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SECTION–A 
 
Q.1) a) Communitarian perspectives on human rights. 
 
Answer: 
Human rights as a political concept belongs to the Liberal discourse yet in present times alternative 
perspectives on rights have emerged, such as multicultural rights & communitarian rights. 
Communitarianism is not only a critique of liberalism but also of modernity and its consequences. 
 

The communitarians like Walzer, Sandel and Taylor criticize the liberal or the libertarian approach to 
human rights. Communitarianism favors cultural relativist perspective on human rights, that is, it 
opposes universal standards of human rights and believes that conception of rights cannot be 
independent of community’s conception of right and wrong. Instead of extreme individualism and 
‘unencumbered-self’, communitarianism talks about common good and community rights. 
 

It argues that contemporary liberalism and libertarianism presuppose an incoherent notion of the 
individual as existing outside and apart from society rather than embedded within it. Because 
individual identity is partly constituted (or “constructed”) by culture and social relations, there is no 
coherent way of formulating individual rights or interests in abstraction from social contexts. 
 

The communitarian view of rights does not subscribe to natural rights theory as it is too much 
dependent on human reasoning and does not give due recognition to the morals, customs and 
traditions of the society. It is closer to historical rights theories and believes that rights are a product 
of historical process recognized by society from time to time established through customs. 
Conceptions of rights changes with the historical progress; there can be no fixed rights for all the 
times. Edmund Burke’s conservative theory of rights comes closer to the communitarian view on 
human rights. 
 

The communitarian perspective on human rights led to the evolution of third generation of rights, 
that is, group rights and multicultural rights. As per Michael Walzer, justice is not a science of 
homogenization but an art of differentiation. He disagrees with Rawls’ universalist understanding of 
justice and holds that a person's conception of right and wrong is shaped by his community. 
 

Walzer’s concept of complex equality holds that sometimes we need to equalize people by 
differentiating them, & therefore different cultures or different groups of people can have different 
sets of rights. For example, minorities in India or in Pakistan need to have additional sets of rights so 
that their cultures can we protected, and any political, social & economic injustice can be prevented. 
  
CONCLUSION 

 Sandel and Taylor have held that many forms of philosophical liberalism, especially 
libertarianism, overemphasize autonomy and rights at the expense of the common good. 
However, in doing so, they were less than clear about the standing of individual rights, 
including human rights. Indeed, Alasdair MacIntyre asserted that rights were merely 
figments of the imagination, like unicorns. 

 Liberal scholars argued that the communitarian criticism is overstated or misconceived. 
Despite liberalism’s emphasis on autonomy and rights, contemporary liberalism is not 
incompatible with the notion of a socially embedded self. Indeed, Rawls himself, in his A 
Theory of Justice (1971), recognized the importance of what he called “social unions” and 
asserted that “only in a social union is the individual complete.”  

 Thus, according to liberals, the communitarian critique does not rebut the core of liberal 
theory but merely serves as a corrective to “stronger” liberal doctrines such as libertarianism, 
which does embrace an atomized notion of individual identity. 
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b) Feminist idea of Justice 
  
Answer: 
Claims about justice or injustice presuppose different paradigms and principles of justice, and they 
are based on certain claims as well as obligations. Different paradigms of justice prioritize different 
values and so those using them may often disagree as to whether a given policy or state of affairs is 
just or unjust. The feminist theory of justice emerged as the hitherto extant justice theories neglected 
female issues & were inherently biased in favour of males.  
Feminist idea of justice deals with elimination of male domination, equality of rights, bridging the 
public and the private spheres and creation of society, culture and politics in non-patriarchal forms. It 
aims to refocus the concept of justice in favour of women who have been marginalised since the dawn 
of civilization. 
Susan Moller Okin [ Justice, Gender and the Family], criticizes Rawls for separating personal from the 
political. She argues for the feminist ideal of a gender-free society where basic rights and duties are 
not assigned on the basis of a person's biological sex. According to Okin, the Rawlsian ‘original 
position’ type thinking can only really be achieved in a gender-free society. 
As per Carole Gilligan, the entire idea of justice is masculinist and instead of talking about justice, we 
should talke about ethics of care. More focus should be given on human connectedness, self-sacrifice 
and obligation to others. Overemphasis on rationality should be avoided and emotions should be 
given due recognition. The abstract principles of justice demand women to give priority to work over 
children and caregiving must be discarded and essential feminine values must be recognized. 
The biological distinctions between men and women has resulted in a system of functional division 
of labour. Hence, Iris Mariyon Young and Benhabib argue for gender neutral policies to achieve true 
emancipation for women from the male dominant power structures.  
 
Conclusion 
Most of the conceptions of justice have patriarchal bias and do not address the issues of gender 
discrimination properly. Hence Scholars like Okin, Gilligan, Nussbaum, et all have tried to deconstruct 
the existing theories of justice and present a more gendered form of idea of justice. Megan M. 
Carpenter [Bare Justice: A Feminist Theory of Justice] suggests for deconstruction of justice 
theories. She holds that some basic tenets of justice must be reconceptualized in a holistic manner. 
 
c) Gandhi's contribution to the democratic theory 
 
Answer: 
Gandhi was not a political philosopher in the traditional sense, yet his thoughts have made a seminal 
contribution to various concepts of political theory. Though he was an anarchist and held that state is 
an institution of violence, yet his thoughts have deep philosophical insights for the upliftment of the 
downtrodden & securing them socio-economic justice. 
 
Gandhi’s contribution to the democratic theory can be evaluated by analysing his thoughts on various 
dimensions of democratic theory- 
State- For him State is antithetical to the idea of freedom. Being an anarchist, his state, the ‘Ram 
Rajya’ is to be a stateless society in which self-regulation, self-dependency and cooperation informs 
the public life.  National life becomes so perfect as to become self-regulated, no representation 
becomes necessary. There is then a state of enlightened anarchy. In such a state everyone is this own 
ruler. He rules himself in such a manner that he is never a hindrance to his neighbour.  

 In the ideal state, therefore, there is no political power because there is no state.  He agrees 
with Thoreau that that government is best which governs the least. 

 Democracy and violence cannot go together. Any truly democratic state must become 
courageously non-violent.  
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Rights & Duties-unlike Locke, Mill & other liberals, Gandhi did not give too much importance to 
rights. For him “rights are present in the duties in embryonic from. He neither sacrifices the individual 
for the sake society nor sacrifices the society for the sake of individual. Like Aurobindo, Gandhi 
sought for balance between rights and duties. For Gandhi, political self-rule went hand in hand with 
individual self-realisation and self-regulation. Laski’s theory of rights comes closer to the Gandhian 
view. 
Liberty - True freedom can be achieved only in a non-violent state because a violent state will 
remove all opposition through the suppression or extermination of the antagonists 
Justice - Gandhi’s key focus on socio-economic justice. A democratic state must attend to the all-
round development of the humblest and the lowest. 
Religion & Ethics -He was a great champion of religious virtues in public life. Unlike Machiavelli who 
made no difference between means & end, Gandhi strongly believed on correctness of means. He 
held that politics without ethics is a road to hell. As per Gandhi, in matters of conscience the law of 
majority has no place, and the minority must be able to enjoy religious freedom. 
Tolerance & Minority rights- for cultivating a true spirit of democracy, intolerance has no place. 
Intolerance betrays want of faith in one's cause. Intolerance, discourtesy, and harshness are taboo in 
all good society and are surely contrary to the spirit of democracy. Rights of minorities must be 
respected, and their opinions must be given due recognition. 
Civic Republicanism- Public opinion alone can keep a society pure and healthy. Positive, well-
informed, and balanced criticism is the ozone of public life. The only force at the disposal of 
democracy is that of public opinion. Satyagraha, civil disobedience and fasts have nothing in common 
with the use of force, veiled or open. But even these have restricted use in democracy. 
 
Power- like Arendt, he subscribes to unconventional view of power i.e., ‘power with’   rather than 
‘power over’. Possession of power makes men blind and deaf. Power that comes from service faithfully 
rendered ennobles.  

 Power that is sought in the name of service and can only be obtained by a majority of votes is 
a delusion and a snare to be avoided.  

 Power based on love is a thousand times more effective and permanent than the one derived 
from fear of punishment. 

 Political power means capacity to regulate national life through national representatives 
 In the ideal state, therefore, there is no political power because there is no state 
 Whilst power, superimposed, always needs the help of police and military, power generated 

from within should have little or no use for them 
Democracy as human solidarity -Democracy is both a work of political autonomy and an act of 
human solidarity. He replaced the Hobbesian security paradigm of politics with his own paradigm of 
empathetic nonviolence and democratic self-government. 
 
CONCLUSION: 
Gandhi’s views on democracy had objective of bringing about a truly democratic transformation of 
society, thereby securing an ethical social and political order. For Gandhi, the spirit of democracy is 
not a mechanical thing to be adjusted by abolition of forms; it requires change of the heart & 
inculcation of the spirit of brotherhood. 
 
d) Philosophy of praxis in Marxism 
 
Answer:  
Praxis as a concept in philosophy is of ancient origin, found in writings of Plato, Aristotle, Kant et al. 
Philosophy of praxis aims at a dialectical synthesis of theory and practice & is oriented toward 
transforming social relations. Marx uses the term "praxis" to refer to the free, universal, creative and 
self-creative activity through which man creates and changes his historical world and himself. 
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In Marxism there is an implicit principle of the primacy of practice over theory. It’s expressed in his 
famous phrase “The philosophers have only interpreted the world, but the point is to change it.” So, 
a theory has to be tested by practice. If it fails the test, the theory will need to be changed. Marx 
complained about Hegel and all previous philosophers that they only sought to understand the world 
— they were thinkers looking only for theoretical truth — whereas for Marx the point is to change it 
(Theses on Feuerbach, thesis XI), i.e., to engage in praxis. 
For Marx, praxis is crucial because the philosophical seeking of the truth does not coherently and 
consistently change the world. Rather, what is needed is action, which involves both thinking and 
changing the world — as Arendt quotes Homer about Achilles, he was ‘a speaker of words and a doer 
of deeds’. Idea is not the reality but material forces are. 
 
