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SECTION – A 
 
Q.1) a) Democratic fascism as a form of neo-fascism 
 
Answer: 
Fascism, a child of the interwar period of twentieth century, emerged as a revolt against modernity, 
against the ideas and values of the Enlightenment and the political creeds that it spawned. Its 
objective was to preserve the cultural and spiritual unity of traditional society. 
Though with death of Hitler, some scholars claimed decline of fascism, but the final decades of the 
twentieth century saw revival of fascism in somewhat different form- fascist-type movements, 
although these movements adopted very different strategies and styles. 
As per Ernst Nolte [Three Faces of Fascism], fascism breeds in conditions of crisis, uncertainty and 
disorder. Uncertainty in the world economy and growing disillusionment with the capacity of 
established parties to tackle political and social problems have opened up opportunities for right-
wing extremism, usually drawing on fears associated with immigration and the weakening of national 
identity. 
 
Democratic Fascism & Neofascism: 
Modern fascist-type parties and groups espouse a different variety fascism from that of classical 
fascism. These parties and movements claim either to have broken ideologically with their past or 
deny that they are or ever have been fascist. For want of a better term, such form of fascism is 
classified as ‘neofascist’. 
 
Andrew Heywood writes, since this newer version of fascism accepts certain core principles of 
democracy, it is also referred to as ‘Democratic fascism’. Democratic fascism is divorced from 
principles such as absolute leadership, totalitarianism and overt racism. It accepts political pluralism 
and electoral democracy. For example, French Front National, the Freedom Party in Austria, the 
Alleanza Nazionale in Italy, etc. 
Such version of neofascism is a ‘de-ideologized’ form of fascism & it may be well positioned 
 to prosper in a context of globalization. Because of acceptance of political pluralism and electoral 
democracy, it has got accommodated within liberal democracy. It appears to have buried its past and 
is no longer tainted with the barbarism of the Hitler and Mussolini period. 
 
Conclusion 
Neofascism still possesses the ability to advance a politics of organic unity and social cohesion in the 
event of political instability and social dislocation brought about by further, and perhaps deeper, 
crises in the global capitalist system. 
We have seen in the past that the end of communist rule in eastern Europe allowed long-suppressed 
national rivalries and racial hatreds to re-emerge, giving rise, extreme nationalism that exhibited 
fascist-type features. Globalization, for its part, has contributed to the growth of insular, ethnically or 
racially based forms of nationalism by weakening the nation state and so undermining civic forms of 
nationalism. Rise of religious fundamentalism is also a form of religious fascism. 
Enzo Traverso talks about post-fascism in his work [The New Faces of Fascism]. As per him, the rise 
of the radical right is one of the most remarkable features of our current historical moment. In 2018, 
the governments of eight countries of the European Union were  led by far-right, nationalist, and 
xenophobic parties. 
 
Thus, fascism exists as an ever present danger to liberal democratic order, albeit in some modified 
dormant version, which can always become active in times of political & economic crises. Hence, as 
Arendt suggested, people need to be politically active & vigilant. 
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b) Gandhi and the making of an 'other' west. 
 
Answer: 
Gandhi has offered one of the most potent critiques of modern western civilization, highlighting the 
evils of modern medicine, violent imperialism and dehumanizing industrialism. In order to shatter the 
myth of white man’s burden & racial superiority, he formulated an alternative vision of modern 
civilization, known as the ‘Other’ West. 
  
 As per Rudolph & Rudolph [ Gandhi’s India, The World’s Gandhi], Gandhi’s work Hind Swaraj makes 
it clear that he was involved in a larger movement of European thought that questioned and resisted 
the evils of modern civilization. European doubters and dissenters like Rousseau, Tolstoy, Ruskin, 
Thoreau, Emerson & Carpenter presented an alternative world view of civilization & motivated and 
helped Gandhi formulate his critique of modern civilization and articulate an alternative to it. 
  
Gandhi thought of European dissenters as the ‘other’ West, that is, alternative viewpoint of what a 
modern civilization ought to be. It was the West that shaped his civilizational hybridity and 
countercultural mentality. It was the West to which, in time, he made major contributions. 
  
As per Rudolph & Rudolph, the ‘other’ West was defined in part by the 14 authors and 20 books 
Gandhi listed in an appendix to Hind Swaraj and in part by public figures of the 1880s and 1890s who 
influenced him, such as William Morris, George Bernard Shaw, Annie Besant, John Burns, Maurice 
Hyndman, Edward Carpenter and Henry Salt. These authors and public figures imagined another way 
to live and marched to a different drummer. Gandhi’s co-conspirators said no to modernity’s siren call 
of progressivism and maximalism, and to empire’s awesome violence and splendour.  
As per Gandhi [Hind Swaraj] “Whilst the views expressed in Hind Swaraj are held by me, I have but 
endeavoured humbly to follow Tolstoy, Ruskin, Thoreau, Emerson and other writers besides the 
masters of Indian philosophy …”  
  
How effective has the concept of ‘Other’ West been? 
Gandhi argued that colonialism and imperialism and the modern civilization the British imposed on 
the West as well as India did not eliminate the possibility of a Ruskin or a Tolstoy speaking from 
within the West for an ‘other’ West. Alternative voices must emerge from every place and society, 
thereby reforming the society of its evils. 
 
Gandhi’s countercultural dissent and resistance to the hegemony of modern civilization have already 
global phenomena. He has been acknowledged by the architects and heroes of the non-violent 
revolutions in Eastern Europe, Lech Walesa in Poland and Vaclav Havel in Czechoslovakia. Nelson 
Mandela publicly acknowledged that ‘the Gandhian influence dominated freedom struggles on the 
African continent right up to the 1960s.’ In 1990s the Dalai Lama began to invoke Gandhi in his non-
violent efforts to gain autonomy for Tibet. 
  
Conclusion 
There was a political purpose behind Gandhi’s conception of ‘other’ West & critique of modernity.  
Britishers in India did not establish their role only based on force but also provided ideological 
justification like a civilizing mission or White man’s burden. Thus, Gandhi had to create a counter-
hegemony to legitimise his struggle against the colonial state. 
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c) Revisionist Socialism 
 
Answer: 
Socialism’s original goal was common ownership of productive wealth, & the production to be used 
for the common benefit.  But with rise of the middle class, weakening of class divisions & capitalism 
becoming humane, there arose a new variety of socialism, called revisionist socialism.  
 
As per Orthodox Marxism, capitalism, being unredeemable, should be abolished altogether, not 
merely reformed. However, by the end of the nineteenth century, some socialists realized that the 
Marxian analysis of capitalism was defective. Eduard Bernstein’s Evolutionary Socialism undertook a 
comprehensive criticism of Marx and was the first major attempt at Marxist revisionism.  
 

Need of Revisionism:  
 Bernstein  rejected Marx’s historical materialism – because Marx’s predictions proved to be 

incorrect. Instead, capitalism proved itself to be both stable and flexible. Rather than class 
conflict intensifying, capitalism was becoming increasingly complex and differentiated.  

 In particular, the ownership of wealth had widened as a result of the introduction of joint 
stock companies, owned by a number of shareholders, instead of a single powerful 
industrialist.  

 The ranks of the middle classes had also been swollen by the growing number of salaried 
employees, technicians, government officials and professional workers, who were neither 
capitalists nor proletarians.  

  
Main Argument of Revisionism: 

 Bernstein held that capitalism was no longer a system of naked class oppression. Hence 
instead of revolutionary road to socialism, evolutionary road is much better.  

 Capitalism could therefore be reformed by the nationalization of major industries and the 
extension of legal protection and welfare benefits to the working class, a process which 
Bernstein believed could be achieved peacefully and democratically.  

 Louis Althusser gave the concept of “ideological state apparatus” highlighting Gramsci’s 
concept of hegemony, and thereby modifying and revising the central tenants of Marxist 
analysis. 

 The Frankfurt School [Marcuse, Adorno and Horkheimer] sought a revolutionary 
transformation of society via a change in social consciousness rather than merely waiting for 
the inevitable collapse of capitalism via its own contradictions as predicted in the Communist 
Manifesto. 

  
Revisionism in Practice: 

 Western socialist parties have been revisionist in practice, if not always in theory. They 
intended on ‘taming’ capitalism rather than abolishing it. In some cases, they 
 long retained a formal commitment to orthodox socialist goals, as in the UK Labour 
 Party’s belief in ‘the common ownership of the means of production, distribution 
 and exchange’.  

 Nevertheless, as the twentieth century progressed, social democrats dropped their 
commitment to planning as they recognized the efficiency and vigour of the capitalist market. 
Nevertheless, when in power, the Labour Party never revealed an appetite for wholesale 
nationalization. 

  
Conclusion 
For Revisionists like Bernstein, improving society via the welfare state and workers’ rights was not a 
tactic – it was the very essence of socialism. As such, Bernstein and his associate Karl Kautsky 
claimed that the goal of a society built upon social justice was more important than the means. 
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d) Hannah Arendt on Civil disobedience.  
 
Answer: 
As per Rawls, civil disobedience is a public, non-violent and conscientious breach of law undertaken 
with the aim of bringing about a change in laws or government policies. Though Civil disobedience 
plays a crucial role in modern democracies to secure justice, yet the concept has been contested one. 
For example, Arendt disagrees from Thoreau on many points with respect to civil disobedience. 
As per Arendt, ‘Civil disobedience arises when a significant number of citizens have become 
convinced either that the normal channels of change no longer function, and grievances will not be 
heard or acted upon, or that, on the contrary, the government is about to change and has embarked 
upon and persists in modes of action whose legality and constitutionality are open to grave doubt’. 
 
Arendt sought inspiration from Thoreau’s theory of civil disobedience and argued that in case of 
political injustice, the state laws can be broken. She held that the purpose of education is to enable 
people to think & help creation of good citizens, who, for the sake of individual conscience and the 
obligation, could not only refuse state laws but even the divine laws.While Thoreau offered a forceful 
critique of state authority and an uncompromising defence of the individual conscience, arguing that 
man should follow his own individual ‘genius’ rather than social convention, Arendt held an opposite 
view & disagreed with him. 
 
