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SECTION – A 
 
Q.1) a) Discuss the political sociology approach of the comparative political analysis. 
 
According to John Blondel, "Comparative Politics is the study of the patterns of national governments 
in the contemporary world." Comparative politics is the methodical examination and evaluation of the 
various political structures found around the world. 
 
The political sociology approach examines, among other things, the interaction between governing 
bodies and the general public as well as competing social forces and interests. 
It is the study of the interactions and bonds that exist between politics and civilization, or between a 
political system and the social, economic, and cultural context in which it operates. As a result, the 
interaction between the state and society is its main focus. 
 
Political sociology, in the words of Professor A.K. Mukopadhyaya, "is like a marriage of political 
science and sociology, wherein the child contains features of both disciplines, but is also different 
from its parents." 
Marxian Perspective:  Karl Marx undertook the study of modern political sociology, at the initial 
level. He contends that understanding the fundamental makeup of society is crucial to 
comprehending politics. In this way, caste-class ties influence politics. 
 
However, critics of the political sociology approach contend that because it favoured sociology over 
states, it caused dispersion in state thinking, which ultimately caused each state to lose its distinct 
identity. Samuel P. Huntington is credited with describing the social stratification view of politics as 
a type of sociological reductionism with inherent flaws due to the lack of institutional and cultural 
influences. 
 
The current state of the political sociology approach : It has evolved into a new, hybrid field that 
combines politics and society, not only as a method. Major works on Indian politics can be seen by 
Prof. Rajni Kothari’s study of role of Caste in India and Party System of India, as well as Andre 
Beteille's work on Indian social structures. 
 
Later, it turned politics into a factor that was dependent on society. However, there was a chance that 
political science might cease to exist as a distinct discipline. Scholars like Theda Skopol advocated 
"bringing the state back in" in this manner. Neo-institutionalism then begins to arise as a result of 
this. 
 
b) Differences and similarities in pressure group politics in developed and developing countries. 
 

Group dynamics now play a significant role in both domestic and international politics. These 
organisations can now claim a larger influence on the decisions made by intergovernmental bodies 
and foreign ministries owing to organisational and propaganda strategies. 
The industrial and communications revolutions have combined to increase the options available to 
citizen groups to contribute to the formulation of policy in the United States' governmental structure, 
which is characterised by undisciplined political parties. 
 
The outcomes of such groups' activities in terms of foreign policies are rarely consistent because a 
compromise between their competing goals is required. The external environment elevates the armed 
forces, who are accustomed to lobbying, to a new level of influence in long-term planning. 
National unity is much feared in third world countries, according to Peter and Susan Culvert, who 
claim that pressure organisations are distrusted there and are especially dangerous when they take 
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the form of ethnic or community groupings. When a caste, ethnic group, or area in India controls 
state politics, that group will gain disproportionately from the distribution of jobs and contracts. As 
Weiner remarked, many government officials first tended to condemn this tendency as a violation of 
democratic principles. 
 
Pressure groups in various nations play a significant role in achieving a more stable government and 
pushing their countries in the direction of a democratic government because the majority of 
developing countries are in a transitional type of government after being freed from the shackles of 
the imperial powers. Pressure groups like the 88 Generation Students in Myanmar continue to push 
for the return of democracy to the country, which is now governed by the military. 
Many pressure groups oppose the government's economic and market policies in emerging nations. 
Typically, trade unions are these pressure groups. The Nigeria Labour Congress is a strong pressure 
group, or to be more precise, a trade union. 
 
An important characteristic of American pressure groups is their involvement in foreign policy 
concerns, which contrasts with their apparent lack of interest in such subjects in India. In contrast, 
pressure groups in India are more focused on issues and concerns related to domestic policy than on 
international policy. 
 
Pressure organisations in developed nations are viewed as the fourth branch of government, but in 
developing nations, they are not yet able to influence politics to the same extent. 
The United Nations and other postwar charters have acknowledged the involvement of international 
nonprofit organisations in formulating policy with a broader scope and impact. The modern system of 
pressure groups introduces an aspect of democratic control over policy, but with mixed impacts on 
the welfare of peoples under a nation-state system where nationalism sets up new states but the 
technology of security tends to weaken old ones. 
 
Similarities: Many nations view lobbying as a crucial component of democratic operation that 
enables people and organizations to properly influence choices that have an impact on them. India 
includedno nation in the world has outlawed lobbying. In fact, a few nations even regulate the activity; 
the USA, Canada, Australia, Germany, and Taiwan are notable examples. These nations view the 
freedom of citizens to lobby as valid. Instead of limiting access to decision-makers, regulations 
function as a tool to increase transparency in the policy-making process. 
 
Conclusion 
As society has grown increasingly complex and individuals are unable to pursue their interests 
independently, pressure groups are now recognised as a necessary and beneficial component of the 
democratic process. To increase the volume of their demands and exert pressure on the government, 
they require group backing. 
  
c) Compare the nature of states found in developed countries and in developing countries. 
 

Key Features of States in Developed and Developing Countries 
The Case of Developed Countries: 
Modern states are the key political institutions of rule which are in principle differentiated and 
distinct from both the rulers and the ruled. 
The modern state formed, developed, consolidated, and was borrowed as the centralized and 
organized institution of rule whose primary duty was to govern, safeguard, and encourage national 
transitions from agrarian to industrial society, as well as to support economic prosperity. 
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The modern state has historically been defined by its public institutions, sovereignty, and hegemony, 
as well as by its formal monopoly over legal coercion (violence) and its theoretically significant 
bureaucracy. 
 
Successful economic growth and successful states have, without exception, been closely intertwined, 
despite the fact that different states pursue various techniques. 
Modern states have had to respond to the demands of a wider set of civic rights, particularly more 
democratic participation in policy-making, and resources through tax and welfare arrangements in 
order to provide defence and ensure law and order. 
Goals for development have been influenced by the broad strategy pursued in the pursuit of 
economic growth, which in turn has been influenced by the nature of the public forces and alliances 
backing state authority. 
 
The Case of Developing (Third World) Countries: 
Most modern nations in the developing world have had their borders and primary institutions 
imposed from outside, in contrast to how modern states developed in Europe. 
With rare exceptions, colonial institutions of state were initially founded on extractive rather than 
progressive goals. 
These goals were reflected in the institutions of the colonial state's authority, which were 
characterised by usually authoritarian characteristics and intended to control and attract labour. 
The dichotomy of having strong autocratic (coercive) power and poor infrastructural and 
transformative capabilities characterised many more colonial governments. 
So many nations in the developing world attained independence during a time when strong regional 
and local economic and political pressures severely impeded the emergence of centralised, 
independent, and functional modern states. 
Patron-client relationships that were extended and institutionalised from top to bottom were 
frequently the foundation of colonial control. 
As formal institutions of the modern state evolved in the post-colonial era, these patronage-based 
institutions frequently transformed them, rendering them incapable of carrying out the modern 
state's primary duties, namely the encouragement, promotion, and support of economic progress. 
Numerous pre-modern political systems and patrimonial polities were embedded in the structures of 
the modern state, earning them the moniker "neo-patrimonial states". 
 
Conclusion 
Thus, it can be concluded that the state has continued to be central in the field of comparative 
politics despite having a variety of perspectives. Therefore, it should be understood that change is 
inevitable over time in any sort of economic system, and that the responsibilities and roles of the 
state will evolve and develop in response to these demands. 
  
d)  Main assumptions of structural functional approach. 
 

The systems approach also includes a variant known as structural functional analysis. The 
fundamental focus of structural functional analysis is the phenomenon of system management and 
maintenance. This method's fundamental theoretical premise is that all systems exist to carry out 
tasks through their structure. 
 
According to Young, the key question in this strategy is: "What structures fulfil what fundamental 
roles and under what circumstances in every particular society"? 
As an amendment to Easton's systems approach, Gabriel Almond offered the structural functional 
approach in his 1960 book The Politics of Developing Areas. He asserts that every political system has 
a structure, or legitimate patterns of social interaction, that serves to sustain order. The effectiveness 
of each political structure varies depending on the political system. 
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Assumptions  
 Every component of society serves a specific purpose and works together as a single, 

interconnected system to maintain equilibrium. 
 The presence of interconnectedness of system components 
 Stability is provided by the system's built-in mechanism. 
 Each system is unique in its structure, goals, guiding principles, and functions. 
 Functionalists emphasise upon standards and ideals that are "out there" and distinct from the 

individual. 
  Value consensus is important for preserving equilibrium. 

The structural-functional derivative describes the political system as being made up of many 
structures, such as activity patterns and institutions that are created as a result of certain roles. 
 
Significance: It aims to identify and examine the political system's structural elements. For instance, 
the judicial, executive, and legislative branches of government and how they function.It can be 
applied as an analytical tool for contrasting political structures. 
 
