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UNIT-1 

Political Science: Meaning, Nature, Scope and Relevance, Relations 

with History, Economics and Sociology. 

2-4 marks 

1. Define Political Science. 

Ans:- Political Science is the systematic study of government, 

political institutions, and public policies. It examines how power is 

distributed, how decisions are made, and how government actions 

affect society. Political Science uses various scientific and analytical 

methods to understand, explain, and predict political behavior and 

the functioning of governments at different levels—from local to 

international. 

2. Mention any two traditional views of the nature of Political 

Science. 

1. Ans:- Philosophical and Value-Based Approach: Traditional 

Political Science emphasizes morals, ideals, and values. It takes a 

philosophical perspective that focuses on the ethical and normative 

evaluation of political systems, laws, and institutions rather than 

relying purely on empirical evidence. 

2. Study of State and Government: The early definitions of Political 

Science viewed it mainly as the study of the state and its institutions, 

focusing on formal structures, law, and the machinery of 

government. It concentrated on the organization and functioning of 

governments and their legal frameworks. 

3. What do we mean by the normative approach in Political 

Science? 



 

 

Ans:- The normative approach in Political Science focuses on what 

ought to be rather than what is. It involves evaluating political 

systems, institutions, and behaviors based on ethical, moral, and 

philosophical standards. This approach emphasizes ideals such as 

justice, equality, freedom, and human rights and offers guidelines on 

how political life should be organized and governed. It is concerned 

with making moral judgments about political actions and 

prescribing reforms to achieve a just and fair society. 

4. Why is Political Science considered both a science and an art? 

Ans:- Political Science is considered both a science and an art 

because: 

 As a science, it systematically studies political behavior, 

institutions, and processes using empirical observation, data 

analysis, and scientific methods such as surveys and experiments to 

draw general conclusions about politics. 

 As an art, it applies that knowledge practically to manage and guide 

political activities, institutions, and policies for creating good 

governance and social order, requiring creativity, judgment, and 

skill. 

5. State two main areas covered under the scope of Political 

Science. 

Ans:- Two main areas covered under the scope of Political Science 

are: 

1. Study of the State and Government: This area focuses on 

understanding the nature, formation, structure, and functions of the 

state and its government. It examines how governments operate, 

their objectives, and public administration. 



 

 

2. Political Theory: This area deals with the ideas, concepts, and 

philosophical foundations of politics such as democracy, justice, 

liberty, and equality. It explores political ideologies and the 

normative principles of political life. 

6. Why is the study of Political Science relevant in the 21st 

century? 

Ans:-  The study of Political Science is relevant in the 21st century 

because: 

 It helps individuals become informed and engaged citizens who 

understand political systems, governance, and their civic rights and 

responsibilities, enabling effective participation in democratic 

processes. 

 Political Science provides insights to address contemporary global 

challenges such as climate change, terrorism, economic inequality, 

and human rights, facilitating better policymaking and governance. 

 It offers diverse career opportunities in government, non-profit 

organizations, international agencies, and journalism, while 

developing critical thinking, analytical, and communication skills 

essential for today’s complex world. 

7. Differentiate between Political Science and Political Philosophy 

in one point. 

Ans:- Political Science and Political Philosophy differ mainly in 

their focus: 

 Political Science studies political systems, behavior, and institutions 

empirically and scientifically to describe and explain how politics 

actually works. 



 

 

 Political Philosophy is concerned with the normative and ethical 

aspects of politics, exploring ideas about how politics should be and 

what justice, power, and rights ideally mean. 

 

8. How is Political Science related to History? Give one example. 

Ans:- Political Science is closely related to History because it relies 

on historical knowledge to understand the development and 

functioning of political institutions and the state. For example, 

studying the historical events of India's independence movement—

such as the Non-Cooperation Movement (1920) and the Quit India 

Movement (1942)—helps explain the political evolution of India 

and the shaping of its government. Without history, Political Science 

would lack context and depth in analyzing political processes. 

9. Mention one way in which Political Science is connected with 

Economics. 

Ans:-  One way in which Political Science is connected with 

Economics is that political decisions and government policies 

directly affect economic activities such as taxation, trade 

regulations, and resource distribution. Political Science studies how 

governments formulate and implement economic policies, while 

Economics focuses on the production and allocation of wealth. 

Together, they analyze how political stability and economic 

conditions influence each other, highlighting the mutual dependence 

between political authority and economic management. 

10. State one relation between Political Science and Sociology. 

Ans:- One key relation between Political Science and Sociology is 

that both study power and authority, but from different perspectives. 



 

 

Sociology examines power dynamics within social institutions and 

how social structures, groups, and culture influence political 

behavior. Political Science focuses more specifically on formal 

political institutions, governance, and the mechanisms of political 

control. Together, they provide a comprehensive understanding of 

how social forces shape politics and how political decisions impact 

society. 

8-10 marks 

1. Define Political Science. Discuss its meaning and importance in 

the study of society. 

Ans:- Political Science is the academic discipline that 

systematically studies governments, political processes, institutions, 

and behaviors. It explores the ways in which power and authority 

are distributed and exercised within societies, focusing on both 

theoretical principles and practical realities. 

Meaning of Political Science 

Political Science derives its name from the Greek word “polis” 

(meaning city-state) and “scire” (to know), implying the study of 

governance, laws, policies, and the organization of collective life. It 

encompasses various branches such as political theory, comparative 

politics, international relations, and public administration, aiming to 

analyze how societies are governed and how decisions impacting 

public affairs are made. 

Importance in the Study of Society 

 Understanding Governance: Political Science provides insight into 

the workings of governments and political systems, helping citizens 

comprehend how decisions are made and policies are implemented. 



 

 

 Promoting Civic Awareness: It informs individuals about their rights 

and duties, encouraging active participation in democratic processes 

and responsible citizenship. 

 Analyzing Social Stability: Through examination of laws, 

constitutions, and institutions, Political Science highlights 

mechanisms that ensure societal order and justice. 

 Conflict Resolution: It studies causes and solutions to conflicts 

within and between societies, promoting peaceful coexistence. 

 Economic and Social Development: Political Science assesses 

government policies and their impact on development, welfare, and 

the distribution of resources. 

 Global Perspective: As societies become interconnected, the 

discipline helps understand international relations, global 

governance, and cross-border issues. 

 Influencing Public Policy: Political scientists contribute to policy 

formulation, ensuring decisions consider the welfare of all sections 

of society. 

Political Science is vital for the effective functioning of society as it 

educates individuals about political structures, processes, and 

values. By fostering informed, active citizenship and addressing 

societal challenges, it strengthens the pillars of democracy and 

promotes harmonious social development. 

2. Explain the nature of Political Science as a social science. 

Ans:- Political Science is a recognized branch of the social sciences 

that systematically studies the structure and functions of 

government, political institutions, and the behavior of individuals in 

political contexts. Its classification as a social science stems from its 

focus on human society and collective decision-making. 

Nature of Political Science as a Social Science 



 

 

Political Science shares core features with other social sciences, 

such as Sociology, Economics, and Anthropology, in its approach to 

analyzing human interactions within societies. Its nature as a social 

science can be described through several dimensions: 

 Empirical and Normative Inquiry: Political Science examines 

political phenomena both empirically (based on observed reality) 

and normatively (concerned with values and what ought to be), 

blending facts with ethical perspectives. 

 Analysis of Human Behavior: The discipline studies how 

individuals and groups interact with political structures, including 

voting patterns, leadership styles, and public opinion. 

 Systematic Study: Like other social sciences, Political Science uses 

systematic methodologies such as observation, survey, case studies, 

and comparative analysis to understand political realities. 

 Interdisciplinary Connections: It draws on insights from sociology, 

economics, psychology, law, and history, reflecting the 

interconnectedness of various aspects of human society. 

 Focus on Institutions and Processes: Political Science investigates 

the origin, development, and functions of governments, laws, 

constitutions, political parties, and public policies. 

 Development of Theories: The discipline formulates and tests 

theories to explain political phenomena, predict outcomes, and 

suggest solutions to political problems. 

 Goal of Social Welfare: Ultimately, Political Science seeks to 

improve society by promoting justice, equality, and effective 

governance through informed policy-making. 

Political Science, as a social science, is dedicated to the rigorous and 

systematic study of political life within society. By employing both 

empirical research and theoretical analysis, it enhances our 

understanding of governance and societal dynamics, thereby 



 

 

contributing significantly to the advancement of social order and 

public well-being. 

 

3. Discuss the scope of Political Science with reference to 

traditional and modern approaches. 

Ans:- The scope of Political Science refers to the breadth and 

boundaries of subjects it covers in the study of politics, government, 

and society. Over time, its scope has evolved from a narrow focus 

on state institutions to a broad, interdisciplinary field that includes 

diverse methods and topics. 

Scope of Political Science 

Traditional Approaches 

 Focus on State and Government: Early Political Science primarily 

studied the state, government structures, constitutions, and laws. 

 Normative Character: Emphasis was on what “ought to be,” 

discussing ideals like justice, liberty, and authority. 

 Historical and Philosophical Methods: Traditional approaches relied 

on philosophical reasoning and historical analysis, drawing from the 

works of thinkers such as Plato, Aristotle, and Machiavelli. 

 Institution-Centered Study: Main concern was with formal political 

institutions such as parliaments, executives, judiciary, and 

administrative bodies. 

Modern Approaches 

 Empirical and Behavioral Focus: Modern Political Science stresses 

empirical research and behavioral analysis, examining how people 

actually behave in political settings. 

 Interdisciplinary Expansion: It now integrates economics, 

sociology, psychology, and anthropology, recognizing that politics 

is deeply intertwined with other aspects of society. 



 

 

 Study of Political Processes: Attention has shifted to processes such 

as voting, public opinion, policy-making, interest groups, and 

political parties. 

 Comparative and International Studies: Modern scope includes the 

comparative analysis of different political systems and the study of 

international relations. 

 Policy Analysis and Public Administration: The discipline now 

covers policy development, implementation, and the administrative 

machinery of governments. 

 Inclusivity: Non-institutional actors (such as NGOs, social 

movements, and media) and issues like gender, environment, and 

development are now integral to the scope. 

The scope of Political Science has expanded significantly from its 

traditional boundaries of state and government to embrace modern, 

empirical, and interdisciplinary approaches. This evolution allows 

Political Science to address contemporary challenges more 

effectively, making it a dynamic and relevant field for understanding 

the complexities of modern society. 

 

4. Why is the study of Political Science relevant in the 

contemporary world? Illustrate with examples. 

Ans:- The study of Political Science is profoundly relevant in the 

contemporary world because it enables individuals and societies to 

understand and respond to the complexities of politics, governance, 

and collective decision-making. Its insights are crucial not only for 

informed citizenship but also for addressing pressing global and 

local challenges. 

Relevance of Political Science Today 

 Understanding Complex Political Environments: In an era marked 

by rapid social and technological change, Political Science helps 



 

 

make sense of how decisions are made, how power is distributed, 

and how policies affect daily life. For example, it explains the 

functioning of democratic and authoritarian governments, offering 

tools to analyze political conflicts around the world. 

 Informed Citizenship and Participation: The discipline fosters 

critical thinking and educates citizens about their rights and 

responsibilities. This informed participation helps strengthen 

democracies, as seen during elections or public protests that hold 

governments accountable (e.g., movements for voting rights or 

government transparency). 

 Solving Real-World Problems: Political Science guides policy 

analysis and design, helping address contemporary concerns like 

climate change, terrorism, social justice, and economic inequality. 

For instance, political scientists study the effectiveness of climate 

change agreements or the impact of welfare policies on marginalized 

communities. 

 Interconnected Global Perspective: The field prepares individuals to 

engage in a globalized world. Understanding international relations 

is essential for navigating global issues like pandemics (COVID-19 

response), international conflicts (Russia-Ukraine war), and 

transnational organizations such as the United Nations. 

 Promoting Good Governance and Social Justice: Political Science 

provides tools to evaluate governments, fight corruption, and 

promote transparency and accountability. In India, for example, the 

study of governance reforms and anti-corruption measures has led 

to improved policymaking and administration. 

 Career Opportunities: Graduates in Political Science work as 

diplomats, policy analysts, journalists, public servants, and 

educators, directly contributing to the betterment of society. 



 

 

In today’s rapidly changing and interconnected world, the study of 

Political Science is essential for understanding governance, 

empowering citizens, and solving complex social problems. Its 

ongoing relevance is illustrated by its application to real-world 

events and policy challenges, making it indispensable for both 

individual and societal progress. 

 

5. Examine the relationship between Political Science and History. 

How does history enrich the study of politics? 

Ans:- Political Science and History are two distinct yet closely 

related disciplines within the social sciences. Both aim to understand 

human societies, but while Political Science examines governmental 

systems and political behavior in the present, History provides a 

chronological record of past human events, including political 

developments. 

Relationship between Political Science and History 

 Interdependence and Complementarity: Political Science and 

History are intimately connected. A classic saying reflects their 

interrelationship: "History without Political Science has no fruit; 

Political Science without History has no root" (John Seeley). 

History provides the context, background, and raw material for the 

study of Political Science, while Political Science offers concepts 

that give meaning to historical events. 

 Foundations for Understanding: All political institutions and 

systems—such as states, governments, legislatures, and 

constitutions—have a history of formation and evolution. Studying 

their historical development helps political scientists understand 

their current roles, powers, and relationships. History thus enriches 

Political Science by tracing the growth and transformation of these 

institutions over time. 



 

 

 Historical Examples as Lessons: History supplies Political Science 

with concrete examples and lessons from the past. For instance, the 

outcomes of revolutions, the rise and fall of empires, or landmark 

political movements (like India's independence or the French 

Revolution) provide valuable insights for analyzing and evaluating 

present political issues and policies. 

 Analysis of Political Change: Political Science uses historical data 

to analyze how political ideas, practices, and systems have 

changed—or persisted—across societies and eras, allowing for 

informed comparisons and policymaking. 

 Guidance for the Future: By studying relevant historical events, 

decision-makers and scholars can take lessons from past successes 

and failures to shape present and future policies and frameworks. 

How History Enriches Political Science 

 Provides Context and Understanding: History gives depth to 

Political Science by illuminating how present-day institutions and 

ideas came into being. For example, the study of constitutional 

developments in Britain, India, or the USA reveals how political 

systems adapt to changing societal needs. 

 Offers Empirical Evidence: Historical records serve as empirical 

evidence for Political Science theories, making political analysis 

more objective and robust. 

 Illustrates Patterns and Trends: By studying historical patterns, such 

as cycles of revolution or patterns of democratization, Political 

Science can identify and predict future political phenomena. 

 Nurtures Critical Thinking: Analyzing cause-and-effect 

relationships in history helps political scientists think critically 

about the consequences of political decisions and actions. 

The relationship between Political Science and History is deep and 

essential. History enriches Political Science by providing context, 



 

 

evidence, and lessons from the past, while Political Science brings 

analytical frameworks that clarify the significance of historical 

events. Together, they ensure a fuller, richer understanding of 

political institutions, processes, and change in society. 

 

6. “Economics and Politics are interdependent.” Discuss with 

suitable examples. 

Ans:- Economics and Politics are fundamentally interdependent as 

each influences and shapes the other. Economic policies often stem 

from political decisions, while political power and stability can be 

affected by economic conditions. This interrelationship is vital for 

understanding how societies function and develop. 

Discussion on Interdependence of Economics and Politics 

 Economic Policies and Political Power: Governments create and 

implement economic policies, such as taxation, trade regulations, 

and welfare programs, which influence economic growth and 

distribution. Political ideologies often dictate economic priorities. 

For example, socialist governments may emphasize wealth 

redistribution, whereas capitalist governments focus on free 

markets. 

 Political Stability and Economic Development: Economic 

prosperity can promote political stability, while economic distress 

can lead to unrest or regime change. For example, political unrest 

during the Great Depression was partly driven by severe economic 

hardship in many countries, leading to shifts in political regimes. 

 Trade and International Relations: Economic interdependence 

through international trade affects diplomatic relations and political 

alliances. Countries dependent on each other for goods and 

resources often seek stable political ties to maintain economic 



 

 

benefits. For example, the extensive trade relationship between the 

US and China influences global political strategies. 

