has explains ic.
Although, at least in principle, qualitative explanations

need  not edsclade gquanbitabive ones, in Tack, it ssems that they

tend to preclude bthem.

=
=

0 bthe Modeen Parasdigsn, the netwre of reasoning ad  the -

t

mourses  of  krowledes  has chenged. "Men could now,  live and
wnderstand himsel? withouh recourse Lo the braeditionsl religious

goncept” (Groethuysen, 1934, p. O378). Dvery one had to raly  upon

himsel? in the knowledge thet nelther metaphysical conecepts nor

supra-nabtural forces of bhe oomoaiity were backing him Thé;f

intel lectual intsrest was centered on the sbtwly of physical fact,

el the discovery of laws of mabtuwre. The other-worlidliness of

<

the Middle Ages: had left ite place to the desire to know manﬂim

hiz relation to naturs, and netwre in its relation to man.
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were askingﬂvthemselvas. new .questions tos which the medieval”
4 wod N ] L N

3

RPN

uP&ﬁltlDﬂ gave no answer.

In the aecularl at1on prmcess, the saparatlon of speculation:

,.

frmm revelatlmn were . prummtad three h1&tmr1@al events. The flrstiﬁ"
i 4 : e

. c:qeg was the Renalsaance, 1t mads the original texts of erek'x
: {

thmught avallable, The seomnd evgn@ was the Refmrmat1an, whlch“

generated a cmmpletely new:- cmnceptman of the Chrlstlan falth,,thEJ
Chrlstlan craed, the Chrlstlan du%trlne, and even the Chrlstlan_
Alnstltutlons and Chrlstlan llfe,i =0 that the relation betweenu

spe¢ulat1mn ard revelatlan aiso hmd tm he~ revised. The third.
event. was the eatabllshmant »g‘-mmdern ‘solence- \"whichﬂﬁ'

‘ i'

revolutionized the- methmds,/ a8 well a5 the results,: of the
investigation of the v151h1g wanlp"»(nrmner, 1964, p. 15). A11¢F~

these innovaetions contributed to the downfall of the Medievallwayv&
of thinking. " . i ‘ L
The rat1mnalit/ Was alsn shlfted from religlmus to  the M

,x

seeular crne. The secular rabionallty was cmmposed of "a clumter§y'

of ,1deaq that add up to the be;xe; that the wniverss works tha“ﬁ;

‘

way a man's mlnd works.  Whers he th1nks lmglcally and cbjeotlvgly.i'

v t

Therefore mar:  can ultlmately understand every thing in 3hi§f

p?rlence as he undersbands, fmr 1nstance, a 51mp1e arlthmetlcala?
. q 3 'r‘

. or mechanical problem* (Brlnton, 1963, P 8_). ;
. 5] !

1

A new oonception of truth arqse which - was faunded upcomn the)“

: ‘ i ‘
insight into the necessary and mathemat1cally deducible ardeprmf?
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reallty. This new rationalism has péralleliﬁm to the emergenc§ of v
Capltallﬁm and it "tends to banish Gmd and supranatural Fyrom theiﬁ
unlyerse" (Brinton, 1963, p. BL)-'i' ! |
Modern way of thinking, releésed from the authority of the l
Christian religion, of the church, of the dmgmaa anc doctrlnes Df{}

medleval theology, enhanced the dlgnlty and excellence mf man tD:

thei point where man was placed atithe center of the thaught.ﬁf

1

"While pre—Chrzstlan Phllmsaphy was . cosmocentric and Chrlstlaf
phi losophy was Lhemcentrlc, i modern philosaphy - fwasi'
anthrapocentric: man was the main problem of its speculaﬁiba‘f.
intérest and endeavor” (Eroner, 1é€4, pP. 18). The world and God
took a secondary position in the hieraerchy of knowledge. Since
human being was the center of interest in Modern Paradigm, the
sciences desling with man wera; tremendously  increased - and
enlarged their soope as aociolqu, eoﬁnomics, statistics,
pesychoanslysis, psyahabiolmgy,"paycﬁmgeneaia, arnd many medical:
sciénces. PSychnlagy, for ‘nampie, gained an authority and
gxgnifzﬁannﬁ it had ﬂud;" énjayed hefore. While a special science
Aol ing  with the conparison of th e hiamae crases  wWas dere Lap lag,
cosmology  and retional theology were neglected amn  pushen ot
Lhe bachkgrourd.

Ewven the term cosmology was itmelf degraded Lo mesn Lhe
emplrical science of the conaﬁitutimn of wonrrlds composed of stars

and thelr constellstions (Frones, 186, p. 20). Bven within bthe

o0
[l




’ 4 ' : b
Qongerned with human uot1v1t1e5 1£}a the theo:y of unwwleaw&

*lanéuage, of h:story of cultuve.u of Pelnﬁsan Tn numanlﬁhi

~accepted and accordingly old ones are: started to dissppear.