Critics counter that it only discusses the interactions between the structures, which are features of 
the many structures that make up the political system and ignores their purposes. Because it explains 
the western political system, or to be more precise, the American political system, it is only a micro-
level analysis and remains ethnocentric. 
  
e) Role of nuclear taboo 
 

Some realist researchers endorse the notion of deterrence, although liberals and social 
constructivists like Nina Tannenwald oppose it. 
In her book "The Nuclear Taboo," Nina Tannenwald acknowledges and values the efforts made by 
international organisations to stop nuclear attacks. 
Nina Tannenwald contends that the realist emphasis on self-interest and power and the rationalist 
cost-benefit analyses fall short of explaining the non-use of nuclear weapons since 1945. 
Nina Tannenwald has also examined how taboos and norms contribute to the nonproliferation of 
nuclear weapons. Taboos are cultural prohibitions that can be comprehended. She claims that 
because the USA once deployed nuclear weapons in Japan, public opinion around the world has 
turned against the widespread use of nuclear weapons. And the reason the United States didn't use 
nuclear weapons again after that is due to global public opinion and new cultural norms. 
Even at the expense of its own hegemony, the United States was forced to indirectly continue a 20-
year conflict. This demonstrates that norms and values do play a part in world politics. 
She claims that even if a treaty does not get rid of even one nuclear weapon, it will be crucial in 
helping to delegitimize them. She argues that the main goal of this treaty is to create new norms that 
will make having nuclear weapons less of a source of pride and more of a disgrace. As a result, she 
believes that we need to alter the way we view nuclear weapons. 
 
She stressed in a recent piece in Foreign Affairs that it is a misconception to think that simply 
because one country has a lot of nuclear weapons, they can force other countries to do what they 
want. A country will never tow the lines of any of the superpowers simply because it possesses 
nuclear weapons. Even today, the mere fact that China or India have nuclear weapons does not 
guarantee that the rest of the neighbourhood will act in accordance with their choices. 
 
Academics argue that while this theory has contributed to some advancements, it has not had a 
particularly substantial influence on world politics. The primary force is still power politics. (for 
instance, consider the Russia-Ukraine conflict or the Afghanistan crisis.) 

Page 4 of 25

https://academy.forumias.com/
mailto:admissions@forumias.academy
mailto:helpdesk@forumias.academy


 

Forum Learning Centre: Delhi - 2nd Floor, IAPL House, 19 Pusa Road, Karol Bagh, New Delhi - 110005   | Patna - 2nd floor, AG Palace, E Boring Canal 

Road, Patna, Bihar 800001   | Hyderabad - 1st & 2nd Floor, SM Plaza, RTC X Rd, Indira Park Road, Jawahar Nagar, Hyderabad, Telangana 500020 
9821711605 | https://academy.forumias.com | admissions@forumias.academy | helpdesk@forumias.academy 

"Negotiations in these world institutions are quasi-negotiations," claims Joseph Nye. Due to their 
lack of significant power, binding regulations, and even state funding, these institutions behave like 
"toothless tigers." 
 
 
Q.2) a) Bring out the established theoretical traditions in International Relations. What are major 
debates and why do the debates often linger on without any conclusive winner? 
 
The established theoretical traditions in international relations include liberalism, realism, 
International society and international political economy besides other alternate approaches like 
social constructivism, feminist perspective of IR. These traditions were shaped by the major debates 
that drove forward the field of international relations.  
 
The first debate was between utopian liberalism and realism. The liberal school has its roots in 
Christian ideals and values and was predicated on the presence of a perfect human spirit and, by 
extension, human society.  Liberal institutionalism believed that, just like a state quelled anarchy in 
the domestic sphere, institutions can create a rules based world order. 
 
Realism, on the other hand, believed that liberalism started on the wrong premise of presence of 
harmony of interests between states and people. Morgenthau and EH Carr dove into human nature 
which was essentially selfish in character and hence resulted in a permanent security dilemma. They 
see no respite from this anarchy and have a cyclic view of history.. 
 
The next major debate was of the methodology used in the study of international relations. The 
classical traditions were rooted in history and philosophy and law which was found to be too 
normative and ethnocentric. This gave rise to the ‘scientific’ and modern approach after WW2, 
behaviouralism that believed in a rigorous methodological approach. It was primarily led by David 
Easton which gave importance to data collection and analysis and any normative impact was 
abhorred.  The debate led to synthesis in the form of post behaviouralism which while retaining the 
importance of scientific methodologies also brought back a degree of normativity.  
 
The third debate arose between the behaviouralism influenced liberalism and realism wherein 
neoliberalism looked at integrationist tendencies in Western Europe and came up with sociological 
liberalism believing in people to people connections and complex interdependence laying importance 
on actors other than states which don’t want violent conflicts. Neorealism, on the other hand, led by 
Kenneth Waltz, argued that the very structure of international relations resulted in a security 
dilemma and balance of power politics is the only way out.  
 
The English school, however tried to explain the nature of international politics as between a system 
of states (complete anarchy) and society of states (complete cooperation). They saw the state as a 
combination of Machtstaat(power state) and Rechtstaat (constitutional state) signifying the 
importance of both power and law in international relations.  
 
International political economy arose in the aftermath of WW2 and decolonisation creating new 
countries which turned the focus on economic affairs and economic relations between countries. 
This gave rise to Neo-Marxism which focused on explaining the connection between prosperity in 
the North and Poverty in the South. Andre Frank developed the dependency theory which later was 
refined into the World systems theory by Immanuel wallerstein advocating socialism. The liberal 
view, on the other hand, sees capitalism as the redeeming force bringing economic progress to the 
global South.  
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The third debate having produced no clear winner also saw the rise of the next debate which focused 
on both substantial issues on what is more important in IR studies as well as methodological issues. 
They argue that the traditional approaches haven’t been able to explain new develop like rise of 
terrorism, non state actors etc convincingly. 
The endless nature of IR debates are a result of the continuous churn in circumstances and contexts 
and since IR theories themselves are shaped by historical events, they get challenged when they are 
not able to explain current events.  
 
Further, the theories explained above are all actively discussed and employed today pointing to the 
complicated contemporary politics, pluralist in nature and requiring more than one theory to 
explain. The personal values of scholars also influence their preference for IR theories which thus 
keep adding to the debates shaping international politics. 
 
b) Highlight the difference between Functionalism and Neo-Functionalism. How they strengthen 
the liberal framework of International Relations. 
 

According to the liberal theory of international relations, international organisations and institutions 
can boost assistance and collaboration between states. According to Woodrow Wilson, institutions 
can turn a jungle into a zoo. 
 
The rise in globalisation, concerns about terrorism, and pandemics like COVID-19, according to 
Graham Allison, have demonstrated that states can no longer respond to these threats unilaterally 
and that it is only through institutions that policy responses can be coordinated to deal with new 
emerging challenges. 
 
Hedley Bull asserts that "the world is not currently in total anarchy." He acknowledges the part that 
international institutions play in transforming anarchy in international politics into anarchical society. 
The idea of functionalism adheres to the principle of "Peace by Pieces," or resolving problems one at 
a time (by breaking them up into smaller bits). 
 
In his book "Functional Theory of Politics," David Mitrany argues that collaboration among technical 
experts in a functional field will lead to the establishment of an international organisation that will 
encourage states to cooperate rather than go to war. Collaboration across functional boundaries will 
"ramify" into other functional domains. However, according to Richard Cobden, there is one 
precondition, i.e., to keep the political class away from the cooperation process. 
 
The idea of functional sovereignty was introduced by G.D.H. Cole, who favoured transferring 
decision-making authority from politicians to non-political individuals like technicians. 
One of the least integrated regions on the globe is said to be the South Asian region. Many 
academics contend that the absence of a "functionalist approach" by the states of the area is the 
primary cause of disintegration. The relationship between India and Pakistan, for instance, could 
have improved if discussions had focused on less controversial areas like trade, water, and culture 
instead of the most contentious one, Kashmir.  
Ernst B. Haas introduced a theoretical upgrade known as "Neofunctionalism." Fundamentally, it is 
similar to "functionalism," but unlike functionalism, neofunctionalism acknowledges that, at a certain 
degree of cooperation, functionalism cannot be advanced without a significant political 
engagement. 
Europe used to be one of the least integrated continents (up to the end of the 19th century). 
Countries experienced severe problems in the interim and wars unlike anything else in the world. But 
right now, the area has unparalleled "cooperation." All of this was made feasible by the "Neo 
Functionalism" strategy used by European nations at the regional level. 
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In his book "Europe's Optical Illusion," Norman Angell noted that the economies of European 
nations had become so integrated that fighting among them would be completely pointless, 
rendering militarism obsolete. 
The fundamental presumption that it is feasible to distinguish between functional and political issues 
is contested by neo=functionalists. They argue that rather than aiming firstly the functional 
cooperation, nations should bring about peace, peace actually creates the circumstances for 
functional cooperation between states (after political intervention). 
Additionally, academics have argued that functionalism placed an undue reliance on an almost 
deterministic faith in the power of technical solutions to settle political conflicts. 
Despite various criticisms, the functionalism approach has provided a novel and innovative means of 
managing international relations. 
  
c) Discuss the contribution of traditional institutional approach in the field of comparative politics. 
Bring out the factors responsible for the development of modern approach.  
 