Marx’s materialist conception of history is reflective of his focus on modes of production, the active 
production and reproduction of ideology, and his theory of consciousness as a social product. Marx’s 
gave the concept of historical materialism and using his concept of ‘base- superstructure’ explained 
that the proletariat needs to take control of the ‘base’ i.e., the forces of production. He suggests for 
communism i.e., a stateless society. 
 
Neo Marxists like Gramsci rectified the economic determinism in Marx. His praxis consists of 
concept of hegemony which is used as tool by the ‘civil society’ for manufacturing consent. Gramsci 
suggests for two stage revolution for ushering social change- ‘war of position’ [building counter-
hegemony] and ‘war of manoeuvre’ [direct action]. He suggests for preparing a class of organic 
intellectuals for countering the structures of legitimation and building counter hegemony. 
 
Conclusion: 

 Marxism tried to synthesize both being (ontology) and knowledge (epistemology) so as to 
cause profound shift in philosophical discourse by positing the inseparable unity of action 
and thought (theory), thereby creating a philosophy of praxis.  

 Neo Marxists like Gramsci, and Althusser further developed the philosophy of praxis 
through the concepts like hegemony, ideological state apparatus etc so as to change the 
social relations. 

 Philosophy of praxis has been used worldwide for causing socio-political revolutions. For 
example Lenin, Gandhi, Mandela, Martin Luther King, etc were all champions of philosophy 
of praxis. 

 
e) Dilemmas of democracy 
 
Answer: 
Though democracy is the best practicable form of government, yet it have several antinomies and 
paradoxes. Dilemmas arise because many concepts of democracy, though equally important, are 
either contrasting, dissonant or in disagreement.  
 
There are several antinomies and paradoxes within democracy- 

 Human Rights vs Security & Law & order- tackling violence and terrorism which is 
important  for  protection and maintenance of liberal democracy and the rule of law. But in 
the very process many essential values of democracy such as liberty, privacy, etc gets 
compromised.  

 Extent of Representativeness vs Governability, effectiveness- empirical study by Almond & 
Verba has shown that excessive participation of people weakens the quality of governance as 
consensus building becomes difficult resulting into policy paralysis 
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 Tension between conflict and consensus building- Rawlsian ‘reasonable pluralism’ i.e., 
conflicts and disagreements sometimes create chaotic problems, thereby making the working 
of democracy quite difficult. For example, many times entire sessions of Indian parliament 
have been washed out. 

 Sovereignty vs globalization –Rise of international organizations, supranational bodies and 
regional blocs have challenged sovereignty and nationalism and hence the states autonomy to 
work in the interest of the citizens. 

 Rights & Duties- While liberal democracy stresses too much on individual rights [ ‘The 
priority of right over good’], there have been voices, like that of Laski, Gandhi, Plato, Kant and 
many others who seek proper balance among rights and duties.  

 Liberty vs Equality- antinomies between these two values is well known. Not only are these 
two values are inconsistent with each other, they are also inconsistent with other liberal 
values like unlimited property acquisition and right of unlimited individual consumption. 

 Secularism vs Multiculturalism- in the era of globalization, old models of national 
integration like assimilation have become outdated. Multiculturalism, cultural relativism and 
value pluralism is the demand of the time. Yet very few nations like Canada, Australia, etc 
have able to adapt quickly with the changing times, while the rest of the democracies are still 
struggling. 

 Rights of Individual vs Extent of political Obligation- it’s still uncertain that at what point 
should the individual stop obeying the state laws and regulations. State is becoming all 
powerful with the coming of Big Data and artificial intelligence, constantly prying on the 
personal sphere of the citizens. What should be the tipping point for civil disobedience is still 
a dilemma for citizens. 

 Success of Alternative models like China: Democracy's current ideological hegemony could 
well fade as disillusionment with the actual performance of alternative forms of political 
systems like that of China & Singapore. 

 
Conclusion: 
Maintaining the democratic values amidst these deep disagreements & antinomies has remained a 
constant challenge. If democracy is to succeed in responding creatively to new problems, it needs to 
be able to draw upon the diverse beliefs of its citizens. Yet it also has to ensure that these differences 
don’t destabilize it. 
 
 
Q.2) a) "The threat to liberty, which Mill chiefly feared was not government but a majority that is 
intolerant of unconventional, that looks with suspicion on divergent minorities," (Sabine). 
Comment 
 
Answer: 
Mill in his work “On Liberty”, set out to investigate “the nature and limits of the power which can be 
legitimately exercised by society over the individual.”  
One of the chief postulations of liberalism was that Governments of all form threatened individual 
Liberty. In fact, Thomas Jefferson argued that “The natural progress of things is for liberty to yield and 
government to gain ground.” 
Although Mill acknowledged the danger that governments posed, he also theorised the existence of a 
subtle and more covert social force that also undermines people's liberty. Every civilization eventually 
adopts the traditions, ideas, viewpoints, and behaviours that the majority regards as the "correct" way 
to live. 
People are pressured to conform and embrace the socially acceptable ways of thinking and doing 
because those who display evidence of departing from this "correct" way of living are shunned and 
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outcast by the majority. According to Mill, this social force is the main producer of conformity and is 
known as the "tyranny of the majority." 
Mill believed that the freedom to have and express any thoughts and ideas of one's choosing should 
be entirely unrestricted, even while he maintained that society has a right to exert control over an 
individual if his actions damage others. 
Mill further opines that, “Society can and does execute its own mandate; and if it issues wrong 
mandates instead of right, or any mandates at all in things with which it ought not to meddle, it 
practices a social tyranny more formidable than many kinds of political oppression, since, though not 
usually upheld by such extreme penalties, it leaves fewer means of escape, penetrating much more 
deeply into the details of life, and enslaving the soul itself.” 
Because liberty was "one of the leading essentials of well-being," in Mill's opinion, people needed to 
take proactive measures to prevent it from happening to them. However, it should be noted that some 
claim Mill overestimated the danger posed by the "tyranny of the majority" while understating the 
danger posed by governments.  
The differing ways that freedoms are destroyed by governments vs the tyranny of the majority is a 
crucial distinction that Mill did not make. Governments, who hold the exclusive right to use force in a 
given area, use force to coerce people, and anyone who defies a government's orders risks being 
imprisoned or even killed. 
The tyranny of the majority, on the other hand, has to employ criticism and exclusion to impose their 
way of life on people who want to live it differently. Since this is the case, it is far simpler for someone 
to ignore the "tyranny of the majority" than it is for them to ignore the "tyranny of a government." The 
relative dangers of governments vs the tyranny of the majority may have changed Mill's mind, though, 
had he lived to witness the atrocities done by the totalitarian governments of the 20th century. 
 
b) Explain the modern and post-modern conceptions of power. 
 
Answer: 
Power is often considered central to the study of politics as politics itself is defined as the study of  
‘shaping and sharing of power’.   
The modern conception of power started with Hobbes who gave a Juridico-legal view of power where 
he saw sovereign as the supreme controller of power. There was a unidirectional flow of power from 
sovereign on the subjects and it was coercive in nature.  
While liberals saw power residing with the people in a society, Marxists argued that power lied with 
the bourgeois and the propertied class. Elitist scholars, however, came to the conclusion that people 
never have the power and that elites always held the power. Max Weber argued that in a democracy, 
political parties transformed into ‘power houses’ and those with better organisational skills moved up 
the ladder and became the new elites.  
Pareto, similarly gave the theory of circulation of elites and famously called history as the graveyard 
of aristocrats. In the Indian context, this is seen in transfer of power from the British to the Congress 
and then other new elites from OBC which formed the new dominant class. Mosca differentiated the 
governing and the governed class by the presence of “organisation skills”. 
Robert Michels, in his “Political parties”, came up with the ‘iron law of oligarchy’ to show that 
irrespective of the political system, with increase in size and complexities, power will always end up 
in the hands of the elite. Wright Mills and Robert Dahl looked at the USA and identified the power 
elites and the pressure groups that hold power. Dahl called this system as a polyarchy where masses 
acquire power by being part of a group and lobby for their interests. 
The post modernist conception of power was given by Michael Foucault who rejected the 
conventional theories of Marx and Hobbes. For instance, according to conventional theories, the state 
or the king possesses a monopoly on authority. "King has a monopoly on power" is itself a discourse, 
according to Foucault. Power is multidimensional and bidirectional, not simply unidirectional. King is 
also governed by the force. He is subject to social pressure.  
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Discourses are the means by which society wields power. Discourses are circulating like blood 
through the capillary network of society. Power is therefore everywhere. Power is everywhere and 
comes from everything. People don't merely use power; they also embody it. Individuals are thus the 
end result of discourses. 
Power, according to Foucault, is "technique" and "strategy." Power is not kept in reserve; it is used. 
Power is not always used for coercion. Identity comes from power. People are the means of power. 
Power helps us define who we are, which is productive. Wherever there is power, there is scope for 
resistance. An example is the scope for resistance against heterosexuality by homosexuals. 
As a result, rather than being juridico discursive, Foucault's theory of power is sociological. Foucault 
offers a micro-theory of power in place of a macro-theory. Instead of focusing on institutions, he 
examines how each and every person exercises power over one another on a micro level.  
He also delves on the disciplinary power exercised by the society. Discipline is a power that is used in 
a way that the person it is applied to feels it is in his best interests. The society in this case, acts like a 
panopticon imprisoning all of us and forcing us to develop a ‘governed mentality’ and achieving total 
control.  
The varied theories on power and the difficulties in conceptualising it is perhaps best described by 
Joan Woodward when he said, “It seems that the sociologist cannot win in his attempts to establish a 
rigorous experimental framework for his research”. 
 
c) “The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not done 
away with class antagonism.” (Marx). Comment. 
 