Arendt argued that Thoreau was wrong to ground civil disobedience in the individual conscience, as 
conscience is too subjective a category to justify political action. Conscience alone can be used to 
justify all types of political beliefs and so provides no guarantee of moral action. 
Arendt argued that even when it is morally unimpeachable, conscience is ‘unpolitical’; that is, it 
encourages us to focus on our own moral purity rather than the collective actions that might bring 
about real change. Though Arendt recognized the importance of conscience to prevent injustice, she 
wanted to keep it at moral bare minimum. 
Arendt worried that Thoreau’s philosophy of individualism might make us complacent about any evil 
that we aren’t personally complicit in or any issue that doesn’t affect our interests. That’s why 
Arendt’s main stress is on collective political action.  
She held that for an act of law-breaking to count as civil disobedience it must be performed openly 
and publicly. Anyone who breaks the law publicly but individually is a mere conscientious objector; 
those who break the law publicly and collectively are civil disobedients. It is only this public & 
collective disobedience that is capable of producing real change. 
 
Conclusion 
As per Arendt, the basis of civil disobedience should not be personal conscience but on ‘the world 
where the wrong is committed’. Focus should not be on prioritising individual moral purity, rather it 
should be over the creation of a more just society. For Arendt, civil disobedience must be public and 
collective so as to have any real impact. She supported mass public action, like that of Indian freedom 
struggle movement, in sharp contrast to Thoreau who believed that ‘there is but little virtue in the 
action of masses of men’. 
Thus, Arendt offers a refreshing conception of civil disobedience, which is different from that of 
Thoreau. She is closer to Rawls than to Thoreau when it comes to grounds of civil disobedience. She 
is more focussed on common good rather than on individualism. 
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e) Ambedkar as the Buddhist Platonic. 
 
Answer: 
Dr Ambedkar was phenomenal socio-political and economic thinker & writer. His greatness lay in him 
being not only a thinker but also being a man of praxis. His reinterpretation of classical Buddhism is 
influenced by Buddha as well as Plato. 
Ambedkar considered it important to reopen the question of interpreting texts and approaches to 
history. Texts and historiography too are sites of reproduction and contestation of power relations as 
other domains of social life are.  
 
Ambedkar’s reinterpretation of classical Buddhism eliminates the Buddhist dialectics and Platonic 
dialectics from its framework. Due to the elimination of Buddhist and Platonic dialectics, Ambedkar 
adopts the theory of imitation from Plato and constructs a new source of institutional power, that is,  
sangha. 
 
The Buddhist Ambedkar- 

 As per Ambedkar, Buddhism carried within it a rational and modern spirit & met with his 
complex requirements of reason, morality, and justice. But being a reformist & a modernist, 
he reinterpreted Buddhism [ Navayana, or Neo-Buddhism].  

 He accepted only two noble truths of traditional Buddhism, and  rejected the idea of 
negation/nirodh/destruction. Ambedkar argues that Buddha’s religion is not centred on 
revelation, rather on discovery & hence, Buddha is not moksha data, but a marga data. 

 Ambedkar explains the Buddhist concept of Panchashila and for this he uses Platonic concept 
of ‘path of purity’,. We must have standards to judge humans for whatever they do. 

 
The Platonic Ambedkar- 

 Ambedkar recognizes Platonic quest of truth, & about existence of some guiding light. But he 
rejects any mediator like the “philosopher king”. Using Plato’s allegory of cave, Ambedkar 
argues that man does not need a mediator to realize the truth. Instead of some mediator, it’s 
the mind of man through which truth can be discovered. It is possible to train the mind in 
whatever direction one chooses. This rejection of the mediator is the beginning of the denial 
of dialectics. 

 Ambedkar follows the Platonic idea of seeing the real and overcoming the ignorance; or in 
Ambedkar’s language, recognising the existence of suffering, that is, samyakaditti means 
destruction of avijja (false knowledge) or the failure to understand the two noble truths. To 
see the ‘reality’, ‘‘atmagyan’ must be relied upon & external sources  of knowledge must be 
eliminated. 

 Ambedkar borrows the idea of good or the idea of standards from Plato’s  Republic, and 
argues for it to be used as a moral yardstick for judging human actions. But Ambedkar modies 
this concept by replacing the “just man” with moral standards of ‘panchsheela’. 

 
Conclusion 
Dr Ambedkar was a supporter of critical interpretative method to read culture and traditions. He 
argued for a critical retrieval of culture rather than committing oneself to outdated religious thoughts 
& beliefs. He was a great synthesiser as he sifted ideas creatively from diverse cultures, reinterpreting 
them to suit the demands of socio-political revolution of India. 
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Q.2) a) Bring out the basic contradictions of socialist feminism? Also discuss the compatibility of 
feminism with liberalism.  
  
Answer: 
Socialist feminism believes that women not only face political or legal disadvantages but the 
relationship between the sexes is rooted in the social and economic structure itself, and that nothing 
short of profound social change, some would say a social revolution, can offer women the prospect of 
genuine emancipation. Socialist feminism holds that patriarchy can only be understood in the light of 
social and economic factors. 
  
Contradictions of Socialist Feminism 

 Although socialist feminists agree that the ‘women’s question’ cannot be separated from 
social and economic life, they are profoundly divided about the nature of that link 

 Gender divisions clearly cut across class cleavages, creating tension within socialist feminist 
analysis about the relative importance of gender and social class, and raising particularly 
difficult questions for Marxist feminists- 

 Orthodox Marxists - talk about primacy of class politics over sexual politics. This suggests 
that class exploitation is a deeper and more significant process than sexual oppression. 

 Modern Socialist Feminists - do not accept the primacy of class politics over sexual politics 
because socialism does not, in itself, end patriarchy. Sexual oppression is every bit as 
important as class exploitation. 

 Neo-Marxism: It accepts the interplay of economic, social, political and cultural forces in 
society. It refuses to analyse the position of women in simple economic terms and, instead, 
gives attention to the cultural and ideological roots of patriarchy. 

o  For example, as per Juliet Mitchell, women fulfil four social functions: 
 they are members of the workforce and are active in production;  
 they bear children and thus reproduce the human species;  
 they are responsible for socializing children;  
 they are sex objects.  

o From this perspective, liberation requires that women achieve emancipation in each 
of these areas, and not merely that the capitalist class system is replaced by socialism 

  
Compatibility of Feminism with Liberalism 

 Key objective of Feminism is to achieve social, economic and political equality between the 
sexes. Therefore, feminism becomes compatible with two major ideologies, liberalism and 
socialism. Corresponding to these, we have two major strands within feminism, one being 
socialist feminism & other being liberal feminism. 

 Liberal Feminism, which is the mainstream feminism, is based on the ideology of liberalism & 
aims to achieve gender equality through political and legal reform within the framework of 
liberal democracy and individualism. The first wave of feminism, which was the harbinger 
of feminist movement, was actually based on liberalism & was essentially reformist in nature. 
It sought to open up public life to equal rights & equal competition between women and men 
in the public sphere. Thus, the initial phase of feminism was marked by high degree of 
compatibility between liberalism and feminism.  

 But gradually, the feminists like Simone de Beauvoir, Kate Millet, et al realized that far less 
attention has been paid by liberal feminists [like Betty Friedan] to the private sphere, 
specifically to the sexual division of labour and distribution of power within the family. Also, 
the demands of first wave feminism were more suitable for white, educated middle class 
women of developed societies. 

 As a result, feminist ideology made a radical departure from liberalism with arrival of 2nd wave 
feminism. 2nd wave feminism broadened the debate to include a wider range of issues- issues 
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that outside the scope of Liberalism such as sexuality, family, domesticity, the workplace, 
reproductive rights, de facto inequalities, and official legal inequalities. It critiqued the 
patriarchal, or male-dominated, institutions and cultural practices throughout society and 
politics. Even the liberal state apparatus was considered a patriarchal, & its institutions 
reinforced patriarchal values.  

 The Third wave feminism saw radical engagement with the politics of difference, though it 
came somewhat closer to liberalism   

 Socialist feminism considers liberal democratic state a perpetrator of patriarchal values and 
oppresses women through system of private property & capitalist mode of production. 
Emancipation of women is possible only through social revolution. Modern Social feminists 
consider sexual oppression is every bit as important as class oppression. 

Thus, different varieties of socialism have different degrees of compatibility with liberalism. While 
liberal feminism is closer to liberalism, orthodox socialist feminism is most divorced from liberalism. 
 
b) "Even Post-behaviouralism...... is raving, rumbling structure without any ultimate destiny" 
(Waldo). Comment. 
  
Answer: 
Post-behaviouralism emerged out of dissatisfaction from some aspects of behaviouralism.  
It involves a bold attempt to reform some of the weakness of Behaviouralism by advocating primacy of 
substance over technique socially relevant research over pure science, political action over academic 
neutrality and social change over social conservatism. Yet the changes it introduced are piecemeal in 
nature and far from anything revolutionary. 
  
David Easton acknowledged that ‘political scholars sitting in ivory towers, perfecting their 
techniques, have ignored the purpose for which the technique is/ was to be used and could not tell 
how to resolve it’ 
  
Salient features of post-behaviouralism 

 As per Easton, post-behaviouralism was supposed to be a credo of relevance, a creative 
theory with two key parameters- Action & Relevance-  

 ‘The research and theory building must be relevant to actual social conditions and the brute 
realities of politics, and those political scientists have a practical role to play in society, and 
action must characterize entire research in political science’ 

  
Critical Evaluation of Post Behavioralism: 

 As per Philip L. Beardsley [A Critique of Post-Behavioralism], post-behavioralism is 
seriously inadequate as a rationale for social problem-oriented research. Easton's doctrine of 
post-behavioralism calls for choosing between "science" and "relevance’ which is similar to 
conventional behavioralist position i.e., ‘science’ must occasionally be "sacrificed”. But the 
choice between science and relevance is a false dichotomy. 