The traditional institutional approach of comparative politics focused primarily on a comparative 
study of institutions from different countries. For instance, to understand the relative importance of 
upper houses in Parliaments, House of Lords in UK and Rajya Sabha in India can be studied. The 
oldest practitioners of this approach was Aristotle followed by Machiavelli and Tocqueville and then 
Bryce and Lowell who radically shaped the institutional approach to comparative politics.  
Scholars of this approach have left behind a vast trove of data that help in further study of politics. 
For instance, Aristotle compiled a comparison of close to 150 constitutions and came up with a 
hierarchy of desirable political systems. 
It also helped define the powers of different organs (legislative, executive and judiciary) as well 
different levels (union, state, local bodies) of the government. For instance, Giovanni Sartori 
visualised constitution as a power map that defined the powers and functions of the institutions of a 
state. The normative prescriptions also helped in establishing and defining new institutions required 
for a modern state to thrive. 
Because it relies on an detailed description of the facts, it demonstrates a transition within the realm 
of traditional approaches from a normative to an empirical approach, and from a historical to a 
modern perspective. 
Despite its enormous contribution to the study of political science, the traditional approaches also 
had its drawbacks that sowed the seeds for the modern approach. For instance, the traditional 
approaches were ethnocentric and focused only on western institutions. It also had a normative 
strain which saw western liberal democracy as universal and the best form of government.  
Further, it also held an important exception for application of liberal democracy to non western 
countries seeing it as western in origin and not fit for non west. As a result, it was not truly 
comparative in nature.  
 
When comparing, for example, the upper chambers of the UK and the USA, traditional institutional 
approach ignored variations in cultural backgrounds and ideological frameworks since they were so 
engrossed with the study of institutions. 
It has also been criticised for ignoring informal factors of politics like cultural values, social beliefs, 
individual norms etc. It also disregards the function of the individuals who make up and run both the 
formal and informal structures of a political system. Further, it led to a superficial comparison of 
political systems' similarities and differences. 
 
David Easton, while formulating the modern approach, called the traditional approach as 
hyperfactualism since its lack of explanatory or theoretical models resulted in a ‘surfeit of facts’ and 
‘theoretical malnutrition’. 
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Thus, there arose a need for an approach which focused on empirical data which can go beyond mere 
study of political structures and engage in a truly multidisciplinary study. This was heralded by the 
behavioural revolution in Political science led by David Easton at the forefront.  
 
 
Q.3) a) Do you agree with the view that the Ukraine crisis is primarily the West’s fault? To what 
extent can the crisis be blamed on Russian aggression? 
 
The recent Russian invasion of Ukraine, one of the most dangerous post Cold War conflicts has 
divided scholars on what prompted the invasion and whose fault it primarily was.  
On one hand, scholars like John Mearsheimer saw NATO expansion, especially its “open door policy” 
as a reckless move that ended up provoking Russia. This is because, NATO being dominated by USA 
and the West formed primarily to oppose USSR would be seen as an encroaching force bringing up 
Cold War memories for Russia.  
 
He traces the current Ukraine war to the Bucharest Summit NATO that gave out the promise of 
NATO membership for Ukraine eventually leading to the 2014 Ukraine conflict. This is because of 
Article 5 that stipulates that if one NATO country is attacked, it will be deemed an attack on all of 
NATO. Even Bill Clinton and Boris Yelstin had reached a consensus on prevention of further NATO 
expansion. 
 
However, Mearsheimer’s argument is disputed by Ivo Daalder, former US Ambassador, who argues 
that NATO expansion, in fact wasn’t enough to stop Russian aggression and that Russia always had its 
eyes on Ukrainian territory seeing it as an “inalienable part of its own history and culture”. Further, 
attributing the Ukraine war to the West’s mistake takes away the agency of Ukraine and other 
Eastern European countries and their aspirations. 
NATO expansion was also seen as a taunt to a weakened Russia and going against the implicit promise 
of non-expansion post-cold war and enticing Eastern European countries into joining NATO. Further, 
the Russian move was also seen as prompted by Ukrainian proclamation of interest in NATO 
membership.  
 
Kissinger, in 2014 had argued that Ukraine, to Russia can never be just a foreign country and that the 
west must aim at a policy of reconciliation. Noam Chomsky too said that "the idea that Ukraine might 
join a Western military alliance would be quite unacceptable to any Russian leader" and that Ukraine's 
desire to join NATO "is not protecting Ukraine, it is threatening Ukraine with major war." 
However, the counter argument was that the Eastern European countries themselves wanted to join 
NATO to protect themselves against future Russian belligerence and that the expansion should be 
seen from the point of view of those countries who wanted to protect their territorial sovereignty. 
Paul Poast argues that the invasion wouldn’t have taken place had Ukraine been already a member of 
NATO. 
 
Further, Russia under Putin has, on multiple occasions, made clear its ambitions on recreating, at 
least parts of the Russian Soviet empire. And strategically, Ukraine was a key piece in that given its 
status as the largest and most populous and economically important of the post-soviet republics. 
Further, Putin also said that Ukraine was an illegitimate country and that it never had stable traditions 
of real statehood revealing a revanchist nationalist argument for invasion against Ukraine. 
As a result, Russian aggression on Ukraine had complex ideological and historical narratives that 
cannot be singled down to blaming one particular side.Notwithstanding the arguments for both 
West’s fault and Russian aggression, there could have been off-ramps or concessions from both the 
sides to prevent the worst possible outcome.  
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b) What is the role and importance of political parties in a democratic polity? Bring out the 
difference between the scope of functions of political parties and pressure groups. 
 

According to Gilchrist, political parties are "an organised group of people who profess or share the 
same political ideals and who, by functioning as a political unit, try to dominate the government." 
The behaviouralist writings of Duverger and Robert Michel in their book Political Parties marked the 
beginning of the in-depth analysis of political parties. 
 

Parties in politics play a variety of roles. As an illustration, consider the development of the 
government, the opposition, political education, and political socialisation. 
The importance of political parties 

 Political parties in India have played a crucial role in the success of the country's democracy, 
according to Zoya Hassan (Pragmatism). 

 In a multiparty democracy, political parties are the most important forces behind political 
discourse. 

 Parties are responsible for exercising political leadership and energising the voters during 
elections. 

 Perform important tasks such as agenda-setting and political propagandising depending on a 
variety of topics. 

 Otto Von Kerchheimer asserts that ideology has become irrelevant in recent years and that 
"catch-all parties" are on the increase. 

 Political parties, in the opinion of academics like Laski, are necessary for democracy. On the 
other hand, there are leaders who support a party-free democracy, like Gandhi, M.N. Roy, 
and Jaiprakash Narayan. 

 
Associations of people called pressure groups are created to express their interests. Finer refers to 
pressure groups as "invisible empires." The existence of pressure groups is regarded as essential to 
pluralist democracies. The right to associate freely is recognised in every democracy. 
Difference between the scope of functions of political parties and pressure groups: 

 While pressure groups play the role of interest aggregation (their own interests), political 
parties play the role of interest articulation. 

 Political parties join political institutions or government institutions, whilst pressure groups 
remain outside of government offices and exert pressure from outside. 

 While pressure organisations apply excessive pressure on the Executive, the Legislature, and, 
to some extent, the Judiciary to change their positions, political parties generally bring 
coordination between these three branches of government. 

 Pressure organisations typically utilise traditional and unconventional techniques 
(corruption, strikes, etc.) to achieve their desired change, whereas political parties typically 
use constitutional methods. 

 
Similarities between political parties and pressure groups: both of them make an effort to sway 
public perception of a certain topic. They each serve as a channel of communication between the 
people and the government. Additionally, both of them make an effort to influence governmental 
public policy. 
 
Rajni Kothari claims that pressure organisations have served as sources of leadership as well as 
agents of modernization. The function of caste associations has been examined by Rudolph and 
Rudolph. The importance of communal pressure organisations is addressed in Myron Weiner's book 
"Politics and Scarcity." The function of the RSS in Indian politics has been researched by Christophe 
Jaffrelot. 
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Democratic politics must involve some kind of bargaining, negotiation, and consultation. Today, 
pressure organisations are viewed as a crucial and beneficial part of the democratic process. 
  
c) What is your view with respect to the newly emerging balance of soft power in international 
politics? 
 

Joseph Nye, in an effort to underline the continuing prominence of US national power as against 
arguments pointing to its impending decline, defined Soft Power as persuading others to want what 
one wants.  According to him, intangible resources like culture, ideology, and the capacity to employ 
international institutions to shape the framework of debate were the foundations of soft power. 
 
Many politicians and thinkers in other nations and areas have found the idea appealing due to the 
concept's flexibility and the perception that soft power offered the United States an advantage on its 
path to hegemony. Most prominent among them are the Chinese and the CCP has made significant 
investments in public diplomacy, including the global expansion of state-owned media outlets and the 
cultural and language hubs known as Confucius Institutes and Classrooms, which it has established in 
162 countries.  
As a result, Soft power has emerged as a new arena of conflict between the United States and China 
as the two countries compete to make themselves and their political and economic systems attractive 
to other countries. For instance, in the field of education, apart from Confuscian institutes, large 
scale scholarships and promises of employment in Chinese companies are on offer compared to the 
elite American institutions.  
However, China focuses more on pragmatic issues, attempting to combine its cultural and 
commercial appeals, in contrast to Washington, which places democratic norms and ideals at the 
centre of its soft-power campaign. 
 