 Examples of Interdependence: The US automobile industry depends 

on imported raw materials like rubber, linking its economy to 

politically stable suppliers. Conversely, political decisions like 

sanctions on a country can disrupt trade and hurt economies. For 

instance, economic sanctions on Iran have impacted its economy 

and international political relations. 

 Economic Influence on Political Decisions: Wealthy interest groups 

and corporations can influence political decisions through lobbying 

and funding, thus intertwining economic power with political 

authority. 

 Policies Affect Social Welfare: Political decisions on minimum 

wages, healthcare, and education funding directly affect economic 

equality and quality of life. 

Economics and Politics are deeply interwoven, with economic 

conditions shaping political outcomes and political decisions 

guiding economic activities. Understanding this interdependence is 

essential to analyzing how societies govern themselves and manage 

resources, as illustrated by real-world examples of trade, policies, 

and political stability. 

 

7. Explain the relation between Political Science and Sociology. 

How does sociology help us understand politics better? 

Ans:- Political Science and Sociology are closely related social 

sciences that study human behavior and society from different but 

complementary perspectives. While Political Science primarily 

focuses on political institutions, power, and governance, Sociology 

examines broader social structures, interactions, and cultural 



 

 

patterns. Their relationship enriches the understanding of how 

politics functions within society. 

Relation between Political Science and Sociology 

 Overlap in Study of Power and Authority: Both disciplines analyze 

power dynamics and authority, but Sociology studies these within 

social groups and institutions broadly, while Political Science 

focuses on political power and government. 

 Different but Complementary Focus: Sociology looks at society as 

a whole, including family, religion, economy, and social 

stratification. Political Science zooms in on the political 

organization and governance within that society. 

 Mutual Enrichment: Sociology provides Political Science with 

insights about social behavior, cultural values, and social forces that 

shape political actions and institutions. Political Science offers 

Sociology knowledge about the state and political authority as 

essential social institutions. 

 Political Sociology: This subfield merges both by studying the 

interaction between society and politics, including political 

socialization, participation, and social movements. 

 Research Methods: Both use similar research tools like surveys and 

interviews, enabling cross-disciplinary insights into social and 

political phenomena. 

How Sociology Helps Understand Politics Better 

 Understanding Social Context: Sociology helps explain how social 

class, religion, ethnicity, and culture influence voting behavior, 

political participation, and power relations. 

 Analyzing Social Movements: Sociological concepts illuminate the 

conditions and dynamics behind political activism and protests, 

clarifying how social change influences politics. 



 

 

 Influence of Social Institutions: Family, education, and media shape 

political attitudes and ideologies, which Sociology studies to reveal 

political behavior causes. 

 Broader Perspective on Power: Sociology exposes informal power 

structures and social inequalities that affect political processes 

beyond formal institutions. 

 

The relationship between Political Science and Sociology is 

interdependent and mutually enriching. Sociology’s broader 

understanding of social structures and cultural dynamics deepens 

Political Science’s analysis of political power and governance. 

Together, they provide a comprehensive explanation of politics in 

its social context, enhancing the study and practice of political 

processes. 

8. Distinguish between the traditional and modern view of the 

scope of Political Science. 

Ans:- The scope of Political Science has evolved significantly over 

time, with the traditional view differing substantially from the 

modern perspective. This change reflects the transformation in how 

political phenomena are studied, moving from a narrow focus on 

state and institutions to a broader, scientific, and behavioral 

approach. 

Difference Between Traditional and Modern Views of the Scope 

of Political Science 

 Traditional Political Science mainly concentrates on the study 

of the state, government, constitutions, and political 

institutions. It emphasizes the formal structures of politics and 

their legal and institutional functions. In contrast, the modern 

view extends beyond institutions to include political behavior, 

processes, and the dynamics of power in society. 



 

 

 The traditional approach is normative and descriptive, often 

focusing on "what ought to be." It is largely philosophical and 

historical, focusing on ideal political concepts. The modern 

approach is empirical and analytical, concentrating on "what 

is," using scientific methods to study actual political behavior 

and social realities. 

 Traditional Political Science relies on philosophical reasoning, 

historical interpretation, and formal analysis. Modern Political 

Science adopts interdisciplinary methods and scientific tools 

such as statistics, surveys, and behavioral analysis for a more 

comprehensive understanding. 

 The traditional scope is limited to institutions, laws, and 

government functions. The modern scope includes informal 

political processes, political culture, social movements, public 

opinion, interest groups, and the global political environment. 

 Traditionally, the study was Eurocentric and parochial, 

focused primarily on Western political systems. Modern 

Political Science is global, studying political systems across 

developed and developing countries, western and non-western 

societies. 

 Traditional Political Science aims to describe and prescribe 

ideal political institutions, while modern Political Science 

aims to explain, predict, and solve political problems 

scientifically. 

The traditional and modern views of the scope of Political 

Science differ profoundly in focus, methodology, and goals. The 

modern approach embraces a wider, scientific, and behavioral 

study of politics, providing a more realistic and practical 



 

 

understanding of political phenomena in an increasingly complex 

and interconnected world. 

9. “Political Science has both theoretical and practical 

importance.” Comment. 

Ans:- Political Science holds both theoretical and practical 

importance as it encompasses the study of political ideas, principles, 

and systems (theoretical) along with the application of this 

knowledge to real-world governance and policy-making (practical). 

This dual nature ensures the discipline contributes to understanding 

political life and improving societal organization. 

Theoretical Importance of Political Science 

 Political Science helps clarify fundamental political concepts such 

as justice, liberty, power, authority, and rights. These theoretical 

foundations enable scholars and citizens to comprehend the nature 

and purpose of political institutions. 

 It provides normative frameworks to evaluate and critique political 

systems and ideologies, guiding how societies ought to be governed 

in terms of fairness, equality, and democracy. 

 The discipline develops political theories that explain political 

behavior, institutions, and processes, thereby broadening our 

understanding of political dynamics and power relations. 

 Theoretical insights are essential for inspiring social change by 

questioning existing structures and envisioning better political 

orders. 

Practical Importance of Political Science 

 Political Science informs policy-making, political activism, and 

public administration, enabling the design and implementation of 

effective governance structures and laws. 



 

 

 It fosters informed citizenship by educating people about their 

rights, political processes, and responsibilities, which strengthens 

democratic participation. 

 Practical political analysis aids governments and organizations in 

addressing real-world problems including conflict resolution, 

development, social justice, and international relations. 

 The discipline equips individuals with analytical and critical 

thinking skills that are valuable in diverse careers such as diplomacy, 

law, public policy, journalism, and advocacy. 

Political Science integrates both theory and practice to offer a 

comprehensive understanding of politics. Its theoretical foundations 

provide essential frameworks for analyzing political phenomena, 

while its practical applications help improve governance and 

societal welfare, making it indispensable for the functioning of 

modern societies. 

 

10. Discuss the interdisciplinary nature of Political Science 

with reference to its relations with History, Economics and 

Sociology. 

Ans:- Political Science is inherently interdisciplinary, drawing 

extensively from related social sciences such as History, Economics, 

and Sociology. This interdisciplinary nature enriches Political 

Science by broadening its analytical frameworks and deepening the 

understanding of political phenomena in complex social contexts. 

Interdisciplinary Nature of Political Science 

 Relation with History: 

Political Science relies on History to provide context and 

chronology of past political events, institutions, and ideas. Historical 

insights help explain the origin, evolution, and functioning of 

political systems. For example, the study of revolutions, wars, and 



 

 

constitutional developments is crucial for understanding present 

political realities and guiding future governance. 

 Relation with Economics: 

Economics and Political Science are closely linked because political 

decisions significantly affect economic policies, and economic 

conditions influence political stability and processes. Political 

economists analyze how wealth distribution, resource allocation, 

and economic power shape political dynamics. For instance, fiscal 

policies and trade regulations stem from political decisions, while 

economic inequalities can lead to political unrest. 

 Relation with Sociology: 

Sociology studies social structures, cultural norms, and group 

behaviors that directly impact political activities. It helps Political 

Science comprehend how social factors like ethnicity, class, 

religion, and social movements influence political participation and 

policymaking. Political sociology, a sub-discipline, specifically 

studies the interaction between society and politics, such as voting 

behavior and political socialization. 

 Interdisciplinary Enhancement: 

The integration of these disciplines allows Political Science to 

address political phenomena more comprehensively by considering 

historical background, economic forces, and social dynamics. This 

comprehensive approach improves the accuracy of political analysis 

and the effectiveness of policy formulation. 

Political Science’s interdisciplinary nature, particularly its strong 

relations with History, Economics, and Sociology, is essential for a 

holistic understanding of politics. By incorporating diverse 

perspectives and methods from these fields, Political Science gains 

depth and breadth, enabling it to explain and address political issues 

in a nuanced and practical manner. 



 

 

UNIT-2 

Idea of State: Definition, Elements of the State, Theories of Origin of 

State: The Divine Origin, The Social Contract and The Evolutionary.  

2-4 marks  

1. Define the term State in Political Science. 

Ans:- The State is a political organization that has a defined 

territory, a permanent population, a government, and sovereignty. It 

is the entity that holds the monopoly on the legitimate use of 

physical force within its territory to maintain order and enforce laws. 

2. Mention the four essential elements of a State. 

 Ans:- Population: A group of people who live within the state's 

territory. 

 Territory: A defined geographic area with recognized boundaries. 

 Government: The organized political authority that makes and 

enforces laws. 

 Sovereignty: The supreme power to govern within the territory 

without external interference. 

 

3. Differentiate between State and Government in two points. 

 Ans:- The State is a permanent political organization with 

sovereignty over a territory, while the Government is the temporary 

administrative body that rules the state at a given time. 

 The State is an abstract concept representing the political 

community, whereas the Government consists of specific 

individuals and institutions exercising political power. 

4. What is meant by the Divine Origin theory of the State? 

Ans:- The Divine Origin theory states that the State was created by 

God or gods and rulers are divinely chosen. It holds that the 



 

 

authority of kings or rulers is sacred and derives from a higher 

power, making their rule unquestionable. 

5. State one criticism of the Divine Origin theory. 

Ans:- One criticism is that the theory cannot explain the origin of 

the state through reason or observation and relies on faith; it also 

justifies absolute rule, which may lead to tyranny and oppression. 

6. What is the Social Contract theory of the origin of the State? 

Ans:- The Social Contract theory suggests that the State originated 

from an agreement among individuals to surrender some of their 

freedoms and submit to a governing authority in exchange for 

security and order, forming a political society. 

 

7. Name any two philosophers associated with the Social Contract 

theory. 

Ans:- Two prominent philosophers are Thomas Hobbes and John 

Locke. 

8. What is meant by the Evolutionary theory of the State? 

Ans:- The Evolutionary theory proposes that the State gradually 

developed naturally from the family, clan, and tribe through a 

process of social evolution rather than being created suddenly by a 

contract or divine will. 

9. Mention two factors responsible for the origin of the State 

according to the Evolutionary theory. 

 Ans:- The growth of family groups into larger units like clans and 

tribes. 

 The development of settled communities for agriculture and 

cooperation. 

 

10. Which theory of origin of the State is considered most 

scientific and why? 



 

 

Ans:- The Evolutionary theory is considered the most scientific 

because it is based on observed social processes and gradual 

development rather than on religious beliefs or hypothetical 

contracts. 

8-10 marks 

1. Define the term State. How does it differ from government? 

Ans:- In Political Science, the term State is defined as a permanent 

and organized political community that occupies a definite territory, 

has a permanent population, a government, and sovereignty. It is the 

highest authority within its territory and holds the legitimate 

monopoly on the use of force. The government, on the other hand, 

is the specific group of people or institution that manages and 

administers the affairs of the state at a particular time. 

Understanding the distinction between the two is essential to grasp 

the nature of political authority. 

Definition of the State 

A state is a sovereign political entity consisting of four essential 

elements: population, defined territory, government, and 

sovereignty. It functions as a political and legal organization that 

maintains law and order, enforces rules, and protects the rights of its 

citizens within a specific geographical area. The hallmark of a state 

is its sovereignty—meaning it possesses supreme and absolute 

authority internally and independence externally from any other 

state. Classic scholar Max Weber defines the state as an entity that 

“claims the monopoly of the legitimate use of physical force within 

a given territory”. 

Difference Between State and Government 

1. Definition and Nature: 

The state is a continuous and permanent political organization, 



 

 

whereas the government is a temporary body or group of people 

entrusted with the authority to run the state at a given time. 

2. Scope: 

The state encompasses the entire political and legal structure, 

including the population, institutions, and sovereignty. Government 

is only one part of the state—it is the machinery or agency through 

which the state exercises its authority and implements policies. 

3. Sovereignty: 

Sovereignty resides in the state itself, not the government. The 

government derives its power from the state and operates within the 

state’s sovereign framework. 

4. Permanence: 

The state is permanent and continuous; it remains even when 

governments change. Governments change frequently in 

democracies and political systems, but the state remains the lasting 

entity. 

5. Functions: 

The state defines the rules and enforces the law, while the 

government administers these rules, makes policies, and runs day-

to-day affairs. 

The state is the fundamental political entity marked by sovereignty, 

a defined territory, and a permanent population, while the 

government is the set of individuals or institutions currently in 

charge of administering and governing the state. This distinction is 

crucial because the state represents permanence and ultimate 

authority, while governments are temporary administrators acting on 

behalf of the state. 

 

2. Explain the essential elements of the State with suitable 

examples. 



 

 

Ans:- The State is a fundamental political institution essential for 

the organization and regulation of human society. It is defined as a 

political community with a permanent population, a defined 

territory, an organized government, and sovereignty. These essential 

elements collectively constitute the existence and functionality of a 

state, distinguishing it from other associations or organizations. 

Essential Elements of the State 

The state consists of four essential elements: population, territory, 

government, and sovereignty. 

Population is the human element of the state. A state cannot exist 

without people. The population includes all individuals who live 

within the state's boundaries and are subject to its laws. There is no 

minimum or maximum limit to population size; it can be large or 

small, but it must be permanent. For example, countries like India 

and China have large populations, whereas small states like San 

Marino have a very small population. 

Territory refers to the defined geographical area over which the state 

exercises its authority. It is the physical space where the population 

resides and where the government enforces laws. Territory includes 

land, waters, and airspace. Unlike nomadic groups, a state requires 

a settled territory. For instance, the state of Israel occupies a specific 

territory considered its homeland. 

Government is the organized political machinery through which the 

state exercises its authority and administers public affairs. It is the 

agency responsible for making and enforcing laws, maintaining 

order, and delivering public services. Governments can take various 

forms, such as democracy, monarchy, or dictatorship, but this 

element is necessary for a state’s functioning. For example, the 

government of the United States operates at federal and state levels 

managing laws and governance. 



 

 

Sovereignty is the supreme and absolute authority of the state within 

its territory. It implies internal sovereignty (complete control over 

the population and resources) and external sovereignty 

(independence from external control). Sovereignty ensures that the 

state’s decisions are final and binding. For example, no other 

country has the authority to interfere in the domestic affairs of 

France, illustrating its sovereignty. 

The essential elements of a state—population, territory, government, 

and sovereignty—are indispensable for its existence and operation. 

Together, they establish the state as a political and legal entity 

capable of governing its people within a defined space 

independently. Without any one of these elements, the state cannot 

function as a sovereign political unit in the modern world. 

 

3. Distinguish between State and Society. Why is the State 

considered sovereign while society is not? 

Ans:- The concepts of State and Society are fundamental in 

political science and sociology. Although both are closely 

interconnected, they differ significantly in nature, scope, and 

function. Understanding these differences is crucial in analyzing 

political authority and social organization. 

Difference Between State and Society 

The State is a political and legal entity characterized by a defined 

territory, permanent population, organized government, and 

sovereignty. It is a formal institution that exercises supreme 

authority and enforces laws within its territorial boundaries. The 

state’s main function is to maintain order, protect rights, and regulate 

external and internal relations. For example, India as a state 

maintains law and order through its government, courts, and police. 



 

 

In contrast, Society is a broader and informal concept comprising a 

network of social relationships and cultural norms shared by a group 

of people. It includes families, communities, religious groups, and 

other social institutions. Society is not limited to geography and 

does not possess formal sovereignty or the power to enforce laws. 

Instead, it regulates behavior through customs, traditions, and moral 

codes. For instance, the Indian society consists of diverse cultural, 

religious, and ethnic groups living together, bound by social 

relationships rather than political authority. 