%
e v
=3
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phllmgophy Lhoﬂe branhhe~ were-ts%ared and flaurlmhed ey sz @ere

I

EA w

log

.‘i-.:»

metlcdmlagy, llngulstlca aqd ﬁemantlcﬁ, Lhe pnxluaapn
3 ;’

i
naturﬁ of the Hodern Paradlgm w1ll be,elaharabed more detail in a:

epérate title luter Ol ; : ;

Wher we come to the natural sciences it can be argued Lhat

they represent mudern version of: hasmc]og 1They differ

R s

ancient physics, wh1ch was never campletely dzssolved %rpm

‘metaphysicsg and this ﬁeparatlan tmol place in the modern' era.

The natural sciences are‘empirical rest;ng upon experimental

obsgrvation and investigation, at leagt in, principle, whilavﬁf:~

i

phyﬁics in +the Plastonic, Arlstmtellan, and Stoic or Eplcurean ?;,ﬂ

BENSE Was permeated by philosophic thenr1es o presuppositimn5,~ .f;i,

Q. Adiological trensformaticn

Axiological bases of a ébciety does not change in a sﬁmrt*

time. But, when a community of human being enters into a new

'

paradigm, system of value of that oammunity radically changes,:

new sets of values and new patterna of behav1ar are started tm be

Similar to political revolutimhs, in paradigm choice, tbere ?7

is ro standard . higher Lhan the assert Df that communlty ih;

question., For Fdabhn (1970),'“likefthe chaicef hetween ommpepihgi

21
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- political institutions, thatnbetweeh cmmpeting‘paradigma prmﬁes'Q

ez be a& choice 1nccmpat1hle nodles Df cammunlty of 1ifE.J. When
paradigns  enter, as they must, 1nto & debate about par&dlgmf‘
choice, their role is necessary circular. Each group uses 1Ls LT’ o SO
paradign  to argue in that paradigm’'s Hefense" (p. 94). Althoughjftt
paradizms can compete with each cher in the. sense  that theyi”'
replace eaech other, it is impmgaiﬁle\tm compare or r&tionall§
appraise their relative advantégés aﬁd disadvantages. If, as ;‘ﬂf
Elguea (1983 pointed out, "paréﬁigms seem a sets of shared
values" (p.218) and if each pdradlgm d1adateﬁ its own ax 1mlm§ical_f’"
system, it will not be meanxngfull to talk ‘abnut .an in@er*
paradigmatic value system, Or commen paradlgm in Drder‘t§ §§mpaE§
%hmge different paradigms. In this'aense, whét:ia cbnéedereﬁ aj;'f
common  paradigm is, according tﬁbthis 1iné‘vmf thought, lﬁhe‘
dominant paradigm and cmmpeiitioﬁfbetwean different paradigms'
does not mean, in Huﬁnian fﬁamewqu, a ratimnal struggle for
better explanation of life, but it:is a matter of incmmmenaurable

“4

collision.
What happened to the value system in the Renaissance period,
and were the changes in wvalue system &z sharp as in a |

cparadigmatic btransition?

First of all, the Medieval Paradigm was, in terms of hoth'.
the social structure and thought, a rigidlyJ graduated aysieﬁg

-




"There waz & pyramid of Estates as well as a pyramid of valuss"
(Martis, 1833, p. 27. In the Modern Paradigm those pyramids are
Ty e Jesteoyed, snd free oompetition s proolaimed as the  laws
of  natucs . Good osnd Blood, the main pmmﬁrﬁ of Mediswval Paradignm,
arg  depiesd, 2l thoos ﬁitbﬁy msintain ﬁdﬁe of  their importancs,
their dowsnones e shattered. In Perguson’'s words, the ethics  of

wiork i bhils o transitionsl period can be descoribed in ons

meahenoe:: "irm the nooe of God arel peofit” Ferguson, 1974, p.

]

1100 . Feebhacs this was the spivit of capitalism; it deprives Ghe
world ol the divine eleament in ocder to make  the  woeld MO
“real’ srd tengibls.

fs  were  in the Medieve! Paradigm, 1life in & primnacy
copprani vy deoapt ho pioducs 2 conmervahive or @ religious type of
thought whioh meders the  world in an suthoritarisn mannsr. Bub

the bovewenis woaeld is such 2 woeld that it has lost its magio

arwi  bhe liberal wede of thewight shtempts to control the owtside

e Lol nuwma st menes oeanse ionenly .