Answer: 
The Communist Manifesto by Marx starts off by discussing the problem of class conflict. According to 
him, "The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles." Every class struggle 
ends with the revolutionary reconstruction of the society or in the common ruins of all the classes.  
Similarly, feudal society gave birth to the modern bourgeois society which was supposed to have 
eliminated class antagonism. However, it has only simplified it splitting the society into two groups- 
the Bourgeoisie and the Proletariat. 
The Manifesto then demonstrates how numerous revolutions in the method of production and 
exchange have led to the present bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie started to emerge in the first 
communities and really took off during the Age of Exploration. Feudal guilds were unable to meet the 
demands of expanding markets, and the manufacturing middle class subsequently replaced them. 
However, as markets and demand continued to expand, manufacturing was unable to keep up 
resulting in the industrial revolution.  
The bourgeoisie had historically been rather revolutionary. It abolished all "feudal, patriarchal, idyllic 
relations" wherever it has come into power. All remaining interactions between men were now solely 
motivated by self-interest because it had destroyed the ties that held people to their superiors. All of 
the virtues—religious zeal, valour, and sentiment—have been given up. The only freedom now was that 
of free trade, and personal worth now determined by exchange value. As a result, exploitation that 
was once hidden by political and religious "illusions" is now overt, harsh, and obvious.  
Marx continues by claiming that a current movement of a comparable nature is in progress. The 
bourgeois society of today is in the process of disintegrating. Modern productive forces are in 
uprising against contemporary production conditions. Ironically, commercial crises brought on by 
overproduction are endangering bourgeois society. These crises are a manifestation of the friction 
that exists today between bourgeois society and the productive forces.  
However, the bourgeoisie's attempts to resolve these crises only result in the emergence of new, 
more severe crises and a reduction in its capacity to avert subsequent ones. As a result, the tools that 
the bourgeoisie used to defeat feudalism are now being used against them. 
Karl Popper accuses Marx of the ‘guilt of historicism’ for distorting history and chaining it with fixed 
laws and trends. Despite the criticism, Marx’s conception of history and class antagonism served to 
inspire many countries into following the path of Communism.  
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Q.3) a) "Until the spirit and power of philosophy, and political greatness and wisdom meet in one.... 
cities will never have rest from their evils- nor the human race." (Plato) Comment.  
 
Answer: 
Plato, one of the foremost ancient thinkers of ancient Greece, was concerned with finding the causes 
for the downfall of Athens and ways to restore its lost glory. This led him to define the parameters of 
an ideal state and an ideal ruler who’s capable of establishing the ideal state.  
The foremost issues in governing of Athens, according to Plato was that its rulers were ignorant of 
their responsibilities. Ignorance led to corruption and corruption eventually resulted in lack of good 
governance. Because of the ruling class’ obsession with money and power, the entire society followed 
suit and became corrupt.  
Many Athenians perceived philosophers as perpetual teenagers who lurked in corners and murmured 
about the meaning of life rather than actively participating in the city's struggle for dominance and 
success. Philosophers are the last persons who should or would want to rule, according to this 
viewpoint. The Republic challenges this assertion, stating that philosophers are qualified to rule 
because they are the last persons to desire to do so. Political power can only be trusted to people who 
do not desire it. 
The only person who can be relied upon to rule well is a philosopher, which makes this idea of the 
"philosopher king" essential. Philosophers are morally and intellectually qualified to hold positions of 
power; morally, because it is in their nature to value knowledge and truth so highly that they are 
immune to the lust and greed that tempt others to abuse their positions of authority; and 
intellectually, because they are the only ones who can acquire complete knowledge of reality, which 
Plato believed will  culminate in knowledge of the forms of Virtue, Beauty, and, above all, the Good. 
Plato’s assertion is similar to Marcus Aurelius’ claim that philosopher should rule rather than kings 
merely being philosophers. Frederick II the Great of Prussia and Catherine II the Great of Russia, 
among other progressive despots of the 18th century, would take pride in claiming to be being 
philosopher kings and queens. 
Karl Popper criticised Plato saying that his ideal state will end in a totalitarian state and that he 
disregards reality choosing to embrace the essence of supreme knowledge. Further, he is called an 
enemy of open societies as his ideas have encouraged numerous despots to justify their absolute 
power and control.  
Plato’s conception of the philosopher king, despite being highly idealistic and far from practical 
reality, has defined the parameters for an ideal ruler and an ideal society enriching the study of 
political science. 
 
b) How does classical liberalism vindicate unregulated capitalism? Highlight the inherent 
contradictions in liberal democracy. 
 
Answer:  
Every ideology represents the interest of a particular class and liberalism is an ideology of middle 
class. Classical liberalism was the earliest tradition within liberalism that sought to maximize the 
realm of unconstrained individual action(autonomy), typically by establishing a minimal state 
(nightwatchman state) and a reliance on market economics (laissez faire).  
Classical liberals support negative freedom, understood as the absence of constraints – or freedom of 
choice. It is based on the concept of atomistic man & it believes that ‘individual is prior to the whole’. 
Classical liberalism draws on a variety of doctrines and theories. The most important of these are: 
natural rights, utilitarianism, economic liberalism, & social darwinism. 
 
Vindication of  unregulated Capitalism- 
The argument in support of private property has been present in political philosophy since the times 
of Aristotle who criticized Plato for communism of private property and family. Aristotle justifies 
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private property as it is source of motivation, provides sense of achievement, and the owners of 
private property prefer peace and stability. 
As the industrial age began, thinkers like Machiavelli, Hobbes and Locke highlighted the importance of 
private property. The decline of feudalism & coming up of capitalism along with rise of middleclass 
made it necessary for non-interference of state and give free run to the capitalists.  
Locke held that the legitimate role of government is limited to the protection of three rights- ‘life, 
liberty, and property. For him, mixing labour with land would give rights over the property. In terms 
of public policy, the classical liberals emphasize on minimal state- i.e., a police state or a 
nightwatchman state, limited to enforcing contracts and provisioning for law & order. 
Adam Smith, Bentham and Mill gave minimal role to the state and favoured Laissez faire state i.e., 
free market economy. Bentham and James Mill- regarded the institution of private property as an 
essential instrument of social progress.  
As per Benn and Peters [Social Principles and the Democratic State, “Classical economic theory 
assumed that the sole aim of the individual entrepreneur would be to maximize profit from the use of 
his property. In doing so, he would use it for the greatest satisfaction of consumer demand. His 
interest in profit was thus both an explanation for his behaviour and a reason for leaving capital under 
his control, since it ensured beneficial results for the community at large.” Thus, the right to property 
comprised the very foundation of market economy and the capitalist system. 
Early liberal political theory regarded the possession of property as a proof of an individual's stake in 
the state as also of his political wisdom, so much so that it insisted on linking the 'right to vote' with 
property qualification. Nozick [anarchy, State & Utopia] held that progressive taxation is akin to 
bonded labour. He supported minimal state as it motivates the man to work hard. Milton Friedman – 
also supports unregulated capitalism and holds the true freedom is possible only in a free market 
economy. If people want to be free, they should bring capitalism. 
 
Inherent Contradictions In Liberal Democracy: 
Marx through his method of dialectical materialism and historical materialism, predicted the 
withering away of liberal democratic state because of its inherent contradictions. From Marxist point 
of view, the severest contradiction of capitalism is the antithesis between capital and labour, i.e. two 
classes pursuing antithetical interests. The contradiction between the production and circulation of 
capital is "internal" to capitalism because capitalist production is not only commodity production but 
also production of surplus value (i.e., exploitation of labour). 
Apart from the above Marxist analysis, there are other contradictions of liberal democracy- 

 Tensions between economic and political programmes- the modern welfare state survives 
on Rawlsian difference principle i.e., providing social goods to the disadvantaged sections. But 
capitalism is driven by profit motive & cutthroat competition, making it inconsistent with 
welfarism. 

 Contradictions associated with freedom and equality- there is inherent favour towards 
liberty as seen in Rawls theory of justice, but as Laski holds that without substantive equality, 
the very foundations of liberalism itself will be shattered. 

 Security and Law & Order Vs Human Rights- Hobbesian & Lockean social contract demands 
security for protecting life liberty and property, but in this process, the state becomes too 
powerful, especially in the modern times, with the coming up of Big Data analytics. Privacy 
and Human rights, one of the core concerns of liberal democracy is under attack from the 
state itself. 

 Popular Representation [Rational voting] vs Populism [Rhetoric]- the most exhaustive 
critiques of this have been presented by Plato in The Republic. While liberal democracy is 
based on humanism & rationalism, the demagogue leaders indulge in rhetoric and populist 
politics to play with the emotions, appealing them on caste, religion, ethnicity, linguistic and 
regional basis. Almond & Verba has showed the too much participation can be dangerous for 
the democracy. 
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 Separation of the economic and political spheres- Liberals see the political sphere as the site 
of democratic contestation and the rule of law, in contrast to the economic sphere where 
private initiative and competition reign supreme.  

 
Conclusion 
Upon realizing the ill effects of brute capitalism, and criticism from the socialists, liberalism modified 
itself, thereby ushering in the era of positive liberalism. J.S. Mill, who initially made a strong plea for 
the security of property, later argued that the right to property was not absolute or sacrosanct and 
went to the extent of advocating considerable restriction on the rights of inheritance and bequest. 
T.H. Green, as an ardent champion of human rights, held that an unrestrained right to property 
creates conditions which prevents 'self-realization’ & hinders the exercise of freedom in society. 
Thus, Liberalism has evolved over the years to suit the need of the times and hence it’s so resilient 
unlike other ideologies which failed to adapt and withered away. Though liberalism is an incoherent 
ideology, embracing contradictory beliefs, yet it has won the battle of ideologies and is the most 
prevalent political ideology in the world. 
 
c) Do you agree with the view that Rawls' theory of justice is the redistributionist plea for justified 
inequalities in the society?  
 