Why is the State Considered Sovereign While Society is Not? 

The state is sovereign because it holds ultimate and exclusive 

authority within its territory. Sovereignty means the state has the 

power to make, enforce, and interpret laws without external 

interference. It is the highest authority over all individuals and 

institutions within its jurisdiction, maintaining law and order 

through coercive means when necessary. Sovereignty is the defining 

feature that sets the state apart from other social organizations. 

On the other hand, society is not sovereign because it lacks the 

authority to enforce laws or govern a territory politically. Society 

functions through informal social controls like customs and moral 

values, but it cannot claim supremacy or legal authority over its 

members. Social groups within society accept the state's sovereign 

power and work under its legal framework. Without sovereignty, 

society cannot regulate political authority or maintain order like the 

state. 

While society represents the broad web of social relationships and 

cultural norms, the state is a formal political institution endowed 

with sovereignty and exclusive authority within a defined territory. 

The key distinction lies in sovereignty: the state exercises supreme 

legal power, whereas society influences social behavior but lacks 



 

 

political authority. This distinction explains why the state governs 

the political order, and society governs social interactions. 

 

4. Discuss the Divine Origin Theory of the State. Mention its 

strengths and criticisms. 

Ans:- The Divine Origin Theory of the State is one of the oldest and 

historically significant theories explaining the origin of the state. It 

asserts that the state is created by God and the ruler or king 

governing the state is divinely appointed as God's agent on Earth. 

This theory was widely accepted in ancient times when religion and 

politics were closely intertwined and served as a justification for the 

king’s absolute authority. 

Divine Origin Theory of the State 

According to this theory, the state did not emerge from human 

efforts or social contracts but was established by divine will. The 

king or ruler derives his authority directly from God and is 

accountable only to God for his actions. People owe obedience to 

the king as they would to God, and disobedience is considered a sin. 

The king is considered above the law, and his authority is absolute. 

This theory is often linked with the "divine right of kings," which 

held sway in medieval and early modern Europe, and finds roots in 

religious texts such as the Old Testament, where rulers are depicted 

as chosen by God to govern. 

Historically, this belief system provided the foundation for 

monarchies and was used to justify the unchallenged rule of kings. 

For example, Sir Robert Filmer’s work "The Law of Free 

Monarchies" declared that kingship was inherited from Adam and 

divinely sanctioned. Similarly, religious scriptures like the 

Manusmriti in ancient India describe rulers appointed by divine 

command. 



 

 

Strengths of the Divine Origin Theory 

 It explains the state's origin in a way that provides legitimacy and 

stability, especially in religious societies. 

 It helps explain the unquestioning loyalty and obedience people 

showed to rulers, perceiving authority as sacred. 

 The theory integrates religion and politics, which was important in 

societies where these spheres were inseparable. 

Criticisms of the Divine Origin Theory 

 The theory is now considered outdated and unscientific because the 

state is understood as a human institution based on social needs, not 

divine creation. 

 It supports absolutism and despotism by placing the king beyond 

criticism or accountability, which can lead to tyranny and injustice. 

 The existence of unjust, cruel, or incompetent rulers challenges the 

idea of divine sanction. 

 The rise of democracy, secularism, and the separation of church and 

state have rejected religious justifications for political power. 

 It discourages questioning authority, stifling political freedom and 

progress. 

While the Divine Origin Theory of the State played a crucial role 

historically in legitimizing rulers and political order, it has largely 

been discredited today due to its authoritarian implications and lack 

of rational basis. Modern political thought favors theories that 

recognize the state as a human construct created for collective social 

needs, accountable to its people rather than divine will. 

 

5. Critically examine the Social Contract Theory of the State with 

reference to Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau. 

Ans:- The Social Contract Theory is a foundational concept in 

political philosophy that explains the origin of the state as a result 



 

 

of an agreement or contract among individuals. It argues that people, 

originally living in a state of nature without government or laws, 

consented to form a political society by surrendering some of their 

freedoms in exchange for security and order. Prominent 

philosophers like Thomas Hobbes, John Locke, and Jean-Jacques 

Rousseau developed distinct but related versions of this theory. 

Social Contract Theory: Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau 

Thomas Hobbes viewed the state of nature as a "war of all against 

all," where life was "solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short." To 

escape this chaos, individuals collectively agreed to surrender all 

their rights to an absolute sovereign who would maintain peace and 

security. For Hobbes, the social contract meant absolute submission 

to an indivisible sovereign who was not party to the contract and 

wielded unquestioned authority to prevent disorder. 

John Locke, in contrast, had a more optimistic view of the state of 

nature, where people enjoyed natural rights to life, liberty, and 

property. However, the lack of an impartial authority made these 

rights insecure. Locke believed people entered into the social 

contract to establish a government with limited powers to protect 

these rights. Unlike Hobbes, Locke maintained that the government 

remained a party to the contract and could be overthrown if it 

breached the people's trust. 

Jean-Jacques Rousseau emphasized the collective "general will" of 

the people as the source of legitimate political authority. While he 

acknowledged the state of nature enjoyed freedom, social 

inequalities led to its deterioration. Rousseau’s social contract was 

an agreement among free individuals to create a political community 

where sovereignty belonged to the people collectively, ensuring 

freedom through obedience to laws that reflected the general will. 



 

 

Rousseau famously asserted that individuals are "forced to be free" 

by submitting to these collectively agreed laws. 

Critical Examination 

The Social Contract Theory offers a rational explanation for the 

origin of the state based on voluntary agreement and consent, laying 

the philosophical groundwork for modern democracy and rights-

based governance. Hobbes’ version stresses order and security, 

crucial for understanding authoritarian regimes, while Locke’s ideas 

inspired liberal democracy and the rule of law. Rousseau’s focus on 

collective sovereignty and popular participation remains influential 

in democratic theory. 

However, critics argue the theory is more hypothetical than 

historical, lacking empirical evidence of such contracts. It assumes 

rationality and equality among individuals that often did not exist in 

reality. Hobbes’ absolute sovereign risks justifying tyranny; Locke’s 

reliance on overthrowing governments lacks clarity on resistance 

limits, and Rousseau’s concept of general will have been criticized 

for potentially suppressing minority rights. 

The Social Contract Theory, as articulated by Hobbes, Locke, and 

Rousseau, critically explains the legitimate foundation of political 

authority as emerging from an agreement among individuals seeking 

protection and order. Despite its criticisms and theoretical nature, it 

remains central to understanding the development of the modern 

state, political legitimacy, and democratic governance. 

 

6. Explain the Evolutionary Theory of the origin of the State. Why 

is it considered the most scientific theory? 

Ans:- The Evolutionary Theory of the origin of the state explains 

that the state is not a product of a sudden creation or divine 

intervention, but rather the result of a slow, natural, and continuous 



 

 

process of growth and development over time. It evolved gradually 

from small family units, clans, and tribes into complex political 

organizations, ultimately forming modern states. This theory is also 

known as the Historical or Sociological Theory as it views the state 

as a historical phenomenon shaped by various social factors. 

Explanation of the Evolutionary Theory 

According to the Evolutionary Theory, the earliest form of social 

organization was the family, where one person—the head of the 

family—exercised authority. Over time, families grew into clans and 

tribes, expanding social relations and political control. This 

progression continued as these groups settled, developed economies 

based on agriculture, and required organized governance for 

defense, law, and order. Kinship ties, religion, and the use of force 

played significant roles in this gradual development. 

For instance, as communities grew, religion became a unifying 

force, binding people and legitimizing leadership. Similarly, warfare 

shaped leadership by establishing stronger rulers and permanent 

political structures. Through these interwoven elements—family, 

religion, force, economy, and political consciousness—the state 

emerged as a complex institution capable of governing large 

populations within defined territories. 

Why it is Considered the Most Scientific Theory 

The Evolutionary Theory is considered the most scientific because 

it is based on observation and historical evidence rather than 

speculation or divine claims. It does not rely on myths but examines 

the social, economic, and political factors that contributed to the 

state's formation over centuries. It acknowledges that the state’s 

origin is multifaceted and gradual, reflecting the complexity and 

diversity of human societies. 



 

 

Unlike theories like the Divine Origin Theory or Social Contract 

Theory, which are more philosophical or normative, the 

Evolutionary Theory uses a sociological and historical approach 

grounded in the study of actual social evolution. It provides a 

logical, evidence-based explanation that aligns with the way real 

political communities have grown from simple to complex systems. 

The Evolutionary Theory offers a realistic and comprehensive 

explanation of the state's origin as a product of gradual social 

development involving family structures, religion, force, and 

economic activities. Its basis in historical and sociological research 

makes it the most scientific theory, providing valuable insights into 

the natural growth of political order rather than relying on abstract 

or supernatural explanations. 

 

7. Compare the Divine Origin Theory and the Evolutionary 

Theory of the State. 

Ans:- The Divine Origin Theory and the Evolutionary Theory are 

two significant explanations for the origin of the state, each with 

contrasting perspectives. The Divine Origin Theory asserts that the 

state is created by God and is governed by rulers who derive their 

authority from divine sanction. In contrast, the Evolutionary Theory 

views the state as a natural and gradual growth resulting from social 

evolution over time, beginning from family units to complex 

political organizations. 

Comparison Between Divine Origin Theory and Evolutionary 

Theory 

The Divine Origin Theory holds that the state and its ruler(s) are 

ordained by a divine power. The king or ruler is considered God’s 

representative on earth, and obedience to the ruler is a religious duty. 

This theory legitimizes absolute authority and suggests that people 



 

 

must obey the ruler unconditionally, as resistance is akin to 

disobedience to God. It was prevalent in ancient and medieval 

societies where religion and politics were closely linked. 

The Evolutionary Theory, however, posits that the state evolved 

naturally from earlier social institutions such as families, clans, and 

tribes. According to this theory, the state grew slowly through 

historical processes like the development of agriculture, religion, 

economic activity, and the necessity for organized governance. It 

rejects supernatural explanations, instead relying on observation and 

sociological evidence. The theory emphasizes the state's 

development as a response to social needs for order, cooperation, 

and defense. 

Key Points of Difference: 

 Origin: Divine Origin Theory claims the state was created by God, 

while Evolutionary Theory asserts it grew naturally over time. 

 Legitimacy: Divine theory bases legitimacy on divine sanction; 

evolutionary theory bases legitimacy on social development and 

collective acceptance. 

 Authority: Divine Origin supports absolute authority of the ruler; 

Evolutionary Theory sees authority as evolving with society and 

institutions. 

 Basis: Divine theory depends on religious belief; Evolutionary 

theory follows historical and sociological evidence. 

 Flexibility: Divine theory does not support change or rebellion; 

Evolutionary theory allows for transformation as societies evolve. 

While the Divine Origin Theory provided early legitimacy and 

social order through religious sanction, it is limited by its reliance 

on faith and doctrinal authority. The Evolutionary Theory is 

considered more scientific and realistic because it explains the state 

as a product of long-term social processes. Together, these theories 



 

 

highlight the varied explanations for the state’s origin, but the 

evolutionary approach remains more widely accepted in 

contemporary political thought. 

 

8. Which theory of the origin of the State is more relevant in 

modern times? Give reasons for your answer. 

Ans:- The question of which theory of the origin of the state is more 

relevant in modern times has been widely debated in political 

science. Among the various theories, the Evolutionary Theory and 

the Social Contract Theory hold significant importance today. 

Based on the complexity of modern societies and political 

organizations, these theories best reflect the realities of how states 

come into being and function in contemporary contexts. 

Relevant Theory in Modern Times: Evolutionary Theory and Social 

Contract Theory 

The Evolutionary Theory is highly relevant today because it 

explains the state as a product of gradual social development. 

Modern states did not emerge suddenly but evolved from simpler 

social structures like families, tribes, and communities, adapting to 

increasing population density, economic activities, and social needs. 

It recognizes the diverse cultural, economic, and historical factors 

contributing to state formation, making it a comprehensive and 

realistic explanation. For example, the development of states in 

different regions follows unique evolutionary paths based on local 

social and economic conditions. 

The Social Contract Theory is also pertinent, especially in 

democratic societies, because it emphasizes the idea of popular 

sovereignty and consent of the governed. Modern constitutional 

democracies function on principles that citizens agree to abide by 

laws in exchange for protection of their rights and liberties. The 



 

 

theory forms the philosophical basis of constitutional governance, 

rule of law, and political rights, all of which are foundational to 

modern nation-states. For example, the United States Constitution 

reflects the social contract emphasis on protecting natural rights 

while establishing government authority. 

Why Other Theories are Less Relevant 

 The Divine Origin Theory is largely obsolete in secular and 

pluralistic societies where political authority is based on legal-

rational legitimacy rather than religious sanction. 

 The Force Theory, which emphasizes conquest and coercion, does 

not explain states that emerged through negotiation and institutional 

development. 

 The Marxist Theory provides important critiques of state power and 

class dynamics but is less universally applicable as an explanation 

for state origin. 

In modern times, the Evolutionary Theory and the Social Contract 

Theory of the state are most relevant as they reflect the natural social 

processes and the consensual foundation of political authority 

respectively. These theories align with contemporary political 

realities, emphasizing gradual development, legal legitimacy, 

popular participation, and respect for rights that characterize modern 

states across the world. 

 

9. Explain the concept of sovereignty as an element of the State. 

Why is it regarded as the supreme power? 

Ans:- Sovereignty is a fundamental concept in political science and 

an essential element of the state. It refers to the supreme and absolute 

authority that the state possesses within its territorial boundaries. 

This authority ensures that the state has the ultimate power to make 

and enforce laws, govern its people, and conduct relations with other 



 

 

states without interference. Sovereignty distinguishes the state from 

other organizations and forms the core of political power. 

Concept of Sovereignty as an Element of the State 

Sovereignty means "supreme power." It denotes the state's highest 

legal and political authority that is final and unquestionable within 

its territory. Sovereignty implies that no other authority can override 

or contest the decisions made by the sovereign state. The state 

exercises this power over its population, institutions, and resources. 

It involves both internal sovereignty, meaning dominance within the 

state, and external sovereignty, meaning independence from 

external control. Examples include a country's power to enact laws, 

collect taxes, and maintain a military force, while at the same time, 

engaging independently with other nations on the international 

stage. 

Why Sovereignty is Regarded as the Supreme Power 

Sovereignty is regarded as the supreme power for several reasons. 

Firstly, it is absolute and exclusive; within the state’s territory, no 

other individual or group can claim higher authority. Secondly, 

sovereignty is inalienable and permanent—it cannot be surrendered 

or divided; the state remains sovereign so long as it exists. Thirdly, 

sovereignty encompasses comprehensive control over political, 

legal, economic, and social elements, enabling the state to govern 

effectively. Lastly, sovereignty ensures the legitimacy of the state’s 

authority both domestically and internationally, allowing it to enter 

into treaties, wage wars, and represent its people globally. 

Sovereignty as the supreme power of the state is its defining 

characteristic and the foundation of its authority and independence. 

It guarantees that the state can govern its affairs without external 

interference and maintain order within its territory. Without 

sovereignty, the state cannot function as a political entity or uphold 



 

 

its laws and policies effectively. Hence, sovereignty remains central 

to the nature and existence of the modern state. 

 

10. "The State is a social necessity." – Discuss this statement 

with reference to the theories of origin of the State. 

Ans:- The statement "The State is a social necessity" highlights the 

importance of the state as an essential institution for the 

organization, stability, and development of human society. Various 

theories of the origin of the state—such as the Evolutionary Theory, 

Social Contract Theory, Divine Origin Theory, and Force Theory—

offer explanations for why the state emerged and why it is necessary 

for social life. 

Discussion 

The Evolutionary Theory supports the idea of the state as a social 

necessity because it views the state as a natural outcome of human 

social development. Humans, being social animals, initially lived in 

family groups that gradually expanded into larger communities and 

political units. As these groups grew, there was a need for a central 

authority to maintain order, resolve conflicts, and provide security. 

The state evolved to fulfill these socio-political needs, making it 

indispensable for the functioning of complex societies. 

The Social Contract Theory further strengthens this view by arguing 

that the state arose out of a mutual agreement among individuals to 

escape the anarchic and insecure state of nature. People willingly 

surrendered some of their freedoms in exchange for protection of 

their rights and maintenance of social order. Philosophers like 

Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau emphasized that organized political 

authority is necessary to regulate relations among individuals and 

protect their lives and property. This contractual relationship 



 

 

underscores the state's role as essential for social cohesion and 

governance. 

