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Plato on Communism of Property
Introduction: Plato built up his theory of communism of property on political and psychological basis. According to him psychologically, it was essential that the guardians, which included the rulers and the warriors, should be relieved of the worry of mine and thine so that they could become ideal kings. From political and economic points of view Plato believed that it was essential that political and economic powers should be divorced from each other. Since philosopher king had been vested with extreme political powers, it was desirable that he should not be loaded with very many economic powers. Combination of economic and political power could deviate the philosopher king from the path of wisdom. 

Communism of  Property
Plato was of the firm view that there should be communism of private property in the case of at least two classes of persons; namely philosopher kings and also the soldiers. In the case of former he was of the view that combination of economic and political powers would lead to tyranny. Property might also make them greedy. In the case of soldiers he felt that the private property will deviate their attention from the noble object of defending their motherland from external aggressions. The attraction might also make them weak both morally and culturally. He, therefore, stressed the necessity of communism of property in the case of at least these two classes. He himself says that the institution of private property is bound to mislead these two classes and they should be debarred from possessing private property. According to Sabine “To cure the greed of rulers there is no way short of denying them the right to call anything their own". 

                  Plato also did not favour the idea of retention of private property by those two classes, collectively called guardians because he felt that that will underestimate the value of virtue. The criteria for selection for guardianship was virtue and if the guardians amass wealth then the people will most naturally be influenced by it. He,thus felt that ideal state with a philosopher king would never be achieved if guardians were allowed to retain private property. Abolition of private property will promote virtue and fair means for the selection of candidates for ruling and defending the nation. Plato also feels that the retention of private property can generate an idea in the minds of the subjects that their rulers and defenders are also a party in the race for amassing wealth and thus lose faith in them. Their activities may be seen with suspicion and thus ultimately masses may even revolt.                         
                 Plato very strongly favoured the philosophy of communism of property, which he forcefully propagated in his Republic. But his philosophy in this regard has been much criticised. His pupil Aristotle even has not spared him. 

Criticism

Though his theory has been criticised by others as well yet one of his staunchest critics was his own most sincere follower, and pupil Aristotle. He has criticised him on the following grounds: 

1) Owning private property is human nature and to deprive anyone of it is anti to human psychology. This instinct (impulse, desire, wish) has developed since times immemorial. To make an effort to kill or suppress this instinct is something unnatural, uncommon and impracticable. It is just fighting with a well established human psychology which in the long run may prove destructive. Any step opposed to human nature is bound to be resisted. 

2) All healthy social struggle is going on in each society only to acquire more and more private property. It is because of this zest (interest, enjoyment) for owning Property that the people complete with others and express what is best in them.  If the very institution of private property is abolished, then all this initiative and healthy social struggle will come to an end and the society will be poor. 

3) Plato’s scheme is only for the rich and the kings as well as the soldiers but he has failed to bring into fold the workers, the peasants or all those who form a majority in the society. A scheme which excludes majority is bound to fail and cannot be characterised as a scheme for collective interests. 

4) Though Plato has tried to retain the institution of slavery on the plea that it will help in the development of faculties of philosopher king, yet he has not covered this class in his present arrangements. 

5) Beyond all doubts growth of institution of private property is symbol of growth of our civilisation. If this institution is abolished then practically we shall be playing with our own civilisation and putting the wheels of progress in the reverse gears. It is feared that the march of civilisation will come to a stand still if private property is abolished.  

6) If Plato’s theory is put into actual practice it is bound to result in under production and heavy losses because there will be none to look after common and joint property. 

7) Lastly Aristotle is of the view that communism of property whensoever adopted has not delivered social goods. It has neither worked satisfactorily anywhere nor are there very many chances of its working properly as and when put into practice.

Conclusion: There is no doubt that some of the points of criticism advanced by Aristotle and others against him are just and reasonable but to think that Plato’s idea of communism of property is absolutely futile, unsound and impracticable is undesirable and it will be just under-estimating the value and importance of his theory. It is practicable in the sense that as a knowledgeable politician he realise all consequences of the combination of economic and political powers in the hands of Philosopher king. 