 Easton’s called for shift from “basic research” to “applied research”, but such a differentiation 
is untenable because what is ‘basic’ or ‘applied’ depends on the ‘paradigm’ used or ‘ideology’ of 
the author. Value commitments of the author decides what’s “basic” or “applied”.   

o For Ex.- whether electoral behaviour and legislative roll-call voting are more basic or 
less basic than imperialism and racism depends on one's values and on one's 
assumptions about the nature of political systems. 

 The distinction between "scientific relevance" and "social relevance" is also misplaced. Such 
distinction obscures the fact that all political scientists base their decisions regarding the 
subject of their research on value commitments and causal assumptions which are based on 
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ideological preferences & have nothing to do with science per se. Thus, value differences are 
to a great extent simply a matter of which social problems one thinks are most important. 

 The analogy between natural sciences and social sciences is also false. While natural 
scientists have general frameworks of ideas/paradigms to work with, social scientists do not. 

 Like behaviouralists, post-behaviouralists also cling on to systems theory despite the fact 
that it was the sterility of this approach that helped to inspire the very post-behavioural 
revolution. Since the Systems theory is based on western political sytems & is based on 
‘inputs’ and ‘demands’ & ‘outputs’, such an analysis will still be ethnocentric and value neutral 
to a large extent. 

 There is unwillingness within many political scientists to pose questions that imply a 
fundamental criticism of the US or Western political systems. This reluctance to challenge 
the status quo, which is shared to some degree by behaviouralists and by Eastonian post-
behaviouralists.  

  
Conclusion 

 Post-behaviouralism definitely tries to come out of orthodox scientism of the behaviouralists 
support for value studies. It recognizes that values cannot be totally eliminated from Political 
Science. It rejects the thoroughgoing empiricism, value neutralism and technique obsession 
of the Behaviouralists. 

 But post-behavioralism fails to bring any revolutionary change- the changes are piecemeal in 
nature & sometimes even obscure and ambiguous. 

 As per Waldo, despite its insistence on the reaffirmation of values to some extent even post-
behaviouralism tilts heavily in favour of a value-free political science and now looks like a 
raving, rumbling structure without any ultimate destiny.'  

 
c) Highlight the influence of John Locke’s political philosophy on Robert Nozick’s “Theory of 
Entitlement”. 
  
Answer: 
Robert Nozick’s theory of entitlement is influenced by three key political philosophers- Kant, Locke 
and John Rawls. Nozick borrows ideas from them and modifies them to suit his ‘right- conservative’ 
political ideology. He uses Kant’s concept of categorical Imperative, Locke’s concept of property 
acquisition and Rawls’ difference principle to arrive at his own libertarian theory of justice. 
  
Nozick’s ‘entitlement theory’ of justice is based on the inviolability of private property rights. There 
are three parts to the theory: 

 1: Just acquisition 
 2: Just transfer 
 3: Rectification 

  
Just acquisition – 

 For this, Nozick draws on the work of Locke, specifically, his defence of private property, 
especially his argument for ‘just acquisition’.  

 Locke on just acquisition: He tried to reconcile Christianity and capitalism. Locke provided a 
way to move from common ownership to private ownership: - if a person mixes his labour 
with something external to himself then he acquires rights in that thing. Mixing one’s labour 
is sufficient to establish ownership so long as two ‘provisos’ are satisfied: - 

o Sufficiency proviso - There must be ‘enough and as good left for. 
o Spoilage proviso - There must be no wasting away of the product. 
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 Nozick drew heavily on Locke’s acquisition argument but dropped its theological basis. He 
also adopted Locke’s mixed labour device, but he doesn’t care about the two Lockean 
provisos. His theory doesn’t care if there are people who don’t have enough to survive on, 
even with possibility of wage labour. He also is not worried about ‘spoilage’, but he does insist 
that a person cannot acquire a monopolistic control over certain goods, such as a water 
supply’. 

  
Just transfer -  

 Nozick was not comfortable partly with the conclusion of Rawls' ‘difference principle’ [ social 
and economic inequalities are to be arranged so that they are to be of greatest benefit to the 
least-advantaged members of society]. 

 Nozick argued that Rawls’ Difference Principle deconstructs the separateness of persons, 
which is the individuality of the human person. This principle uses the better endowed as a 
resource for the less well endowed, it is tantamount to making someone engage in a forced 
labour. 

 For Nozick, just transfer is dependent upon just acquisition, for one cannot justly transfer 
what one has not justly acquired. Even if such transfer creates grave inequality in future, its 
irrelevant as long as individuals have consented to the transfer. 

 
Rectification- 
Third part of Nozick’s  theory is brief and underdeveloped. If something was acquired or transferred 
as the result of fraud, theft or force then some mechanism is required to rectify the situation. 
 
Critical Evaluation of Nozick’s theory- 

 As per Virginia Held, Nozick is not entitled to be wrapped in the mantle of Locke. It is true 
that Locke said some things about property that forms the basis of some of Nozick's 
positions, but Locke on property was not compatible with Locke on freedom & Equality. For 
Locke, political equality held primacy but for Nozick there is primacy of economic right even 
if political equality is compromised. 

 As per S. B. Drury [Locke and Nozick on Property], the differences between the Lockian and 
Nozickian ideas regarding the foundation of private property are far greater than is generally 
assumed- 

 that the theory of appropriation by labour is not applicable after the invention of money; and 
is meant to show that the right to property is based on the right to life and self-
preservation, and 

 that property arrangements after the introduction of money are justified primarily by utility 
rather than natural right, and  

 that the conditions created by the invention of money make the ‘regulation’ of private 
property necessary for the preservation of mankind which is required by the law of nature. 

  
Conclusion: 

 Some scholars hold that Nozick's philosophical ancestor is Filmer & not John Locke. It was 
Filmer whose arguments in Patriarcha Locke effectively shredded in First Treatise of 
Government. Filmer thought that political power should be based on original title (God gave 
the earth to Adam). Nozick’s argument concerning economic power is similar: ‘what matters 
is original title and correct transferral’. 

 As per Virginia Held [John Locke on Robert Nozick], ‘were Locke alive today, it is almost 
certain that he would be an opponent, not a friend, of Robert Nozick’s political philosophy’. 
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Q.3) a) Highlight the relationship between multiculturalism and communitarianism. Can there be 
reconciliation between multiculturalism and the idea of individual rights? 
 
Answer: 
Both communitarianism and multiculturalism arose as a reaction against certain flaws of liberal state 
based on the philosophy of individualism. Both see the liberal constitution as a mere intellectual 
construction since it is not founded on a concrete way of life based on a particular cultural tradition. 
Hence, this constitution, in their view, implies a liberal self that is empty, abstract, and ghost-like 
because it is devoid of any empirical content. 
Communitarians criticize the liberal image of humans as atomistic individuals, and stress that 
individuals who are well-integrated into communities are better able to reason and act in responsible 
ways than isolated individuals.  
 
Multiculturalism tries to understand and respond to the challenges associated with cultural diversity 
based on ethnic, national, and religious differences. It is associated with identity politics of difference 
and the politics oof recognition which share a commitment to revaluing disrespected identities and 
changing dominant patterns of representation and communication that marginalize certain groups. It 
holds that granting equal civil and political rights is important but not sufficient to address the issue 
of discrimination in society.  
 
Relationship Between Communitarians and Multiculturalists: 

 Both tend to criticize liberal state. For liberals, right takes precedence over the good [Kant, 
Rawls, et al]. Such a standpoint comes from natural law tradition which holds that that the 
individual precedes the community as a whole.  

 The liberals rejected the traditional standpoint of Aristotle: “The state is by nature clearly 
prior to the family and to the individual, since the whole is of necessity prior to the part”. 

 Their critique of the liberal state and the liberal self as an unencumbered self is “culturalist” 
by its character. Both of them reject the central liberal thesis that right is prior to the good. 
Both hold that it is only through our participation in a particular community, which defines 
the good by its cultural tradition, that we can form our individual identities. 

 Common to both communitarianism and multiculturalism is contextualism, that is, an idea 
that there cannot be the context-transcending reason, moral, law, and person. For 
MacIntyre, the conceptions of person, morality, and reason cannot be separated from the 
substantive horizons of a form of life, an ethos. A context-less person or a context-
transcending (neutral) morality and reason are mere liberal chimeras. 

 As per Richard Robson, multiculturalism can be seen to be a form of communitarianism 
because it is rooted in an essentially communitarian view of human nature-that is, humans 
cannot be understood ‘outside’ of society. They are intrinsically shaped by the social and 
cultural structures within which they live and develop [ embedded or encumbered self] 

 the multiculturalist idea of minority group rights constitutes a form of communitarianism. 
Will Kymlicka argued for the existence of polyethnic and representation rights. Therefore, 
as minority groups rights help express the distinctiveness of a cultural group and therefore 
the individual, and also help embed these groups into society, they can be said to constitute a 
form of communitarianism 

 
Reconciliation Between Multiculturalism and the Idea of Individual Rights: 

 Multiculturalism focuses on group rights & minority rights. It prefers salad bowl model & 
rejects melting pot model, i.e., it favours integration of diverse cultures & rejects assimilation. 
But such an approach alarms nationalists because it can weaken unity. 
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 communitarianism & multiculturalism both need institutional protection of the particular 
cultures. Thus, group rights need special state protection & these are available in addition to 
the individual rights available to the citizens. 

 Multicultural rights cater to the moral and political claim of a wide range of marginalized 
groups-women, minorities, LGBTs, disabled, etc. Individual rights alone are insufficient to do 
socio-economic justice to these disadvantaged groups. 

 Group rights talk much more than value pluralism.  It does not merely suggest that different 
value system exist in society and individuals may favour or commit themselves to any of them. 
It seeks solid protection of the group rights by the state. 

 Liberalism is primarily concerned about individual rights and not community rights. 
Multiculturalism challenges this liberal understanding of the self and favors membership of a 
cultural community which is valuable to the individual. 

As per Amy Gutmann, difference, and conflict about standards of justice prevailing in different 
cultures needs to be considered. Each culture has its own way of seeing, doing, and thinking about 
things, it has its own set of social understanding and hence differences are bound to be there. What is 
just and true with one culture need not to be same with the other.  
 