The American understanding of soft power involves celebration of ideals that underline the American 
ethos like racial, gender and cultural diversity while China focuses more on advertising its politico-
economic model and military prowess along with its values and culture. This is because, as Zhao Kejin 
argues, the American soft power is dependent on its hard power pointing to how Coca-cola is both a 
commercial juggernaut as well as a cultural phenomenon. Thus, China’s soft power is displayed 
through its BRI projects and infrastructure like roads, railways and bridges. 
This is however seen as unsustainable since it risks degeneration of soft power into transactionalism. 
Lack of an ideational base for soft power forces China to keep up economic offers and once it dries 
up, soft power dependent on it will too. 
The US’s soft power has taken a beating due to its internal turmoils like racial violence (George Floyd 
protests), precarious reproductive rights (Roe vs Wade overturned) and claims of stolen elections. On 
the other hand, China’s soft power has been dented by the consequences of its debt trap diplomacy 
and the bad press surrounding COVID origins and handling.  
Despite the characterization as balance of soft power, it is seen as a win-win situation for the 
countries of Global South as they expect to milk both the US and China and hence characterised more 
as coexistence of soft power. 
 
 
Q.4) a) What were the factors responsible for the fall of communism in USSR. Do you think that the 
Cold War is over with the conclusive victory of liberal global politics? 
 
Bernard Baruch, an American statesman, coined the phrase "Cold War," although Prof. Lippman is 
credited with popularising it. He used it to discuss the strained circumstances that had arisen 
between the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R. 
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K. P. S. Menon claims the Cold War, as it was known throughout the world, was a conflict between 
two ideologies (Capitalism and Communism), two political systems (Bourgeoisie Democracy and 
Proletarian Dictatorship), two political blocs (NATO and Warsaw Pact), two states (the United States 
and the Soviet Union), and two individuals (John Foster Dulles and Stalin). 
The Communist doctrine of socialism's inevitable fight with capitalism and its ultimate triumph 
caused the democratic western states to be extremely concerned about the Soviet Union's escalating 
power and its policy of exporting socialism. 
 
Factors responsible for the fall of communism in the USSR 
Political change: Mikhail Gorbachev endeavoured to pursue political and economic reconstruction 
('perestroika') and called for a new era of openness and transparency ('glasnost') in order to stop the 
economic collapse and simplify administrative bureaucracy. People gained liberties as a result of 
Glasnost, notably increased speech rights. Through Perestroika, Gorbachev relaxed the 
centralization of many enterprises. 
 
Gorbachev's decision to permit multi-party elections and establish a federal structure in the Soviet 
Union marked the beginning of a gradual democratisation process that finally undermined 
Communist rule and contributed to the fall of communism. 
 
The war in Afghanistan:The inability to win the battle damaged the army's reputation as invincible 
and also damaged Soviet legitimacy, giving those pursuing independence more confidence. 
The economy:The "Era of Stagnation" had taken hold of Russia's economy by the 1980s, endangering 
its position as a superpower. Compared to the poorest citizens of the capitalist West, many 
individuals were significantly poorer. 
Chernobyl revealed how closed off the government was to its citizens and the rest of the world. In 
addition to being expensive to clean up, it damaged national pride and destroyed trust in the 
Communist party. 
 
Eastern Europe's collapse of communism and revolution: As in the 1956 Hungarian Uprising and the 
1968 Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia, the Soviet government's relaxations in Eastern Europe 
aided in the uprisings. Because of Gorbachev's rejection of the Brezhnev Doctrine, the USSR was no 
longer able or willing to impose military rule, unlike earlier instances. The Berlin Wall's fall in 
November 1989 added to the evidence that the Iron Curtain was crumbling. 
The fall of the Berlin Wall in November 1989 and the subsequent toppling of Communist rule in all of 
Eastern Europe were both influenced by Gorbachev's decision to remove the Soviet burden on the 
nations of Eastern Europe. 
 
Is the Cold War over with the conclusive victory of liberal global politics? 
With the collapse of the communist ideology, they started using the western model of politics and 
economy. Francis Fukuyama claimed that this was the "end of history" because the USA was left as 
the only superpower, with no other nations or bloc to confront it. 
With the exception of China, North Korea, Cuba, Iran, the monarchies of the Gulf, and a few isolated 
regions in Africa, the majority of these types of countries have moved toward the model of liberal 
democracy during the 1990s (after the collapse of the USSR). 
After the Cold War ended, the liberal world order reached its pinnacle. LPG reforms in almost every 
country have been very successful. In fact, the formation of the WTO is considered the zenith of 
LWO. 
 
In his paper "The Twilight of the Liberal World Order," Robert Kagan discusses how the current 
international order is deteriorating. The liberal system that was formed after World War II may be 
coming to an end, according to him, as it is being opposed by both internal and external forces. The 
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desire of disgruntled great and medium-sized states to overthrow the current strategic system 
dominated by the United States and its allies and partners is the source of the external problems. 
They want to establish hegemony over their respective areas. Because of their respective levels of 
military, economic, and political strength and their shown readiness to use them, China and Russia 
pose the biggest threats to the international system. 
We have seen the decline of the liberal world order since the 2008 Global Financial Crisis, and 
nations are reverting to the previous paradigm. Examples include state-centric geopolitics, the rise of 
protectionism, Russia's invasion of Crimea, BREXIT, regionalism, the America First policy, 
Atmanirbhar Bharat, and the two years of pandemic, which have "highlighted the flaws in the current 
world order". According to C. Raja Mohan, "“Covid has shown the fractures in current global 
international systems.”- PM Modi (NAM summit). 
 
However, Samuel P. Huntington, in his book "The Clash of Civilizations," argues that the primary 
source of conflict in the post-Cold War period will be culture, and future wars will be fought not 
between countries of different civilizations, but between cultures. 
According to many scholars, the recent conflict between Ukraine and Russia, which NATO, the UN, 
and other international organisations were unable to control, as well as the USA's failure to stop the 
conflict and the rising military spending of nations like China, is the for the liberal international order. 
The phrase "Cold War 2.0" became well-known under the administration of Donald Trump in 
reference to the U.S.-China competition, which has been exacerbated by China's economic growth. 
The U.S.-led economic system is being contested by China, which is also creating the groundwork to 
become a military superpower. 
  
b) What are the core characteristics of globalization? Bring out the contrasting views of the 
protagonist and the critics of globalization.  
 

"Globalization is both an active process of business expansion across borders and a network of cross-
border facilities and economic links that has been continually developing and altering," says Edward 
S. Herman. 
In the words of Baylis and Smith, "Globalisation is the process whereby social relations acquire 
relatively distance-less and borderless qualities." 
 
Core characteristics of globalization: 
The Idea of Globalization Is Not New or completely Western: When the term "Vasudhaiva 
Kutumbakam" appeared in ancient Indian texts, people already saw the world as a small global village 
of interconnected families. 
Interdependence is a result of globalisation: Since the onset of globalisation, it has been clear that no 
nation can be considered wholly independent and devoid of dependence on any other nation. 
Politics and economics have been linked due to globalization: In the past, political beliefs and 
international relations have shaped people's fates throughout generations, with economics acting as 
an adjunct to politics. The need for and strength of international connections, however, are now 
determined by economics, employment creation, and public welfare. 
Globalization is unavoidable and unstoppable: Over the past quarter century, fundamentalist groups 
from all over the world have made an effort to oppose and stop the movement of globalisation. Even 
so, the ruling parties have continued to adopt globalisation policies despite ideological differences. 
Caring and sharing are what globalisation entails: Today's globe is more cohesive and worried about 
widespread issues affecting people, such as global warming, terrorism, starvation, etc. Any atrocities 
or natural disasters that occur anywhere in the world draw quick worldwide attention. 
Ashutosh Varshney asserts that globalisation is waning or unraveling. Right-wing ideology has grown 
as a result of the erosion of globalisation, which is causing a rise in nationalist forces. 
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According to P.B. Mehta, globalisation is causing the "Pincer movement," which is an assault on the 
phenomenon from both third-world and western nations that have previously supported it. 
In his article "Globalization in Question", he argues there has always been some opposition to 
globalization, but the current situation makes it more likely because, unlike earlier anti-globalization 
movements, the current sentiment is now influencing the electoral politics of almost all democracies 
and states. It becomes more subtle and potent as a result.  
Feminist academics: According to thinkers like Simone de Beauvoir, globalisation did not guarantee 
female empowerment the way it did masculine empowerment. 
However, according to Joseph Stiglitz, who wrote "Making Globalization Work," globalisation has 
remained one of humanity's most revolutionary endeavours, and technological advancement has 
made significant contributions to its growth. 
 
Jagdish Bhagwati: "Globalization is the most potent tool to attain the social goals" (inequality, 
poverty, and racial prejudice) he wrote in his book, “In Defence of Globalization." He thinks that 
those who oppose globalisation have overstated its detrimental effects."Countries that did not join 
globalisation have performed the poorest," says Amartya Sen. 
 
Conclusion 
Thus, it is abundantly obvious that the idea and methods of globalisation will aid us in enhancing our 
quality of life and productivity if applied in the proper manner. By repeatedly harping on antiquated 
ideals that are no longer relevant even in the areas where they were first developed, we can 
nevertheless hold our country back. 
  
c) Discuss how do the realist and liberal approach differ in the issue of resolving conflicts in 
international relations?  
 