a2l
;'X
L
5

Reegerlmssnas is a4 btreacgsitien from  religious thought

ol aeicm and individuslism. The religious

[ VRN IR R R A ET Y R ConTRetaa Dy PO U L wl sassadsi P [ P W P

clecline of bhose =ooial erogps which had wupheld it. Parallel to

i moeial strocturs, the traditional value yehem

transforned into @ new an tramerdously different one. In the new

.
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oﬁ;dv,"the great bcurgemis faced Gwd as a business partﬁer.
iaﬁn =220 Manetti omaw  God as the maestro, d ' uno trafico
iﬁcumspectly urgani*ing the warld on the analogy of a big f:rm"

Martln, 19683, 17). Mmral and pmlitical obhligations ﬁere

rotnded no  longer on a universal scheme of divine providence,

Sinée . God an nature, in the Modern Paradigm, declared to be | two
.ndép@ndent realities " God and man, man and nabture, mind @ and
:mdy are distinct one from one another {(Bently, 1867, p. 55).

bhis atmasphere, secularlam humanism and individual ism found
app&apriate climate to flourish out.

‘a. Humanism.

¢ The term humanism is ambigUDUﬂ- it meant in its own day both

E] cmncern w1bh the classics uf antiqu1ty and precoccupation with

nan‘ in relation tm human saciety rather than God. Humeanists
’ \

reggrded themselves "as in rebellation against scholasticism, the

intéllectual dlSinllnE of the medleval schools, which they saw

25 . cmncerned with lmglc and themlogy rather then with literature

andésecular stud19$" (Baaa,\1974, p. 113).

' The term humanism oan’ pe def1ned as " a view that puts man
=t ﬁhe aenter of thin35 and streases man ‘s oreatlve, rational and
estéetic powers" (Greer, 1968, p. 261), or "glorificatimn of the
hum;n and the nature as opposed to the divine or Dtherwmrldly"

(Burns, 18683, p. 216). This view was not a new one but, at least,

25 éld as the Greeks. Although the-wmhd humanisﬁ was not used in

1
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éﬁe:classical age, for Greer, Cicero referred to humanitas as the
quaiity of mind and spirit that distinguishes human beings from
mer; animal (p. 261).

i 1% Acoording to Cantor (1970), the term humanism has been used
}£§3:denmte many kinds of ideas and activities, but it has btwo
lfﬁ:ajcér*» ‘meanings. First, there is a social humanisn, which
‘ﬁeééribea the outlook of the?upper middle class in the Itslian |
cities during the Renaissance. The upper bourgeoisie, glorying in
its. new political power, expressed'its independence by placing
empﬂasis on human autmhomy and onlthe value and grandeur of the
city-state. Social humanism, for him, inspired a passionate civic
paﬁtiotigm, @ belief that al; urban resources should be applied
to the defense and beautification of the republ ican commumne .

The second aspect of humanism was an  intellectual movement,
baséd ort  Neo-Flatonio philaaoph&, | which emnphasized the
pri@aay of the humanistic values and individual creativity over
feu&al and ecclesiastiéal traditiorns and institutions. In  short,
"Thumanists believed that the ﬁuman'mind to ke capable of deciding
for{ itself without relisnce on traditional authority” (Cantor,
1976, p. 73).

Modern Paradigm centered in man., The Renaissance and  the
Reférmatimn emphasized tﬂg central position of man in spite of
wtha: fact that the RénaiSfance went back . to the cosmocentric
jéﬁééulation of the Greeks, and the Reformation went hack to the

thebcentric faith of the primitive dChristian ocommunity, as



masrit-ioned  before. I both Gaﬁ%ﬁ;‘ the autonomy of nan was
empbasl zed in opposition bo tﬁa cosmonomic principle  .of
acbicguity and to ﬁhe theocentric ﬁ%inciple'mf the Roman Church.i
Medorn way of thinking locabaﬂ the man in fhe penter of the world
amnd assumed that he had to seelk truth and guidance within
Fimeelf. No other authmrity caﬁ be acoepted as a placé of
reﬁﬁmﬁ%ibility for  the individualg and man may be accepted as
u'himate sources of @1l his d@misidﬁé agd norms of concduct. ! Iﬁ
the  Judgement of the humaenist METE nature was inherently good"

(EHhaorne, 19684, p.o 571)n-
B, Secularciso A .

The word secularism like the word religion is among the
richest of 211 words in its renge of mesning. The madieval
Letin  saeculum means "the geperatimn" or "the age'" and arother
ecolesiastical ugage is fmund 1n: term "aecular clergy" meaning :
those prieste not aubaect to mDnaﬁtlc VCIWES (Martln, 1869, p.&B).
Secularizetion is a promewﬁ whwreby ”mmn =3 responsa o -and

critrol  ©f his human and natural envirunmept are 1ncreaslﬁglyf

gowerned by social and raticonsl considerations" ( Lauer, 1573,

o6
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L2225 . Aocording to Harvey (1565), seoularizetion is; an &
irreversible historical process in'whiah "society arwd Qulture§are
delivered from tutelage to the relféinua oontrol and closed meta—
physical world-—wviews" {(p. 20).

viological foundations of the Modern Paracdigm were
establ ished by putting a secularized self—consiciousness
oriented philosophic views of antiqufty through the studies of
Ancient classios, in place of Chriatié? view of life. That is  to
smay, "Greco-Romen Philosophy thus transmitted to the Renaissance
a comprehensive and throughly seculerized view of life. This
fact must be born in mind in any attempt to determine "the
relation of the Rensissance to A&ntiquity" (Groethuysen, 18354, p.
282) .