We can adopt the following to reconcile - 

 Differentiated Citizenship: Identity rights for marginalized groups for minimizing culture 
based discrimination. Special rights are granted for identifying minorities (Schedule 5 & 6 of 
Indian Constitution).  

 Different kinds of Special Rights: Cultural rights, Self-Government Rights, Special 
Representation Rights for recognition of minority culture and minority cultural institutions.  

  
Conclusion 
Different ethical standards will yield conflicting judgments concerning social justice in a multicultural 
society. Cultural relativism and lack of universal consensus within a culture regarding ethical 
standards becomes a major hurdle in arriving at single view on social justice.  
But through innovative measures, multiculturalism can be easily reconciled with individual rights. 
Indian Constitution is a classic example of this. Apart from India, Canada and Australia are also good 
examples to prove the point that recognizing group rights in no way endangers individualism or 
nationalism. 
 
b) Examine the relevance of Plato's opposition to democratic politics in present context. 
 
Answer: 
Plato’s ‘the Republic’ presents the most persuasive argument against democracy, & it remains, even 
amidst the dominance of democratic theory, a powerful critique of representative democracy. Plato 
comes in sharpest opposition with modern tendencies in his treatment of democracy. He favours 
aristocracy and detests democracy. 
 
Post-Cold War, democracy has become a way of life. Democracy has won the historic battle of 
ideologies & is considered as the best practicable form of government. But this is not quite what Plato 
had in mind. Plato in Republic delivers damning critique of democracy as it is plagued by mass 
ignorance, hysteria, and ultimately tyranny. 
 
Why Plato hated democracy? 

 Condemnation of Socrates to death by the jury of the Athenian public on the charges of 
corrupting the youth of Athens. Plato was repulsed by his city’s failure to benefit from 
Socrates and the execution influenced his conclusion that democracy is antithetical to 
philosophy. 
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 He witnessed the Sicilian expedition [Peloponnesian War] when the deficiencies of 
democracy were exposed in their nakedness. The expedition ended in a devastating defeat for 
the Athenian forces. 

 Plato intuitively discovered that democracy is a denial of the principle of qualification as it 
gives every citizen a right to participate in government even without testing if s/he has the 
requisite capacity to participate in the government. 

 
Plato’s arguments against democracy - 

 A right to participate in government must correspond to capacity, and Plato believes that the 
average person has neither the knowledge nor the native intelligence requisite for 
governance. 

 Expertise is the critical attribute of a leader. Plato criticizes democracy of seldom producing 
such characters. Rather, it elects popular spinsters who are effective in manipulating popular 
opinion [demagogues]. Thus, democracy is a rule by the ignorant. 

 Democracy affirms that all men are equal, but in fact, all men are not equal. Majority are 
incapable of ruling; of those that are, some are more capable than others. Plato advocates 
aristocracy, which is government by the best, the reign of the philosophers. 

 Politics is an art; it is a science. Government is a complicated function, the highest function of 
man, and one which must be mastered in order that it may be exercised responsibly. For 
instance, we demand that a doctor should be trained in medicine and a pilot in navigation, yet 
we permit any one to govern irrespective of his equipment. 

 
Relevance of Plato's Opposition to Democratic Politics - 

 As per Sartori, ‘present age is an age of democratic confusion’. There are many varieties of 
democracy, & most of these are contested ones. 

 As per Plato, democracy risks bringing dictators, tyrants, and demagogues to power. This is 
clearly visible in current times in case of Pakistan, US, Russia, etc. In times of crises, rise of 
demagogues and tyrants becomes a very pressing question for democracy 

 Plato’s claims that democracies have leaders without proper skills or morals and that it is 
quite unlikely that the best equipped to rule will come to power, is also quite correct. 
CONCLUSION 

 We must not forget Plato’s warnings against democracy. Democracy is not some 
unconditional good – there are certain preconditions for democracy to function properly. 
Democratic nations must always strive towards building up civic & political capital, enhance 
political wisdom and inculcate civic republicanism among the citizens [Arendt] 

 His attempt to separate ruling and wealth and to establish economic floors and ceilings for his 
ideal city seems especially instructive in view of problems in these areas that modern 
democracies have experienced.  

 Plato's insistence that superior wisdom is the central virtue of rulers is instructive, and in this 
respect some modern defenders of democratic justice, such as J. S. Mill and John Rawls, have 
learned from him. Plato’s critique of democracy shall remain a valuable lesson for eternity. 

 
c) “For the laws of nature, without terror of some power to cause them to be observed, are contrary 
to our natural passions” (Hobbes). Comment. 
 
Answer: 
Hobbes is one of the most important thinker to understand the practices and principles of modern 
political life. Hobbes like any other thinker, was a product of his times. The troubled phase of the 
British history influenced his conception of state of nature, human nature and finally his take on 
political obligation & sovereignty. In the above statement Hobbes shows the limited use of natural 
law. 
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HUMAN NATURE 
Hobbes used resolutive-compositive method to arrive at his conclusions about human nature. As per 
Hobbes, man is materialistic, individualistic, power seeking and possessive in nature. Hobbes was a 
utilitarian & held that all actions of humans are guided by pleasure and pain. Love and aversion are the 
two basic emotions. Hence, man is hedonistic and pleasure seeking by nature.  
Hobbes take on human nature is pessimist- that is, man is isolated, egoistic, self-interested and seeks 
society as a means to his ends. Appetites are insatiable and man continuously tries to increase his 
power as power is a means to settle any appetite. 
 
HOBBES ON LAW 
Hobbes belongs to the Positive law tradition and doesn’t have faith in natural law tradition because 
natural law lacks certainty & it fails to achieve order or security in the society. Unlike Thomas 
Aquinas, Hobbes does not believe that men are ordered to natural ends (happiness or doing good). 
Humans are not merely satisfied by the cultivation of virtue as a political end, but rather they 
continuously strive for more power.  
 
In state of nature - 

 there is absence of a social contract and a sovereign leader  
 hence there is ‘continual fear and danger of violent death’ and the condition of ‘war of every 

man against every man’. 
 ‘Nothing can be unjust. The notions of right and wrong, justice and injustice, have there no 

place. Where there is no common power, there is no law; where no law, no injustice” 
As humans have limited reason, Hobbes makes limited use of natural law i.e., only once - to arrive at 
‘social contract’ and appoint a ‘sovereign’.  Thereafter Hobbes switches to positive law i.e., laws made 
by state. For Hobbes, only state made laws can secure peace and order in the society as such laws 
come with the power of punishment. Thus, fear is the basis of authority. 
 
As per Hobbes, ‘For the Laws of Nature, as "justice", "equity", "modesty", "mercy" and in sum, "doing to 
others as we would be done to", of themselves without the terror of some power to cause them to be 
observed, are contrary to our natural passions, that carry us to partiality, pride, revenge and the like.’ 
As per Hobbes ‘Covenants without swords are nothing but words’- meaning that- law without fear of 
punishment is not a law in the proper sense. Although in ‘state of nature’ there is ‘natural law’, but 
natural law is insufficient to establish peace & order. Since natural law depends on reason, but 
humans have only limited reason but abundant passion, fear of punishment is needed for adherence 
of law. It is the command of the sovereign and not the counsels of wisdom/prudence that secures 
justice, equality and order in the society. 
 
CONCLUSION 
Hobbes’ views on human nature and its relation with need for positive law is quite apt. Though 
Hobbes opts for an all-powerful sovereign with an unlimited political obligation for citizens, yet he is 
the greatest of all individualists [Sabine]. 
As per Macpherson, “Hobbes begins as an individualist but concludes as an absolutist”. But Hobbes, 
being a methodological individualist, derives his political thought from the understanding of human 
nature and the goal of his thought is to secure peace and security for the individuals. And for this, he 
creates an all-powerful state. 
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Q.4) a) "The master is only the master of the slave; he does not belong to him, whereas the slave is 
not only the slave of his master, but wholly belongs to him". In context of the statement, critically 
examine Aristotle's defence of slavery.  
  
Answer: 
Aristotle was one of the foremost philosophers of his time. He firmly supported and defended the 
practise of slavery. In his opinion, slaves belonged to the family or, to put it another way, were seen as 
the master's or the family's property. According to him, slavery is normal and advantageous for both 
the masters and the slaves.  
  
He held the opinion that despite their capacity to comprehend and imitate their intellect, slaves lack 
the capacity for rational thought. Therefore, in Aristotle's view, individuals who understand reason 
but lack the capacity for reason are natural slaves.  
  
He said that it was possible to tell who is good and who is not, and that those who were not virtuous 
were slaves. He continued by saying that because there were disparities in people's abilities and 
powers, those with the highest capacity were referred to as masters and the others as slaves. 
Additionally, he made it clear that the slave belonged to the master, not the other way around. 
  
The following arguments were used by Aristotle to defend the practise of slavery: 

 Slavery is a fact of nature. The superior would have the upper hand over the inferior, just as 
the soul has dominion over the body and reason has control over craving. In other words, 
those who are better at reasoning would reign over those who are less so. It is said that the 
slaves are not as intellectually strong as the masters. Therefore, the former is obviously the 
master and the latter is the slave in this arrangement. 

 Slaves are viewed as necessary because they provide leisure, which is crucial for the 
contemplation and thus for the welfare of the state. According to Aristotle, slaves also 
benefitted from slavery. He would be able to benefit from the master's merits and elevate 
himself by being a slave. 

 According to Aristotle, slaves supported the Greek social and economic structure and 
protected Greece from social unrest and chaos. He claimed that society requires slavery. It 
helped with excellence and was beneficial to both masters and slaves. 

  
Aristotle only permitted slavery under the following circumstances: 

 Only those who lacked mental capacity and were not morally superior should be made into 
slaves. But because a conflict's outcome does not always imply intellectual supremacy on the 
part of the victor or mental inadequacy on the part of the defeated, Aristotle never supported 
the enslavement of prisoners of war. Forced slavery was something he opposed. 

 Aristotle firmly believed that cruel masters needed to face legal repercussions and urged that 
they must treat their slaves with respect.  

 He argued for the release of only those slaves who had demonstrated excellent behaviour and 
had acquired moral development. 