“We can understand that there will be war, and still strive for peace. We can do that — for that is the 
story of human progress; that is the hope of all the world; and at this moment of challenge, that must 
be our work here on Earth” – Barack Obama 
The foundational ideas of the Westphalian world order form the basis of the realist school. For 
realists, the most crucial idea for a country's security is "power." 
With fundamental presumptions such as state centrism, anarchical international relations structure, 
security dilemma, and power as the only guiding principle, realism dominates the field of 
international politics. 
The proponents of realism claim that the latest example of the Russia-Ukraine crisis has made it even 
clearer that the liberal school of thought is ineffective and that collective security fails (NATO). As a 
result, realism has persisted as timeless wisdom, according to E.H. Carr. 
According to Morgenthau, just as man seeks self-interest, states seek national interests. Morgenthau 
syas that states act to secure their national interests by means of power. As a result, they see power 
as a means of resolving international conflict. 
The balance of power would have been disrupted by Ukraine's integration into the West, according to 
the structural realist (offensive and defensive realist) viewpoints, and Russia could not allow that to 
happen. The structure of the international system forced Putin to respond aggressively, and his action 
was not due to his own attitude or stupidity. 
However, according to Waltz, power maximisation frequently turns out to be ineffective since it 
results in a coalition of nations working against it. An illustration of "defensive realism" is India's 
nuclear missile development. 
The most war-prone regions, according to John Mearsheimer's argument in The Tragedy of Great 
Power Politics, are those with unbalanced multipolarity and a potential hegemon attempting to use 
force to alter the current order in its favour. 
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Liberalism as a theory of international relations asks for the rejection of power politics. This school 
questions the security and warfare principles of realism and tries to accentuate mutual benefits and 
international cooperation. 
Liberal institutionalism claims that international institutions and organisations can increase aid and 
cooperation between state to resolve conflict, as they say ‘dialogue prevents war.’. Woodrow Wilson 
believes in the creation of world-level institutions. For example, the United Nations, the League of 
Nations, and the Bretton Woods institutions discuss peace and cooperation between the states based 
on the concept of "Collective Security." 
Liberal theories of international relations that emphasise interdependence claim that more 
interconnectedness among nations lowers the likelihood of international war. It primarily draws 
influence from Thomas Friedman's "Golden Arch" hypothesis. 
China and India, for instance, The two nations never went to war after 1962, despite several instances 
of military conflict and increased tensions because of their economic interdependence. 
According to Michael Doyle (proponents of Democratic Peace Theory), democratic states are 
perceived as being by nature peaceful, whereas autocratic or authoritarian states are portrayed as 
being essentially militaristic and aggressive. They naturally refrain from going to war as a result. He 
pleaded for nations to adopt democratic forms of government. 
In his book "Europe's Optical Illusion," Norman Angell noted that the economy of European nations 
had become so integrated that fighting among them would be completely pointless, rendering 
militarism obsolete. 
 
The rise in globalization, concerns about terrorism, climate change, and pandemics like Covid-19, 
according to contemporary institutionalists like Graham Allison, have demonstrated that states can 
no longer respond to these threats unilaterally and that it is only through international institutions 
that policy responses can be coordinated to deal with new security threats. 
However, scholars have argued that functionalism placed an undue reliance on an almost 
deterministic faith in the power of technical fixes to settle political conflicts. 
In her book "The Nuclear Taboo," Nina Tannenwald acknowledges and values the efforts made by 
international organizations to stop nuclear attacks. 
 
Many sociological liberals believe that increased transnational relations could help prevent 
international conflict. That is, they call for track 2 and 3 diplomacy more than track 1. They believe 
that the people of the respective countries never want war; in fact, they say it's the political 
institutions that go to war. Society-centric views can make things softer. John Burton argues that the 
state is not the only gateway through which people interact and calls for a concept called "global 
society cooperation." His cobweb model is based on a similar concept of global society. 
 
Future conflicts, according to Samuel P. Huntington, will not be waged between distinct nations but 
rather between various cultures. Huntington also held that although the age of ideology was currently 
over, the world had just returned to its previous normal state, which was marked by ongoing cultural 
strife. 
 
Several conceptual frameworks have been developed since the middle of the 1990s and the beginning 
of the 2000s to demonstrate various applications of conflict resolution techniques in a dynamic 
environment. A thorough typology that presents strategies and tools for averting violent conflicts is 
Michael Lund's framework for preventative diplomacy. 
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SECTION – B 
 
Q.5) Answer the following in about 150 words: 
 
a) Difference between dependency theory and world system theory 
 

Both the dependency theory and world systems theory are part of Marxist approaches to 
international relations that tried to explain the connection between prosperity in North and poverty 
in South and thus, provide an analytical alternative to classic modernisation theories.  
Dependency school saw the world as divided into core and periphery while the world systems theory 
developed by Immanuel Wallerstein saw the categorisation in three groups, namely, Core, periphery 
and semi periphery. World systems theory also delved deep into the characterisation of the world 
system before and after 17th century. It argues that before 17th century, the world system was purely 
political and centralised with a tribute system between core and peripheries. After 17th century, it 
became more economic and decentralised leading to a multicultural territorial division of labour 
between the core and peripheries.  
 
Dependency school focused more on economic explanation of the relationship between the core and 
peripheries resulting in a mono causal explanation. World systems theory tried to correct it by 
explaining the world system through three dimensions- spatial (economic), temporal (lifespan of 
world systems) and cultural (geoculture comprising science and liberalism both of which promote 
capitalism) dimensions. 
Wallerstein’s world systems theory was also prescriptive in nature- it argued that socialism was the 
only way forward.  
While the dependency school laid the foundation for Marxist interpretation of international relations, 
the world systems theory is credited with making it more detailed and robust. 
 
b) Highlight the relevance of ‘polarity of power' thesis 
 

The term "polarity of power" describes how international systems are organised, including whether 
they are dominated by one Great (Super) Power [a unipolar system], two Great Powers [a bipolar 
system], or several Great Powers [a multipolar system]. Polarity of power is considered a vague and 
murky concept as seen in how Morgenthau himself has noted four different connotations for the 
term while Ernst Haas has given eight. 
 
By forming alliances (external balancing) and strengthening its own capabilities, each Great Power in 
an international system attempts to secure itself against rivals or adversaries (internal balancing). 
Such a situation is known as Balance of Power. Kenneth Waltz, a structural realist, argues that the 
structure of international relations is such that it automatically gives rise to a security dilemma and 
balance of power. 
 
It’s relevance has been in question ever since America’s unipolar rise, after the fall of USSR, failed to 
generate a counter coalition to balance USA. Further, Nehru criticised it for creating a nervous state 
of peace. However, China’s rise has seen creation of counter coalitions like the Quad which reinforce 
the balance of power thesis. It’s relevance is further boosted by other iterations of the theory like 
balance of terror, nuclear balance which tries to explain balance of power in specific contexts. David 
Hume holds that so long common sense remains relevant, BoP will remain relevant.  
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c) Comment on the New social movements in developed and developing countries 
 

According to Sidney Tarrow, social movements are "collective challenges built on shared values and 
social solidarity in ongoing dialogue with elites, adversaries, and authorities." As a response to the 
exploitation of the working classes, modern social movements had their beginnings in the west. The 
earliest social movements and left movements were labour movements. These movements are now 
referred to as old social movements. New social movements are those which started in the 1960s in 
the west and focused on concerns related to development and quality of life including movements for 
peace, civil rights, human rights, and the environment. Habermas called it the shift from “new 
politics” to “old politics”. 
 
Due to the prismatic structure of society in developing nations, old and new social movements are 
not often clearly distinguished. For instance, the environmental movement in India is a combination 
of both of them as it focuses on both livelihood concerns of the tribal and poor (old) and 
environmental protection (new). 
 
Social movements in developed societies typically focus on issues that affect society rather than the 
state while in developing nations, people frequently rebel against the state, questioning the current 
order of things both inside and outside the country. 
 
When comparing the two cultures, Schuurman identifies urban issues like extreme poverty and 
ineffective government as the key challenges in developing societies, while the issues pertaining to 
developed societies include transgender rights, immigration, racial tensions etc. 
Although social movements in both societies may concur or differ in some areas, their primary goal is 
to bring about social change rather than alter the fundamental makeup of the state. 
 
d) Examine the assumptions of general system theory 
 

Bertallanfy defined a system as "a set of elements standing in interaction" while Hall and Fagen 
described it as "a set of items coupled with relationships between the objects and between their 
properties".  
 
The focus of general systems theory is less on structural similarity and more on the uniformities that 
underlie their rules of functioning and processes. It is looking for fundamental, highly orienting 
principles that are applicable to different kinds of systems. It looks for isomorphism, for instance, 
one-to-one correspondence between objects in various systems. 
The various assumptions in general systems theory include: 

 The higher the system's level of complexity and the more intricate its interactions, the more 
"adjustive power" it has. Every system, whether it be a tribe, a country, a regional 
organisation, or the global system, prevents "entropy," or death or decay. 

 Exchanges in the environment continuously maintain components of open system. 
 There is dynamism, for example, it tends to sustain itself and does not keep to any particular 

state of equilibrium within the confines of its organisation and could be considered a stable 
state. 