Answer: 
Justice is the most important concern of the field of political philosophy since the time of Plato and 
John Rawls held that Justice is the first virtue of the society just as truth is virtue of system of 
thoughts. He challenged the conventional thought of equality and attainment of justice. In his 
“Theory of Justice”, he propounded the liberal egalitarian theory of social justice based on 
deontological principle of human dignity. Inspired by Kant’s moral idea of freedom and equality, 
Rawls gave centrality to the moral principle of freedom and equality of every person.  
According to Rawls, the principles of social justice are to ensure that the distribution of benefits and 
burdens of society is just and fair to all. He argues that the distribution of social primary goods such 
as liberties, powers, opportunities, rights, etc. is just and fair, if that distribution is made in 
accordance with the following principles in the original position-. 

1) Each person is to have an equal right to the most extensive basic liberty compatible with a 
similar liberty for others. 

2) Social and economic inequalities are to be arranged so that they are both reasonably 
expected to be everyone’s advantage (difference principle) and attached to the positions and 
offices open to all. (Fair Equality of Opportunity). 

According to Rawls, “society is like a chain where the weakest link is as important as the strongest”. 
He is sure that reasonable persons will never disagree on offering each other fairs terms of 
cooperation. Rawls acknowledged that natural endowments and social circumstances or positions 
which can disadvantage or privilege some are both matters of brute luck. Thus, he argues that the 
basic structure of the society can be so arranged that these differences or inequalities can work to 
the benefit least fortunate.  
While Rawls is opposed to any unequal distribution of basic liberties, he assumed that inequalities in 
other social goods are inevitable. Accordingly, his second principle of justice is to keep inequalities 
within the bounds of justice as fairness. If we look at the difference principle of Rawls theory, it 
concurs with the principle of protective discrimination. 
How Much Redistributionist Is Rawls? 
The degree of redistributionist plea in Rawlsian justice theory depends upon the school of thought. 
While the Libertarians like Hayek and Nozick [Anarchy, State, and utopia] criticize Rawls for 
compromising liberty for equality, the socialists find Rawlsian ‘difference principle’ as vulgar as it’s a 
vulgar justification of inequalities. 
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According to C B Macpherson, Rawl’s theory of justice is an elegant defence of liberal democratic 
welfare state. Rawl’s theory is culture specific and appropriate only for liberal democratic societies. 
Feminists like Susan M Okin and Carol Gilligan criticize Rawls theory for separating the personal 
from the political and using male terms of reference in the theory thereby doing injustice to the 
female sex. 
Communitarians like Sandel and Walzer argues that Rawls theory rests on a flawed understanding of 
self or individual. Sandel in "Liberalism & limits of Justice" says Rawls is forcing people to contribute 
to least advantaged on basis of abstract logic and person can never be in veil of ignorance as not 
possible to detach ourselves from our identity. 
 
Conclusion 
Justice as fairness according to Rawls expresses moral sentiment and ensured fair system of social 
cooperation and despite criticism, Rawls theory made significant contribution to restoration of the 
concept of Justice in the contemporary political philosophy.  
Rawls has sought to accommodate the requirements of substantive or social justice in his well-
drawn scheme of procedural scheme. It is his attempt to synthesis these different conceptions of 
justice that marked the inauguration of a golden age in theorizing about justice.  
 
 
Q.4) a) What are the philosophical and religious basis of limited government and the limits of 
liberalism in Locke's political philosophy.  
 
Answer: 
John Locke was an English philosopher who lived during a time of struggle between the king and 
Parliament for supremacy and subsequent bloodless revolution. He was instrumental in pioneering 
the idea of a limited liberal government.  
Differences in opinion, even on the most significant matters, must be viewed as a fundamental part 
of human action and the search of knowledge, according to Locke's epistemological theory. This 
would render ineffective any defence of absolute government based on its possession of certain 
information.  
In a similar vein, when addressing the subject of religion, Locke stated that because "every man's soul 
is wholly his own responsibility, [and] he has an indispensable obligation to exercise his judgement 
with respect to matters of religion, his association with others in a particular church depends entirely 
upon his own personal consent." 
According to Locke, it followed from the maxim that every man was responsible for the upkeep of his 
own soul that compelling someone to adhere to a religion they did not believe in would doom that 
person. 
Because it was ungodly, a programme of religious uniformity was therefore inappropriate. The idea 
that religious belief was a matter of personal judgement and integrity led to the principle of toleration 
as a limit to the power of government, just as the idea that all of our beliefs are probable rather than 
certain leads to the position that no absolute government had the authority to impose its beliefs. 
Further, his opinion on limited government sprung not just from the conflict between the king and 
the Parliament but also the majority religion represented by the Parliament which discriminated 
against the minority who were at the time supported by the King. This led him to the conclusion that 
all forms of administration, whether monarchical or parliamentary, require some type of restriction. 
In his essay on Toleration, he refuted the uniformist claim that there could be no civil harmony until 
every citizen of a kingdom adhered to the same religion. He noted that a policy mandating religious 
conformity would, in fact, cause the dissenters to feel oppressed. People have the right to rebel when 
they feel oppressed, according to Locke. Therefore, the strategy that promotes civil peace is one of 
religious tolerance rather than religious conformity. 

Page 11 of 25

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


 

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

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

Thus, for Locke, from both a philosophical and religious point of view, a limited government provided 
the best hedge against any incursion on natural rights which included the right to life, liberty and 
property. 
 
b) Examine the Libertarians approach of committing to the principle of respect for people's choices 
and rejecting the principle of rectifying unequal circumstances.  
 
Answer: 
Individual freedom is highly valued by libertarians, who believe that this justifies enforcing robust 
protections for it. Libertarians contend that justice places severe restrictions on compulsion. People 
cannot be coerced to serve the general welfare of society or even their own personal welfare. 
However, they can be justifiedly forced to do some things, most notably to refrain from infringing the 
rights of others.  
As a result, libertarians support robust rights to individual liberty and private property; they stand up 
for civil liberties including the equality of rights for gays; they support decriminalising drugs; they 
oppose most military operations; and they preserve other civil liberties. They also believe in free 
market societies and against any type of government intervention.  
Individuals are viewed by libertarians as the fundamental unit of social analysis. Only people have 
the power to choose and are accountable for their deeds. Libertarian philosophy places a strong 
emphasis on each person's inherent worth, which includes both rights and duties. 
Libertarians have doubts about the capacity of the government and bureaucracy to decide for the 
people in good, sensible, and informed ethical, social, or economic decisions. Libertarians, on the 
other hand, hold that individuals are the best arbiters of and masters of their own self-interest, and 
that they make the best decisions when given the freedom to do so. 
Adam Smith, among the most popular philosophers who laid the foundation of libertarianism argues 
that a foundational element of civilization is kindness, along with justice. We cannot, however, 
demand or expect people to take care of others the same way they take care of themselves. 
Additionally, attempting to construct a civilization in this manner would be disastrous.  
Similar to how a referee promotes fair play by enforcing the rules of the game, libertarian arguments 
of this type depict the state as an arbitrator, an impartial actor that facilitates just and fruitful 
collaboration between citizens. Therefore, it is essential for the state to maintain objectivity and avoid 
taking sides in society or the economy.  
Thus, then government should not involve itself in any kind of social activity for the disadvantaged 
sections and try to correct unequal circumstances. Such involvement is in principle forbidden and is 
likely to backfire because it will favour whoever is politically well-connected or favoured at the time.  
Once governments start favouring one party over another, whether this be specific groups in society 
or business interests, such involvement is off-limits. Therefore, the minimal state is the only state 
that can create intricate, highly interrelated communities in ways that are advantageous to everybody 
involved. 
They believe that people's freedom to make their own decisions, which may or may not be profitable, 
results in economic inequality. The only way to stop economic injustice, according to Robert Nozick, 
is for the government to "forbid capitalist activities between consenting individuals”. 
Depending on the position adopted on how natural resources can be owned, libertarian theories can 
be classified into right-libertarianism and left-libertarianism. Simply put, the more a libertarian 
theory relies on restrictions intended to uphold some semblance of equality, the more it shifts from 
being "right" to being "left." 
Thus, on the whole, while Libertarianism believes in a skeletal government and individual freedom 
over a welfare state, the degree of their belief varies according to the importance they grant to the 
element of luck and unequal circumstances. 
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c) "The unifying feature of Discourses and the Prince is the strong conviction of Machiavelli for 
humanism." Discuss 
 