 Slavery was necessary for overall growth, but the master has no right to abuse his position of 
authority. Slaves are not subordinates; they are merely assistants. 

  
Aristotle's opinions on slavery are out of date with today's civilization, which is advancing 
humankind's understanding of freedom. The modern ideas of Liberty, Equality, and Justice of Mankind 
are also in conflict with his view of a slave as an animate object of action with little capacity for 
reason, performing menial chores for the master in exchange for leisure to engage in public affairs. 
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Though Slavery may be a natural phenomenon, we do not live in nature and although the rule of the 
fittest may apply in nature, society need not adhere to this rule. According to Socrates, what is 
should not dictate what ought to be; rather, it should be the other way around. The institution of 
slavery cannot be justified in the modern world, regardless of its benefits.  
  
Immanuel Kant argued that “Each man in an end in itself. No one ought to treat other person as a 
means to an end.” Thus, It is important to respect each individual and the principle of upholding 
human dignity must never be violated. Aristotle also ends up justifying myths like "benevolent 
despotism," "the white man's burden," and "the civilising mission." 
  
Although there is no disputing the minimal influence of Aristotle's notion of slavery on contemporary 
society, we nevertheless cannot deny the historical-evolutionary effects of moving through many 
stages of human history to arrive at the modern stage. The contributions of philosophers and 
intellectuals in the form of theories cannot be discounted and are just as significant for those living in 
the present since they help people understand how societies and ideas have evolved, even though 
slavery is no longer acceptable in any just society. 
 
b) The Supremacy of social group manifests itself in two ways, as domination' and as intellectual 
and moral leadership'. Discuss.  
 
Answer: 
The fundamental idea of cultural hegemony was formulated by Italian Marxist Antonio Gramsci while 
he was imprisoned by the Italian state under Mussolini's fascist reign. He proposed in his Prison 
Notebooks how the fabrication of consent gave rise to and shaped ruling class ideology. 
  
Gramsci’s concept of power is understood through the two modes of power relations–Dominio 
(coercion) and Direzione (consensus). 
  
Gramsci contends that the civil society serves as a vehicle through which the ruling class performs 
the "function of hegemony." In this context, hegemony refers to the worldview, reality, and ideas of 
the ruling classes becoming "common sense" to the subordinate classes.  
  
There is a widespread belief that the ruling class's perspective is the only rational one. This was made 
possible by propaganda in the media, education, and the ownership of the means of production by the 
ruling class. Any groups that offer a different perspective are therefore marginalised. As a result, the 
ruling class claims intellectual and moral leadership over the subordinate classes.  
  
When the above method fails, the ruling class resorts to domination and coercion to safeguard its 
interests over the subordinate classes. While both are present at all times, depending on historical 
conditions, different sides tend to prevail. In general, according to Gramsci, there’s a predominance 
of consensus over coercion. 
  
Consensus, in Gramsci's view, must be achieved at the level of civil society. Coercion, on the other 
hand, is that of the state, or more specifically, that of "political society." Hegemonic rule thus reflects, 
broadly speaking, a balance, an equilibrium between "political society" and "civil society," as 
evidenced by the prevalence of consensus over coercion. 
  
The basis for the ruling class's hegemony was the spontaneous consent given by the great masses of 
the population to the general direction imposed on social life by the dominant fundamental group; 
this consent is 'historically' caused by the prestige (and subsequent confidence) which the dominant 
group enjoys due to its position and function in the world of production. 
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In his book Ideology and Ideological State Apparatuses, French Marxist philosopher Louis Althusser 
expanded on Gramsci's views and proposed the concepts of an ideological state apparatus to define 
civil society and a repressive state apparatus for political society. 
  
Thus, Gramsci's theory helps us see that the ruling classes are powerful in more ways than just 
economic ones. The wealthy and powerful classes also dominate the ideas, beliefs, and moral 
standards that are universally seen as "normal." He also asserts that the social revolution that Marxists 
seek to achieve can only be fully realised and accomplished by creating a counter-hegemony to 
capitalism, for which the proletariat will need to build its own class of intellectuals to spark the 
revolution. 
  
c) Compare and contrast the idea of civil society in Liberalism and Marxism. 
 
Answer: 
The concept of the civil society emerged with the notion of individuals with rights and is generally 
seen as the confluence of family and the private sphere, known as the third sector of the society 
distinct from the government and business. Hobbes and Locke were the first to attach much 
importance to civil society even though their conceptions were at an embryonic stage and were 
arbitrary.  
  
They regarded civil society as a community that upheld civil life, the setting in which civic virtues and 
rights were drawn from natural principles. They did not, however, believe that civil society and the 
state are two distinct entities. They emphasised the coexistence of the state and civil society instead. 
Hegel however saw civil society as a non political entity clearly distinguished from the political state 
and as a stage of difference between the state and the family. 
  
According to Marx who also followed Hegelian conception of civil society, the creation of the modern 
state gave rise to a civil society that turned society into a battlefield of competing private interests. 
The state, which was governed by the bourgeois class, autonomized political society. In his early 
writings, Marx looked forward to the reunification of the private and public spheres and the end of 
the division between the state and civil society. 
  
Gramsci, who differed considerably from Marx, did not see civil society as a place of private and 
alienated connections. Instead, Gramsci saw civil society as the instrument of bourgeois hegemony 
because it merely represents one class. He emphasised the vital contribution made by civil society to 
the cultural and intellectual capital necessary for the maintenance of capitalism's hegemony. Unlike 
prior Marxist notions, Gramsci saw civil society as the place to solve problems rather than posing 
them as a problem. 
  
The New Left assigned civil society a crucial role in upholding the democratic desire to influence the 
state as well as defending people from the state and the market. Habermas saw civil society as a 
sphere of rational and democratic social interaction. Neo-liberal thinkers, also place a premium on 
civil society seeing it as a panacea against the overarching state.  
  
Thus, the Marxist and Liberal conceptions of civil society though having many sub strands, have come 
to understand the importance of civil society and its role in social development even if their visions 
for the ideal state are vastly different. 
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SECTION – B 
 
Q.5) Answer the following questions in about 150 words each: 
 
a) Did Poona pact lead to the disenfranchisement of 'depressed classes"? 
 
Answer: 
The Poona Pact was a compromise agreement reached between Ambedkar who wanted separate 
electorates and Gandhi who wanted joint electorates. It established the primary election system to 
make sure that the candidates selected to occupy the reserved seats for the "Depressed Classes" in 
the general elections enjoyed the support of a sizeable portion of their community.  
 
It was a compromise offered to supporters of separate electorates. The goal of adopting joint 
electorates—where the "Depressed Classes" and "caste Hindus" would cast their votes together—at the 
final elections was to strengthen links between the two groups. It was an accommodation given to 
supporters of mixed electorates. 
 
Ambedkar argued that the system led to disenfranchisement of Scheduled castes since candidates 
who failed in the primary polls ended up getting elected with the support of caste Hindus robbing the 
scheduled castes to elect a representative of their choice. The main reason, he cited was the disparity 
in voting strength of SCs and Caste Hindus in m out constituencies. 
 
Sukhdeo Thorat argues that the Scheduled Castes were rarely able to elect legislators of their 
choosing to the federal and state legislatures under the Poona Pact's system of joint electorates. In a 
similar vein, Raja Sekhar Vundru states that "the electoral method had failed to ensure, let alone 
promote, the true representation of the Scheduled Castes by the Scheduled Caste representatives 
elected from reserved constituencies to the parliament and state assemblies" when examining the 
operational aspect of the Poona Pact for the Scheduled Castes. 
 
The 1945–1946 election results, however, reveal that because primary elections were not held for the 
108 reserved seats, there was no need to worry that "caste Hindu" voters would choose Scheduled 
Caste candidates in the general elections who had lost in the primary elections. The candidates from 
the Scheduled Caste ran for office as Independents as well as on the ballots of the Indian National 
Congress and other smaller parties.  
 
The Poona pact thus enabled election of Scheduled caste members who not only represented their 
castes but also won the approval of majority of the electorate consisting of both SCs and caste Hindus 
ensuring both normative and substantive representation of SCs in elected bodies post Poona Pact. 
 
b) Comment on the banality of defection politics in India. 
 
Answer: 
The anti defection law was introduced in 1985 during a period when Indian politics was dramatically 
departing from a model where there was one dominant party (i.e. the Congress). The statute forbade 
defections in order to maintain control over lawmakers in a multi-party system. The sole exception 
was if three-quarters of a party's lawmakers left at once (the proportion was later amended to two-
thirds). 
 
Politicians have developed new strategies for leaving without breaking the law. The MLAs in 
Karnataka in 2019 simply quit rather than support the BJP thereby destabilising the government. The 
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speaker may now simply postpone making decisions in the event of defections. As the speaker 
painstakingly trudges through their defection charges, MLAs from Andhra Pradesh and Telangana 
have even gone on to hold ministerial positions. In Goa, bulk defections easily passed the test of the 
Law. 
 
The acceptance of defection as an unavoidable fact of politics among both political parties and the 
people have made it banal. The consistent success of certain politicians despite hopping parties 
multiple times are a testament to this. SY Quraishi, former CEC also noted how defection is a mere 
detour for an MLA. 
 
That almost all parties with the wherewithal to engineer defections indulge in it also leaves little 
choice to the voters. This also reduces the political will for a solution to this banality of defection 
politics as all major parties are benefiting from it.  
 
Chakshu Roy, who heads the PRS Legislative Research opined that “the entire idea of anti-defection 
tries to solve a political issue through a legal solution”. Hamid Ansari has proposed that it only be 
used to save governments during motions of no-confidence. The Election Commission has opined 
that it be the body that makes decisions on defections. Additionally, the Supreme Court ruled last 
year that Parliament should create an independent tribunal to decide defection cases quickly and 
fairly.  
 
Thus, the best way to punish venal defections, which conflict with a legislator's constituents' 
interests, is through the voting process. The remedy in the form of the anti-defection law is 
significantly worse than the problem since it makes elected legislators defer to unelected party high 
commands. 
 
c) What is the nature of liberty' and 'equality' in the preamble of Indian constitution. 
 