 Its end results are not decided by the original circumstances but rather by the outflow and 
inflow conditions throughout time, which is known as "equifinality" or adaptive dynamism. 

General systems theory arose as a result of the discontent with the traditional modes of analyses that 
it primarily concentrated only on law, constitution and the three branches of the government and 
neglecting the crucial role of the state in the entire milieu of social framework. Morton Kaplan’s 
systems approach is influenced by the general systems theory. 
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e)  Comment on the notion of ‘security communities’ 
 

A security community is an area where the use of violence on a major scale (such as war) is 
extremely improbable or even unimaginable. The idea of a security community refers to a collection 
of states that have solid peacetime relationships.  
Karl Deutsch, a well-known political scientist, created the phrase in 1957. According to him, a security 
community is one where a group of people come together agreeing on at least the idea that common 
social problems be solved by peaceful change which refer to resorting to institutionalised procedures 
rather than force. 
 
Deutsch distinguished between two kind of security communities: amalgamated and pluralistic. 
Amalgamated communities are produced when two or more formerly separate states unite under one 
common authority like the US and its original 13 colonies. In a pluralistic setup, the counters retain 
their sovereignty. An example of this is the security community of US and Canada. 
States may create a security community, according to Deutsch, if the current state of the 
international system makes war more unlikely for the political entities involved. For instance, out of 
concern for their security, Mexico and the United States established a pluralistic security community 
anticipating World War II.  
 
Deutsch also saw two important conditions for creation of a security community: the ability of the 
participating political entities or governments to act promptly, appropriately, and nonviolently in 
response to each other's needs and compatibility of key values that are important for making political 
decisions. Carole Weaver sees balanced multipolarity as an important condition for endurance of 
security communities. 
After the end of Cold War, the idea of security communities was redefined by social constructivist 
scholars like Emanuel Adler and Michael Barnett into one with shard values, identities and long term 
interests looking at examples like ASEAN, MERCOSUR, Pacific islands forum, SAARC etc., 
 
 
Q.6) a) Bring out the central elements of Marxist and Neo radical approach to the study of 
international relations. 
 
The neoradical approaches refer to those alternate analytical frameworks developed after the second 
WW that tried to explain the connection between the poverty of the Global South and the prosperity 
of the North using the classical Marxist approaches rather than the dominant modernisation 
paradigms. 
One of the most critical elements of the neo radical approach was the theory of underdevelopment. 
The underdevelopment theory primarily came from two different sources: first, theoretical 
discussions within Marxism, and second, the actual development experiences of Latin America. 
The underdevelopment theory seeks to problematize underdevelopment historically by attempting 
to theorise its persistence. This is in stark contrast to the Western-centric-development theory, 
which treats underdevelopment as an inherently universal feature of the development process at least 
in the initial stage and thus focuses exclusively on explaining how development occurs. Thus, the 
underdevelopment theorists' main focus is on explaining underdevelopment. 
Next is the theory of centre-periphery developed by UN Economic Commission on Latin America 
under its head Raul Prebisch which saw the world divided into a centre and periphery which was a 
result of excessive concentration of wealth and production in the centre because of the traditional 
division of labour between countries. This theory rejects the traditional conventional theory of 
international trade as developed by Adam Smith and Ricardo.  
In contrast to the homogenous and diverse production structure that represents the centre, the 
heterogeneous (presence of both capitalist and precapitalist system) and specialised structure of the 
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periphery is limited to a small number of primary commodities and enclaves with weak or nonexistent 
ties to the rest of the economy. 
 
Developing further on the core-periphery theory, Andre Frank developed the dependency theory 
that saw a dynamic relation between the core and the periphery producing development on one end 
and underdevelopment on the other. He called it the development of underdevelopment.Thus, the 
underdevelopment of the satellite or periphery was a prerequisite for the growth of the centre and 
lesser the linkages with the centre, greater the growth of the periphery. He thus suggested a 
complete severance from the capitalist system for the periphery to develop. 
 
Immanuel Wallerstein, further combined Leninist theory of imperialism and the dependency 
theories into developing his World-systems theory. Wallerstein sees this modern world system, first 
emerged in Europe in 16th century as a result of the “ceaseless accumulation of capital” that 
thoroughly implicated every corner of the globe in its capitalist system.  
He sees the world as divided into a hierarchy of the periphery, semi-periphery and the core linked 
together in an exploitative relationship. Chase Dunn further modified the world systems theory to lay 
more focus on the political and military dimensions and also intra-state systems along with world 
systems. 
 
The decline of neo radical approaches is attributed to the rise of third world economic powerhouses 
like the Asian Tigers and the fall of the Soviet Union signalling the end of the Cold War. Further, the 
third world countries themselves turned to IMF’s structural adjustment programs when they 
experienced economic crises. These approaches have also been criticised for providing a mono causal 
explanation resulting in economic reductionism. 
Despite its decline, the neoradical approaches played a huge role in providing an alternate framework 
to both the classical modernisation theory and orthodox Marxism and prescribed the way forward.. 
 
b) Comment on the view that the spirit of the new nonalignment is pragmatic and instrumental. 
 

The Russia Ukraine war which pitted the West against Russia has brought back the relevance of non 
alignment as a foreign policy measure with various countries observing a studied neutrality between 
Russia and the West. For instance, the vote to remove Russia from Human Rights Council saw 58 
abstentions including India, South Africa and other African nations. 
Former Chilean diplomat Jorge Heine argues that the inability of countries from the Global South to 
identify with US’s distinction of democracies vs autocracies has balanced their aversion to Russia’s 
onslaught on the sanctity of state sovereignty and borders.  
The new non alignment is further instrumental in enabling the Global South to entertain Chinese 
funds fueling infrastructure in their respective countries at a time when the US and the West have 
decreased economic support for the South while at the same time, seek Western security guarantees 
against future Chinese geopolitical maneuvers.  
The new non alignment is also necessitated as most nations don’t share the same fears as the West of 
dangers to the existing World Order as they were victims of the same order which doesn’t address 
their concerns like climate change, food and finances, according to Shivshankar Menon.  
Countries in the Middle East have also started “Qatarisation” or non aligning and balancing multiple 
powers, the way Qatar has. For instance, it houses a US base and is a major non-NATO ally while also 
being on friendly terms with Iran and Hamas. It has helped Qatar navigate the unreliable US’s Middle 
East policy while also safeguarding its economic self interests with China and Russia.  
On the other hand, countries famed for their policy of non alignment like Finland and Sweden are 
looking to join NATO after the Russian invasion. Even the Swiss broke their famed neutrality and 
joined the rest of the West in condemning the Russian invasion.  
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New non alignment thus, is a sign of countries pursuing their own interests by leveraging great 
powers conflict  in what Foreign Minister Jaishankar calls a ‘world of all against all’. 
 
c) What are the real drivers of rise and fall of State power in International Politics today?  
 

The factors influencing the fortunes of state power has long been a topic of fascination with even 
Greek thinkers from Herodotus to Polybius weighing in on it. Conventional theories point to military 
and economic might that make the difference in crucial wars and conflicts.  
Further, tracing definite causal linkages in geopolitical encounters are challenging. Due in part to this, 
numerous attempts to pinpoint the elements behind dynamism and competitiveness have given rise 
to essentialist views about national will, decadence, or the superiority of particular cultures. 
However behind these reasons, the real drivers of state power have been recognised as the 
characteristics of a country that foster social cohesiveness, technical innovation, economic 
productivity and national resolve coupled with a strong commitment to diversity and pluralism.  
For instance, what differentiated Athens in the Pelopponesian war in 432 BC and the US in the Cold 
War was its spirited, innovative and productive character combined with the legitimacy stemming 
from its democracy as opposed to the lethargic dictatorial Sparta and USSR. The foundational 
characteristic of these traits is the presence of national ambition. Rome, for instance, had a strong 
social tradition that valued control, mastery, and conquest, which helped it grow to greatness. Similar 
examples include Meiji Japan, Renaissance era Italy etc. 
 
Nations that provide opportunity for all of their residents have a competitive advantage over those 
that do not throughout history. Rome benefited economically and militarily by its policy of granting 
citizenship to conquered peoples and integrating freed slaves into important social roles. Additionally, 
the United Kingdom and the United States' social mobility set them apart from more socially 
conservative nations in continental Europe, which helped them make great strides in both economic 
and scientific fields in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. 
 
A shared and cohesive national identity is another quality that fosters inter-national competition. 
The most successful societies are those that have a strong feeling of shared group identity, or in 
contemporary contexts, a sense of nationhood. This shared identity not only enables nations to 
overcome the competitive disadvantages of political and ethnic conflict and fragmentation, but it also 
enables them to mobilise public support for competitive initiatives. For instance, a strong sense of 
national identity contributed to Japan's rise to industrial and military dominance throughout the Meiji 
and post-World War II periods. 
 
Highly competitive societies also frequently gain from some form of an active state: a unified, potent, 
focused, and efficient government that makes investments in national strengths and positive societal 
traits. Marianna Mazzucato has shown how the US DARPA, a state run agency was crucial in churning 
out critical technologies like the internet and GPS. Daren Acemoglu and James Robinson, in their 
book “Why Nations Fail” also point to effective and strong social institutions in ensuring inclusive 
economic growth. They compare US and Mexico where the presence of strong institutions aided the 
rise of US.  
 