Answer: 
Niccolò Machiavelli is often referred to as the hinge of fate in the history of political philosophy as he 
was the first thinker to break away from both the classical and biblical outlook on politics. He 
therefore establishes the fundamental philosophical and moral tenets of what became known as 
"modernity."  
The word "Machiavellian," which refers to the merciless pursuit of an aim by whatever means, grossly 
misinterprets the concepts he developed in The Prince and Discourses on Livy, both of which were 
written around the same period. 
Contrary to conventional knowledge that was developed and upheld under the influence of St. 
Augustine, human depravity was not wholly universal. Humans had the capacity to make important 
decisions about their futures and lives and that they might be virtuous too. 
Discourses on Livy is a lengthy work that focuses on how citizens might administer a republic, in 
contrast to The Prince, which is a collection of brief maxims and pieces of advice designed for a 
political leader to simply grasp. 
Although he advocated the need to use any methods necessary to achieve a goal, his goal was to 
advance humanity. Machiavelli discusses building societies and states based on how people actually 
are rather than how they should ideally be. 
Machiavelli recognises in both of his books that there are two classes that are intrinsically 
incompatible in every society: the grandi (nobles) and the popolo (masses). The majority just want 
freedom from oppression; the aristocrats want to rule over those who are under them. He's made it 
very apparent that he thinks peaceful reconciliation between these two camps is impossible. Simply 
put, their interests do not overlap. So, Machiavelli's conundrum is how to stop the aristocracy and the 
common people from fighting one other. 
In The Prince, he says that a prince who wants to keep his position of authority must restrain the 
desires of the nobility, to the point that a ruler can legitimately think of cold-blooded murder as one 
of his tools. On the other hand, the people ought to be handled gently. In fact, Machiavelli maintains 
that a prince should always support the cause of the masses if he is forced to select a side between 
two classes. 
In the Discourses, he sees Ancient Rome as the epitome of a well-developed republican system where 
Roman liberty originated from the "creative tension" those disputes produced. Rome's triumph was a 
result of the grandi and the popolo putting aside (at least temporarily) their ultimately pointless 
conflicts to work together in the exploitation and subjugation of large areas. 
While Discourses extols the virtues of a republic, the Prince sings the praises of the monarchy, which 
is diametrically opposed to the republic. The literary works are related by Machiavelli's humanism. 
Machiavelli is confident that people have the capacity and authority to create circumstances that are 
favourable to their welfare, whether they are speaking of a single individual, the prince, or the entire 
society in a republic. Both texts demonstrate faith in the ability and resourcefulness of people. 
He seemed to view the Prince’s rule as a transitional one to the end form of a republican government. 
It is required when a city's populace has grown extremely corrupt, but once the prince has put new 
laws in place, Machiavelli recommends him to cede his authority and hand it over to republican 
institutions.  
Only a republic is able to best protect its citizens' freedom; it is the only form of government that is 
stable; it is the only way for a city to become great; and it is the only way in which one can quickly 
resolve the succession issue. 
Machiavelli thus saw the public good as a crucial concept in his theory of statecraft and his 
humanistic thinking is able to strike a balance between private and public interests.  
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SECTION–B 
 
Q.5) Answer the following in about150 words each.  
 
a) Account for the factors that led to the changes in the strategy of Indian national movement in 
first two decades of twentieth century.  
 
Answer: 
Many Indians started to voice concerns about the political stance of the Congress by the 1890s. 
Leaders like Bipin Chandra Pal, Bal Gangadhar Tilak, and Lala Lajpat Rai were starting to consider 
more radical goals and techniques in Bengal, Maharashtra, and Punjab.  
They criticised the Moderates' "politics of prayers" and emphasised the need of independence and 
productive work while criticising their "politics of prayers." They stated that people should fight for 
swaraj and rely on their own fortitude rather than the "good" intentions of the government. "Freedom 
is my birthright and I shall have it," Tilak proclaimed. 
The partition of Bengal in 1905 and the lukewarm response of the moderates further charged up the 
radicals in the congress eventually leading to the Surat split of 1907. The split threw the extremists 
out of the Congress and thus left both the groups without the moderating influence of the other.    
The Swadeshi movement encouraged the radicals on widespread mobilisation and a boycott of British 
institutions and products to fight for swaraj. Additionally, some people started to advocate 
"revolutionary violence" as a means of removing the British from power. 
The First World War despite creating expectations of British leniency further created hardships for 
the Indian masses and with the inspiration of the Russian revolution, led to the emergence of 
socialistic ideas and inspiring formation of various WPPs (workers and peasants parties). The end of 
the war and the harsh treaties on the Ottoman Empire also led to the rise of the Khilafat movement in 
India. 
Other events also played a significant role in the first two decades of the twentieth century. The All 
India Muslim League was established in Dacca in 1906 by a group of Muslim landlords and nawabs. 
The League was in favour of dividing Bengal and demanded separate elections for Muslims, which the 
government acceded to in 1909. Muslims who would be chosen by Muslim voters would now hold 
some of the council seats. This made politicians tempted to gain support by giving favours to their 
own faith communities. 
The anger against the British and the inefficiency of the splintered groups fighting for independence 
led to the realisation of need for unity resulting in the 1916 Lucknow session bringing together not 
just the Moderates and the extremists, but also the Congress and Muslim league.  
The end of the first two decades saw the entry of Mahatma Gandhi in the national movement which 
signalled the start of a truly mass movement and branching out of the congress into the farthest of 
the corners of India from what initially had been a gentleman’s club debating in cities.  
 
b) What are merits and demerits of lateral entry in higher civil services in India?  
 
Answer: 
A draft proposal to introduce new members at the intermediate and senior level through lateral entry 
was submitted by the NITI Aayog in 2017 as part of its three-action plan. Since then, the Indian 
government has filled in a number of high level posts with talent from outside the government.  
Lateral entry is a way of recruitment to the middle and high level government posts directly by the 
government bypassing the civil services exam conducted by UPSC and promotion of state services 
personnel. 
The need for lateral entry has been explained through the Indian bureaucracy’s less than acceptable 
performance as seen by Political & Economic Risk Consultancy Ltd in its 2012 report rating Indian 
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Bureaucracy as the worst in Asia due to corruption and inefficiency.  Further, there has always been 
an unofficial process of inducting outside talent to spearhead specific projects of the government like 
Sam Pitroda for bringing in the computer revolution, Nandan Nilekani for Aadhar etc., 
The 1st ARC (1965) too talked about the need for specialization in the bureaucracy to handle the rising 
complexities arising in governance. Further, it can also help the government generate healthy internal 
competition and force the existing bureaucracy to come out of their comfort zone. It has also been an 
internationally proven idea in countries like the UK and the USA.  
However, there has been an institutional inertia to adapt to change and accept outsiders in the 
bureaucracy leading to dissonance between different departments and projects. Further, there are 
questions on the ability to ensure responsibility and accountability for lateral entry recruits who only 
work for a short period in the government.  
Regardless of the orientation or training that these new hires will receive, private sector experts who 
are appointed joint secretaries on three to five-year contracts cannot compare to the 15-20 years of 
acculturation/on-the-job training that regular officers receive prior to being appointed joint 
secretaries. 
There are also concerns of conflict of interest between their duty towards the government and their 
previous or future employer. Further, lack of a standardised lateral entry recruitment mechanism also 
sparks fear of the government of the day trying to impose its ideology on the civil services.  
The 10th Report of 2nd ARC has recommended an institutionalized transparent process for lateral 
entry at both central and state levels which should be implemented. Further, innovative ideas like 
creation of Public administration universities and changing the assessment matrix of civil servants 
can help increase the efficiency of the civil services. 
 
c) Discuss the caste and class dynamics of lndian political processes.  
 
Answer: 
Ram Manohar Lohia and B.R. Ambedkar both agreed that caste—rather than class—would serve as 
India's main axis for political mobilisation. Lohia described caste as an immobile class and class as a 
movable caste. 
The "objective conditions" in newly independent India, according to Ambedkar and Lohia, were not 
favourable for Marxist class politics. Given the small size of the organised labour force in a nation with 
low levels of industrialisation, class politics were not likely to flourish. In addition, the majority of 
people in India were poor and dependent on the government for survival. 
In the Lokniti post-election study from 2019, more than 50% of participants identified as middle 
class, while 32% identified as lower to poverty class. It is obvious that two substantial competing 
factions have developed, each with unique and occasionally conflicting interests. Additionally, as more 
people identify as middle class, expectations of the government have begun to shift from one of 
provision to one of facilitation.  
When such changes occur, the more mobile class identity replaces the traditional identity, paving the 
possibility for fresh politics that address these demands. Devesh Kapur demonstrated how India's 
burgeoning aspirational class has a whole own worldview in a 2017 essay. The growing class divide in 
the nation today is rooted in these distinctions. Today's changes in caste-based allegiances are 
substantially related to class distinctions as well. 
Old caste-based coalitions that served as umbrella organisations are breaking up, and individual sub-
caste or jati-based mobilisation is becoming more prominent. These trends are in some ways 
influenced by material interests and income disparities. During the post-Mandal era, caste-based 
politics ran along the axes of broad groups like Dalits and OBCs (Other Backward Classes). Research 
reveals that there is a shocking amount of intragroup disparity in these social groups. 
The middle class has grown in size as a result of economic expansion. However, India's "middle class" 
only comprises the top deciles of the country's income distribution, and while poverty has decreased, 
it hasn't yet abated.  
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Therefore, it is unlikely that India's traditional political axis will completely be replaced by the 
formation of new class-based politics. No political party will disregard caste. The likelihood is that 
new coalitions and configurations will replace previous caste-based ones, with class interests acting 
as the binding force. 
 
d) How has the socioeconomic profile of Indian legislators undergone a change with time?  
 
Answer: 
Although its active social base was made up of the social, economic, and intellectual elite, the 
Congress, the party in power for the first three decades after independence, adopted a strategy of 
including different groups and communities when choosing the representatives to the Parliament.  
Significant groups began to disengage from such a bloc during the second part of the 1960s. The 
Bharatiya Jan Sangh and the Swatantra Party were founded by landlords, segments of businessmen, 
and orthodoxy. Later, the middle class and middle castes broke away from the Congress to found a 
variety of political parties, including the Bharatiya Kranti Dal, the Bharatiya Lok Dal, and socialist 
parties of various hues. 
Shankar and Rodrigues have divided the time period from independence into 3 phases with respect 
to the changing profile of the legislators.  
In the first phase from 1950 to 1967, Brahmins controlled the parliament in terms of caste. Minorities, 
OBCs, and women were underrepresented. The presence of members of Scheduled Castes and 
Scheduled Tribes was guaranteed by their representation as a percentage of the population. The 
majority of them, even those from the scheduled caste community, had degrees from international 
universities. In terms of profession, lawyers outnumbered agriculturists, who were second in number. 
The second phase which lasted till 1989 was also called the age of transition. The reform of the state, 
the green revolution, and the strengthening of democracy all contributed to the creation of 
intermediate castes which Yogendra Yadav characterised as the first democratic upsurge. OBCs 
were now the section that was the most prevalent. Agriculturists made up the majority in terms of 
profession, and social workers came in second.  
Politics was not a source of revenue when professionals first entered the field, but politics started 
becoming a full time occupation with the rise of the JP movement and the Sanjay Gandhi Youth 
Congress. At the time of professional formation, youth entered politics. There were fewer graduates 
from international universities in the legislature. In terms of minority and female representation, 
there wasn’t much change since independence. Women's representation remained constant at 8–10% 
of all seats. 
The third phase from 1989 also called as the phase of plebeianization by Shankar and Rodrigues and 
the 2nd democratic upsurge by Yogendra Yadav saw continuing domination by the OBCs. While the 
number of graduates increase, it also witnessed the rise of criminalisation of politics. The number of 
MPs accused of a serious crime jumped from 87 in 2014 to 159 in 2019. 
The 2019 elections also saw a small increase in the percentage of women representatives from 11% in 
2014 to 14% in 2019. The number of representatives with from agricultural and social worker 
backgrounds too saw an increase in 2019. 
Parliament is often seen as a mirror of the society and its power relations and thus the changing 
profile of representatives is a mirror of the larger churn in the Indian society. 
 
e) What has been the impact of LPG reforms on Indian liberal democracy? 
 