Beszides Ancient elements, some Ghristological principles
also were to a certain degfee sgpularized. The world of ' man
itself became transfiguréted. "EQen the world and God were éeem
from the point of view of human  knowledge and humen needs®
{(Fironer, 1964; p. 18).

The sources of the values syéﬁem were also changed during
the Reraissance. The idea that man had guide himself by standard
af  right and wrong, and be able td.reprasent and understarkd his
existence without recourse to the concept of God or given

T otraditional world view started thhecame dominant. "It was the

work of Renalssance to awaken in man consciousness of his powers . B

57




and to give him confidence in himsélf; to show him the beauty; oﬁ%bi

the world and the joy of life' (Sellery, 1950, p.5). So, ' the °

individual ism was born in as a result of those developments.
) !

c.individualism. : \

The term individualism, like socialism and commumism is a
nineteenth century word amnd, like many other concepts, it hasy}
very different meanings when used by different persons and in:

\ .
different situations. The Ouford Dicticnary finds the ' first
instance af .itE usme in Herury Reeve's translation of v de B
Tocquevlle 's De la demooratie en Amérigue, in 1840. Reeve in a
notg apologizes fo& admﬁting the herm directly from the Frénch .
because he knows "o Engliéh word exactly equivaléﬁt.,ta :the
expression” (Lindsay, 1854, p. 674).

Individﬁaliﬁm cari bhe de%ined s in  general sense, as
“denial of any principle superior to the individuzlity and, as a
cansequence , the reducticon ofi civilizations in all -its
departments to purely human elements" (Guenon, 1875, p. 51). |

Before ooming to the point of the relationship between itheL%
Fenaissance and individualism in terms of its role in»ithecﬁ
transition process Trom Medieval'Paradigm tb Moderrn Paradsgm,
different aspects of individualiém will be, a little bit,wi

elaborated. : . . !

t



Individuslism can Le categoﬁized as political, econo@io,fm

religious, ethical, epistemaldg;oal and methmdnlmgicalx;
individual ism. As far aﬁipmlitica; gndividualism is concerned, N
the citizens constitute;independé¢t centers of cmnsciousnéss.
Citizens are "independen% ard ratiunal'beihgg, who are the smle‘f
generators of their mwﬁ wants and preferences, arnd the gast»i
judges of their interestd (Lukes, 18973, p. 79). There are tﬁreew‘
components of this view: firstly, there have to be free electimns“\
based on universal franchisej secordly, political representatimgff
is not a representation of orders,: éét@tea, social functimnsj'ar"
social classes, but of individual interests; and thirdly, the
purpose of govermment is  to enéble individuals’' wants t& be
ﬁatiﬁfiad, individualé;‘iﬁterasts to be pursued and individusls’
rights to be protected.

Second type of individualism is the economic indiQidualism.
It implies a consequent presumption against economic regulaiian
whether by Church or stete. Advacéteﬁ of economio individuaiism
believed that "actions of individuals‘will suffice to pruvideﬁthé}
principles of society's economic organization, seeks to realfzg"
accial ﬁrmgress through the individual by allowing him all 3thé
HBOOPE for his free self—daveimpment which is possibléfg

(Robertson, 1933, p. 34). In order to do this two institutimhéfi

are necessary; economic freedom, that is, freedom of enterprise '
. ; i '

and private ownership. It ‘can be said that, the system. of

ol
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eoonbmic individualism is the Eyztam of fres trade, erfeqt
comﬁetition ard of private Dwnershiﬁ. | E

| Third kind of individuéfiﬁm is the religious individuaiiam
which may be defined as the view that the individusl believer

does not  need intermediaries, that he has the primary
!