Conversely, the Divine Origin Theory explains the state's necessity 

in spiritual or religious terms, suggesting that the state and rulers are 

ordained by a higher power to maintain social order and moral 

authority. While this theory influences historical perspectives on 

political authority, it bases the state's necessity on theological 

grounds rather than social utility. 

The Force Theory acknowledges the state's power to impose order 

through coercion and physical control. It asserts that the state is 

necessary to prevent chaos by establishing authority capable of 

governing and protecting society, often through conquest or the 

dominance of a ruling class. 

In modern societies, the state is fundamental to the provision of 

laws, security, justice, and public services, fulfilling the critical 

social needs of large and diverse populations. It acts as a unifying 

force, ensuring collective welfare and resolving conflicts, without 

which organized social life would be impossible. 

The state is undeniably a social necessity, as reflected in various 

theories of its origin. Whether seen as a natural evolution of human 

society, a product of social agreement, a divinely sanctioned 

institution, or a forceful entity, the state’s primary function remains 

the preservation of order, security, and justice. Its existence enables 

individuals to live cooperatively, peacefully, and productively, 

highlighting its indispensable role in social life and human 

development. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

UNIT-3 

Theories of Nature of the State: Idealist, Organismic, Juridical and 

Marxian.  

2-4 marks 

1. What do you mean by the Idealist theory of the state? 

Ans:- The Idealist theory of the state views the state as a moral and 

ethical institution that exists to promote the common good and the 

highest ideals of justice and freedom. It sees the state as a realization 

of the collective will and spirit of the people, emphasizing that the 

state is based on moral values rather than just force or power. 

2. Who are the main philosophers associated with the Idealist 

theory of the state? 

Ans:- The main philosophers associated with the Idealist theory 

are Plato, Aristotle, Immanuel Kant, and G.W.F. Hegel. 

3. State one main criticism of the Idealist theory of the state. 

Ans:- One criticism is that the Idealist theory is overly optimistic 

and abstract, ignoring the real conflicts, power struggles, and 

material interests in society. 

4. Explain the meaning of the Organismic theory of the state. 

Ans:- The Organismic theory compares the state to a living 

organism, where the state is viewed as an organic whole consisting 

of different parts (individuals and groups) that function together 

harmoniously, each contributing to the welfare and growth of the 

whole state. 

5. Mention any two features of the Organismic theory of the state. 

 Ans:- The state is seen as a living organism with different parts 

working interdependently. 

 The welfare of the state is considered more important than that of 

the individual, emphasizing collective well-being 



 

 

 

6. What is the basic idea behind the Juridical theory of the state? 

Ans:- The Juridical theory sees the state primarily as a legal entity 

or person that exercises sovereignty through laws and legal 

authority. It emphasizes the state's legal rights and powers as the 

basis of political authority. 

7. Name one major thinker who supported the Juridical theory of 

the state. 

Ans:- One major thinker is John Austin 

8. Write any two criticisms of the Juridical theory. 

 Ans:- It treats the state as an abstract legal concept without 

considering its social and political realities. 

 It ignores the role of power and force in maintaining the state’s 

authority. 

 

9. What is the Marxian theory of the state? 

Ans:- The Marxian theory views the state as an instrument of class 

oppression, created and controlled by the ruling class (bourgeoisie) 

to maintain their economic interests and suppress the working class 

(proletariat). 

10. According to Marxists, what is the role of the state in a 

class society? 

Ans:- According to Marxists, the role of the state in a class society 

is to serve the interests of the ruling class by enforcing laws and 

policies that perpetuate class domination and inequality, acting as a 

tool for oppression and control. 

 

8-10 marks 



 

 

1. Explain the main features of the Idealist theory of the State. 

How does it emphasize the moral and ethical purpose of the 

State? 

Ans:- The Idealist theory of the State views the state as a moral and 

ethical entity rather than just a political or economic institution. It 

holds that the state embodies the collective consciousness and spirit 

of the people, guiding them toward moral perfection and social 

harmony. This theory emphasizes the spiritual and moral purpose of 

the state, viewing it as essential for individual and collective 

development. 

Main Features of the Idealist Theory of the State 

The Idealist theory considers the state as a moral organism with its 

own personality and will, superior to that of any individual. It 

reflects the highest ethical consciousness of society, with laws 

viewed as expressions of moral ideals that bind individuals to a 

higher social good. Following this, individuals owe duties rather 

than rights to the state, as the state provides the necessary framework 

for moral development and social duty. 

The state is seen as the embodiment of the collective spirit or the 

“general will,” which aims to realize justice, truth, and goodness. 

Prominent idealist philosophers like Plato and Aristotle viewed the 

state as the means for individuals to attain their highest potential 

through participation in political life. Modern advocates such as 

Hegel emphasize that the state is the realization of ethical spirit, 

linking individual freedom with social order. 

Emphasis on Moral and Ethical Purpose 

The Idealist theory emphasizes that the state is not merely a coercive 

instrument but a vehicle for moral progress and ethical living. It 

insists that obedience to the state’s laws is obedience to moral law, 

nurturing the ethical development of citizens. The state encourages 



 

 

individuals to live not just for themselves but for the collective 

welfare, promoting virtues such as justice, harmony, and fraternity. 

Moreover, the state is considered omnipotent and infallible in moral 

terms, serving as the ultimate arbiter of right and wrong within 

society. It aims to cultivate social morality where individuals fulfill 

their duties to the community, thus achieving both personal and 

social perfection. 

The Idealist theory presents the state as a supreme moral entity with 

a vital ethical purpose. It underscores the state’s role in guiding 

individuals toward moral development and social responsibility, 

aligning governance with the pursuit of justice and the common 

good. This perspective elevates the state beyond mere political 

authority to a higher spiritual and ethical ideal, calling for loyalty 

and obedience as means for personal and collective fulfillment. 

 

2. Discuss the philosophical foundations of the Idealist theory of 

the State with reference to Plato and Hegel. 

Ans:- The Idealist theory of the State holds that the state is a spiritual 

and moral entity that embodies the collective consciousness and 

ethical values of society. It views the state as an organism where the 

welfare of the whole community is paramount, and individuals find 

their highest purpose in serving the state's moral order. Two 

prominent philosophers, Plato and Hegel, provide the philosophical 

foundations for this theory, emphasizing the state’s role beyond 

mere political governance. 

Philosophical Foundations of the Idealist Theory: Plato and Hegel 

Plato conceived the state as a reflection of the individual soul, with 

its three parts—reason, spirit, and appetite—mirrored in the three 

classes of society: rulers, guardians (soldiers), and producers. 

According to Plato, the ideal state functions justly when each class 



 

 

performs its designated role in harmony, much like the balanced soul 

of a virtuous person. The rulers, educated philosopher-kings, 

represent reason and govern with wisdom and justice to achieve the 

common good. Plato's state is a moral community where justice 

prevails through a strict division of labor, education, and communal 

ownership of property. His vision emphasizes moral education and 

the development of virtues such as wisdom, courage, and 

temperance for both rulers and citizens, aiming at the spiritual and 

ethical growth of the individual within the state. 

Hegel extended Plato’s idealism by conceptualizing the state as the 

manifestation of "ethical spirit" (Sittlichkeit) and the culmination of 

human freedom and rational self-realization. For Hegel, the state is 

the actuality of ethical ideas, an organic whole in which individual 

freedom is realized through participation in the universal will of the 

state. Unlike Plato, Hegel highlights the importance of laws, 

institutions, and the constitution in expressing this ethical spirit. The 

state for Hegel is the "march of God in the world," the highest 

embodiment of moral and rational life, where individuals transcend 

mere personal interests and contribute to the collective freedom and 

ethical life of society. 

Both philosophers view the state as inherently moral, with a purpose 

that transcends economic or coercive functions. They see the state 

as vital for achieving justice, cultivating virtues, and realizing 

human potential. 

The Idealist theory, grounded in the philosophies of Plato and Hegel, 

underscores the state’s ethical and spiritual role. It emphasizes that 

the state is not just a political or administrative entity but a moral 

community essential for the cultivation of justice, virtue, and 

freedom. This perspective highlights the state’s responsibility to 



 

 

promote the common good and moral development, making it a 

central institution for human flourishing. 

 

3. What is meant by the Organismic theory of the State? In what 

ways does it compare the State to a living organism? 

Ans:- The Organismic Theory of the State is a political theory that 

compares the state to a living organism. It views the state not merely 

as an association of individuals but as an organic whole, where 

various parts function together to maintain the existence and health 

of the entire entity. This theory emphasizes the interdependence and 

coordinated functioning of all components of the state, similar to 

how organs operate within a body. 

Explanation of the Organismic Theory of the State 

According to the Organismic Theory, the state is like a living 

organism composed of different organs or parts—such as the 

government, citizens, economy, and institutions—that work 

collectively for the welfare of the whole. Just like an organism has 

systems like the digestive, circulatory, and nervous systems to 

sustain life and regulate functions, the state has corresponding 

systems: economic activities sustain it, communication and 

transportation distribute resources, and the government regulates 

and controls functions. 

The theory was first proposed by German philosopher Johann 

Friedrich Herder and further developed by thinkers like G.W.F. 

Hegel and Herbert Spencer. Spencer used detailed analogies—he 

compared the digestive system of the body to a state's agricultural 

and industrial sectors, the circulatory system to transport and 

communication, and the nervous system to governance and law 

enforcement. 



 

 

Moreover, like living organisms, states go through a cycle of birth, 

growth, maturity, and sometimes decay or death, emphasizing the 

dynamic and evolving nature of political communities. The theory 

sees individuals as cells within the state-body, dependent on the state 

for survival, which leads to the notion that individuals cannot exist 

outside of the state. 

Comparison of the State to a Living Organism 

 Interdependence: Every part of the state, like organs in a body, 

depends on others to function properly. If one part fails, it affects the 

whole state. 

 Coordination and Function: Each part has a specific role 

contributing to state health and order, similar to organs having 

distinct physiological functions. 

 Growth and Change: The state evolves and adapts over time, much 

like an organism grows and responds to its environment. 

 Unity and Wholeness: The state is a unified whole greater than the 

sum of its parts, emphasizing collective over individual existence. 

The Organismic Theory of the State provides an insightful analogy 

between biological organisms and political states, emphasizing the 

state's holistic, interdependent, and evolving nature. By viewing the 

state as a living entity with various parts working together for 

common welfare, this theory underscores the importance of unity, 

cooperation, and adaptation in political life. It deepens our 

understanding of the state as more than just a collection of 

individuals, highlighting its organic, dynamic, and purposeful 

character. 

4. Examine the limitations of the Organismic theory of the State in 

understanding modern political systems. 

Ans:- The Organismic Theory of the State compares the state to a 

living organism, emphasizing the interdependence and coordinated 



 

 

functioning of various parts for the well-being of the whole. Though 

it offers useful insights into the collective nature of political life, the 

theory has notable limitations in explaining modern political 

systems, which are complex, dynamic, and often characterized by 

pluralism and individual autonomy. 

Limitations of the Organismic Theory of the State in Modern 

Political Systems 

One major limitation is the theory’s overemphasis on unity and 

harmony, which assumes that all parts of the state work together 

seamlessly like organs in a body. In reality, modern societies are rife 

with conflicts of interest, class divisions, and ideological pluralism. 

Different groups such as political parties, ethnic communities, and 

economic classes often compete for power and resources, making 

true organic unity improbable. 

The theory also tends to subordinate individuals to the state, 

regarding citizens like cells completely dependent on the organism. 

This undermines the modern democratic principle of individual 

rights and personal freedoms. In reality, individuals have autonomy, 

and their rights are protected against state encroachment, creating a 

tension between collective good and individual liberty that the 

organic model overlooks. 

Moreover, by viewing the state as a biological entity, the 

theory downplays the human and social aspects of political 

organization. It neglects that the state is a human institution shaped 

by social contracts, legal norms, and political processes rather than 

a fixed natural organism. This mechanistic view risks justifying 

authoritarianism, where the state’s "health" is used to suppress 

dissent. 

Additionally, the organic analogy proves inadequate for modern 

pluralistic and federal states where power is distributed among 



 

 

multiple centers, and the state functions through complex legal and 

institutional frameworks. The emphasis on total unity clashes with 

the reality of diverse and decentralized modern governance. 

Finally, the theory’s concept of the state as an evolving organism 

oversimplifies the role of political choice and agency, ignoring that 

citizens and governments actively negotiate, contest, and reshape 

political and social rules. 

While the Organismic Theory offers valuable insights into the 

interrelatedness of the state’s parts and its need for cohesion, its 

limitations in addressing pluralism, individual autonomy, and 

political complexity make it inadequate for explaining modern 

political systems. The theory’s biological analogy risks authoritarian 

interpretations and undervalues the democratic and social contract 

foundations central to contemporary governance. 

 

5. Define the Juridical theory of the State. How does it explain the 

State as a legal association? 

Ans:- The Juridical Theory of the State views the state primarily as 

a legal entity or association. It emphasizes that the state is founded 

on law and legal principles, and its authority is expressed through a 

system of laws that govern the behavior of individuals and 

institutions within its territory. This theory highlights the state as a 

sovereign legal personality capable of making and enforcing laws. 

Definition and Explanation of Juridical Theory 

The Juridical Theory defines the state as a society legally organized 

for the protection and regulation of social intercourse. It focuses on 

the state as a legal person or entity with rights and duties, distinct 

from the individuals who compose it. The state has a permanent 

legal personality, meaning it exists continuously beyond the 



 

 

changing governments or rulers. Its authority derives from its 

sovereignty, the ultimate power to enact, interpret, and enforce laws. 

According to this theory, the state creates laws that bind people, and 

it enforces these laws through legitimate means, such as courts, 

police, and administrative agencies. The theory stresses that legal 

authority is central to the state’s identity and functioning, and that 

law is the expression of the collective will of the sovereign. 

How the Theory Explains the State as a Legal Association 

The Juridical Theory explains the state as a legal association by 

emphasizing that it is not just a political or social entity but a legal 

person capable of creating binding laws and obligations. It 

highlights that the state’s sovereignty gives it the power to enact 

laws applicable to all persons within its territory and to resolve 

disputes by judicial processes. 

The state acts like an individual legal entity with rights (to govern, 

defend territory, enter contracts) and duties (to maintain order, 

protect citizens) under its legal framework. Laws are seen as 

commands issued by the state’s sovereign authority, and obedience 

to law is an obligation that makes the state a binding legal 

community. 

This perspective acknowledges the state as an organized legal 

institution with a structured government that exercises power within 

a legal system, ensuring stability, order, and justice in society 

through law enforcement and sanctioning mechanisms. 

The Juridical Theory of the State articulates the state as a supreme 

legal association whose identity and authority rest on law and 

sovereignty. It provides a clear understanding of how political power 

is legitimized and exercised through legal means. By focusing on 

the state as a legal person, this theory underlines the centrality of 



 

 

law, sovereignty, and legal order in maintaining the state’s cohesion 

and authority. 

 

6. “The Juridical theory reduces the State to a system of laws.” 

Discuss with suitable examples. 

Ans:- The Juridical theory of the State views the state fundamentally 

as a system of laws and legal rules. This perspective emphasizes that 

the state's primary characteristic is its legal organization, where law 

serves as the foundation of political authority and governance. The 

theory reduces the state to a group of legal institutions and laws that 

regulate social behavior and administer justice. 

Discussion 

The assertion that the Juridical theory reduces the state to a system 

of laws reflects the focus on legal structure as the essence of 

statehood. According to this theory, the state is seen as a legal person 

with rights and duties, capable of creating, enforcing, and 

interpreting laws within its territory. The state’s sovereignty is 

exercised through its monopoly over legitimate legal force, which 

means it has the power to compel obedience to laws. 

This reduction to a legal system means the state is understood 

primarily through its legal framework—constitutions, statutes, 

administrative rules, and judicial decisions—which organize power 

and define rights and obligations. For example, democratic states 

operate through constitutional law that outlines the structure of 

government powers and protects individual rights, demonstrating 

the centrality of legal systems. 