Answer: 
The LPG reforms which stand for Liberalization, Privatization, Globalization refer to a set of economic 
reforms that were undertaken in 1991 in the midst of an economic crisis that threatened to plunge the 
whole country into chaos. 
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The reforms unlocked India’s growth potential and led to the expansion of the Indian economy 
creating a new middle class. It is often credited with changing the contours of caste politics into one 
of class politics. More than 50% of participants in the Lokniti post-election study from 2019 identified 
as middle class, while 32% classified as lower to poverty class. The expectations of the government 
have also started to change from one of provision to one of facilitation as more people identify as 
middle class. 
The increase in affluence has also turned people’s attention towards what is often called the third 
generation of rights which focuses in quality of life. It has also contributed to an increased awareness 
of individual rights vis-à-vis the government. Increase in private sector employment has also reduced 
the race for public employment shifting the contours of reservation politics in states which benefited 
the most from LPG reforms. 
On the other hand, exposure to globalization has also created a backlash against too much of 
westernisation and embrace of cultural orthodoxy in some quarters of the Indian political scene. 
Further, it has also opened up the Indian government to supranational forces impacting its 
governance. For instance, the LPG reforms themselves were forced on India by IMF with cuts in social 
expenditure.  
The influx of MNCs in India have also heated up the completion in the Indian market impacting the 
ties between the government and businesses leading to an increase in illegal lobbying and routing of 
election funds illegally. Liberalising the economy also brought in commitments by India to various 
bodies like the WTO that impacted the social contract between the Indian government and its 
people. 
30 years after the LPG reforms, the contours of Indian democracy have changed for both better and 
worse. There has to be an increased focus on electoral reforms and vigilant protection of our 
democratic politics to renew our tryst with destiny.  
 
 
Q.6) a) "Asymmetry is a common feature of federalism in pluri- ethnic or pluri-national setting". 
Discuss the statement in context of India.  
 
Answer: 
Asymmetrical federalism refers to a sophisticated kind of union where the constitution accords 
unique status to select federative divisions. 
Our founding fathers opted for a salad bowl structure rather than a melting pot structure when 
creating an asymmetrical framework. Such a decision was required in recognition of the multicultural 
society that exists in India. Asymmetrical federalism functions in India by recognising the distinctive 
cultural distinctions within the nation and granting territorially concentrated minorities the right to 
self-rule within the framework of shared government.  
Instead of being a pristine component of the 1950 Constitution, the asymmetrical components of the 
Indian Constitution show creativity throughout time in response to escalating problems in various 
regions. The first step was developing a transitional constitutional framework for Jammu and 
Kashmir, which was embroiled in strife at the time of the Constituent Assembly. Then, through 
constitutional amendments, separate agreements with the Nagas and Mizos were created, which 
were inserted into Article 371. 
Additionally, by establishing the Autonomous District Council in accordance with the Sixth Schedule, 
the Northeastern tribes' socio-cultural, political, and historical rights are recognised, making it easier 
to implement self-rule within the framework of shared rule. 
The idea of weighted and differentiated equality serves as the foundation for the Indian model of 
asymmetrical federalism. Despite the fact that certain States are more equal and unequal than others, 
this principle advocates for treating all States equally. India is a successful federal democracy because 
it can satisfy the interests of many different social groupings, even though it exhibits significant 
asymmetries. 
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By granting some federal sub-units more self-governance powers than others, asymmetrical features 
offer territorially concentrated cultural groups or ethnicities to achieve some degree of self-
determination within a federal structure. The most frequent occasions when asymmetrical 
constitutional arrangements are made are in response to requests from mobilised nationality groups 
or when a new entity is granted particular privileges or protections in exchange for joining an 
established federation. 
The normative basis for asymmetric federalism is based on Will Kymlicka's study of Quebec's status 
as a French-speaking province and Charles Taylor's work on the "politics of recognition." Kymlicka 
makes a distinction between regional units, which are divisions of a national majority group, and 
"nationality-based" units, which contain national minorities. Requejo asserts that it is fundamentally 
unfair, both substantively and procedurally, to treat national minority communities like simple 
regions or exactly like federal components governed by the national majority.  
Asymmetry is a key component of Indian federalism and its strategy for accommodating ethnic 
diversity. Yogendra Yadav argues that asymmetry is essential for India to be able to cohere as a 
"State-nation" rather than a "nation-state," as it acknowledges the various forms of belonging that 
exist in India and offers constitutional protection to various levels of autonomy within the federal 
system. 
Yadav also argues that the post-colonial Indian State has made an effort to combat the 
"assimilationist Individualism" included in a liberal notion of citizenship by embracing a 
"differentiated citizenship" and creating States on an ethno-linguistic basis. 
In the words of Rekha Saxena, Asymmetrical federalism will be increasingly  relevant in the future 
because, in order to set the stage for cooperative federalism, we must be able to accommodate 
different groups while still giving them a say in how the nation is governed. 
 
b) What has been the contributions and limitations of socialists in Indian National Movement.  
 
Answer: 
Early nationalists including the moderates, radicals, and even Gandhi, were unable to sufficiently 
recognise the needs and aspirations of peasants and workers, which led them to turn to other 
ideologies like socialism and the subsequent rise of socialists in the Indian National movement. 
As a result around the country, several socialist and communist organisations cropped up. In Bengal,  
Muzaffar Ahmed published Navayug and later founded the Langal in collaboration with the poet 
Nazrul Islam while in Punjab, Ghulam Hussain and others published Inquilab. But it was Nehru and 
Bose who spearheaded the socialist movement in India within the congress. 
The socialists were able to impart a socialist vision for the country and the national movement by 
defining freedom in not just political terms, but also in social-economic terms. They condemned 
Gandhiji for his refusal to acknowledge the class divide, for advocating peace between the exploiters 
and the exploited, and for advancing the doctrines of capitalist and landlord conversion and 
trusteeship. 
They were also able to join hands with anti- imperial resistance movements worldwide and 
internationalised India’s freedom movement. For instance, Nehru attended the International 
Congress against Colonial Oppression and Imperialism, held at Brussels while he presided the 
Congress of oppressed nationalities a few years later.  
Instead of creating a separate movement and cleaving it from the mainstream national movement, the 
socialists were able to influence Congress as a whole and gave it a left ward tilt. In this aspect, they 
were able to work with both the right wing and Gandhi under the same roof. 
The socialists created a lot of WPPs (workers and peasants parties) whose primary goal was to work 
within the Congress to give it a more radical orientation and make it "the party of the people," as well 
as independently organise workers and peasants in class organisations. This would enable the first 
step toward achieving complete independence and ultimately the establishment of socialism. 
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However,, in 1929, government persecution in the shape of the Peshawar conspiracy case effectively 
stopped the rapid expansion of communist and WPP influence over the national movement. The 
socialist cause was also weakened by the Communists breaking away form the national movement 
and criticising the Congress leaders as agents of the bourgeoisie. Bipan Chandra thus argued that the 
Left in India failed to have a deep grasp of the Indian reality. 
Contrary to the right-wing of Congress, the Left lacked ideological and strategic flexibility. With 
crude formulas and aggressive rhetoric, it tried to counter the right-wing. It engaged in a contentious 
battle with the right on shaky footing. It made the decision to fight over tactics and methods of 
struggle rather than issues of philosophy. For instance, its most important criticism of the Congress 
right-wing was that it sought to make a deal with imperialism, was afraid of popular uprisings, and 
had a partial anti-imperialism due to bourgeois influence. The right-wing had little trouble disproving 
such accusations. 
Further, they also failed to build a consensus within the various socialist parties. They had too many 
and intensely held doctrinal disagreements, and the leaders' temperamental differences were 
overwhelming. Having trouble getting along, Nehru and Bose quarrelled in front of the people in 1939. 
Politics between Nehru and the Socialists could not be unified. After 1939, Bose and Socialists lost 
touch. 
The socialists were successful in having a fundamental influence on Indian politics and society. One of 
its major accomplishments was the organising of the working class and peasants which went on to 
influence post independence Indian policies too. 
 
c) "Indian Secularism does not erect a wall of separation between state and religion." Discuss the 
secular credentials of Indian constitutional and political setup in context of the given statement. 
 