Another trait that most competitive societies have in common is that they frequently place a high 
value on social learning and adaptation. The desire to create, discover, and learn fuels their passion. 
They accept adaptation and experimentation and are open to changes in public policy, corporate 
models, military concepts and doctrines, as well as art and culture, as opposed to being constrained 
by orthodoxy and tradition. 
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Last but not least, the majority of competitive and dynamic countries have a high level of diversity 
and plurality. A wide diversity of perspectives and experiences contributes to the development of 
additional skills and ideas, which in turn sustains national power. By making organisations, like 
businesses and military forces, more competitive, pluralism also strengthens them. 
Since all of these advantages can accumulate to excess and turn into liabilities, nations that succeed 
on long-term basis must attain balance in each trait. 
 
 
Q.7) a) “Liberalism’s decline is evident in the growing strength of autocracies such as China and 
Russia” (Fukuyama). Do you agree with the view that liberalism is in peril? 
 
The political and moral pillars of liberalism rest on the foundation of individual Liberty and freedom 
along with equality before the law and government according to the consent of the governed.  
Francis Fukuyama has argued that liberalism is in a decline from its pole position as the victorious 
and indisputable ideology after the Cold War. As evidence, he points to the rise of autocracies such as 
Russia and China, erosion of liberal institutions in countries like Turkey and Hungary and backsliding 
of liberal democracies in countries such as USA. 
Fukuyama argues that Liberalism has been easily derided as being an empty ideology propagated by 
out of touch elites and supported by effete globalists and cosmopolitans. This is backed up by data 
from the Freedom House that shows that the last 16 years have seen a fall in political rights and civil 
liberties.  
The very agnostic nature of liberalism that results in a spiritual vacuum because of individuals going 
their own way and experience merely a tenuous sense of community. Thus liberalism’s advocacy of a 
fruitless pursuit of material self gratification has pushed people towards embracing their religious 
and ethnonationalist identities.  
Further, Fukuyama also points to the holding capacity of liberal societies with respect to the diversity 
in such pluralistic societies and that its breach has led to people rely on race, ethnicity, and religion to 
define their national identities.  
Liberalism as a political ideology has also been let down by liberalism as an economic ideology as the 
widespread anger from losses of globalisation and other liberal economic policies creating new forms 
of exclusion were channelled at those liberal elites who spearheaded liberalism in both political and 
economic spheres.  
 
Robert B Talisse has also pointed to polarisation and echo chambers as drivers of creating “think alike 
communities” that are breaking liberal societies from within. Post truth regimes have resulted in 
public opinion being shaped by emotions and personal beliefs and even lies instead of objective facts. 
However, the dominant philosophy with which we view the world is still liberalism. The commentary 
on liberalism’s decline is also seen as exaggerated and there have been similar accounts even in early 
20th century. Further the very ambiguous meaning of the word “liberalism” has made it difficult to 
measure its decline. For instance, classical liberals decry social welfare measures which form the core 
of social liberalism while neoliberals are denounced for increasing inequality and thereby decreasing 
substantive liberty and freedom.  
 
Dhruva Jaishankar argues that the liberal aspirations of human dignity, equal rights and individualism 
still remain desirable, achievable and inherently unobjectionable. 
It has also been argued that what is being observed is not a crisis of the liberal order, but rather 
liberal forces' incapacity to provide adequate responses to the problems posed by resurgent 
nationalism and extremism as well as the communication problem posed by the internet.  
Further, Recent political demonstrations in Romania demonstrate that a sizable portion of the anti-
establishment movement is organising to oppose the current wave of illiberalism rather than to 
embrace it. Even the supposedly illiberal EU states like Hungary are loathe to abandon EU and 
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completely forsake the tenets of liberalism. Ukraine has rallied support from major Western nations 
to fight for its liberal democratic country against a totalitarian led Russia. 
 
Irrespective of whether the decline of liberalism is exaggerated, there should be efforts towards 
solving the supposed contradiction between liberal universalism and the need for nation-states. It 
should also solve the pertinent questions of identity and multiculturalism along with the political 
fallout of economic issues like increasing income inequality. Dhruva Jaishankar points to liberalism’s 
ability to continuously tinker with its imperfections can help explore its potentially infinite variations. 
 
b) How eurocentrism poses a challenge to the study of comparative politics. Discuss the response 
of the discipline to this challenge? 
  
Sujata Patel defines the concept of eurocentrism as one which holds that all knowledge originated in 
Europe, in relation to European modernity. As a result, it implies a linear view of time, suggesting that 
this knowledge was created through the institutional structures and ideals that Europe had 
universalized over the course of the previous 500 years, right in its own backyard. The implicit 
narratives inculcated in this is the he idea that Western civilization is better to other cultures due to 
its advancement of reason and progress, as well as the notion that capitalism will continue to expand 
(through modernisation, development and creation of new markets). The following are the two main 
pillars of Eurocentrism: 

 Evolutionism: the idea that Western cultures have advanced more than non-Western ones. It 
adheres to the theory put forward by Charles Darwin in On the Origin of Species, which 
examined how species have changed over time and ensure survival of the fittest. 

 Dualism: It emphasises the notion that Europe and the West are the epicentre of knowledge, 
enhancing their strength, which is then contrasted with the non-West, which was traditional. 
Thus, we observe the development of hierarchized binary oppositions that result in the 
dualism of the "self" and the "other." 

As a result, the nations of the East were seen as traditional and backward, while the western 
European nations were all considered torchbearers of modernity. Eurocentrism was also used to 
justify colonialism and imperialism as a necessity to usher in modernity to other parts of the world 
similar to how Marxism justifies domination and control of parts of the world to usher in communism.  
Patel also argues that it led to “division of knowledge” wherein in the case of India, numerous distinct 
cultural practices and ideas were subsumed and reclassified into few major religious traditions 
leading to homogenisation. James Mill, for instance, classified Indian history into Hindu (ancient), 
Muslim (medieval) and British rule ignoring the ground realities and the contexts of the time. 
 
Eurocentrism also ignores history pertaining to non western empires and imposes European concepts 
such as the nation-state on the non-Western countries. Amitav Acharya and Barry Buzan further 
argue how Eurocentrism showed liberalism, individualism and the market as absolute and universal. It 
also saw balance of power politics as an enduring universal condition. For instance, the English school 
of international relations try to impose the idea of European society on the rest of the world without 
acknowledging either the unique conditions outside Europe or the existence of other similar societies 
outside Europe.  
 
Eurocentric theories also result in imposition of western notions of economic  development and 
progress as seen in the UN’s Millenium Development Goals and the Sustainable Development Goals. 
Eurocentrism has been combated by rising voices from the non western areas, for instance, with 
scholars from Latin America coming up with the dependency theory which saw underdevelopment in 
South as being linked to prosperity in the North. There have also been attempts to elaborate on non 
western political and strategic literature like the Arthashastra. Focus is also laid on foreign policy 
approaches of non western leaders like Mao’s Three Worlds theory, Nehru’s non exclusionary 
regionalism, Sukarno’s ideas on international order etc. 
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Further, there’s been emphasis on studies focusing specifically on Asian events and ideas and using 
that to study the broader international relations. For instance, ’Political system so Highland Burma’ by 
Edmund Leach has focused on fluid ethnic identities that has been applied to other parts of the world. 
Further, works of scholars like Arjun Appadorai on globalisation and Homi Bhabha on subaltern 
studies have challenged distorted Eurocentric views of the Global South. 
The incorporation of elements, figures, and ideas that more broadly represent the world has 
advanced the field of international relations. As new economic powers like India, China and others 
have risen to prominence, the dynamics of the global system have also changed. IRT must therefore 
take into account the perspectives of these emerging nations in the Global South. 
 
c) Discuss the reasons behind the pessimism of Realist about human progress and cooperation 
beyond the boundaries of the nation state. 
 

Realism is in approach of international relations that places a strong emphasis on the function of the 
nation-state and assumes that all nation-states are driven by national interests, or at the very least, 
national interests that are camouflaged as moral concerns. 
Realists believe that humans are essentially selfish and self-interested to the point that self-interest 
takes precedence over moral ideals. Book 1 of Thucydides’ History describes how the Athenians 
prioritise self interest over morality in their conflict with Sparta.  
Anarchy, or the lack of governance, is regarded by realists as the main factor influencing global 
political events and such anarchy is a result of the inherent selfishness of humans. They contend that 
the international arena is fundamentally a self-help system because there is no one body in charge of 
establishing and enforcing rules. 
 
Each state is in charge of ensuring its own survival and has the freedom to establish its own interests 
and aspirations for power. Thus, anarchy results in a setting where power plays a dominant role in 
determining interstate relations. This results in a permanent security dilemma that cannot be wished 
away and only controlled to an extent. Classical realists like Morgenthau believe that such a security 
dilemma is a product of the human nature while neorealists like Kenneth waltz argue that the 
structure of international relations itself is shaped that way. 
However, Morgenthau’s pessimistic views on human nature has been derided as pseudoscientific 
since his view betrayed a critical, anti-rationalist approach to politics seeing human nature as fixed 
and unchanging. Social constructivists like Nicholas Onuf and Alexander Wendt see states as not 
prisoners of anarchy but creators of anarchy. For instance, the Cold War was not an inevitable event 
and could’ve been avoided by proper communications between the US & USSR. Richard Ashley, the 
post modernist thinker has criticised realists as defining anarchy in a way confirming to realist 
predictions. 
 