However, critics argue that this view overlooks the political, social, 

and economic dimensions of the state. Politics involves power 

struggles, social dynamics, and economic influences that cannot be 

fully captured by legal rules alone. The state also derives authority 



 

 

from factors beyond formal law, such as public opinion, political 

legitimacy, and social contracts. 

For instance, during times of social unrest, the state's legal 

framework might exist, but its authority could be challenged 

because of political or social movements. Similarly, authoritarian 

regimes may rely heavily on legal systems to legitimize power but 

exercise control beyond the limits of law. 

While the Juridical theory rightly highlights the fundamental role of 

law in the state’s organization and authority, it tends to simplify the 

state by reducing it solely to a legal system. The state is more than 

just laws; it is also a political and social institution shaped by power 

relations, economic conditions, and cultural forces. Nevertheless, 

understanding the legal aspect is crucial for grasping how state 

authority is legitimized and exercised in society. 

7. What is the Marxian theory of the State? How does it view the 

State as an instrument of class domination? 

Ans:- The Marxian theory of the State, rooted in the ideas of Karl 

Marx and Friedrich Engels, presents a critical analysis of the state's 

nature and role in society. Unlike traditional theories that view the 

state as a neutral arbitrator, the Marxian perspective posits the state 

as an instrument of class domination, serving the interests of the 

ruling economic class and perpetuating social inequalities. 

Explanation of the Marxian Theory of the State 

According to Marxism, the state is not a natural or neutral institution 

but arises from the division of society into antagonistic classes—

primarily the bourgeoisie (owners of the means of production) and 

the proletariat (working class). The state is created and maintained 

by the propertied class to protect its economic and political 

dominance. It acts as a tool for managing class conflicts and 



 

 

suppressing the oppressed classes through laws, police, military, and 

other coercive means. 

The Marxian theory is grounded in historical materialism, which 

asserts that the economic base of society shapes its political and 

social superstructure, including the state. Thus, the state's structure 

and policies reflect the interests of the dominant economic class. 

State as an Instrument of Class Domination 

Marxists argue that the state functions primarily to uphold the 

capitalist system by protecting private property and preventing 

challenges to the ruling class. It maintains law and order, not for the 

common good, but to secure the continued exploitation of the 

working class. The state's legal and political frameworks legitimize 

the status quo and create a "false consciousness," masking the 

realities of class exploitation and division. 

The theory envisions a class struggle where the working class must 

overthrow the capitalist state through revolution, establishing a 

"dictatorship of the proletariat" as a transitional phase. Eventually, 

with the abolition of class distinctions, Marxists believe the state 

will wither away, giving rise to a classless, stateless communist 

society where social justice prevails. 

The Marxian theory of the state critiques the capitalist state's role as 

a coercive instrument for the domination of one class over another. 

It challenges the notion of the state as an impartial entity, arguing 

instead that it safeguards the ruling class's interests. This perspective 

remains relevant for understanding the dynamics of power, class 

struggle, and social change in modern societies. 

 

8. Critically analyze the relevance of the Marxian theory of the 

State in contemporary societies. 



 

 

Ans:- The Marxian theory of the State remains a critical framework 

for understanding power dynamics, class relations, and socio-

political structures in contemporary societies. Rooted in the ideas of 

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, this theory critiques the capitalist 

state as an instrument of class domination and explores the state's 

role in perpetuating social inequalities. 

Relevance of the Marxian Theory of the State in Contemporary 

Societies 

The Marxian theory continues to be relevant because it provides a 

lens to analyze how economic power shapes political authority and 

governance. In modern capitalist societies, the state often functions 

to protect the interests of the dominant economic class—

corporations, wealthy elites, and capital owners—through policies, 

legal frameworks, and institutional mechanisms. This perspective 

helps explain the persistence of economic inequality, corporate 

influence on politics, and the role of the state in managing capitalist 

crises, such as economic recessions or financial instability. 

Furthermore, Marxian analysis sheds light on issues of social 

injustice and exploitation, highlighting how marginalized groups—

workers, minorities, and the poor—face systemic barriers 

maintained by state power. The theory's focus on class struggle 

resonates with ongoing movements advocating for labor rights, 

wealth redistribution, and social welfare reforms. 

However, the theory has certain limitations in the contemporary 

context. The rise of the middle class, welfare states, and democratic 

institutions complicates the strict class dichotomy proposed by 

classical Marxism. Additionally, some argue that modern states can 

act independently of ruling class interests and promote broader 

societal welfare, indicating the state's relative autonomy. 



 

 

Moreover, Marx’s prediction of the withering away of the state has 

not materialized; instead, the state has often become stronger and 

more complex, accommodating diverse social groups and interests. 

This has led to the development of neo-Marxist and other critical 

theories that build on and revise classical Marxist ideas to address 

the nuances of today’s politics. 

The Marxian theory of the State remains highly relevant for 

analyzing the intersections of economic power and political 

authority in contemporary societies. It offers valuable insights into 

the roles of class, privilege, and social conflict in shaping state 

policies and institutions. Despite some limitations, its critique of 

capitalism and emphasis on class struggle continue to inform 

debates on social justice, political economy, and governance 

worldwide. 

 

9. Compare and contrast the Idealist and Marxian theories of the 

State. 

Ans:- The Idealist and Marxian theories of the state represent two 

contrasting perspectives on the nature, purpose, and functioning of 

the state. While the Idealist theory presents the state as a moral and 

ethical institution embodying the collective will and spirit of the 

people, the Marxian theory views the state as an instrument of class 

domination primarily serving the interests of the ruling economic 

class. 

Comparison and Contrast of Idealist and Marxian Theories of the 

State 

The Idealist theory sees the state as a higher moral entity necessary 

for the full development of human personality and social order. It 

emphasizes the ethical purpose of the state, viewing it as a guardian 

of justice, virtue, and the common good. According to idealists like 



 

 

Plato and Hegel, the state transcends individual interests and 

represents the collective “real will” or spirit of the community. It is 

supreme and commands absolute obedience because it is seen as the 

path to individual and social fulfillment. The state is considered 

omnipotent and infallible in moral terms. It nurtures human 

excellence by enforcing laws that embody ethical principles and 

fostering unity and harmony within society. 

In contrast, the Marxian theory fundamentally critiques the state as 

a tool of economic class domination. Marxists argue that the state is 

not an impartial or ethical entity but exists to uphold the interests of 

the bourgeoisie, the capitalist class that owns the means of 

production. The state functions to maintain economic exploitation 

of the proletariat (working class), using laws, policies, and force to 

suppress challenges to the ruling class’s dominance. Marxism sees 

the state as a product of historical materialism, shaped by economic 

relations, and destined to be overthrown in a proletarian revolution, 

leading ultimately to a classless society where the state “withers 

away.” Unlike Idealism’s focus on moral unity and collective 

harmony, Marxism emphasizes conflict, inequality, and the state’s 

coercive role in perpetuating class structures. 

The idealistic perspective is normative and philosophical, focusing 

on the state’s ethical dimension and collective identity, promoting 

obedience for the sake of moral development. The Marxian 

perspective is analytical and critical, focusing on socio-economic 

realities, inequality, power struggles, and class conflict within the 

state. 

While the Idealist theory advocates for unity, moral progress, and 

social cohesion through the state, the Marxian theory exposes how 

the state may reinforce divisions, exploitation, and systemic 

injustice under capitalism. 



 

 

The Idealist and Marxian theories offer contrasting yet insightful 

understandings of the state. The Idealist theory upholds the state as 

a supreme moral institution fostering human and social 

development, whereas the Marxian theory critiques it as an 

instrument of class oppression serving the ruling elite. Both 

perspectives enrich political thought by highlighting different 

dimensions—ethical and economic—of state power and its impact 

on society. 

 

10. Evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of the four theories 

(Idealist, Organismic, Juridical and Marxian) in explaining the 

nature of the State. 

Ans:- Theories of the state offer varied explanations about the 

nature, purpose, and functioning of the state. Among these, the 

Idealist, Organismic, Juridical, and Marxian theories provide 

distinct perspectives based on ethics, biology, law, and class struggle 

respectively. Evaluating their strengths and weaknesses helps us 

understand their usefulness in explaining the complex reality of 

modern states. 

Strengths and Weaknesses of the Four Theories 

Idealist Theory: 

Strengths: It highlights the moral and ethical dimensions of the state, 

portraying the state as a community that promotes justice, virtue, 

and individual development. It emphasizes the state’s spiritual and 

ethical mission, which is essential for social cohesion and collective 

welfare. For instance, philosophers like Plato and Hegel underline 

that the state transcends individual interests to realize higher moral 

truths. 

Weaknesses: Critics argue that the Idealist theory is overly 

philosophical and abstract, often detached from political realities 



 

 

and power struggles. It neglects the economic and social foundations 

of state power and assumes harmony where social conflicts exist. 

Organismic Theory: 

Strengths: This theory provides a useful analogy by comparing the 

state to a living organism, emphasizing the interdependence and 

coordinated functioning of different parts for overall stability and 

health. It emphasizes unity, growth, and change within the state, 

which reflects real political dynamics. 

Weaknesses: The biologistic analogy tends to oversimplify political 

complexities, downplaying conflict, dissent, and diversity within 

societies. It may also justify authoritarianism by treating individuals 

as mere cells subordinated to the state-body. 

Juridical Theory: 

Strengths: The Juridical theory gives a clear and systematic 

understanding of the state as a legal entity rooted in law and 

sovereignty. It explains state authority through laws, constitutions, 

and legal institutions, which provide stability, legitimacy, and order. 

This theory is highly relevant for modern constitutional states. 

Weaknesses: However, it reduces the state to a legal system, 

overlooking sociopolitical and economic realities. It fails to account 

for power struggles outside formal laws and the influence of extra-

legal factors. 

Marxian Theory: 

Strengths: The Marxian theory provides a sharp critique by 

analyzing the state through the lens of class struggle and economic 

power. It exposes how the state serves ruling class interests, 

reproducing inequality and exploitation. The theory is valuable for 

understanding social conflict and power dynamics in capitalist 

societies. 

Weaknesses: Critics argue it is economically deterministic and 



 

 

underestimates the state's relative autonomy and pluralistic 

character in modern democracies. Its prediction of the state’s 

eventual disappearance has not materialized, and it may overlook 

the role of diverse political actors beyond class. 

Each theory offers important insights into the nature of the state by 

focusing on different aspects—ethical, biological, legal, or 

economic. The Idealist and Organismic theories emphasize unity 

and moral purpose, but risk ignoring social conflicts. The Juridical 

theory provides clarity on legal foundations but overlooks social 

realities. The Marxian theory critically reveals power inequalities 

but can be overly deterministic. Together, these theories enrich our 

understanding, though none alone fully captures the complexities of 

the modern state. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

UNIT-4 

Sovereignty: Meaning, Definition and Kinds of Sovereignty, Austin’s 

Theory and Pluralistic Theory of Sovereignty.  

2-4 marks 

1. What is the meaning of sovereignty in political science? 

Ans:- Sovereignty is the supreme and ultimate authority within a 

territory in a state. It means the state has the highest power to make 

and enforce laws, govern its people, and control its affairs without 

any external interference. 

2. Give any two definitions of sovereignty by political thinkers. 

 Ans:- According to Jean Bodin, sovereignty is the absolute and 

perpetual power of a state to rule over its people without any 

external control. 

 According to Austin, sovereignty is the supreme legal power that 

commands the people and is obeyed by them. 

3. Who is called the father of the theory of sovereignty? 

Ans:- Jean Bodin is called the father of the theory of sovereignty. 

4. Name the two main kinds of sovereignty with examples. 

 Ans:-  Internal Sovereignty: The supreme authority within the state 

to make laws and enforce them (e.g., Parliament in India). 

 External Sovereignty: The independence of a state in its relations 

with other states (e.g., India's status as a sovereign nation in the 

United Nations). 

5. Distinguish between legal sovereignty and political sovereignty. 

 Ans:- Legal sovereignty refers to the recognized and established 

power of making laws legally vested in a particular body (e.g., the 

legislature). 



 

 

 Political sovereignty refers to the actual power or influence to 

control government decisions, often exercised by political parties or 

leaders, not necessarily holding legal authority. 

 

 

6. State any two characteristics of sovereignty. 

 Ans:- Absoluteness: Sovereignty is absolute and cannot be 

challenged within the state's territory. 

 Permanence: Sovereignty is continuous and does not cease as long 

as the state exists. 

7. What is Austin’s definition of sovereignty? 

Ans:- Austin defines sovereignty as the supreme law-making 

authority within a state, whose commands are habitually obeyed by 

the people and are not subject to any legal limitations. 

8. Mention two criticisms of Austin’s theory of sovereignty. 

 Ans:- It ignores the role of constitutional limitations and the fact 

that sovereign power can be divided. 

 It does not account for popular sovereignty, and fails to explain 

sovereignty in democratic states where power is shared. 

9. Who are the main supporters of the pluralistic theory of 

sovereignty? 

Ans:- The main supporters include Harold Laski, Green, Dicey, 

and K.C. Wheare. 

10. How does pluralistic theory differ from Austin’s monistic 

theory of sovereignty? 

Ans:- The pluralistic theory argues that sovereignty is not 

concentrated in a single body but is divided among multiple 

institutions and social groups, whereas Austin’s monistic theory 

holds sovereignty as absolute, indivisible, and located in one 

sovereign authority. 



 

 

8-10 marks 

1. Define sovereignty. How do different political thinkers interpret 

the concept? 

Ans:- Sovereignty is a core concept in political science and 

international relations, signifying the supreme authority and 

absolute power of a state to rule over its territory and people, 

independent of external interference. It is the defining characteristic 

that distinguishes a state from all other associations, giving it the 

ultimate right to make laws, impose taxes, administer justice, and 

conduct foreign policy. 

Definition of Sovereignty 

The term 'sovereignty' is derived from the Latin word superanus, 

meaning 'supreme'. It refers to the highest, ultimate authority in a 

political society, whose decisions are binding on all individuals and 

institutions within its jurisdiction. Sovereignty embodies the power 

to make and enforce laws, control resources, and determine the 

state's internal and external affairs. Without sovereignty, a true state 

cannot exist. 

Interpretations by Different Political Thinkers 

Political thinkers have interpreted sovereignty in diverse ways: 

 Jean Bodin (16th century) described sovereignty as “the supreme 

power over citizens and subjects unrestrained by law.” He 

emphasized its indivisibility and absoluteness, meaning that no 

authority exists above the sovereign in a state. 

 Grotius defined sovereignty as the supreme political power vested 

in a person or body whose acts or will is not subject to any other 

authority. 

 John Austin conceptualized sovereignty in legal terms, arguing that 

the sovereign is a person or group in society whose commands are 



 

 

habitually obeyed and who does not obey anyone else. According to 

Austin, sovereignty is absolute and unlimited. 

 William Blackstone considered sovereignty as “irresistible, 

absolute, uncontrolled authority,” and the supreme legal power to 

enforce laws. 

 Jean-Jacques Rousseau rejected the monarchical view and instead 

championed popular sovereignty, arguing that the people 

collectively hold the supreme authority. His concept of “general 

will” emphasizes that ultimate authority rests with the community. 

 Max Weber viewed sovereignty as the monopoly on the legitimate 

use of physical force within a given territory, focusing on the state's 

ability to maintain order and exclude rival sources of authority. 

 David Held and Hinsley define sovereignty as the ultimate authority 

within a society required for its existence, capable of determining 

and enforcing rules and policies. 

Sovereignty remains fundamental to the nature and existence of 

states, encapsulating the idea of ultimate and exclusive authority. 

While some thinkers highlight the absolute and indivisible nature of 

sovereignty, others focus on its legal, political, and social 

dimensions, ranging from monarchic to popular forms. Collectively, 

these interpretations underscore the dynamic and evolving meaning 

of sovereignty in both theory and practice. 

 

2. Discuss the essential features of sovereignty with suitable 

examples. 

Ans:- Sovereignty is a core element of the state in political theory. 

It refers to the supreme and ultimate authority that a state possesses 

to govern its affairs, make laws, enforce decisions, and direct its 

people, all without interference from external powers. 



 

 

Understanding the essential features of sovereignty is crucial for 

grasping the nature and functions of modern states. 