Answer: 
According to Donald Smith, there are three separate but connected relationships between the state, 
religion, and the individual in a secular state. The state is not included in the first relationship, which 
is one between people and their religion. As a result, people are free to evaluate the validity of each 
religion's claims without the government interfering coercively.  
The second is about how people and the state interact, and religion is not included. Therefore, a 
person's religious convictions have no bearing on their civic responsibilities or rights. Finally, the 
third relationship between the state and other religions is necessary for the integrity of both of these 
relationships. This model broadly reflects the Western model of secularism. 
Does secularism in India build a comparable "wall of separation"? This interpretation is supported by 
Articles 15, 16, 25, 29(2), and 325. Even Articles 27 and 28(1) indicate complete separation. However, a 
closer look into the constitution shows that this impression is false. First of all, unlike other articles 
that apply to citizens as individuals, Article 30(1) recognises the rights of religious minorities and is 
consequently a community-based right. 
Further, the state is obligated by Article 30(2) to support educational institutions founded and run by 
religious communities. Religious instruction is also permitted at state-supported educational 
institutions. These are substantial differences from the secular state's "wall of separation" perspective. 
Articles 17 and 25(2), which demand that the state get involved in religious matters, are even more 
significant. Nothing in Article 25(1) prohibits the state from passing legislation promoting social 
welfare and reform or opening up Hindu religious institutions of a public nature to all classes and 
sections of Hindus, according to Article 25(2)(b). 
The Indian constitution differs from the standard western model in these two ways. First, they 
encourage the state to intervene in religious affairs, in contrast to the absolute separation perspective 
that deems the state powerless in religious matters. Second, and perhaps more importantly, they 
force a break from complete neutrality or equidistance by granting the state some degree of authority 
over one religion's affairs. 
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Thus, there have been criticism from various scholars like Donald Smith that the Indian variant of 
secularism is not true secularism. Rajeev Bhargava argues that only when the cultural background 
and social environment of India are clearly understood can this uniqueness of Indian secularism be 
recognised. 
In India, the state has to tread a fine line between the need for religious freedom, which frequently 
requires refraining from interfering in the business of religious communities, and the demand for 
equality and justice, which calls for meddling in social traditions that are approved by religion. Thus, 
Indian model of secularism based on a principled distance between the state and the religion shines 
as an example of what Bhargava calls Contextual secularism.  
 
 
Q.7) a) By highlighting the extraconstitutional factors affecting the working of the president, 
explain the powers and position of President in India. What has been politics of President's rule in 
states? 
 
Answer: 
The Indian President, who also goes by the title of First Citizen of India, is the head of the Indian 
state. He belongs to the Union Executive, whose rules are covered by Articles 52 to 78, including those 
that have to do with the President (Article 52-62). 
The various legislative powers of the President include summoning and proroguing the Parliament 
along with the ability to dissolve the Lok Sabha when the need arises. In the event of an impasse, he 
calls a joint session of the Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha. Every time a general election is held, he 
addresses the Indian Parliament at the beginning of the first session. When vacancies occur, he 
appoints the Lok Sabha's speaker, deputy speaker, and chairman and deputy chairman. 
The president can also promulgate ordinances and recommend certain types of bills to be introduced 
in the parliament. His recommendation is compulsory for the introduction of a money bill. Further, he 
also controls the Contingency Fund of India. The Parliament-approved international treaties and 
agreements are negotiated and signed in its behalf. He represents India in forums and international 
issues. 
The President is empowered to make rules to simplify the transaction of business of the government 
and every executive action taken by the Indian government must be done so in his name. He further 
appoints various constitutional positions like the CAG, CEC, Governors etc. He has the authority to 
designate any place as a scheduled area and to oversee the management of both scheduled and tribal 
territories. 
The President also appoints the Chief Justice and the judges of the Supreme Court and the high court. 
Although he follows the Supreme Court's guidance, he is not required to do so. He has the authority 
to give pardons in lieu of the death penalty, a martial court judgement, or punishment for offences 
against union law under article 72. 
The various extraconstitutional factors influencing the President include situations where there’s a 
hung assembly forcing the President to either invite a leader who can form a stable government or 
dissolve the Lok Sabha. He also exercises his veto powers in situations where he disagrees with the 
bill that was passed by the Parliament.  
When exercising his suspensive veto, the President has the choice to send back a law (not a money 
bill) for the parliament to consider. However, the President is required to offer his consent to the 
measure if it is passed by the Parliament once more, with or without revisions, and is then given to 
him. 
With a pocket veto, the President just keeps the bill waiting indefinitely rather than approving, 
rejecting, or returning it. Since the constitution makes no reference of the time frame in which the 
President must decide whether to ratify a bill that has been given to him, his inaction prevents the bill 
from becoming law. 
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The President has the right, under article 78, to ask the PM for information about how the union's 
business are managed. According to established  conventions, the President is permitted to caution or 
assist the Council of Ministers (CoM) in the exercise of its authority. 
The position of the President according to the Indian constitution has been a matter of debate even in 
the constituent assembly debates. KM Munshi envisioned the President as not just a figurehead but 
as a supraministerial power. Granville Austin and MC Setalvad on the other hand, see the President 
as merely a constitutional head like the English crown.  
However the majority view is of a middle point between both the extremes where the President is 
seen as holding an unspecified reservoir of power as guardian of the Constitution.  
According to Article 356 of the Indian Constitution, any state may be placed under President's Rule if 
the constitutional apparatus fails. It is of two types: 

 If the President learns from the state's governor or otherwise becomes convinced or satisfied 
that the state's circumstances prevent the state government from carrying out its duties in 
accordance with the Constitution.  

 President's Rule may also be imposed if any state refuses to follow all instructions issued by 
the Union about topics it is authorised to handle. 

The Central government was granted broad latitude to impose its will on the state governments 
under Article 356. Although it was solely intended to be a tool for maintaining the integrity and unity 
of the nation, it had been shamelessly employed to overthrow state governments led by political 
opponents of the federal government. 
Punjab saw its first application in 1951. The government of Indira Gandhi employed it against various 
states roughly 39 times between 1966 and 1977. When the Janata administration was created in 1977, it 
retaliated by overthrowing nine state Congress governments. In 1980, when she regained power, 
Indira Gandhi swiftly toppled nine administrations with a majority of the opposition. Governments 
after that also behaved in a similar way. 
Despite B.R. Ambedkar's assurance that it would remain a dead letter, Article 356 has been misused 
more than 125 times. A nine-member Supreme Court bench interpreted the parameters of Article 356, 
which also permits the installation of President's Rule in the States but under strict restrictions, in the 
S.R. Bommai case.  
One of these was the requirement that the process be approved by both Houses of Parliament before 
being taken into consideration for judicial review. Another was determining whether there are any 
objective circumstances that make it impossible to carry out governance in the State where the 
proclamation has been made. 
Faizan Mustafa has opined that despite judicial interventions reducing its misuse, it will take 
significant constitutional amendments and a lot of political resolve to stop Article 356 from being 
misused repeatedly. 
 
b) Examine the history and impact of peasant movements in India. 
 
Answer: 
Debal K. SinghaRoy defined the peasant movement as an organised and collective effort by the 
peasantry (subsistence and small producers, tenants, sharecroppers, and agricultural labourers) to 
bring about change in the pattern of ownership, control, and use of land, share of agricultural 
produce, wage structure, credit, and institutional support system, as well as in other aspects of socio-
economic life that have oppressed them in agrarian society. 
 
India's peasant movements can be roughly divided into three major time periods.  

1) The early stage (1857–1921): This period was characterised by the intermittent expansion of 
peasant movements in the absence of effective leadership.  

2) The second phase (1923–1946): Characterized by the rise of peasant organisations that were 
class conscious.  
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3) Post-independence phase: During this time, agrarian movements continued unabatedly since 
the ruling party was unable to address any of the fundamental issues facing the working 
classes in rural India.  

During the initial phase, the excessive rates of land income together with the high handedness of 
zamindars or landlords were the main causes of a number of spontaneous peasant uprisings in 
various parts of the country. During this time, periodic recurrences of famines and economic 
depression worsened the condition in rural areas, sparking a number of peasant uprisings. Examples 
include The Santhal rebellion of 1855, Champaran Satyagraha (1917-18) etc 
In the second phase, the peasant protests started by the Indian National Congress in 1917–18 were 
never meant to be directed against the zamindars; instead, they were limited to asking for relief from 
the high rates of land revenue. Independent class organisations of kisans emerged in rural India as a 
result of the Congress' goal of defending the interests of zamindars and landowners. As a result, the 
kisan organisations were established throughout the nation. 
The primary factor that sparked the peasant uprising was the communists. After the All India Kisan 
Sabha was established, the Communist Party of India (CPI) began to seriously interact with the rural 
population. The CPI boosted the number of members in the peasant front, paving the way for the 
most revolutionary struggles in rural areas. 
The main peasant organisers in Independent India have historically been the Left parties. The rural 
rich, on whose mercy the landless labourers and the marginal peasants depend, have been the 
primary target of mobilisation on a variety of topics, including an increase in agricultural wages, 
giving land to the tiller, etc.  
Although these uprisings had no intention of ending British authority in India, they did raise 
awareness among the population. Peasants became very conscious of their legal rights and fought for 
them in and out of court. They saw the need to band together and oppose exploitation and injustice.  
These riots paved the way for a number of future uprisings, including the Sikh Wars in Punjab and 
ultimately the Revolt of 1857. The anti-feudal and anti-imperialist crusade of the Peasant Movement 
was able to unify all segments of the peasantry, including the landless labourers, due to the non-
division of the peasantry and the all-encompassing nature of the anti-imperialist battle. 
These movements helped to set the conditions for agrarian reforms after independence like the 
abolition of Zamindari Act. Thus, the peasant movement in India helped eventually to ready the base 
for the larger national independence movement, while at the same time, arguing for the rights of the 
peasantry. 
 
c) "Urgent and far-reaching judicial reforms are the need of the hour, even as care should be taken 
to preserve and strengthen the independence of judiciary". Explain.  
 