While a dose of realism is critical for survival in international relations, an overdose of it without a 
vision to believe in human progress beyond the confines of the nation state can create downward 
spirals. Indira Gandhi’s approach of “trust but verify” is an acceptable middle path to navigate the 
tricky waters of international politics. 
 
 
Q.8) a) Discuss the view of International Society scholars that there is there is more basic structure 
of international relations that underpins both the system of states and society of states. 
 
Hedley Bull, belonging to the English School of Liberalism, is credited with bringing out a distinction 
between system of states and society of states.  
A society of states, also called an international society is said to be achieved when a group of states 
that are aware of shared values and interests come together to establish a society, believing that they 
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are bound by the same set of norms in their interactions with one another and participate in the 
operation of the same institutions. A society, apart from norms and conventions, also has various 
treaties and international organizations that regulate their behavior. A system of states, also called an 
international system on the other hand, consists of states interacting with each other and impacting 
each other’s decisions while still behaving as parts of a whole.  
 
While interactions between the European powers and the Ottoman Empire represented the existence 
of an international system, relations among the European states reflected the emergence of a 
European international society. Similar to how interactions between member states of the European 
Union reflect the existence of an international society, interactions between the European Union and 
Turkey, a non-member, represent interactions within a larger international system. 
While the society of states is seen as a complete society, system of states is seen as a state of 
complete anarchy. Bull however, believed that the international society had developed over centuries 
and consisted of a collection of institutions, conventions, and shared behaviors among states. Thus, 
the international society is somewhere between the extremities of system of states and society of 
states. Bull called this an “anarchical society”.  
 
Anarchical society is somewhat similar to liberal internationalism, where institutions are formed 
based on cooperation. EU is an example of anarchical society or an international society. Realism calls 
international structure as anarchical. However, it can be transformed into an international society, 
according to Bull, through constructed balance of power based on cooperation. This balance of 
power is different from realist balance of power, which is generated on its own due to the structure of 
international relations. 
 
This basic structure underpinning both system of states and society of states is witnessed in the way 
both conflict and cooperation have been observed at the international stage. This is attributed to the 
shift in human reasoning and behaviour leading to a progressive view of international relations than 
that of Kenneth Waltz’ static view which saw the International stage as one of permanent anarchy. 
Further, the English school visualised a spectrum of cooperation in international relations between 
the extremities of international society and international system. International societies that have a 
low degree of standardised norms, laws, and institutions are said to be pluralistic. Solidaristic 
societies are those that share a significant amount of norms, laws, and institutions. The world has 
witnessed both natural law (indicative of solidarism) and positive law (indicative of pluralism) in 
action. 
 
The rise of social media and technology has led to an influx of new ideas on sovereignty and 
international solidarity on issues like human rights that are changing the contours of how individual 
nations interact with both the world and its own citizens impacting the flow between system of states 
and society of states. 
 
b) Bring out the main arguments for and against NATO expansion. How the group is significant in 
the ongoing Great Global rearmament? 
 

NATO is a military alliance made up of twenty-eight European and two North American countries that 
functions as a system of collective defence. Article 10 of the North Atlantic Treaty governs the 
procedure for joining the alliance which allows only other European States to apply through 
subsequent treaties.  
 
While new states have joined NATO throughout its existence (starting with Turkey and Greece in 
1955), the post-Cold War expansion of NATO into Central and Eastern Europe through its “Open Door 
Policy” (starting with Poland, Hungary and Czech Republic in 1999 and 7 more countries before 2004 
with Montenegro and North Macedonia after 2017) has been controversial.  
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One of the principal arguments against NATO expansion is that it is a reckless move that provoked 
Russia according to John Mearsheimer. He traces the current Ukraine war to the Bucharest Summit 
NATO that gave out the promise of NATO membership for Ukraine eventually leading to the 2014 
Ukraine conflict. This is because of Article 5 that stipulates that if one NATO country is attacked, it 
will be deemed an attack on all of NATO. However, Mearsheimer’s argument is disputed by Ivo 
Daalder, former US Ambassador, who argues that NATO expansion, in fact wasn’t enough to stop 
Russian aggression and that Russia always had its eyes on Ukrainian territory seeing it as an 
“inalienable part of its own history and culture”. 
 
NATO expansion is also seen as a taunt to a weakened Russia and going against the implicit promise 
of non-expansion post-cold war and enticing Eastern European countries into joining NATO. 
However, the counter argument was that the Eastern European countries themselves wanted to join 
NATO to protect themselves against future Russian belligerence and that the expansion should be 
seen from the point of view of those countries who wanted to protect their territorial sovereignty. 
 
The Partnership for Peace program of NATO was deemed insufficient for those countries thus 
necessitating NATO expansion. When the Baltic states gained independence from Russia in 1991, 
NATO membership was immediately a policy goal. 
 
According to Richard N Haas, the legitimacy of NATO's Article V commitment, wherein each 
member state promises to defend its fellow members, may be weakened if the alliance grows from 
sixteen to nineteen or more members. NATO’s expansion, on the other hand, played a key role in 
helping to end and maintain peace following wars like the Kosovo war of 1999. Further, the alternative 
that was suggested to NATO expansion in Europe was nuclear arming of those countries which would 
have created a new set of deterrence issues. 
 
By 2010, the cost of the military requirements that resulted from even a modest NATO expansion—to, 
say, Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Republic—was between $27 billion and $35 billion.  
NATO has played an important role in the global rearmament underway now with its expansion 
increasing the defence budget of its members as well the security risks that come with protecting 
new members. However, it is also argued that inclusion into NATO have reduced the defence 
spending of the new members freeing them from potential arms races and territorial conflicts they 
may have with other members. 
 
Further, the US’s complaint on sharing a larger burden of NATO budget has prompted other NATO 
members to increase its defence spending and splurge on advanced military tech. Russian 
belligerence in Ukraine has also catalysed many NATO countries to arm themselves notwithstanding 
the NATO umbrella.  
 
c) Bring out the difference between modern and post modern state. How the distinction is 
significant in challenging the traditional thinking in international politics? 
 

The idea of a postmodern state was given by the British diplomat, Robert Cooper who saw 1989 as a 
turning point in European history that witnessed not only the end of Cold War, but a fundamental 
transformation of the European state structure. The balance-of-power system in Europe came to an 
end as a result. What arose after 1989 was not a reorganisation of the previous system but rather a 
whole new structure built around a contemporary state, or postmodern state, as Cooper referred  to 
it. 
 
Since the advent of the postmodern state, the world has been  divided into three distinct parts: the 
pre-modern era, in which chaos reigns and the state has no legal authority to use force, the modern 
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era, in which the classical state system is still in place, and the post-modern era, in which the state 
system is collapsing and a new one is emerging. 
Differences between modern and post-modern state: 

 A modern state’s foreign affairs are run always on the assumption of balance of power 
theories while a post modern state looks at greater cooperation and order at the same time. 
The treaty of Rome and the treaty of Conventional Forces in Europe are seen as harbingers of 
the post modern state in Europe. 

 There’s a blurring of the lines separating domestic and foreign affairs in the post modern 
state while in a modern state they are seen as compartmentalised departments where the 
State has ultimate control in both. 

 In a post modern state, there’s mutual surveillance and interference in domestic matters 
while a modern state guards its sovereignty zealously. Consequently, borders grow irrelevant 
in a post modern system. 

 Transparency, mutual openness, interdependence, and reciprocal vulnerability serve as the 
foundation of security in a post modern state whereas in a modern state, security is achieved 
by concealing one’s strength and equipment from potential enemies. 

 There’s a rejection of  use of force to settle conflicts and creating self-enforcing rules of 
behaviour in a post modern state resulting in a complex but pluralist system. 
 

The traditional thinking in international relations has been dominated mostly by balance of power 
related theories that saw states as modern, I,e., nation states that viewed state sovereignty as 
paramount. Such a view also created conditions for imperialism which are no more tenable in the 
current world. 
 
The idea of a post modern state hits at the heart of traditional IR thinking by reducing the importance 
of sovereignty and explaining conditions under which states come together and allow for mutual 
cooperation with transparency and inter-dependence. It also challenges the traditional view of state’s 
ultimate aims as expansion of its territory and power. In a post modern world, acquisition of territory 
is no longer the prime interest. For instance, despite having nuclear weapons, France no longer 
considers occupying Germany or Italy. 
 
Further, State interest is no longer the primary determinant of foreign policy as the state itself 
loses influence; instead, the media, popular sentiment, and the interests of certain groups or areas, 
including transnational organisations, are taken into consideration. 
Recent events like the Russian invasion of Ukraine however belies the post modern understanding of 
international relations. Michael Peters also argues that Cooper’s model fails against Islamic religious 
fundamentalism. Further, states have also been clawing back their power seemingly lost to the winds 
of globalization. The Brexit saga and US’s unsure commitment to international organisations also 
reinforce the same. 
Despite that, the post modern model of state offers an optimistic view of a political framework in 
which there’s no domination of a single country crowned by a global commonwealth. 
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