Essential Features of Sovereignty 

1. Absoluteness: 

Sovereignty is absolute and cannot be questioned within the 

territorial limits of the state. The state has the final say in all law-

making and governance matters. For example, the Indian 

government’s authority to enact constitutional amendments is not 

subject to any external power. 

2. Permanence: 

Sovereignty is permanent and does not end with the change of 

government or ruler; it lasts as long as the state remains. Even if 

regimes change, like the transition from monarchy to republic in 

France, sovereignty continues with the new authority. 

3. Exclusiveness: 

No two sovereigns can coexist in the same territory; sovereignty is 

exclusive to one state over its territory. Diplomatic immunities are 

exceptions extended as matters of courtesy, but the state can 

withdraw them at will. For instance, the United States alone 

exercises sovereign power over its land, excluding any foreign state 

authority. 

4. Inalienability: 

Sovereignty cannot be transferred, divided, or surrendered. A state 

cannot give up its sovereignty without ceasing to exist as a state. For 

example, even when states enter into unions or alliances, like the 

European Union, member states retain essential sovereign powers. 

5. Unity: 

Sovereignty is a single, undivided authority. Division of sovereignty 

would weaken state power and threaten its existence. For example, 

the unity of sovereignty is reflected in the Indian Constitution’s 



 

 

declaration that India is a “Union of States”—states cannot secede 

or act independently in external matters. 

6. Comprehensiveness: 

Sovereignty extends over all persons, associations, and institutions 

within the state’s territory. Every individual and organization, 

whether public or private, is subject to the state's laws—like 

everyone in India, from citizens to corporations, being governed by 

Indian law. 

7. Originality: 

Sovereignty originates with the state itself and does not derive from 

any outside authority. States establish their constitutional and legal 

frameworks based on their own sovereign will—such as the original 

powers held by the British Parliament after the Glorious Revolution. 

Sovereignty's essential features—absoluteness, permanence, 

exclusiveness, inalienability, unity, comprehensiveness, and 

originality—define the state as the highest authority over a defined 

territory and people. These attributes ensure the state’s 

independence, legal supremacy, and ability to maintain order, make 

decisions, and represent itself in the international system, making 

sovereignty central to the concept of statehood. 

  

3. Distinguish between de jure sovereignty and de facto 

sovereignty with examples. 

Ans:- Sovereignty is a fundamental concept in political science 

describing the supreme authority of a state to govern itself. Within 

this concept, scholars distinguish between de jure 

sovereignty and de facto sovereignty, which illustrate the difference 

between legal right and actual control over a territory. 

Distinction Between De Jure and De Facto Sovereignty 



 

 

De jure sovereignty refers to sovereignty in principle or by law—it 

is the officially recognized and legitimate right of a government to 

rule. This recognition is supported by constitutions, law, and formal 

acknowledgment, both domestically and internationally. For 

instance, the government of Taiwan is de jure sovereign according 

to its own laws and is recognized as such by some countries, but 

faces limitations due to international disputes and lack of universal 

recognition. Another classic example is the British monarchy after 

the Glorious Revolution, which held de jure sovereignty but the real 

control shifted towards Parliament. 

De facto sovereignty refers to sovereignty exercised in practice—

meaning a government or authority actually holds and uses power, 

regardless of legal recognition or legitimacy. It focuses on whether 

the entity is able to enforce its will, maintain order, and control the 

territory. For example, during the Egyptian rule by the Muhammad 

Ali dynasty (1805–1914), Egypt was de jure subject to the Ottoman 

Empire, but in practice, the dynasty exercised de facto independent 

control over its territory and people. Similarly, in 1940s China, the 

government of Chiang Kai-shek held de jure authority over China, 

but Communist forces under Mao Zedong exercised de facto 

sovereignty over much of the country before the People’s Republic 

was established. 

Further Illustration: 

During a civil conflict, a rebel group might control a region and 

operate as the real power (de facto), while the internationally 

recognized government retains de jure status but lacks practical 

control. For example, in parts of Somalia, local warlords exercise de 

facto sovereignty even though the internationally recognized Somali 

government holds de jure sovereignty. 



 

 

De jure sovereignty is about legal right and formal recognition, 

while de facto sovereignty is about actual control and practical 

governance. Both aspects are crucial, but together they determine 

how effective and legitimate a state's authority is in reality. Many 

international conflicts, unrecognized states, and internal divisions 

can be better understood through this distinction. 

 

4. Explain the difference between internal sovereignty and 

external sovereignty. 

Ans:- Sovereignty is a defining attribute of the state, signifying its 

ultimate authority. It is commonly analyzed in two forms: internal 

sovereignty and external sovereignty. Understanding the distinction 

between these types is crucial for grasping how states exercise 

power both within their borders and in the international community. 

Explanation of Internal and External Sovereignty 

Internal sovereignty refers to the supreme power a state possesses to 

govern its own territory and people without interference. It involves 

the ability to make laws, enforce them, administer justice, and 

maintain order. The essence of internal sovereignty lies in the state's 

uncontested authority over individuals, groups, and institutions 

within its boundaries. For example, in modern democracies like 

India and the United States, elected governments have the 

legitimacy and authority to govern, create policies, and enforce 

laws. Should a group or individual defy this authority, the state can 

enforce its will and maintain order, as seen in the ability to control 

crime, suppress rebellions, or manage internal disputes. 

External sovereignty, on the other hand, is concerned with a state's 

independence from external control and its recognition by other 

states as an autonomous entity. This form of sovereignty ensures that 

no foreign power can legally dictate or interfere in the affairs of 



 

 

another state. External sovereignty is demonstrated through 

diplomatic relations, participation in international organizations, 

and the ability to enter into treaties as equals. For instance, the 

United Nations recognizes each member state’s external 

sovereignty, meaning that their political independence and territorial 

integrity must be respected by others. Taiwan provides an interesting 

example: while the government exercises strong internal 

sovereignty, its external sovereignty is limited because many 

countries do not formally recognize it as an independent state, 

challenging its freedom to act fully on the world stage. 

Internal sovereignty concerns the state’s supreme authority within 

its own borders, governing its people and territory, while external 

sovereignty relates to the state’s independence and recognition by 

other states in the international system. Both forms are essential for 

a state’s full exercise of power, security, and legitimacy, illustrating 

the dual nature of sovereignty in modern political life. 

 

5. Write short notes on the following kinds of sovereignty: 

Ans:- Sovereignty is a central concept in political science that 

denotes the supreme authority of a state to regulate its own affairs. 

It manifests in various forms, notably legal sovereignty and political 

sovereignty, each reflecting different dimensions of power and 

legitimacy within the state. 

(a) Legal sovereignty- Legal sovereignty refers to the formally 

recognized, constitutional authority to make and enforce binding 

laws within a state. The legal sovereign is the body or authority that 

the law regards as possessing the ultimate power to issue commands 

that must be obeyed by all. This authority is definite, determinate, 

and institutionally embedded, operating through established 

government structures. For instance, in the United Kingdom, 



 

 

Parliament is the legal sovereign; it can, within the limits of 

constitutional law, legislate on any matter and its commands are 

supreme. In the United States, legal sovereignty rests on the 

constitutional process involving Congress and the President, who 

together create and execute laws. The concept emphasizes that 

disobedience to legal sovereign commands brings legal penalties, 

and all rights enjoyed by citizens emanate from this source. 

However, legal sovereignty is purely formal and does not always 

reflect the true locus of power in society. 

 

(b) Political sovereignty- Political sovereignty, on the other hand, 

denotes the actual and effective power that governs a state, which 

may or may not align precisely with legal definitions. It is the real, 

practical control exercised by those who truly influence policy and 

societal outcomes—often the electorate, public opinion, or 

influential political actors. Political sovereignty is shaped by 

legitimacy, public support, and the ability to actually implement 

decisions. For example, while Parliament in the UK is the legal 

sovereign, in practice, the will of the people (as expressed through 

elections and public opinion) constitutes political sovereignty. In 

democratic societies, political sovereignty often resides with the 

electorate or with those who can mobilize effective majorities, even 

if legal procedures formally vest authority elsewhere. Thus, political 

sovereignty can shift, reflecting the dynamic interaction between 

laws and actual political power.  

 

Legal sovereignty is concerned with formal, constitutional, and 

legal authority, whereas political sovereignty is rooted in actual, 

practical power and public will. Both are essential to understanding 

how states function—legal sovereignty ensures institutional order 



 

 

and rule of law, while political sovereignty guarantees legitimacy 

and responsiveness to society. Their interplay explains both the 

stability and adaptability of modern states in confronting legal and 

political challenges. 

 

6. Examine Austin’s theory of sovereignty. What are its main 

principles? 

Ans:- John Austin's theory of sovereignty is a foundational concept 

in legal and political theory, emphasizing the supreme authority of 

the state. Austin, a 19th-century British jurist, defined sovereignty 

in a legalistic and absolutist framework, which has significantly 

influenced the understanding of political power and law. 

Austin’s Theory of Sovereignty 

Austin defined law as “a command of the sovereign backed by a 

sanction.” According to him, sovereignty resides in a determinate 

human superior or a body of persons who receive habitual obedience 

from the majority of a society. The sovereign commands, and the 

people obey; the sovereign itself is not bound by anyone else’s 

commands. 

Main Principles of Austin’s Theory: 

1. Indivisibility of Sovereignty: 

Sovereignty is absolute and cannot be divided among different 

bodies or persons. The sovereign possesses one supreme authority 

that is indivisible and cannot be shared or transferred. For example, 

Austin’s theory clashes with federal systems like India or the US, 

where power is divided. 

2. Absoluteness and Unlimited Power: 

The sovereign’s power is unlimited and absolute within the state. 

The sovereign commands all and obeys none. This means that no 



 

 

legal or political authority within the state can overrule the 

sovereign. 

3. Habitual Obedience: 

Sovereignty exists only where the majority habitually obey the 

commands of the sovereign. It is this habitual obedience that 

distinguishes sovereign power from other authorities. 

4. Separation of Law and Morality: 

Austin emphasized only positive law—the commands of the 

sovereign backed by sanctions—declining any necessary 

connection between law and moral principles. 

5. Sovereignty is Political: 

It resides in a determinate person or group, not in abstract entities 

like the people or God. 

6. Sanctions: 

Commands are backed by sanctions—punishments or penalties that 

ensure obedience and enforce authority. 

7. Territorial: 

Sovereignty is exercised within a defined territorial boundary. 

Austin’s theory of sovereignty provides a clear and systematic legal 

explanation of supreme authority, emphasizing the absolute, 

indivisible, and habitual power of a sovereign. While influential, it 

has been critiqued for ignoring democratic pluralism, federalism, 

and the role of morality in law. Nonetheless, Austin’s theory remains 

a key reference point in understanding legal sovereignty and state 

authority. 

 

7. Critically evaluate Austin’s theory of sovereignty. Mention its 

limitations. 

Ans:- John Austin's theory of sovereignty is a foundational legal and 

political theory that defines sovereignty as the absolute and 



 

 

indivisible power of a determinate sovereign to command and 

enforce obedience. Despite its historical significance, Austin’s 

theory has faced numerous criticisms and limitations, especially 

when applied to modern democratic systems and pluralistic 

societies. 

Critical Evaluation and Limitations of Austin’s Theory of 

Sovereignty 

1. Indivisibility and Absoluteness of Sovereignty: 

Austin argued that sovereignty is indivisible and absolute, held by a 

determinate sovereign to whom all owe habitual obedience. 

However, this absolutism is unrealistic, particularly in modern 

constitutional and federal systems where power is divided among 

various organs (legislature, executive, judiciary) and layers of 

government (central and state governments). For example, India’s 

Constitution distributes powers among different bodies, 

contradicting Austin’s indivisibility principle. 

2. Ignorance of Popular Sovereignty: 

Austin’s theory ignores the democratic notion that sovereignty 

resides in the people or collective general will. He emphasized legal 

sovereignty in a hierarchical manner where the sovereign commands 

and the people obey, sidelining the role of public opinion, political 

participation, and electoral mandates which are fundamental in 

democracies. 

3. Overemphasis on Habitual Obedience and Sanctions: 

Austin maintained that laws are commands backed by sanctions and 

that obedience is driven by fear of punishment. This view neglects 

other motivations for obeying laws, such as respect for justice, civic 

duty, and moral obligation. It simplifies complex human behavior 

and underestimates voluntary compliance. 



 

 

4. Exclusion of Law and Morality Relationship: 

Austin strictly separated law from morality, believing that laws are 

valid solely because they are commanded by the sovereign, 

regardless of their ethical content. This legal positivism is criticized 

for ignoring how moral principles influence the legitimacy and 

acceptance of laws. 

5. Disregard for Customary and Judicial Law: 

Austin saw only commands from a sovereign as valid law, 

dismissing customary laws, judicial precedents, and international 

laws as non-legal. This narrow view fails to account for the 

complexity of legal systems in which customs and judicial decisions 

play crucial roles. 

6. Problem of Identifying the Sovereign: 

In many modern states, identifying a single sovereign is difficult 

because sovereignty may be dispersed across institutions, as in 

parliamentary democracies or federal systems. Austin’s theory 

cannot flexibly accommodate the shared or diffused nature of 

sovereignty. 

7. Neglect of International Law and Globalization: 

Austin did not consider the impact of international laws, treaties, and 

organizations which limit state sovereignty in contemporary global 

politics. Sovereignty today is not entirely absolute due to 

international cooperation and obligations. 

While Austin’s theory of sovereignty laid important groundwork 

and clarified the concept of supreme authority, its rigid legal 

positivism and absolutist conception limit its applicability in modern 

democratic, federal, and international contexts. It oversimplifies 

sovereignty by ignoring popular will, pluralism, morality, and legal 

pluralism, making it less useful for explaining the evolving and 

complex nature of state power today. 



 

 

 

8. Explain the pluralistic theory of sovereignty. How does it differ 

from Austin’s monistic theory? 

Ans:- The pluralistic theory of sovereignty offers a distinct 

perspective from traditional monistic concepts. It emphasizes the 

coexistence of multiple sources of authority and power within 

society rather than concentrating absolute power in the hands of the 

state alone. This theory emerged as a reaction to the rigid, absolute 

sovereignty proposed by classical thinkers like John Austin. 

Pluralistic Theory of Sovereignty 

The pluralistic theory recognizes that several autonomous groups 

and associations—such as religious organizations, trade unions, 

voluntary associations, and professional bodies—exercise 

significant influence and authority alongside the state. According to 

pluralists, the state is just one among many associations in society 

and does not hold absolute or indivisible power. 

Key features of the pluralistic theory include: 

 Shared Sovereignty: Sovereignty is divided among various social 

groups and institutions rather than being concentrated in a single 

sovereign entity. This decentralization limits the state’s dominance. 

 Coordination Rather than Domination: The state’s role is to 

coordinate and harmonize the interests of diverse groups rather than 

impose its will unilaterally. It acts as a mediator, balancing 

conflicting claims to ensure societal welfare or the common good. 

 Limited State Power: The state's powers are constrained by social 

customs, conventions, as well as international laws and treaties, 

highlighting that it is not omnipotent. 

 Autonomy of Groups: Various associations enjoy autonomy in their 

respective spheres and often act as sovereign within their domains. 



 

 

 Law and Public Opinion: Laws are obeyed less due to fear of 

sanctions and more because of the force of public opinion, social 

utility, and legitimacy. 

Difference from Austin’s Monistic Theory 

Austin’s theory of sovereignty is monistic and absolutist: 

sovereignty is ultimate, indivisible, and vested in one supreme 

authority (the sovereign), who commands without obligation to 

obey anyone else. It regards the state as the sole source of supreme 

power and denies sovereignty to any other group. 

In contrast, pluralism rejects these points and argues for the 

dispersion of power. It denies the state’s monopoly over supreme 

authority and views sovereignty as plural, constitutional, and 

responsible. Pluralists assert that concentrating power in the hands 

of the state risks authoritarianism, whereas division of power 

safeguards liberty and protects minority interests. 

The pluralistic theory of sovereignty challenges the absolutism of 

Austin’s monistic view by presenting sovereignty as 

a decentralized, shared, and dynamic concept involving multiple 

centers of power within society. While Austin emphasizes a single, 

supreme sovereign, pluralism highlights the complexity and 

diversity of modern political communities where various 

associations coexist and exercise authority, shaping a more 

democratic and participatory understanding of sovereignty. 