Answer: 
The ideals of liberty, equality and fraternity enshrined in our Preamble was adopted from the French 
Revolution making it one of the best written preambles, in the opinion of KC Wheare. 
 
The word "liberty" refers to the absence of restrictions on people's behaviour while still allowing for 
the growth of their unique personalities. The Preamble guarantees to all Indian citizens the freedom 
of thought, expression, belief, faith, and association through their Fundamental Rights, which are 
enforceable in court in the event of a breach. 
 
The Preamble's discussion of liberty is crucial to the operation of the Indian democratic system. 
However, liberty must be enjoyed within the restrictions outlined in the Constitution itself and does 
not equate to a "permission" to do as one pleases. In essence, the freedom envisioned in the Preamble, 
or the fundamental rights are not unqualified but rather qualified. 
 
The concept of "equality" refers to the lack of special benefits for any group in society as well as the 
support for equal opportunities for everyone, regardless of background. All Indians are guaranteed 
equality of status and opportunity under the Preamble. The three aspects of equality—civic, political, 
and economic—are all included in this provision.  
 
Civic equality is guaranteed by the following clauses in the Fundamental Rights chapter:  

a) Equality before the law (Article 14) 
b) Prohibition of discrimination on grounds of religion, race, caste, sex or place of birth (Article 

15). 
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c) Equality of opportunity in matters of public employment (Article 16). 
d) Abolition of untouchability (Article 17). 
e) Abolition of titles (Article 18). 

 
The Constitution has two clauses that aim to ensure political equality. One, no one may be excluded 
from the voting records due to a person's caste, race, or sexual orientation (Article 325). Two, adult 
suffrage will be ensured in elections for the state assemblies and the Lok Sabha (Article 326).  
 
According to Article 39 of the Directive Principles of State Policy, men and women have an equal right 
to a sufficient means of subsistence and to equal compensation for equivalent labour thus striving for 
economic equality. 
 
In his final address to the Constituent Assembly, Dr. B. R. Ambedkar had stated that social democracy 
must be the foundation of political democracy for it to last. That foundation of social democracy 
depends on the trinity of liberty, equality and fraternity enshrined in the preamble. 
 
d) Comment on the feminization of electoral politics in India. 
 
Answer: 
Women's active involvement in elections is a reliable sign of democracy's effective development in 
any nation today. However, India being the largest democracy in the world is ranked 141 among 193 
countries in representation of women in politics by the Inter-Parliamentary Union. According to 
data from the Election Commission, women still make up only 10.5% of the Parliament’s total strength 
and only 9% across state assemblies. 
 
Despite the exclusionary policies of the political system, women’s voting turnout has grown 
significantly, hitting an all-time high in the 2014 Lok Sabha elections. In the 1960s, the discrepancy 
between males and women's turnout was in the double digits while it was below 2% in the 2019 
elections.  
 
In a similar vein, women's involvement in political campaigns rose sharply between 1999 and 2019. 
Feminisation of Indian politics was also buoyed by the 73rd and 74th amendments that brought in 
reservation for women in local bodies encouraging grassroots participation in electoral politics. 
 
A comparison of the victory rates of male and female candidates in the last three general elections in 
India reveals significantly greater female success rates. Women had a 9% success rate in the 2014 
elections, compared to a 6% success rate for men. Currently, there are 11 women ministers in the 
central government making it the highest in the last couple of decades. 
 
Madhu Kishwar however argues that even the most talented female lawmakers experience 
marginalisation and powerlessness inside their own political parties, making the few female leaders an 
ineffectual minority unable to encourage the participation of more women in electoral and party 
politics. 
 
Despite the fact that there are many political parties at the national and state levels that are led by 
women, the representation of women overall in the party's rank and file is still appalling. Women who 
made an impact in the inner sanctums of political parties were demoted to the second rung of 
leadership and were unable to shatter the "glass ceiling." They seldom ever contribute to the creation 
of political party programmes and plans; at best, they are tasked with monitoring 'women's concerns' 
in order to benefit the party electorally.  
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Thus, there’s a reasoned imperative to implement either the Women Reservation bill or the Gill 
formula ensuring internal reservation in political parties to improve participation of women in 
politics and close the gender gap in politics further. 
 
e) Write about the utility of Directives mentioned in the constitution. 
 
Answer: 
The directive principles of state policy in our constitution was borrowed from the Irish constitution 
to act as guiding principles for the state to make policies for the benefit of its people. 
 
They are often referred to as the kernel of the constitution for its ability to reflect the objectives 
enshrined in the Preamble, especially the social, economic, and political justice.  Ambedkar opined 
that the DPSPs lay down the foundation of economic democracy as opposed to the political 
democracy guaranteed by the fundamental rights.  
 
Additionally, it represents the idea of the welfare state that the colonial raj robbed India of. LM 
Singhvi referred to them as the life-giving provisions of the Constitution and that they constitute the 
stuff of the Constitution and its philosophy of social justice. They aim to strike a balance between 
environmental sustainability, social justice, and economic equity on the one hand, and economic 
growth and competition on the other. 
 
DPSPs aid the courts in determining and examining the constitutionality of acts, rules, and 
regulations. They also ensure a humane working environment, equal pay for equal labour, and to raise 
their standard of living. Additionally, it allows for worker participation in industry management for 
better balancing of worker and industrial interests. 
 
The state authorities are also morally obligated to implement them, even if the main driving force 
behind them is popular opinion. They also act as moral precepts for the state's legislative, executive, 
and administrative branches. Regardless of political philosophies and manifestos, they serve as the 
Common Minimum Programme for all governments. Further, they are used as a benchmark to 
measure the performance of the government by both the people and the opposition parties. 
 
However, they are constrained by the lack of enforceability and constitutional conflict with the 
fundamental rights. Further, BN Rau criticised the placement of DPSPs in the constitution arguing 
that constitution is not the place for moral precepts. Ivor Jennings, similarly, opined that they were 
simply pious aspirations of the constitution makers.  
 
Despite that, DPSP are crucial in engendering a more informed, effective, equitable, and sustainable 
developmental model for the country. 
 
 
Q.6) a) "The right to represent as opposed to the right to representation, is not an unlimited right 
but dependent upon a certain social attitude of a candidate as a condition precedent to the 
recognition to the right to represent" (Ambedkar). Comment. 
 
Answer: 
The legislative is often seen as a place embodying a creative tension between its representative and 
legislative functions. The recent fall in decorum of legislative assemblies in India including the 
Parliament has however created a destructive tension affecting the quality of governance in the 
country. 
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Ambedkar’s comment on right to represent being a limited right shows the need for candidates who 
are qualified enough to carry the dignity of the House they are a part of and ensure fruitful 
discussions in the House. He compares it with the right to representation, which is unlimited, 
meaning that the right to be represented should not hinge on the social attitude of a person.  
 
Ambedkar distinguished between the "right to representation," which is the cornerstone of 
democratic politics, and the "right to self-determination," which the most oppressed must 
consciously preserve, when he spoke before the Simon Commission in 1928. Indians should be given 
the "right to represent" themselves because they were colonised. The most oppressed Indians should 
also be given the "right to representation,", because Indians were divided according to caste and 
religion, and the caste system in India was characterised by graded inequality. 
 
Both the right to represent and right to representation, according to Ambedkar, are distinct from one 
another since the former is a component of the latter. The former can consequently be qualified. In 
addition, he said that "the right to represent" is a claim-right based on experience and talent. 
However, the claim must be fulfilled in terms of attitude, and higher classes' social attitudes toward 
untouchables were never proper. 
 
Due to the fact that it allowed the most oppressed people to act independently and in light of their 
long history of suffering, endurance, and dignity, Ambedkar strongly supported separate electorates. 
He acknowledged that the "right to representation" exercised by Dalits needed the rights of those 
who believed they had "the right to represent" all of India to be abridged. 
 
In the current scenario, Ambedkar’s words still ring true with the declining quality of politicians and 
the subsequent decline of parliamentary activity in India. Data gathered by the amicus curiae revealed 
that 4,984 criminal cases involving lawmakers were now pending in courts all throughout the nation.  
 
Further, electoral politics in India is also beset with hate speech and rancour both inside and outside 
the parliament with a powerless Election Commission. The politics around anti defection also has 
muted the free expression of elected representatives making law making a party affair. 
 
As former VP Venkaiah Naidu desired, candidates should be elected based on their character, calibre, 
capacity and conduct rather than their caste, community, criminality and cash. 
 
b) Do you think that a clear distinction can be made between old and new social movements in the 
Indian context. Provide examples in support of your arguments. 
 
Answer: 
Social movements are collective actions or behaviours that aim to improve social situations. As a 
result, they may be described as a group of individuals working together in a voluntary capacity to 
alter social norms and behaviour in a broader society. The term was first introduced by Lorenz von 
Stein in 1850. 
 
The majority of social movements in the 20th century were centred on class, such as working class 
movements, peasant movements, or anti-colonial movements. In the capitalist countries of Western 
Europe, welfare states that guaranteed workers' rights and provided free public education, 
healthcare, and social security were established in part as a result of political pressure from these "old 
social movements."  
 
In contrast, the new social movements were those that arose after WW2 like the civil rights 
movement led by Martin Luther King, the anti-war movement by students, the environmental 
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movement and the women’s rights movement. Participants believed they shared identities as 
students, women, blacks, or environmentalists rather than a common class identity. 
 
In the Indian context, the old social movements were signified by the national movement for 
independence. However, Women, peasants, Dalits, Adivasis, and other groups have participated in a 
wide variety of social movements in India after independence too. Rajni Kothari says that people's 
rising discontent with parliamentary democracy is what led to the explosion of social movements in 
India in the 1970s. 
 
In her book Reinventing Revolution, Gail Omvedt notes that these movements continue to be heavily 
influenced by concerns about social inequality and the unequal allocation of resources. Peasant 
movements have organised in opposition to the elimination of agricultural subsidies and in favour of 
higher prices for their produce. Dalit workers have taken concerted action to prevent upper-caste 
landowners and moneylenders from taking advantage of them. The women's movement has fought 
against gender inequality in a variety of contexts, including the workplace and the household. 
 