Answer: 
The basic foundation of civilisation is a fair and unbiased judicial system that operates quickly and 
effectively. But our judicial system has grown cumbersome, agonisingly slow, and ineffective by 
nature. Our government and society have suffered a great deal as a result of the imposition of an alien 
system with antiquated and cumbersome procedures.  
As Nani Palkhiwala once said, the progress of a civil suit in our courts of law is the closest thing to 
eternity we can experience! 
Thus, local hoodlums in nearly all of our cities and towns—and more and more lately in rural areas—
have established a whole new industry of delivering rough and ready justice by utilising strong-arm 
tactics to attain the desired ends. The majority of them began their careers by using illegal, frequently 
cruel, means to try to fill the void left by court failure. Additionally, the courts have a history of 
tolerating delays, promoting litigation, and supporting a profusion of appeals—even in cases that are 
quite unimportant. 
The upper courts have taken on too much, which prevents them from being able to provide justice 
quickly and effectively. Everything under the sun is now considered a subject of the writ because of 
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how extensive the jurisdiction of the writ has become. In addition, the Indian judicial system is 
inconsistent, understaffed, and most importantly, incredibly slow. 
The appointment to the higher courts too are based on an ad hoc system which doesn’t operate on 
any written down principles. The NJAC bill aimed at streamlining the appointment too was struck 
down on fears of compromising on judicial independence. The Indian judiciary also struggles with a 
lack of transparency as it doesn’t come under RTI too. 
Sumatran Sen, a former judge at the Calcutta High Court, became the first judge in India to receive a 
censure from the Rajya Sabha in 2011 for misappropriating assets. Fearing retaliation from 
government authorities, judges appear prepared to take any measure required to maintain their good 
standing, forsaking the citizens' right to a fair trial in the process. 
With the development of district courts, there must be a bottom-up strategy for the reformation of 
the Indian judiciary. There should be efforts towards increasing the judicial capacity by increasing the 
number of appointments and filling in the vacancies. To relieve it of administrative duties, the Indian 
judiciary requires a separate branch of the registrar, administration, and management. 
Further, there should be efforts towards creation of a suitable alternative to the collegium system that 
doesn’t compromise its independence. Judicial independence is also a part of the basic structure of 
the constitution and is crucial to ensure public trust in the system and uphold justice in the country 
against an overarching legislature or executive. 
It is important to keep in mind the words from the preface to the Justice Malimath Committee's 
report: "Everything has been said, but since no one listens, we must always begin anew." by André 
Gide. The long pending judicial reforms, thus should be taken on a war footing to revitalise our 
sagging judiciary. 
 
 
Q.8) a) "The transformation of caste into interest groups, resulting in the erosion of caste system, 
mostly under the influence of positive discrimination program, has had a strong impact on the 
political system of India." Comment.  
 
Answer: 
Articles 15(4) and 16(4) of the Constitution gave the State and Central Governments the right to 
reserve seats in government functions for members of the SC and ST. The 103rd Amendment 
established reservation for people in the unreserved category who were economically backward in 
addition to the socially and educationally backward classes for which the Mandal Commission had 
proposed reservations. 
Jaffrelot argues that such affirmative action,  especially the implementation of the Mandal 
Commission report, ushered in a silent revolution as it started a socio-political process that led to 
some social liberation and the ascent of plebeians into political power at the expense of the affluent 
and powerful classes. 
Further, according to Jaffrelot the politics around the Mandal report and the opposition to it from 
upper castes sparked outrage among the lower castes and led to the OBC factions coming together. 
Many OBCs stopped voting for prominent members of the upper caste and instead preferred to send 
lawmakers who represented their own social circles to Parliament. 
In the Hindi belt, the proportion of OBC MPs virtually quadrupled from 11% in 1984 to more than 20% 
in the 1990s, while the percentage of MPs from upper castes fell from 47% in 1984 to below 40% in the 
same period. By 2004, just 33% of MPs belonged to the upper caste, while 25% of the Lok Sabha's 
members were OBC. 
He also argues that this has resulted in a counter revolution from the upper castes in the form of the 
rise of Hindutva politics trying to underplay the role of caste in electoral politics. This shows the 
erosion of the traditional caste system and its implications and has made it into an open competition 
of interests of various caste groups.  

Page 23 of 25

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


 

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

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

The rise in affluence of the beneficiary castes of the Mandal report led to the resurgence of regional 
parties that were spearheaded by single castes in many states. Further, such groups also started to 
play a dominant role in coalitions at both the centre and state level. This rise has created an intense 
competition among the other castes to also get the benefits of reservation and identify themselves as 
‘backward’ turning the logic of caste pride on its head. Rudolph and Rudolph have thus argued that 
caste politics has eliminated political discrimination between members of various castes and reduced 
caste divergence. 
With the advent of BJP,  traditional caste politics has undergone a churn with shifting alliances and 
loyalties. While its shape and form are changing, the caste factor in Indian politics has entrenched 
itself deeply for generations. 
 
b) What are the major tension areas in centre-state relations in Indian politics? How constitutional 
and extra-constitutional bodies can help in resolving the challenges ahead?  
 
Answer: 
“Federalism is no longer the fault line of Centre-State relations but the definition of a new 
partnership of Team India.” - Narendra Modi. 
The above quote by the Indian prime minister seeks to convey the willingness from both the centre 
and the states to cooperate for the development of the country. However, there are a lot of legacy 
disputes and emerging ones that make cooperation tricky.  
 In the field of legislature, the 42nd Amendment significantly increased the powers of the union and 
lowered the subjects on the state list, tilting the distribution of authorities toward the centre.  
In the case of India, aside from crises, the union government gains the authority to enact laws on 
state matters when our federation becomes unitary. For instance, Art. 249, allows Rajya sabha which 
is barely a federal chamber, to make laws on state subjects while Art 252 allows for the same with at 
least 2 states’ approval. Article 201 also allows the Governor to reserve state bills for the President’s 
assent. 
India is an executive federation according to its constitution, yet the same constitution gives the 
union government significant negotiating power. Power of union to issue directions is one of the most 
contentious concerns. It has the authority to impose punishment in the event that the state 
government disregards the directives. 
According to Article 365, the president may determine that the state government is not functioning in 
accordance with the constitution if it does not carry out his orders. Under Art 356. In the event that 
the constitutional mechanism breaks down, the union may impose president's rule. The unique clause 
in the Indian constitution was taken from a 1935 law. 
The use of All India services by the central government to implement its writ on the state 
governments is also a flash point in centre state relations. Further, Art 293 places checks on state 
borrowings from the market subject to centre’s conditions.  
There  are a lot constitutional and extra constitutional mechanisms to peacefully resolve the centre-
state differences like the Interstate council under Art 263, Zonal councils created by state 
reorganization Act 1956 and even the Original jurisdiction of Supreme Court under Art 131. Another 
constitutional body, the National Integration Council, was established in 1986 to deal with welfare 
policies for minorities across India. 
As a matter of routine, conferences are organised, such as the annual gatherings of chief ministers, 
presidents, and secretaries of state. The Governors' Conference is an effective venue for updating the 
President, who serves as the conference chairman, on the political, social, and economic conditions in 
the states. Similar to this, the Chief Minister's Conference offers a forum for discussion of a wide 
variety of topics affecting the states and for harmonising the relationship between the centre and the 
states. 
One of the most important non-constitutional bodies promoting centre state relations is the NITI 
Aayog that was constituted to facilitate cooperative federalism and the crucial goal of good 
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governance in India. NITI Aayog has taken a number of measures to promote cooperative federalism, 
including gatherings of the Prime Minister and Cabinet Ministers with all Chief Ministers, subgroups 
of Chief Ministers discussing issues of national importance, the sharing of best practises and policy 
support, and the development of State/UT functionaries' capacity. 
There should be a renewed focus on various recommendations made by Sarkaria and Puncchi 
commissions and the Venkatachaliah committee like constituting a permanent Inter-state council, 
streamlining governor appointments etc to realise the goal of cooperative federalism. 
 
c) Explain how dalits, tribal and ethnic movements manifest in various forms of identity politics in 
India? 
 
Answer: 
Identity politics is a tool to frame political claims or demand for social and political action in the 
context of inequity or injustice being experienced by such groups in their quest to stand out, 
obtaining power, and receiving respect. 
After the Second World War, policymakers like Nehru and other contemporary statesmen who later 
became known as modernization theorists anticipated that the advance of modernity would 
eventually destroy people's ties to their respective religious, ethnic, or caste affiliations. Contrarily, 
the transition to modernity has been accompanied by extremely distinct changes all throughout the 
world—more in some regions, less in others.  
The need for dignity and the desire to discover one's authenticity are two such developments that, as 
Charles Taylor famously argued, are essential for comprehending the identity politics of both people 
and groups. 
The issue of giving the downtrodden caste groups support from the state in the form of positive 
discrimination is often cited as the origin of caste-based identity politics. The caste-based political 
parties that claim to support and advance the interests of particular groups, including the castes, have 
institutionalised this group identification that has been strengthened by the rise of political 
consciousness around caste identities. 
The caste-based identity politics that have played a dual role in Indian culture and politics can be 
used to summarise the whole impact of the politicisation. While simultaneously undermining the 
development of class-based organisations, it somewhat democratised the caste-based Indian society 
too. 
There are four possible ways to categorise ethnicity in India, according to James Manor's book 
ETHNIC POLITICS IN INDIA, namely, Religion, Language, Caste and Race. The territorial integrity is 
not threatened by ethnicity, according to Prof. S. D. Muni, because Indians' identity markers are 
transient. Their identities are malleable and subject to change at the political elite's discretion. If 
language may bring together different groups of Indians, caste or religion can sever that oneness. 
Ethnic politics and ethnonationalistic tendencies also get a boost from the mind boggling diversity of 
various tribes inhabiting the Indian states. While initially, they were given shape by violent militant 
movements, most of them soon deradicalised and joined mainstream politics with violence still being 
used to ensure direct action for distributive justice in some places.  
The fundamentals of identity politics—caste, religion, gender, ethnicity, region, person, and even 
shared scars, real or perceived—take on various and frequently overlapping forms in the electoral 
sphere. In some cases, diverse caste groups join under a broad secular umbrella, in others, religion 
becomes the umbrella, and occasionally, regionalism may prevail over all other factors—there are also 
political parties that identify themselves with just one individual. Election politics are unpredictable 
and dangerous because of the fluid expression of identities. 
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