 

9. Discuss the contribution of thinkers like Harold Laski and 

G.D.H. Cole to the pluralistic theory of sovereignty. 

Ans:- Harold Laski and G.D.H. Cole are two prominent thinkers 

who significantly contributed to the development of the pluralistic 

theory of sovereignty. Their ideas emerged in response to the 



 

 

absolutist and monistic views of sovereignty, such as those proposed 

by John Austin, and emphasized the dispersal of power among 

various groups and institutions within society. 

Contribution of Harold Laski 

Harold Laski criticized the notion of absolute sovereignty 

concentrated in a single authority, arguing that such concentration 

leads to authoritarianism and suppression of individual freedoms. 

He emphasized the distribution of power among various social and 

political groups such as trade unions, corporations, political parties, 

and voluntary associations. According to Laski, this pluralism acts 

as a safeguard against tyranny and protects individual rights and 

liberties. 

Laski stressed the importance of group representation and believed 

that different interest groups should have an active role in decision-

making processes, ensuring that multiple perspectives are 

considered. He also recognized the role of political parties as 

mediators between conflicting interests, facilitating compromise 

and democratic governance. Moreover, Laski highlighted the 

protection of minority rights and the necessity of democratic 

accountability within a pluralist framework. 

Despite supporting pluralism, Laski also acknowledged its 

limitations, such as power imbalances where some groups might 

dominate due to greater resources. He advocated for systematic 

efforts to address inequalities and promote equitable power 

distribution. 

Contribution of G.D.H. Cole 

G.D.H. Cole further developed the pluralistic theory by focusing on 

the limits of state power and emphasizing the autonomy of social 

groups. He argued that the state is one among many associations in 

society and does not hold absolute authority over other 



 

 

organizations. The state’s role is primarily to mediate conflicts 

between groups rather than impose its will unilaterally. 

Cole highlighted that many voluntary associations regulate their 

own affairs independently, and the state intervenes only when 

necessary to protect common interests or resolve disputes. He 

asserted that the state should be responsive to the claims and needs 

of diverse groups without suppressing their autonomy. 

Additionally, Cole pointed to the dangers of over-identifying with 

groups to the extent that loyalty to a particular group could surpass 

loyalty to the state, potentially fragmenting social unity. He 

advocated for the state to balance these interests fairly, acting as an 

agent that harmonizes competing claims. 

Harold Laski and G.D.H. Cole enriched the pluralistic theory of 

sovereignty by emphasizing the distribution and limitation of power 

across multiple social groups and institutions. They challenged the 

concept of absolute sovereignty, advocating for a system where 

power is decentralized, minority rights are protected, and the state 

acts as a mediator among diverse interests. Their contributions 

remain vital to understanding modern democratic and pluralistic 

societies, highlighting the need for balance between state authority 

and group autonomy. 

 

10. Compare and contrast monistic theory of sovereignty 

(Austin) and pluralistic theory of sovereignty (Laski). 

Ans:- The monistic theory of sovereignty, notably advanced by John 

Austin, and the pluralistic theory, championed by thinkers like 

Harold Laski, represent two foundational and contrasting 

perspectives on the nature and distribution of sovereign power 

within a state. Understanding their differences is essential to grasp 

the complex political realities of sovereignty and authority. 



 

 

Comparison Between Austin’s Monistic Theory and Laski’s 

Pluralistic Theory 

Austin’s Monistic Theory of Sovereignty: 

 Austin defined sovereignty as the supreme, indivisible, and absolute 

power vested in a determinate human superior or sovereign 

authority. 

 The sovereign commands habitual obedience from the majority of 

the society and is not subject to any higher authority. 

 Sovereignty is unitary and centralized, meaning there is a single 

source of ultimate law and authority within a state. 

 Austin emphasized legal positivism, separating law from morality, 

and viewed laws strictly as commands issued by the sovereign 

backed by sanctions. 

 This theory does not accommodate power-sharing or plural 

interests; the sovereign's power is final and unlimited. 

Laski’s Pluralistic Theory of Sovereignty: 

 Laski rejected the idea of absolute, indivisible state sovereignty and 

advocated for the dispersion of power among multiple social groups 

and associations. 

 Sovereignty is shared and divided among various autonomous 

groups like trade unions, voluntary organizations, local 

governments, and political parties. 

 He argued that power is not centralized but instead exists in a plural 

society where different bodies exercise control in their respective 

spheres. 

 Pluralism emphasizes the importance of democratic participation, 

group representation, and protection of minority rights against the 

dominance of a single authority. 

 The state acts more as a mediator and coordinator of different social 

interests rather than the supreme ruler. 



 

 

Contrast Summary 

 Centralization vs. Dispersion: Austin’s theory centers sovereignty 

exclusively in the state, while Laski’s pluralism disperses 

sovereignty across multiple societal groups. 

 Absolute vs. Partial Sovereignty: Austin views sovereignty as 

absolute and indivisible; Laski sees it as relative and limited by other 

centers of power. 

 Legal Positivism vs. Group Pluralism: Austin focuses on legal 

command backed by sanctions; Laski stresses social and political 

realities of power sharing. 

 State as Sole Authority vs. State as Coordinator: Austin’s sovereign 

authoritatively commands, whereas Laski perceives the state as a 

harmonious coordinator among diverse groups. 

Austin’s monistic theory of sovereignty provides a clear, 

centralized, and formal picture of supreme authority within a state 

but falls short in explaining the complexity of modern plural 

societies. Laski’s pluralistic theory complements this by 

acknowledging the diffusion of power and the multiplicity of social 

groups that shape governance today. Together, these theories enrich 

our understanding of sovereignty’s evolving nature in political 

thought. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

UNIT-5 

Forms of Government: Democratic and Dictatorial; Unitary and 

Federal; Parliamentary and Presidential. 

2-4 marks  

1. Define democracy. Mention any two features of a democratic 

form of government. 

1. Ans:- Democracy is a system of government where power is vested 

in the people, who exercise it either directly or through freely elected 

representatives. 

Two features of a democratic government are: 

 Free and fair elections where citizens have the right to vote. 

 Respect for fundamental human rights such as freedom of speech 

and equality before the law. 

2. Differentiate between democracy and dictatorship (any two 

points). 

 Ans:- In democracy, power is exercised by the people through 

voting, while in dictatorship, power is concentrated in the hands of 

one ruler or a small group. 

 Democracies respect individual freedoms and rights, whereas 

dictatorships often suppress political opposition and limit freedoms. 

3. What do you mean by a unitary form of government? Give one 

example. 

Ans:-  A unitary form of government is one in which all powers are 

centralized in a single central government, which may delegate 

authority but retains ultimate control. Example: The United 

Kingdom. 



 

 

4. Write two features of a federal government. 

 Ans:- Power is divided between a central government and regional 

governments (states or provinces). 

 Both central and regional governments have their own areas of 

jurisdiction and autonomy. 

5. Explain the difference between a parliamentary and a 

presidential form of government (any two points). 

 Ans:- In a parliamentary system, the executive is drawn from the 

legislature and depends on its confidence, while in a presidential 

system, the executive is separate and independently elected. 

 The head of state and head of government are usually separate in 

parliamentary systems, but combined in presidential systems. 

6. Give any two merits of a democratic government. 

 Ans:- Ensures political stability through regular elections. 

 Protects citizens' rights and freedoms. 

7. Mention two demerits of a dictatorial form of government. 

 Ans:-  Lack of political freedom and suppression of opposition. 

 Risk of abuse of power and corruption. 

8. What is meant by a parliamentary government? Give one 

example. 

Ans:-  A parliamentary government is a system where the executive 

is chosen from and is responsible to the legislature. Example: India 

9. Name two countries having a presidential system of 

government. 



 

 

 Ans:- United States of America 

 Brazil 

10. State any two differences between a unitary and a federal 

government. 

 Ans:-  Unitary government has centralized power, while federal 

government divides power between central and regional 

governments. 

 In a unitary government, regional authorities derive power from the 

central government; in a federal system, regional governments have 

constitutionally guaranteed powers. 

 

8-10 marks  

1. Differentiate between Democracy and Dictatorship. Give 

suitable examples of each form of government. 

Ans:- Democracy and dictatorship represent two opposing forms of 

government. Democracy emphasizes the role of the people in 

governing and protecting individual liberties, while dictatorship 

centralizes power in the hands of a single ruler or a small group, 

often curtailing political freedoms. Understanding their differences 

is critical for comprehending various political systems worldwide. 

Differences Between Democracy and Dictatorship 

Source of Power: 

In a democracy, the power originates from the people who exercise 

sovereignty by voting and electing their representatives through free 

and fair elections. In dictatorships, power is concentrated in an 



 

 

individual or a small group who often acquire power through force, 

inheritance, or manipulation, without genuine electoral processes. 

Leadership and Selection: 

Democratic leaders are chosen through transparent elections 

involving competition among political parties. For instance, 

countries like India and the United States uphold democratic 

governance with regular elections. Dictatorial leaders, such as North 

Korea’s Kim Jong-un or Syria’s Bashar al-Assad, typically ascend 

to power without public elections or through heavily rigged 

processes. 

Political Freedoms and Rights: 

Democracy guarantees political freedoms, freedom of speech, 

assembly, and protection of human rights. Media acts as a watchdog, 

and opposition parties operate freely. Conversely, dictatorships 

suppress dissent, restrict civil liberties, and control media to 

maintain their grip on power. 

Decision-Making Process: 

Democratic decisions are typically participatory, involving debate, 

pluralism, and checks and balances through legislative, executive, 

and judicial branches. In dictatorships, decisions are centralized 

with little or no consultation or transparency. 

Accountability and Rule of Law: 

Democratic governments are accountable to the people and subject 

to constitutional limitations. Peaceful transitions of power are 

standard through elections. Dictatorships often ignore legal 

constraints, rule arbitrarily, and may remain in power indefinitely. 



 

 

Examples: 

Democracy: India, United States, Germany 

Dictatorship: North Korea, Syria, Belarus 

Democracy and dictatorship represent fundamentally different ways 

of governing a society. Democracies uphold people's sovereignty, 

political freedoms, and accountability, while dictatorships 

consolidate power in few hands, limiting freedoms and often 

resorting to coercion. Each system impacts society’s political 

culture, rights, and development differently, underscoring the 

significance of political governance models. 

 

2. "Democracy ensures the participation of people, while 

dictatorship emphasizes authority." Discuss with reference to 

their features. 

Ans:- The essential difference between democracy and dictatorship 

lies in their approach to governance: democracy ensures the active 

participation of the people in political processes, while dictatorship 

focuses on authoritative control by a single ruler or group. This 

distinction is reflected in their respective features and principles. 

Democracy Ensures Participation 

In democracy, power truly rests with the people, exercised either 

directly or through elected representatives. Key features that 

facilitate participation include: 

 Free and Fair Elections: Citizens choose leaders through transparent 

voting processes, ensuring government accountability and 

responsiveness to public will. 



 

 

 Political Freedom: People have the right to express opinions, form 

political parties, and engage in debates freely. 

 Rule of Law and Protection of Rights: Fundamental rights such as 

freedom of speech, assembly, and religion are safeguarded, enabling 

citizens to participate without fear. 

 Inclusive Decision-Making: Mechanisms like town hall meetings, 

citizens’ assemblies, and participatory budgeting promote direct 

involvement in policy-making. 

 Transparency and Accountability: Governments are answerable to 

the electorate, with independent media and civil society playing 

watchdog roles. 

This participatory foundation fosters a dynamic relationship 

between the government and its citizens, leading to more legitimate 

and effective governance. Examples such as India and the United 

States exemplify how broad-based participation contributes to 

democratic stability. 

Dictatorship Emphasizes Authority 

Contrastingly, dictatorship centralizes power in one individual or a 

small elite. Its main features include: 

 Concentration of Power: The dictator or ruling group holds supreme 

authority, often unchecked by laws or opposition. 

 Lack of Political Freedom: Freedom of expression, assembly, and 

opposition are severely restricted or suppressed. 

 Coercion and Control: Fear, censorship, and force maintain control 

over the population. 



 

 

 Absence of Accountability: Leaders are not accountable to the 

people, and political opponents often face persecution. 

 Centralized Decision-Making: Policies are imposed top-down 

without public consultation. 

Examples include regimes like North Korea and Syria, where 

participation is minimal and authority is exercised through strict 

control and repression. 

Democracy and dictatorship fundamentally differ in their treatment 

of people’s role in governance. Democracy empowers citizens to 

participate, shaping policies and holding leaders accountable. 

Dictatorship prioritizes authority and control, limiting participation 

and concentrating power. These contrasting features highlight the 

importance of participation for political legitimacy and rights 

protection in democratic societies. 

 

3. Explain the merits and demerits of a democratic form of 

government. Do you think democracy is the best form of 

government? Justify. 

Ans:- Democracy is a form of government where power is vested in 

the hands of the people, either directly or through elected 

representatives. Like any political system, it comes with merits and 

demerits, which impact its effectiveness and functioning in different 

contexts. Understanding these helps evaluate whether democracy is 

the best form of government. 

Merits of Democracy 



 

 

 Protection of Individual Rights: Democracy guarantees civil 

liberties such as freedom of speech, religion, and assembly, ensuring 

respect for human dignity. 

 Accountability and Transparency: Elected representatives are 

accountable to the people, and governmental actions are subject to 

public scrutiny through free press and opposition parties. 

 Political Participation: Democracy encourages broad participation 

through voting and civic engagement, allowing people to influence 

policies and leadership. 

 Peaceful Transfer of Power: Democratic systems allow for regular, 

peaceful change in leadership through elections, reducing conflicts 

and revolutions. 

 Rule of Law: Laws apply equally to all, safeguarding justice and 

preventing arbitrary rule. 

 Encourages Pluralism and Tolerance: Democracy acknowledges 

diverse views and promotes social harmony. 

Demerits of Democracy 

 Slow Decision-Making: Due to debates, multiple consultations, and 

checks and balances, democracy can be slow in responding to crises 

or implementing policies. 

 Potential for Corruption: Politicians may prioritize personal or party 

interests over public good, leading to corruption or clientelism. 

 Majoritarianism Risk: The majority can sometimes override 

minority rights, leading to “tyranny of the majority.” 

 Voter Apathy and Ignorance: Lack of informed participation can 

result in poor electoral choices and weakened accountability. 



 

 

 Political Instability: Frequent elections and party rivalries can cause 

instability and policy inconsistency. 

 High Costs: Running elections and maintaining democratic 

institutions can be financially burdensome. 

Is Democracy the Best Form of Government? 

Despite its drawbacks, democracy is widely regarded as the best 

form of government because it fundamentally respects human 

dignity and promotes freedom, participation, and accountability. 

While no system is perfect, the ability of democracy to correct errors 

through elections and provide a platform for diverse voices gives it 

a moral and practical advantage over authoritarian regimes which 

concentrate power and suppress freedoms. 

Democracy’s emphasis on the rule of law and institutional checks 

helps prevent abuse of power. However, its effectiveness depends 

on citizens’ active engagement and strong institutions to mitigate its 

weaknesses. 

Democracy’s merits of freedoms, participation, accountability, and 

peaceful governance outweigh its demerits such as slow processes 

and risks of corruption. It remains the most equitable and just form 

of government, with the capacity for reform and adaptability, 

making it the preferred system for promoting human welfare and 

political stability. 

4. Distinguish between Unitary and Federal forms of government 

with examples. Which form is more suitable for a large and 

diverse country like India? 

Ans:- Forms of government can be broadly classified into unitary 

and federal systems based on the distribution of power between 



 

 

central and regional authorities. Understanding the distinctions 

between these systems is crucial, especially for large and diverse 

countries like India, where managing diversity and maintaining 

unity present unique challenges. 

Difference Between Unitary and Federal Forms of Government 

1. Distribution of Power: 

 In a unitary government, all powers are concentrated in a 

single central authority. The central government makes laws 

and decisions binding on the entire country, and regional or 

local units, if they exist, exercise only those powers delegated 

by the center. For example, the United Kingdom and France 

operate under unitary systems. 

 In a federal government, power is constitutionally divided 

between the central government and various regional 

governments (states, provinces). Both levels operate 

independently within their domains. The United States and 

Canada are prime examples of federal systems. 

2. Legal and Constitutional Structure: 

 A unitary system may or may not have a written constitution. 

