
 

 

In all politics, a leader’s personal perspectives and values must be compromised in order to 

attain or perpetuate their power. This often involves immoral behaviour such as devaluing 

relationships with certain groups or individuals and forming expedient alliances. 

Shakespeare represents this weakening of standards in his 1597 history play 1 Henry IV 

through his portrayal of events and actions that took place during the civil unrest period of 

Henry IV’s reign. Alternatively, this concept is also encapsulated in ABC’s 7:30 Interview with 

Cory Bernardi (Bernardi interview) as Bernardi justifies his merge of Australian 

Conservatives and Family First. Both Shakespeare and Bernardi manipulate textual form 

and features to embody this inevitable compromise of standards.  

Firstly, leaders compromise their morals by devaluing particular relationships to secure or 

legitimise their power. Shakespeare presents this idea in 1 Henry IV through Henry’s 

betrayal of the Percy’s. In his usurpation of Richard, Henry abuses their help and trust. The 

devaluation of this relationship is evident in Worcester’s monologue in Act 5, Scene 1. 

Shakespeare uses accumulative listing and the connotations of the word “home” during 

Worcester’s recollections of how “it was [himself], [his] brother and his son, that brought 

[Henry] home” to convey the intimacy of their relationship. Shakespeare reinforces the depth 

of betrayal and illustrates the selfish way in which Henry dismissed his relationship with 

them. He also employs the metaphor of a cuckoo when Worcester accuses Henry of using 

them like “that ungentle gull the cuckoo’s bird” to embody the ruthless nature of Henry’s 

actions to usurp the throne. Through his portrayal of Henry’s betrayal of the Percy’s during 

Worcester’s monologue, Shakespeare demonstrates how leaders often sacrifice their values 

in their pursuit for power.   

Bernardi exhibits this notion of sacrificing personal values in Bernardi’s Interview as he 

disregards his previous relationships with Liberal Party members in order to legitimise the 

credibility of the Conservative Party. In the opening scene, he distances himself from the 

Liberal Party by directing accusations and insults at them. He uses emotive negative 

language when labelling some Liberal Party members as “troublemakers – or powerbrokers, 

as they like to style themselves” to establish a disapproving, mocking tone.  This 

emphasises the disintegration of any connection with the Liberal Party as he does not want 

the Conservative Party to be compared to them. Additionally, he contrasts the Liberal Party 

who “are responsible… for the disillusionment by the public” to the Conservative Party who 

“provide a principled and credible and stable alternative for people”. This represents the 

divide between parties and uplifts his party – even if this means misrepresenting his previous 

associates. By illustrating his dismissal of any relationships with former colleagues, Bernardi 

presents how leaders must often surrender personal principles in order secure their power.  

Leaders may also compromise their moral standards for political success by forming 

expedient alliances. In 1 Henry IV, Shakespeare represents this concept through his 

portrayal of the alliance between the conspirators. They unite because they share the goal of 

usurping Henry, however there is no loyalty or intimacy amongst them. This is exemplified in 

Act 3, Scene 1, where they argue over the division of land. Shakespeare conveys their 

dysfunctional relationship through Hotspur’s abrupt and swift change in tone towards 

Glendower from admiring – “[Henry would] wisheth…[him] in hell as often as he hears Owen 

Glendower spoke of” –  to satirical – the earth “would have done at the same reason if your 

mother’s cat had but kittened”. He reveals the instability and lack of loyalty in their alliance. 

Shakespeare’s employment of juxtaposition of imagery in Hotspur’s rant about Glendower (“I 

had rather live with cheese and garlic in a windmill, far, than feed on cates and have him talk 

to me”) further exhibits the internal differences they have. This, hence, highlights how the 

rebel alliances were built on political agenda. Shakespeare’s representation of the 



 

 

conspirators and their immoral relationships ultimately displays how leaders lower their 

values in order to succeed in political situations.  

Bernardi also conveys this idea in the Bernardi Interview through his representations of One 

Nation. While Bernardi does express his support and willingness to work with them, he 

stresses that this is due to their shared perspectives and is careful not to affiliate them too 

closely with the Conservative Party.  Although he uses inclusive language to express how 

“[their] door is always open to anyone”, this is immediately followed by a caveat as they must 

“abide and stand up by the principles of the Australian Conservatives”. This prerequisite 

reflects Bernardi’s view on the expedience of alliances in politics. He further presents the 

commercial nature of relationships through his refusal to place political archetype on One 

Nation as he doesn’t “view it as either [an ally or a rival]”. This is indicative of the political 

agenda behind any form of relationship with One Nation. Through his portrayal of political 

relationships, Bernardi recognises the inevitable sacrifice of some values in order to secure 

power.  

Ultimately, through their portrayal of particular political personalities, situations, and actions, 

both Shakespeare and Bernardi represent the notion that leaders must compromise some 

personal values in order to retain power. Like Henry and Bernardi, this often means they 

must sacrifice certain relationships and form other relationships based off political 

convenience.  

 

 

 

 