~t

responsibility  for his own spiritusl destiny, that he has . the

right and dﬁty to come to his own relétimnahip with his gcd ;and
by his own effort. For Troelﬁacb, cited by Lukes (1973), *the
really permanent attainment, of individuslism was dus to a
religious and not a secular movement" }p. B84.) .
While in ethical individﬁali%m, which is the fourth kind
individual is considered as the am%rce of morality;’ in
epistenclogical individuzlism it is claimed that " sowws of
Enowledge lies within the individuai" {(Lukes, 1973, p. 107).
Methodological individualizm; on the other hanﬁ, is &

doctrine about explanation which asserts that sl11 attempts to

axplain social or individousl phenomena are to be rejected unless.

they are couched wholly in terms of facts about individusls.
According to  this principle, the ultimate constituents of the
social world are individuzal people who act more or less

sppropriately in the light of their dispositions ancl

understanding of their situation. Bvery complex social situation, |

institution or event is the result of & particular configuration . -

of individuals, their dispositions, situations, believes, and i1

&0
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physical rescources and envircnment.

e

Those oconceptualizations related to individualism were,; of

course, not  ocowred  fully i during the Renaissénce
transformation, but Renaissance was the starting point. Accorﬂing.f
to Swiss historian Jacob Burchardt who studied on  Ita 11an .

5 -
Renaissance and wrote a book in 1880 titled The civilizationg of

.. i !
the Renaisssnge in ltaly, Renaissance fundamental vice wa§ a
. I

\

sorndition of its greatness, namely, excessive individualism. The' '
acceprtance of individualism necessarily implies & refuaalﬁ e f

admit any authority higher than the individual, as well as 5any‘:

",
\

faculty of knmwledge 5uperimr tm‘individual reasom.  In mtheQ'g

wmr&a, "the moxlern mutloml was bound to reject all splrltual

autimrlty in the true sense mf the word, authorlty mr1glnat1ng

i

that is to say in the supra*human order, as well aB.iany“y

O
A

traﬁitimn&l organization baaed' on egsentlélly LIPOn ‘guch'f

autﬁmrity, no matter what form that organization night téke, gﬁha’k

v

. £
form varying naturally from one civilization to ancther' (Guenon,

1875, p. 57).

1

The dlchotmmy of the relatlan between "ig” aﬂd "ought o,

: B
which is one of the basiac problems af ax 1D1mglcal grmunq‘,af

the ' Modern Paradigm, did not mccurred in Traditimnai Parad%gﬁ.

[

For  examnple, there is no separatlcn of "ought“ arnd "is"¥ in.g

. ‘\&

Aqu;naa s thought, because "the bellef that there is an absoluﬁﬁkv

dlchmtomy between value sLatemean and factual staetements ié .a,§

&l
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modern  innovation” (Mcdoﬁala, 1968, pp. 143-144). Beocaube ;p%eifTH
Christian theology wé; against o . any kin&( . ;f”§ 
dep;rtmantalizatimn. "That;ong and,ﬁhe same human activityé'd?ﬁid‘j
be viewed from a moral and‘a religibus ard a political ang%e w%s*i
next & way of thinking with which medievaLl tm;ﬁ 1
acquainted. . .Religion was not separated from politics Jnot‘
separated from mnorals, and so ong” iUllmann,'1965, p. 18). This
shows  us that there was a radical‘\change in Separatiné.;tﬁe :
statenents from sach other not only in terms of their ocontents,.

but also the natures and definitions of them, during the’ff‘

transition from Traditional to Modern paradigm.
3. Methmdmlmgical Transformation

Since the paradigms are the wéys of Qiewing tﬁe world, “"each
paradigm will be shown the satisfy more or less the criteria that
dictate itself" (Kuhn, 19%0, p. 148). Different paradigma contain
different methods—-intellectual as well as physical inséruﬁenté of
research— for sestbting up reaearcﬂ and evaluating its results.
Thi% means that paradigms dictate Eheir own methocdologies as will
be shown in the case of Renaissancq transformation.

The methodology of Mediev51 Paraaigm, basically, aimed
to demonstrate accepted truth by the method of deduction. “All
mirnds were closed to systematic empirical investigation' (Greer,

1968, p. Z20).




The churel was not merely the center of the intellectusli:

life in tha‘ﬂiddle Hgess it =zotuslly had a‘mmnmpmly iy fmtmalif
education. For the firatétima in western society, there came ﬁuf'
be»a Eyﬁtamatin; gl encd e@ucatimn uhder omiac contiol emerp;ggdﬁﬁ
fry Lhe C&thalia;ohurch 5 Qith ites n%@@rmuﬁ organs of educ&timﬁ@

!

Al administration.

The content of the education of the Medieval Paradigm,_,thé

foyrmal thought of the age in theology, philosophy, pmlitid&l
f \

theory, amnd even natural sciencs.seens strange WO soneonse thQ

A

Y

Mezderr Paredign, sven  today, sinoe gﬁeat‘ daal of m@ﬁl&vaiz
thought,  is wmavoidably alien to himn P & eﬁample oo show -thié
point we szlected a short passage frm@ Dante ‘s work: o
“The Jgquestion: Is water, or the surfacse of the ERH,
hvigher than the sarth, or habitable dyy land? u
Afvirmetive arguments
Flesscn 1. Ceonetrical Proof: Bacth
differont centers; the center of the

:

of the universe; consequently the surface of the Water is aborve

Lhoars that of the Earti.