However, the 'classic' problems of economic inequality are not the only focus of these contemporary 
social movements. Social movements are largely fuelled by identity politics, cultural fears, and 
aspirations, which manifest themselves in ways that make it challenging to link them to economic 
inequality. These social movements frequently bring people from different classes together. For 
instance, the women's movement includes both impoverished rural women and metropolitan, middle-
class feminists. The regional statehood movements bring together various groups of people who do 
not all share the same class identity. 
 
Rajni Kothari considers role of political parties as a central feature of old movements. Many 
movements like the CAA and farmers agitation were driven by grassroot organisations with political 
parties only playing a supporting role. However, many of these movements like the workers 
movements, caste movements also aim at reorganising power relations which is considered a 
distinguishing feature of old social movements.  
 
Thus, the unique social topography of the Indian society makes it difficult to create a neat distinction 
between the old and new social movements leading to the hybrid existence of both. 
 
c) Do you agree with the view that the concerns of merit arise due to peculiarity of reservation 
system in India? Provide arguments in support of your view. 
 
Answer: 
Historically, William Hunter and Jyoti Rao Phule are credited with conceiving the concept of caste-
based reservation system while it was the British, in 1933 under the Communal Award, that 
introduced the reservation system as it exists today. 
 
The State and Central Governments were permitted to set aside seats in government services for SC 
and ST members thanks to Articles 15(4) and 16(4) of the Constitution. The Mandal commission 
recommended reservation for socially and educationally backward classes while 103rd Amendment 
brought in reservation for those economically backward in the unreserved category. 
 
In India, caste-based reservation is required due to historical injustice and neglect towards those 
disadvantaged groups. Reservation creates a fair playing field since it is challenging for the 
economically backward portions to suddenly compete with those who have had access to education, 
skills, and economic mobility for centuries. 
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Unlike in other parts of the world, Affirmative action in India is quota based and enshrined in the 
constitution. Further, the inequities that the reservation is trying to address is one of graded 
inequality necessitating accommodation of various oppressed groups at different degrees giving rise 
to a form of proto-consociationalism. Further, the entrenchment of caste is so strong such that 
economic mobility couldn’t dislodge caste inequities completely.  
 
The lack of a monitoring framework and de facto permanence of the system has also created a 
situation of people availing the benefits of reservation even after reaching a stage of affluence. 
Further, as Satish Deshpande notes, it has become a race to the bottom with even relatively 
prosperous castes like Marathas and Patels demanding reservation further denting the prospects of 
merit in public employment. 
 
Loknath Mishra, in the constituent assembly debates, argued that the reservation clauses puts, “a 
premium on backwardness and inefficiency” and no citizen had a fundamental right “to claim a 
portion of State employment, which ought to go by merit alone. 
 
Justice Chandrachud, however opined that there’s a false binary created between merit and 
reservation as forward castes have access to not just quality schooling and other facilities but also 
enjoy cultural capital and social networks which is then classified as ‘merit’ reproducing and 
reaffirming social hierarchies. 
 
Despite the arguments in favour of affirmative action, there remains a pressing need to ensure that 
they are as efficient as possible in ensuring substantive equality as well as in promoting merit. 
Recommendations like use of a creamy layer for SC/STs reservation and multiple index linked 
affirmative action can be considered in this regard.  
 
Q.7) a) Locate the position of women in Indian politics. Has there been substantive representation 
of women in Indian parliament? 
 
Answer: 
Women have historically been underrepresented in the political sphere. The Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women supports women's freedom to 
participate in political and public affairs, whether directly as voters or indirectly through elected 
officials. Thus, the 2019 elections were a cause for celebration as 78 women were elected to the Lok 
Sabha compared to the paltry 22 women in the first Lok Sabha.  
 
Despite that, according to data from the Election Commission, women still make up only 10.5% of the 
Parliament’s total strength and only 9% across state assemblies.  
 
Nivedita Menon has argued that over the course of the past two decades, women have tried a variety 
of alternative paths to power within the unchanging institutional framework of Indian electoral 
politics. For instance, women who organised themselves into small local economic groups became 
more politically active. The 73rd and 74th Amendments to the Constitution through reservation of 1/3rd 
seats to women created a steady pipeline of women leaders who could rise from the grassroots. 
 
However, according to data from 1999, the women who won local government elections did not run 
for office at the state or federal levels. Only 8-10% of female candidates were put forth by political 
parties in the general elections, despite the fact that over 3 million (30 lakh) women had been elected 
in the third tier over the previous 20 years. 
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Tara Krishnaswamy thus calls the electoral politics sandwiched between an entry gate, the political 
party, and an exit gate, the ballot and the area in the middle remaining an exclusive old boys club 
neither bound by law nor self-regulation to be gender inclusive. All newcomers face difficulties as a 
result of opaque political decision-making and undemocratic internal procedures, but women face 
additional difficulties because they frequently lack political networks and insider knowledge. 
 
Despite this, there has been a 15-fold increase in total number of female contestants from 45 in 1957 
to 668 in 2015 indicating an increasing willingness among women to enter politics. Voters also exhibit 
a discernible preference bias in favour of male candidates over female ones which withers away with 
enough exposure and education. 
 
A study by Sadia Hussain also shows how women representatives in the Parliament not only ask 
questions pertaining to womanhood and children, but also on issues concerning the country as a 
whole like agriculture, security, and railways. It breaks the popular notion that women only touch 
upon softer issues and act as silent dolls or ‘gungi gudiyas’.  
 
Despite the fact that there are no legislative restrictions on women's representation in elected 
entities, obstacles make it harder for women to influence legislation. Therefore, the government 
urgently has to take positive affirmative action. Fauzia khan, an RS MP argues that only a women 
reservation bill can ensure substantive representation instead of mere tokenism in the name of 
politics. 
 
An alternative to reservation in Legislative assemblies is the Gill formula that makes it mandatory for 
recognised political parties to have internal reservation within the party for women and make it 
contingent on retaining their recognition as political parties with the Election Commission. 
 
Perhaps more than any other grouping today, young Indian women embody aspirational India. If given 
a chance, they might inject some fresh energy into our sluggish political system and direct it toward 
meeting people's most fundamental needs—health, nutrition, education, and livelihoods. 
 
b) Bring out the evolution of regional parties from independence to prominence. What has been 
relationship between regional parties and caste parties in India. 
 
Answer: 
In India's parliamentary democracy, regional parties have been establishing themselves on a regular 
basis and taking on various tasks. Some organisations, including the Shiromani Akali Dal (SAD) and the 
Jammu & Kashmir National Conference, were established even before the nation declared its 
independence in 1947.  
 
State parties, which broadly fall under the category of regional parties, began to gain ground after 
1967, when the Indian National Congress's hold over the electorate of the nation, which had led the 
liberation movement, started to wane. Later, the Janata party led coalition led to the emergence of a 
multiparty system in India. The Emergency threw up a slew of regional leaders who went on to 
found/lead regional parties like Karunanidhi of Tamil Nadu, Lalu Prasad of Bihar etc. 
 
The next decade saw a strengthening of regional parties and the Telugu Desam, an Andhra Pradesh 
regional party, ended up becoming the main opposition party the eighth Lok Sabha Elections (1984). 
The period post 1989 saw a rise of rainbow coalitions consisting of regional parties, so called due to 
their ephemeral nature. For instance, there were three general elections from 1996-99. 
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Two general elections, in 2014 and 2019, saw the BJP win the majority on its own, ending 25 years of 
necessity of coalitions and support of regional parties. The regional parties are now coalescing to 
form a third front distant from both the BJP and the Congress.  
 
The regional parties are deeply intertwined with the caste parties in India since the regional parties 
are more entrenched in the local caste politics and calculations. In most cases, regional parties 
originate as caste-based parties and later on acquire a catch-all party status. For instance, the VCK 
in Tamil Nadu started out as a Dalit party and is now trying to position itself as an alternative to DMK 
which it sees as being soft on Hindutva. On the other hand, almost all the caste parties are regional in 
character since their limited appeal can’t carry them beyond the demographic borders of the 
particular caste.  
 
Regional parties also get into coalitions with various caste-based parties to either form governments 
at the state level or to apply pressure on the coalition at the union level. Since the leadership of 
regional parties are also drawn based on caste calculations, there’s a strong elite-level connections 
between such parties. Thus, the regional parties and caste parties share a symbiotic relationship with 
sharing of both voter base and a common pool of leaders.  
 
c) Is the Dalit politics at an impasse? What are the new directions and post-Dalit politics? 
 
Answer: 
The Dalit movement post-independence were driven by the Republican Party of India founded by 
Ambedkar and the Dalit Panthers movement  and later by the rise of parties like BSP.  
 
Sudha Pai argues that the Dalit movement today is a paradox as, on the one hand, Dalit parties are 
experiencing electoral collapse since several Dalits have defected to non-Dalit parties, which has a 
negative effect on the cohesion and power of the Dalit movement. On the other hand, the Dalit 
assertion is still strong as seen by the outspoken response to recent crimes and the creation of 
groups and movements led by new Dalit leaders. 
 
Contrary to the 1990s, the Dalit movement today is going through internal fragmentation, which has 
led to ambiguity and confusion regarding both doctrine and action. This has been made possible by 
two important events. First, the twin pressures of globalisation and cultural modernity have 
weakened identity politics and caused a shift from the desire for social justice to aspiration, dividing 
the better-off middle class from the poorer, marginalised segment of the Dalits. Second, the 
resurgence of the BJP under new leadership and its promises of cultural and economic inclusion 
inside the saffron fold have drawn lower jatis (sub-castes) and created a chasm in Dalit ideology 
between Ambedkarite or pro-BSP and Hindutvawadi or pro-BJP Dalits. 
 
Older Dalit leaders used earlier ideologies and methods of mobilisation, but these no longer seem to 
be popular. After gaining some measure of political empowerment, identity, and self-respect in the 
1990s, Dalits are currently looking for a political party or movement that can provide them with 
economic advancement. Pai refers to this as the rise of middle class activism among Dalits.  
 
