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ABSTRACT 

Thomas More’s “Utopia” stands as a seminal work of political philosophy and 

speculative fiction, offering a visionary critique of the societal norms and institutions 

prevalent in Renaissance Europe. Published in 1516 amidst social upheaval and religious 

turmoil, More’s text presents an alternative model of social organization through the 

depiction of an imaginary island society governed by principles of communal 

ownership, egalitarianism, and civic virtue.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Thomas More’s “Utopia,” published in 1516, stands as a seminal work of political 

philosophy and speculative fiction. Written during a period of profound social upheaval 

and religious turmoil in Europe, More’s text presents a detailed portrayal of an 

imaginary island society that operates under principles vastly different from those of his 

own time. This thesis aims to explore how More employs the medium of utopian fiction 

to critique the injustices and inequalities inherent in Renaissance Europe while 

proposing an alternative vision of social order. 

Thomas More’s “Utopia” serves as a potent critique of the prevailing societal 

norms and institutions of Renaissance Europe. In presenting the character of Raphael 

Hythloday, more provides a mouthpiece for his criticisms, which encompass various 

aspects of the socio-political landscape of his time. 

One of the primary targets of More’s critique is the pervasive corruption within 

governments. Through Hythloday’s narration, More highlights the self-serving nature 

of rulers and officials who prioritize personal gain over the welfare of their subjects. 

Hythloday’s accounts of bribery, nepotism, and abuse of power resonate with the 

political realities of Renaissance Europe, where monarchs and nobles often wielded 

unchecked authority at the expense of the common people. 

Moreover, More takes aim at the exploitation of the peasantry by the aristocracy. 

In Utopia, the stark disparities between the wealthy elite and the impoverished masses 
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are notably absent, as all citizens enjoy equal access to resources and opportunities. This 

stands in stark contrast to the feudal system of More’s time, where landowners profited 

off the labor of serfs who had little to no control over their own lives or livelihoods. 

Another facet of Renaissance society critiqued in “Utopia” is the mercenary 

nature of warfare. Hythloday recounts tales of senseless bloodshed and conquest, where 

wars are fought not for noble causes but for the enrichment and glory of rulers. More’s 

condemnation of such practices reflects his humanist beliefs, which prioritize reason, 

compassion, and the common good over brute force and aggression. 

Critique of Contemporary Societal Norms: 

In “Utopia,” More provides a scathing critique of the prevailing social, political, 

and economic structures of sixteenth-century Europe. Through the character of Raphael 

Hythloday, More challenges the widespread corruption within governments, the 

exploitation of the peasantry by the aristocracy, and the mercenary nature of warfare. 

By depicting the stark disparities between the wealthy elite and the impoverished 

masses, More highlights the inherent flaws and injustices within the feudal system and 

capitalist economy of his era. 

Alternative Model of Social Organization: 

Central to More’s critique is the presentation of Utopia, an idealized society 

governed by principles of communal ownership, egalitarianism, and civic virtue. In 

Utopia, private property is abolished, and resources are collectively owned and 

distributed according to need rather than individual wealth or status. More’s portrayal 

of a society where citizens engage in meaningful work, share common goals, and 

enjoy equitable access to education and healthcare stands in stark contrast to the 

rampant inequality and social stratification of Renaissance Europe. 

Challenges to Established Institutions: 

Through the depiction of Utopian religious tolerance, participatory governance, 

and emphasis on rational debate, More challenges the authority of both the Catholic 

Church and the monarchy. By advocating for religious pluralism and democratic 

decision-making processes, More subverts the hierarchical structures that dominated 

European society, envisioning a community where individual freedom and collective 

welfare are prioritized over institutional power. 

Conclusion: 

Thomas More’s “Utopia” remains a timeless and provocative work that continues 

to inspire critical reflection on the nature of society, politics, and human nature. By 

offering a radical critique of his own era and proposing an alternative vision of social 

organization, More invites readers to imagine possibilities beyond the constraints of 
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existing institutions and norms. In doing so, “Utopia” serves as a testament to the 

enduring relevance of visionary thought in the pursuit of a more just and equitable world. 

More’s critique of contemporary societal norms in “Utopia” highlights the inherent 

flaws and injustices within Renaissance Europe. Through vivid depictions and incisive 

commentary, More challenges readers to confront the realities of their own society and 

imagine alternatives that prioritize equity, justice, and communal welfare. 
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