HFoasomn 2. Bthical Proofi; Water is 2

hence it deserves a nchler, o higher, place in the scheme of thﬁk
T wEresE .,
Reason 2. Experinental Proof: Based on sailors seeing  the o

disappear under their horizon when at W&

&3
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Tlﬁeaémn 4. Ecmnémical Proof: Tﬁé Buﬁgly of Water, namely, tthééa%ﬁf
‘mus{," be higher than the Earthj" otherwise, as Water flcms
dowﬁwards, it could not reach, as it does the mountains, ia%?é; &
i;etc; " L; ’ '
Reason 5. Aétrannmical‘Praof= Ei%&e Water follows ﬁhe .mﬁbnégﬁ”

course, its sphere must bhe eccentric, llke the moon's ecoentrlo f

orbit; and consequently in.ﬁlaceszbe higher than the .sphere Df
Earth. ‘ | ,
Negative Argument: These reason unfounded.
1. Refutaticn by observatimn:y
Water flows down to theisea fram éhe land; hence the fséa‘f
cannot be higher than the lan@. |
II.:Refutatian by Reasoning:
A. Water cannot be higher than the dry land.
Proof: Water can only be higher thén the Earth,
1. If it were eccentric, or.
2. IT it were concentric, b@ﬁ had some excrescence.
But since

e Water naturally meves dmwnwarda, and

y. Water is naturally a f1u1d body.

1. Camnot be true, Tor . threa 1mpmssib111tles would fmllmw:?

a. Water would move upwards a5 well as downwards,

b. Water and Earth‘ would move downwands 1n‘jd1fferéﬁﬁ:

direction; 3 K
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. Gravity would be taught ambiguously of the twm }ﬂ
boadies. '

Proof of these fhpasaibifiﬁies by a diagram.
T . 3 - .

: ) .
& The Water nf the excrescence wmuld be dlffused,Aandiﬁ
~_cnnsequent1y the ex rescence wauld not exist: f -

b It is unnecessary, and what Lis  unnecessary ;is;'”

contrary tc the w111 of God and Nature."(Br:ntan,?t\
Christopher, Wolff, 1857, p. ?83). ; o

The deductive method mf thlnklng 111ustrated by this e eerpt?f

from Dante i= known as soholastlclsm which was dominant methmd mf Q

thmgght in Medieval Paradignm.

' The rebellation agaiﬁst th% cleriaalj?authority and ?ﬁhéﬁi-
weight of tradition gave rise ﬁq idea théf "men . make tééigaﬁ
ataﬁdardsg make their truth and' don't merely discdver iit"vé

(Brintmn, 1963, p. 107).

Petrarch, Boscaccio, and:the éthers who col lected claﬁsical,@

manuscripts sought to create, from documentary remnants, accurate> 

v
1

texts of the ancient authors.  "Their intention was simply tbyﬁ

reagsemble old learning, but their method of doing so opened. newigl

paths of oreative scholarehips. Themr textual ana1y515 led»
move oriticsl attitude tawdrd the wr1tten wmrd and a greater
attention to observed facts, while ‘the dmwnfall of Echolastlc;am,

4

thh its wsystem of truth based o author;ty'and reasan, freed
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schmlara o seel truth by emplrlcal 1nvestlgat1mn" (Greer.iéﬁ&,;

u

.pu J:-CS) [ - ‘:,4

IS --.fy,l.v .
" Scholars, in Modern Paraﬂigm;'were beginmming "to be

cto hosst  thet they had mastﬁred secrets of a oraft, bellev1ng;

h

"bhut }nmwledge would - thereby be aoqu1red suoh as was not to bé;

fmund in books they repaid the dept by spreadlng lnowledget cf
wpplled scisnce" (Boas, 1974,Tpp. E}5~118). ;%

Observation had Dbeen feoagﬁized as the basis Qf ;%he ¢
scientific conclusion after especially wonrk of V.Roﬁgrti
Grosseteste, Galileo and ﬁmger: quan. They stresse$. (tthg{
importance of sense perception and‘khus obhssrvalt ion and w .
experimert. Cassirer has chaﬁactefized the essential fmunda@}ani!w
of methodmldgical pmstulateiuf Galileo as  "mDvement and évehf‘
matter itself, regarded as objects of Enmwledge, ,poséegs;

& R . ! ..
ideality; for in each of them certain urwhangable elements which

always bear the same relablan hlp to one another, and ?are_ﬁ‘

therefore their real mathematiqal laws, reveal themaelQaé;;

Evperience was thereby raised to tﬁe level mf exact knawledgelfar@»

the first time" (Mayer, 1970, p.. 119). Empha51s € Dbservatzan,;
experience, experimental prmoedures and induction has secular’ andjﬁ

reactionary character in  their ;paturea, at least, at ‘the3?
n : )

heg1nn1ng.