Changes in power distribution can be made by the central 

government without complex procedures. 

 A federal system has a written, rigid constitution that clearly 

outlines powers for each level and requires special 

amendments to alter this distribution. 

3. Autonomy of Subunits: 

 Subnational units in a unitary system do not have autonomy 

and are subordinate to the central government. 



 

 

 In federal systems, states or provinces have considerable 

autonomy, with their own legislatures, executives, and 

sometimes judicial systems. 

4. Judiciary: 

 Unitary states may or may not have a separate judiciary to 

adjudicate disputes between central and regional authorities. 

The central courts have supreme authority. 

 Federal countries have a special constitutional court or 

supreme court that resolves conflicts between different levels 

of government. 

5. Uniformity vs. Diversity: 

 Unitary governments maintain uniform laws and policies 

throughout the state, promoting national integration. 

 Federal systems accommodate regional diversity by allowing 

states to enact policies suited to their unique demographic, 

cultural, or economic contexts. 

Which Form is More Suitable for India? 

India, with its vast population, linguistic diversity, and cultural 

heterogeneity, is better served by a federal system of government. 

Federalism allows diverse groups to exercise self-rule in their own 

areas while maintaining unity at the national level. It provides a 

constitutional balance between autonomy and integration, 

accommodating differences without threatening national 

sovereignty. 

India’s Constitution reflects federal principles with a clear division 

of powers between the Union and the states, a written and rigid 

constitution, and an independent judiciary. This arrangement helps 



 

 

manage conflicts, fosters political participation, and enables 

developmental policies tailored to regional needs. 

The unitary form centralizes power for efficiency and uniformity, 

while federalism distributes power to respect diversity and regional 

autonomy. For a large and diverse country like India, federalism is 

more suitable as it balances unity with diversity, allowing the 

country to function cohesively while respecting its pluralistic nature. 

5. Discuss the essential features of a Federal system. How does the 

Indian Constitution reflect federalism? 

Ans:- A federal system of government is one in which power is 

constitutionally divided between a central authority and constituent 

political units, such as states or provinces. This division helps 

accommodate diversity while maintaining unity. Understanding the 

essential features of federalism is essential to see how it functions 

effectively, especially in a diverse country like India. 

Essential Features of a Federal System 

1. Dual Government: 

Federalism involves two or more levels of government, each with 

its own authority and functions. In India, there is the Union (central) 

government and separate state governments, both functioning 

independently within their jurisdiction. 

2. Written and Rigid Constitution: 

Federal systems are typically governed by a written constitution that 

clearly distributes powers between the central and state 

governments. The Indian Constitution explicitly divides legislative 

subjects in the Seventh Schedule and cannot be altered unilaterally 

by either level. 



 

 

3. Division of Powers: 

Powers and responsibilities are divided between different levels of 

government. India's Constitution specifies this division in three lists: 

Union List (central), State List (states), and Concurrent List 

(shared). 

4. Independent Judiciary: 

An independent judiciary interprets the constitution and adjudicates 

disputes between various levels of government. The Supreme Court 

of India acts as the final arbiter in conflicts between the Centre and 

states, ensuring both operate within constitutional limits. 

5. Bicameral Legislature: 

Federal systems often have a bicameral legislature, where one house 

represents the population proportionally, and the other represents the 

states equally or as entities. India’s Parliament consists of the Lok 

Sabha (people's house) and Rajya Sabha (Council of States). 

6. Financial Autonomy: 

Both central and state governments have independent financial 

resources and taxation powers, ensuring autonomy in governance. 

Federalism in the Indian Constitution 

The Indian Constitution reflects federal principles through: 

 Clear division of subjects between Centre and states in the Seventh 

Schedule. 

 Dual government system with separate executive and legislative 

branches at the Centre and states. 

 An independent Supreme Court to resolve conflicts. 

 Bicameral parliament which includes a Council of States 

representing states. 



 

 

 Rigid constitution making unilateral changes difficult, fostering 

balance and stability. 

Though India shows some unitary features, its federal structure 

accommodates linguistic, cultural, and regional diversity, ensuring 

governance suited to local needs. 

The essential features of federalism—dual government, 

constitutional division of powers, independent judiciary, and 

bicameral legislature—ensure a balance between unity and 

diversity. The Indian Constitution embodies these principles, 

making federalism the most suitable governance model for its large, 

diverse population, promoting integrity while respecting regional 

autonomy. 

6. What are the key differences between Parliamentary and 

Presidential forms of government? Give examples of countries 

following each. 

Ans:- Parliamentary and presidential systems are two primary forms 

of democratic governance. Each system defines the relationship 

between the executive and legislative branches differently and 

impacts political accountability, stability, and leadership selection. 

Key Differences Between Parliamentary and Presidential Forms of 

Government 

1. Structure of Executive: 

 Parliamentary: Dual executive; the head of state (often a 

monarch or president) is separate from the head of government 

(prime minister). The prime minister leads the government and 

is part of the legislature. 



 

 

 Presidential: Single executive; the president serves as both 

head of state and head of government, combining ceremonial 

and executive powers. 

2. Selection of Executive: 

 Parliamentary: The prime minister is elected by the majority 

party or coalition in the legislature. 

 Presidential: The president is elected independently by the 

people or an electoral college. 

3. Relationship Between Executive and Legislature: 

 Parliamentary: Fusion of powers; the executive is accountable 

to the legislature and can be removed by a vote of no 

confidence. 

 Presidential: Separation of powers; the executive and 

legislature are independent. The president has fixed tenure and 

cannot be removed by the legislature except through 

impeachment. 

4. Tenure: 

 Parliamentary: Tenure of the prime minister is not fixed and 

depends on maintaining the confidence of the legislature. 

 Presidential: The president has a fixed term. 

5. Cabinet Membership: 

 Parliamentary: Cabinet members are usually members of the 

legislature. 

 Presidential: Cabinet members may or may not be legislators. 

6. Dissolution of Legislature: 



 

 

 Parliamentary: The prime minister can dissolve the lower 

house and call for elections before the term ends. 

 Presidential: The president cannot dissolve the legislature. 

7. Accountability: 

 Parliamentary: The executive is directly accountable to the 

legislature. 

 Presidential: The executive is not responsible to the 

legislature. 

Examples 

 Parliamentary: India, United Kingdom, Canada, Australia 

 Presidential: United States, Brazil, Indonesia 

Parliamentary and presidential systems differ significantly in 

executive-legislature relations, leadership selection, and 

accountability mechanisms. Parliamentary systems promote greater 

integration and legislative control over the executive, while 

presidential systems emphasize stable, independent leadership. 

Each system suits different political cultures and historical contexts, 

with parliamentary democracy prevalent in countries like India and 

presidential democracy dominant in the United States. 

7. Examine the role of the Prime Minister in a Parliamentary 

system of government. How is it different from the role of the 

President in a Presidential system? 

Ans:- The role of the Prime Minister in a parliamentary system and 

the President in a presidential system illustrate two distinct forms of 

executive leadership in governance. The Prime Minister is the head 

of government responsible for day-to-day administration and 



 

 

policy-making, while the President in a presidential system 

combines the roles of head of state and government with distinct 

powers and responsibilities. 

Role of the Prime Minister in a Parliamentary System 

The Prime Minister is the head of government and leader of the 

majority party in the legislature (e.g., Lok Sabha in India). He or she 

is appointed by the President but must enjoy the confidence of the 

majority in the lower house. The Prime Minister presides over the 

Cabinet, coordinates policy-making, and directs the administration. 

Key functions include: 

 Leading the Council of Ministers: The Prime Minister recommends 

appointments and removals of ministers, allocates portfolios, and 

presides over cabinet meetings. The government functions depend 

heavily on the PM’s leadership. 

 Link Between President and Cabinet: The PM advises the President 

on key appointments and acts as the main channel of communication 

between the President and the Council of Ministers. 

 Legislative Leadership: The PM plays an active role in Parliament, 

setting the government's legislative agenda and speaking on policy 

matters. 

 Crisis Management and Foreign Policy: The Prime Minister 

represents the nation internationally and manages internal and 

external crises. 

 Dependent Tenure: The PM holds office only as long as he or she 

maintains the confidence of the legislature, making the position 

susceptible to parliamentary support. 

Role of the President in a Presidential System 



 

 

The President is both head of state and head of government, elected 

independently from the legislature for a fixed term. The President’s 

powers are constitutionally defined and not dependent on legislative 

confidence. Key characteristics: 

 Separation of Powers: The President operates independently of the 

legislature and judiciary, providing checks and balances within the 

government. 

 Fixed Term and Stability: The President cannot be easily removed 

except through impeachment, ensuring stable executive tenure. 

 Executive Authority: The President appoints cabinet members, 

oversees foreign policy, commands the armed forces, and enforces 

laws. 

 Less Dependence on Legislature: The President cannot dissolve the 

legislature nor rely on it for survival, unlike a Prime Minister. 

 Direct Mandate from the People: The President derives legitimacy 

from direct election, separate from the legislative body. 

The Prime Minister in a parliamentary system is a primus inter pares 

(first among equals), deriving authority from legislative confidence 

and leading the government collaboratively. In contrast, the 

President in a presidential system is a separate, independently 

elected executive with fixed tenure and broader autonomous 

powers. These differences reflect the distinct principles 

underpinning parliamentary and presidential governance, shaping 

political dynamics and executive-legislative relations in varied 

democracies. 

 



 

 

8. “In a federal system, powers are divided, while in a unitary 

system, powers are centralized.” Explain with suitable 

examples. 

Ans:-  Forms of government vary primarily in how political power 

is distributed within a country. A federal system divides powers 

constitutionally between central and regional governments, while 

a unitary system centralizes power in a single national government. 

This fundamental difference impacts governance, policy-making, 

and citizen participation. 

Federal System: Division of Powers 

In a federal system, sovereignty is constitutionally split between the 

national government and constituent units like states or provinces. 

Both levels have independent authority over certain policy areas, 

and one cannot abolish the other. For example, in the United States, 

the federal government controls national defense and currency, 

while states handle education and local law enforcement. Federal 

constitutions usually specify these powers and often provide courts 

to resolve disputes. 

Federalism promotes regional autonomy, allowing diverse 

populations to tailor policies to local needs and maintain cultural 

identities. It also encourages innovation in governance, as states can 

experiment with policies independently. Canada, Australia, and 

India have federal systems permitting significant power sharing to 

manage regional diversity effectively. 

Unitary System: Centralization of Powers 

A unitary government concentrates legal and political power in a 

single central authority. Regional or local governments, if they exist, 

function primarily as administrative branches, exercising powers 



 

 

delegated by the central government. France and the United 

Kingdom exemplify unitary systems. Even when local councils have 

elected representatives, the central government can restructure or 

dissolve them. 

This centralization allows for uniform laws and policies, 

streamlined administration, and quicker decisions. However, it may 

overlook regional differences and limit local participation in 

governance. 

The essential distinction between federal and unitary systems lies in 

the constitutional division versus centralization of power. 

Federalism balances unity with regional autonomy, accommodating 

diversity and complexity, while unitary governance offers 

centralized control and uniformity. For large, diverse countries, 

federalism provides a practical framework; smaller or more 

homogenous nations often prefer unitary systems for efficiency and 

coherence. 

 

9. Compare the stability and accountability of governments in 

Parliamentary and Presidential systems. Which system do you 

think is better and why? 

Ans:- Parliamentary and presidential systems represent two distinct 

models of democratic governance, differing fundamentally in their 

mechanisms for political stability and accountability. Examining 

these differences helps understand which system better suits 

particular political contexts. 

Stability in Parliamentary and Presidential Systems 



 

 

 Parliamentary System: Stability depends on the confidence of the 

legislature. The prime minister’s tenure relies on majority support 

and can be dissolved through a vote of no confidence, potentially 

causing instability during political crises or coalition breakdowns. 

However, parliamentary systems tend to be more adaptable and 

responsive, capable of adjusting leadership quickly without 

gridlock. Countries like the United Kingdom and India exhibit such 

flexible governance. 

 Presidential System: The president has a fixed tenure, insulated 

from legislative confidence votes, ensuring executive stability. This 

independent tenure avoids frequent government collapses common 

in parliamentary democracies. However, presidential systems can 

suffer from policy gridlocks, especially when the executive and 

legislature are controlled by opposing parties. Examples include the 

United States and Brazil, where such deadlocks can delay 

governance. 

Accountability in Parliamentary and Presidential Systems 

 Parliamentary System: The executive is directly accountable to the 

legislature and, through it, to the people. Ministers, including the 

prime minister, are members of the legislature and must respond to 

parliamentary scrutiny. This integration facilitates clearer lines of 

responsibility and swifter removal of ineffective leaders. 

 Presidential System: The executive and legislature are separate and 

independently elected, often muddying accountability. Frequent 

disputes may arise, allowing both branches to shift blame. The 

president has no responsibility to the legislature except under 

impeachment conditions, which limits day-to-day political 

accountability. 



 

 

Which System is Better and Why? 

A parliamentary system is often considered more conducive to 

accountability due to the fusion of executive and legislative 

functions, enabling responsive and collective leadership. Although 

it may face short-term instability, it offers flexibility and quicker 

political corrections. 

In contrast, a presidential system provides executive stability 

through fixed terms but risks creating institutional deadlocks and 

diluted accountability. It may also concentrate power excessively in 

the executive, posing risks to democratic checks and balances. 

Overall, parliamentary systems are generally preferred for fostering 

democratic responsiveness and effective governance, especially in 

diverse, multiparty countries. 

While presidential systems ensure stable tenure for the executive, 

parliamentary systems offer stronger legislative control and clearer 

accountability, promoting responsive governance. The choice 

depends on political culture and institutional setup, but 

parliamentary democracy often better balances stability with 

accountability in diverse democracies. 

 

10. Critically analyze the advantages and disadvantages of 

Dictatorship. Why has dictatorship often failed in the modern 

world? 

Ans:- Dictatorship is a form of government where absolute power 

is concentrated in one person or a small group, often without 

constitutional limitations. While it has certain advantages like 

stability and efficient decision-making, it also has serious 



 

 

drawbacks which explain why it has often failed in the modern 

world. 

Advantages of Dictatorship 

 Decisive Leadership: Dictatorships can make swift decisions 

without the delays of democratic debate, enhancing efficiency, 

especially in emergencies like wars or economic crises. 

 Political Stability: With concentrated power, dictatorships often 

avoid political infighting and frequent changes in government, 

providing continuity and stable governance. 

 Unified National Direction: The regime can pursue long-term 

national projects without opposition, as seen in infrastructure 

development or military expansion in some authoritarian states. 

 Reduced Bureaucratic Delays: Centralized authority allows 

bypassing of complex legislative procedures for faster policy 

implementation. 

Disadvantages of Dictatorship 

 Abuse of Power: Lack of checks and balances often leads to 

corruption, nepotism, and exploitation of power for personal gain. 

 Suppression of Political Freedoms: Dictatorships limit freedom of 

speech, assembly, and political participation, creating a culture of 

fear and oppression. 

 Human Rights Violations: Political opponents, minorities, and 

dissenters often face persecution, censorship, and imprisonment. 

 Economic Mismanagement: Without accountability, economic 

policies can become inefficient or self-serving, leading to stagnation 

or crisis. 



 

 

 Social Unrest: Suppressed grievances often lead to protests, 

uprisings, or revolutions, causing instability. 

 Lack of Innovation: Fear of dissent stifles creativity and intellectual 

freedom essential for progress. 

Why Dictatorships Often Fail in the Modern World 

Dictatorships frequently fail because unchecked power breeds 

corruption, inefficiency, and alienates citizens by denying them 

political rights. The absence of public accountability impedes 

reform, creating social tensions that eventually destabilize regimes. 

Increased global emphasis on human rights and democratization, 

along with international isolation and sanctions, further challenge 

dictatorships. Popular uprisings like the Arab Spring highlight that 

prolonged oppression often leads to collapse, showing the 

unsustainability of authoritarian rule in modern society. 

While dictatorships may promise stability and efficiency initially, 

their inherent suppression of freedoms, lack of accountability, and 

tendency toward abuse often result in social unrest and failure. The 

modern world's growing demand for democratic rights and 

transparency means dictatorships face increasing internal and 

external pressures, making democracy the preferred and more 

sustainable form of governance. 
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