There’s also a realisation that the traditional policies like affirmative action and state welfarism have 
been cornered by a tiny elite and that a strong Dalit business/industrial class that could take an equal 
part in the national economy is required, as well as the "democratisation" of control over "capital." 
 
Ajay Gudavarthy argues that the dynamics of Dalit politics in rural areas appear to have changed 
from opposing the higher castes to accepting them and joining the emerging majoritarian polity. 
Mobility through acceptance appears to be much more realistic and attainable than the futuristic-

Page 25 of 29

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 

sounding, abstract idea of eliminating caste. The upper castes' dominance may be undermined by this 
acceptance since it forces them to acknowledge that they require Dalit support in the rural 
hinterlands. 
 
The recent churn, in Dalit politics, is thus reinventing what it means to be a Dalit and its relative 
position in the social hierarchy. While its expression of its interests through specific political parties 
have changed, the Dalit movement even today is focused on ensuring equality in both the social and 
economic sphere. 
 
 
Q.8) a) "The Puzzling creation of Indian democracy is best explained through class as well 
institutional dynamic" (Maya Tudor). Comment. 
 
Answer: 
India’s success as a democracy has often confounded political theorists who predicted a balkanisation 
as soon as the British left owing to the mind-numbing diversity and inequality. As Shashi Tharoor put 
it, “If India was a start-up in 1947, nobody would have come forward to invest in it”. 
 
According to one school of thought, British colonialism had a largely pro-democratic impact on India, 
and its legacy of competitive elections and professional institutions of state (like a professional 
military and civil service) had a significant impact on the post-independence adoption of executive 
elections based on universal adult franchise and a range of civil liberties. This argument however falls 
apart when one compares India to Pakistan which inherited the same institutions and culture.  
 
Maya Tudor has tried to explain the development of Indian democracy as a combination of class 
interests with the political party established to further those interests. She argues that it is easier to 
understand why elites were able to unite and create a political party that promoted their long-term 
economic and political interests if the Congress party is viewed from a class perspective.  
 
While the Cambridge school argues that the English educated elite's pursuit of power was primarily 
local and narrow, a class-based conceptualization of the Congress movement argues that these elites' 
success in banding together in an organisation that occasionally overrode narrow self-interest was 
due to their shared perception that colonialism prevented them from rising up the socioeconomic 
ladder. 
 
The second way that a class-based analysis of India's leading political party contributes to a more 
comprehensive explanation of the country's democratisation is by allowing Indian nationalism to be 
causally relevant in influencing political behaviour. An analysis of Indian democracy from a class 
perspective explains why, in the absence of any popular demand, a group of educated elites 
institutionalised fundamental democratic institutions. 
 
The development of ideational bonds among such people was facilitated by their shared participation 
in urban and professional life, their shared alienation from both the highest echelons of power 
within the colonial regime (because institutionalised racism limited upward mobility) and from 
mainstream Indian society (because of their education in English educational institutions and their 
inculcation with its different values). 
 
The fact that the Congress party had a strong institutional foundation itself contributed to the 
development of constitutive democratic institutions by making it easier to resolve post-independence 
political disputes and preventing political impasses that resulted in the collapse of democracy in 
other recently independent colonies. 

Page 26 of 29

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 

A new Congress constitution was created in 1920, and it included seven layers of increasing party 
tiers, with each layer's legislators coming from a lower organisational layer. At yearly sessions, 
members elect the top-level Congress organisations with executive decision-making ability, and all 
decisions within these bodies are voted on by a majority. Together, these organisational structures 
supported a regularised, efficient, and democratic form of decision-making that allowed for both 
aggressive top-down leadership and some reflection of regional complaints among the party's 
upper echelons. 
 
Thus, Congress through its organisational infrastructure could represent a coherent redistributive 
coalition and was able to dehyphenate the party from class interests ensure that it provided a 
platform (even though imperfect and dependent on local patronage networks) for all important social 
groups to engage in internal bargaining. 
 
b) Have Panchayati Raj institutions in India mattered for democracy and social wellbeing? How are 
PRI's working in India? 
 
Through the 73rd Amendment to the Indian Constitution, institutions of self-government known as 
Panchayati Raj Institutions (PRIs) were first institutionalised in 1993 though they existed as caste-
based panchayats in villages.  
 
In India, elections for these local bodies have often been held on a regular basis in a free and impartial 
manner. Further evidence of the scope of decentralised governance in India is provided by the 
creation of 2,49,016 Gram Panchayats, 6,603 Intermediate Panchayats, and 606 Zilla Panchayats. 19 of 
the 32 states have taken action and allocated 50% of the seats in these local bodies to women.  
 
According to Ministry of Panchayati Raj, there were 29,50,128 elected Panchayati Raj representatives 
in 2014 (the most recent estimates would be about three million), with 46% of them being women and 
19% coming from Scheduled Caste and Scheduled Tribe communities, respectively. Therefore, the PRI 
system has unquestionably increased political representation in the nation. 
 
The 11th schedule of the 73rd amendment included 29 subject subjects over which PRIs would have 
total authority to plan, carry out, and oversee engendering grassroots level democracy. PRIs have also 
played a crucial role in implementation of various schemes like the Swachh Bharat Abhiyan, National 
Rural Health Mission etc. pushing for social welfare in rural areas. 
 
According to a devolution report issued by the Ministry of Panchayati Raj in 2015–16, devolution has 
two main components: the operational core, which consists of funds, functions, and functionaries, 
and the support system, which consists of PRIs' capacity building, the operationalization of 
constitutional mechanisms, and the introduction of transparency and accountability systems.  
 
However, there has been a vast difference between states in the implementation of such provisions 
leading to variance in the success of Panchayat Raj systems in promoting democracy and social well-
being.  
 
The institutions are further hamstrung by a lack of administrative capacity leading to poor tax 
collection and inefficient allocation of resources. The National Institute of Public policy has even 
commented that the PRIs promoted decentralised corruption. 
 
Further, mere reservation hasn’t ensured proportional participation as the privileged castes in some 
areas didn’t permit Dalit members including chairpersons to even attend meetings. Further, the 
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existence of the Panchayati Pati syndrome whereby the husbands of elected women representatives 
wield effective political power defeats the social well-being agenda of the PRIs. 
 
The 2nd ARC recommendations on PRIs like the formation of State Election Commission by a 
committee, creation of a local body ombudsman and proper activity mapping should be implemented 
in letter and spirit. Digital initiatives like e-gram Swaraj and SWAMITVA also need to be harnessed to 
ensure maximum efficiency of PRIs. 
 
The GVK Rao committee once referred to the PRIs as grass without roots. There should be focus on 
implementing the Mysuru Declaration on Service Delivery by Panchayats in letter and spirit to let 
the grass sprout strong roots. 
 
c) Highlight the role of Election Commission in India. What are the major issues faced by the 
commission? Discuss the measure that can be adopted to reform the Election Commission. 
 
According to Articles 324–329 of the Indian Constitution, the Election Commission of India is in 
charge of overseeing and conducting periodical elections at both the central and state levels. 
 
The most important role of the election commission is to hold periodic free and fair elections which 
is also recognised as part of the basic structure of the constitution according to T. N. Sheshan V/s 
Union of India verdict. It carries out various administrative duties like registration of political parties 
and allotment of party symbols. As a guardian of free and fair elections, it also imposes a Model Code 
of Conduct and implement limits on poll expenses.  
 
It also advises the President and the Governor on disqualification of members of the Parliament and 
State Legislative Assemblies respectively. It can also derecognise parties, cancel polls in case of 
rigging and other irregularities to ensure free and fair elections. However, they are beset by major 
challenges impeding their function as the watchdog of democracy. It also has a quasi-judicial function 
acting as a court to resolve disagreements over the recognition of political parties and disagreements 
over allocation of electoral symbols. 
 
Currently, the government appoints the Chief Election Commissioner (CEC) and the two Election 
Commissioners (ECs) without consulting any other political parties. Despite the fact that most ECs 
have up to this moment had unblemished integrity, it is important to create a nonpartisan, 
multimember committee for EC appointment. A committee made up of the Prime Minister, the 
Speaker, the Deputy Chairman of the Rajya Sabha, and the Law Minister was suggested in the 2nd 
ARC (Administrative Reforms Committee) report. 
 
There is a glaring difference between the status of the Chief Election Commissioner and the other 
two Election Commissioners in their removal process. The SC has already emphasised the equality of 
the CEC and the two other ECs in the controversy over Navin Chawla's removal and has made it clear 
that the CEC is just first among equals. Therefore, it is necessary to alter the constitution to explicitly 
state that the dismissal of ECs must be comparable to that of the CEC. 
 
After the United States, India's 2014 national election was the second most expensive in the world due 
to the stated expenditure of 8000 crores by all major political parties having negative impact on the 
vibrancy of Indian democracy by raising the barrier to entry for new political entrants to run for office 
and win. This along with the opaque nature of electoral funding with the advent of electoral bonds 
increases the likelihood of elite capture/corporate capture of the electoral system and the policies of 
the ruling governments increases significantly. 
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The Election Commission felt powerless in the face of hate speech and Supreme Court had to 
intervene in some cases. Further, EC is also legislatively ill-equipped to deal with paid news and social 
media campaigning leaving gaping holes for political parties to exploit.  
 
There should be focus on lowering the reliance of the ECI on the DoPT, the Law Ministry, and the 
Home Ministry. The ECI should have its own independent secretariat, establish its own hiring 
procedures, and independently shortlist and appoint officers with its expenses charged on the 
Consolidated Fund of India. 
 
Further, EC should be empowered to deregister a political party and fight money power by adding a 
new 58B in RPA, 1951 as suggested by the Law Commission. It should also increase the number of 
VVPAT checks to increase the trust of people in electoral politics.  
 
These reforms are crucial in ensuring that the Election Commission maintains its integrity, 
independence and autonomy and follow the highest standards of professionalism in conducting free 
and fair elections and continue to act as the guardian of electoral democracy in India.  
 
 

Page 29 of 29

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