:4
i

B

Bacon's ‘mmnumental cantributinn t the phllosophy was thE“

glorification of the 1nduat1ve methmd. HE' believed that all

a6 o



.

| ;
s theae obstacles the phllosopherijshould turn to the dlrectf

PRE N vn..:‘l,-.':w.'-;.,-.;_g-:;_.

¢

seeliers of truth in the past had stumbled in . darkness beéébSéff

. 4 . T
they were slaves of preoonceived ideas or prisoners 1n theb

dungeons of Scholastlc lmgio. He argued that in order  to Dverumme

-

observation of nature, to accumulatxon of facts about thzngs and
thexdis covery of the laws th%i gmvern them. "Inductzcn alone,:vhe
believed, WRS the maglc kéy wh1ch wauld unlocl the seorets of
truéh“(Burns, 1863, p.SGO). In Mmdern Paradlgm "no law, no rule
of éature can be formulated without"mathematics" (Mayer, 19705 p.
118), :

: .

&
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»’ !
i A
s
2

a7




+

» e
d

replaced it in the Modern ?aradigm. "The rule of the people

=

Rt

v
-t

C. A General comparison of Medieval and Modern Outlook .

Tl

In the Middle Ages thought, change was accidental and”ﬁfﬂ

random, not what we ocall, in Mmdgrn Paradigm, prngress.?kNm'%

medigval person believed, or could believé, in progress in

anything like our modern sense. o

The Medieval intellectu=sl, then assumed that the universe &
WES staticy modern intellegtuals assumes that it is dynamic.

The one assumed that laws for right human action had been,\saﬁ tofz

} :
speak, designed by God in heaven, and that those laws were ‘clear |

to good Christian. Thevotherlassunes that laws for right I‘u.tm.a\n”‘1"‘5_T

action are in fect worked out in the very process of living, that -/

no one can be sure of them in advance, and that new ones are -

constantly being created. - ; c
Medieval people was not a citizen who has right to elect his

politioasl 1éader, in modern sense, but a subject. They had not

participated in political life. "The individual was reduced to a

passive political status, inxthatf he had duties but no  right"

(Saybasili, 1889, p. 172).;Whilé source of the sovereignty "

legitimized by divinity in Medieval Paradigm, popular sovereignty

remained an ideological facade, a élmgan for the masses" (Martin,;ﬁ

d

1963, p. ). : : L

The medieval man, tended to resolve his'problam by an apbealﬂj‘

to authority, the best or natural_éutharity in which he had"§?én

i . : 0

8




,tralned to put hla fa1th He turned to Ariatmtle 1f he waﬁ a;é
schoolmang to the customary law of the land if he was a lawyer,"
to his father's: farmlng pract1ces 1f he was a farmer. And ~th1s~f

is wvery 1mpartant— he uaually b?11eved that no perfectly“ﬁa

satlsfactmrj 5oluticn mf hlﬁ prcblem worald be available unt1l he
{ . b : . 5

The modern man, o the other hand, tends at least to consult*

went to heaven. -

P 1

geveral different aubhmr1tles and o cmmpare thﬁm before he makea

up his own mind. He may alsm try smme emperlments on his own. ; He o

usually feels that if he goes abmut it 1n the right way, he can1

in fact solve his difficulty. " The rlght way for the medieval man;yﬂ

already existed, and had at most to be founds the right way 3fnr/

the modern man may have to be created" (Brinton, 1837, p. 2?0).

i
i

"Transcendental ism may well be regarded as ~a, major

characteristic of medieval thought" (Ferguson, 1948, p.386).

Aooording to Modonald (1562), premodernity can - be

characterized as the transcendent community, natural law and

formalism (p. 43). The‘most obviqua example of the premmﬁern,ﬁq
transcendent ocommumity is the coﬁpus Chiristianum, the Chﬁhch
viewsed as the body of Christ on eaﬁth. The meaning of the conpépt.ﬁj“
aamétimes seemed to imply a ’5ﬁarp cpposition bhetween ﬁh15 
cmmﬁunity arni all secular oommunltiea as in the case -of St.

Augustine ‘s city of God and ClLy af Earth.

B e T

The essence of natural law is that man 15 a rat1onal animal

PN




and by the properuse of his reason, Qniversally true prmpcsitioﬁéjg

¢ .
¢

for-the direction of life may .be discovered. Of course, the Vﬁeif}w

evidence" of | natural law is not evident to all -Qmenfl

(

autumatlcally, but only after traln1ng and effort is bent in the '

‘prmper d:rectlgn. Bellef in . tha leldlty of unlversal norms,-

expfesaed in ﬁatural law impligs 2 furmalism, a fix 1ty mf;r
étrﬁctnres, ca?egnries, Vand'explagaticns that applied in many'
other ways. ;% |

Three eleﬁents, again for Hédonald, wmuld appeér"'éns§ T
relevant to political thinking in,iwpat we.call Modern éaradigmf
They are experimental sciencé, nation-state, and indiviﬁualiam

(p. 10).




S CONCLUSION .

One of the central requ1rements .of a flaurishing
givilization is the ea15tenoe of a widely shared set, of belleves

about man’'s relatlonahlp wlth the natural wmrld, with his swolety,fﬂ‘

1
\

of fallow men, and with the Dlvine. Such = aet of hel1evea,ﬁ a

i . . P
5

socal led world | v1ew; deflnes what is important in - the G
QiVilizatimn. It provides the fcuﬂﬂatimn for predominant méra1A¢L
and{ agsthetic values ard for cmmﬁpn patterns of behavior.. Of }f
cou&se, not all individuals or grmupa'ﬁiving'at a given timg iand
placte will asssert to the preduminaht worid view, and in a given
cultureg not all of the elements mf the preddminant worlcd view'
w111 e equally shared. But the notlcn of prevalllng world views
&% ;CPUClal elements of c1v1llzat1an provide a way to underﬁtand
thm%e important and often hidden agéumptimns which underlié men’s
feeiings, thoughts, and actions aﬁ?well. '

{

It is customary, on the other hand, to regard the cowse: mf

4 o

hlstwry as a great river, with its source in small rivulet mf the

distant past, taking its rlse_mn the plaana of Asia, and flawlng it

alowly down through the ages,i gathering water from  new
tributaries on the way, until fiﬁally in our days it braadens o
maaeztlcally cover the whole world. The paradox of this amnceptlan ﬁ;

."

is l that the wunderstanding Qf& “hlstmrical processes" ;Jar_

"historical eventa" is a humanly 'acndltlaned and cunstructed‘
' ; B :

, y ; ‘ ,
act1v1ty which may dlffer frcm ane o1villgatian ta anmther that;
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5.

Lhe are taking piaoe 6f that “gréat river' or from one paraaigm':
to anmther within a olv111hation= and thls “act1v1ty" oreatesL

and also created by "hlstmrlcal prucesa"

. In this gtuﬂy, o hypathe51ﬁ was that tbe Renalssance i

|

western ClVlllaatan is so radlcal Lransformat1un from one mmde"

§

af '1ife and thought to anmbher that it might be named aé:fa 7

4

s

paradigmnatic transltlona If hlstmry is a great river ;,fhe

Renaissance is a pbint where the direction of the flawing of £hat‘

N 3
H

river radically changed. : : : v

At the beginning, the Renaigsancé was a ‘reaction égaiﬁst
ascetism  and cotherworldl iness, and turned. men ‘s minds to human
life Nenaldar1ng that this life 1= more 1mportant. "The assence‘
of the Renaisaanae was enjoyment of this life and 1nﬁiffereﬁcé o
thevsupernatural“‘(Burns, 1964, p.tS?l). Than, as Brinton pa}hteﬂ
cut, it bhecane the neme of movement away fTrom devoutness, ;éétEf
cmnécimuaneaz, otherworldliness : arvwi credulmusnaaa toward

¢ ¥

secularism, individualism, &Peptlcism and materlaffém. Of cmurse

thl: does rnot mean that all 1md1v1duals, scholars or artists af .

the Renaissance pericod suddenly léft tﬁe'medieval qualities Qaﬁd f

adopted meddern ones, but it meang there is a tendenﬁy MDV1ng away
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ra

foured. It is in the natuge of historical process that eash .age'*
will carry over a vast numberémf ideés, institutions and forms of .
behavior from the precediﬁg aga;
V i ' :
L we See in this study; in mﬁtological level , Renaissance
is a trarsition from tea@énhric and, hierarchical claEaificaﬁimnii
ot beings to  the antﬁf&paoentﬁic conceptualization Df‘;thej;
uniéerae; in epistemological level, it is & transition fr*t::m_'”’7
religioug rationalityu to secular - rationality; in ami@lmgicald 
levél, it is a transition frém religious faith to the humanism,
coowlarien and individualism; and Iaﬁtly.in methodologicsl level,f
it is a transition from deduct@ve and quaiitative wayi 6?1‘
dplanation  to the inductive method of reasoning, and éﬁpifiaisﬁ
and . positiviem. As & result, it can be stated that there are aﬁ
great changes in man‘'s outlock as fér as smergence of Reh&iﬁ%ancé .
is concerned.
We can say that, as @ oconclusion statement, this btype of a%L
radicael change @ in human's way of seeing and interpreting ;thara

world and hinself can be called paradigmatic transition. K

73 : r’i:{b
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