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PSIR SCHOLARS 2026-27 - SCHOLAR COMPENDIUM

P raface

I A scholar Yyou cannot deploy is dead waight in an answer-.

£ very serious PSIR as,nirant carries a mental list of names — Barker, Rawls, Kaut/lya, Waltz — and yet loses marks the
moment the examiner asks not who said someth/ng but what, z{yﬂ/ﬂst whom, and. so what for India. The gap is never a

shortage of names. It is the inab/l/ty to make a name do work. This compendium was built to close exactly that gap.

What You hold is not an encyclolnaedia of pol/t/cal t/wught. It is an arsenal. For each theme in the syllabus it g/ves You
the six—to—elght authorities that actually move marks — no more, because a longer list is a longer way to say less. Each
scholar arrives with a position (for, against, or the lens they br/ng), a plain—language arqument with every technical term

glossed where it first appears, and a Dslnloy line tell/ng You the precise (luestion where that name earns its keep.

Two dism)al/nes govern every page. First, I GNOU-am:horing: wherever a scholar sits inside the IGNOU course corpus —
the examiner's own reference universe — the entry is marked, because those are the safest names to cite. Second,

verification: an arqument is Inaraphrased attribution unless it appears inside quotation marks, and quotation marks appear
only around lines checked verbatim against the source corpus. Nothing here asks You to trust a Inaraphrase dressed as a

(luote.

Read it the way a barrister reads a brief — for the arqument you will make, not the trivia You mlght recite. Used that
way, these names stop be/ng decoration and become what they were alwags meant to be: warrants for a case that is

alreaafg yours.
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Introduction

The arqument is the answer
I Political science is one long arqument. This book teaches you to join it.

The PSIR paper does not test whether You can list thinkers; it tests whether You can enter a conversation that has run
for two and a half thousand years and hold your ground in it. Plato is answered by Aristotle, Hobbes by Locke, Hegel by
Marx, the realists by the liberals, the West by the postcolan/al South — and, at the end of every contemporary thread,
India by its own strategists. Once You see the syllabus as this single unfalding debate rather than a heap of topics, the

hames organise themselves.

The compendium moves through four movements, and it is worth carrying the whole arc in Your head:

4 N [ N
& Part IA — Theory & Thought. & Part IB - Indian Government & Politics.
The Western and Indian canon: the foundational (luarrels The canon put to work — the Constitution, the institutions,
about just/ce, the state, liber“ty and power, from Plato to federalism, parties and the social cleavages that run beneath
Ambedkar. them.
G L J
4 N [ N
& Part 2A - Comparative Politics & IR. & Part 2B - India & the World.
The methods that let You compare states, and the grand Where every earlier idea lands: India's fareign /)olicy, its
theories — realism, liberalism, Marxism, constructivism — that neighbaurhaad, the maj’or powers, and, its grand strategy ina
expla/n how they behave. sh/fting order.
G L J

Within each theme the structure repeats: a courtroom. One bench builds the pas/t/on, the other puts it on trial, and the
best answer walks both benches into a single paragra,n/r. That for—anaf—against architecture is not a formatting tluir/e —itis

your built-in balance, the thing that turns a descr/pt/an into a judgement.

Each page opens with a figure that holds the whole debate at a glance, gives You the scholars, then a * Nuggst worth
/enowing beyond the doctrine and a & Momary hook to make the names stick. Follow the ™ Connects links at the foot of
every page — interconnection is where a gaod answer becomes a topper 's. And on any contemporary or IR theme,

remember the last instruction of the whole book: land the answer on India's pos/t/on.
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Contents
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PSIR OPTIONAL - SCHOLAR COMPENDIUM - PART IA

PSIR SCHOLARS
2026 - 27

The scholar arsenal for PSIR opt/ona[ - answer-ready, IGNOU-anchored, India-first. Third edition.

How to use this book

Each section gives the 6-8 authorities that aotually move marks, written to be read — not decoded. Every scholar bullet carries: a
position tag (FOR / AGAINST / lens or school). an IGNOUY" mark where the scholar appears in the IGNOU course corpus
(BPSC/BPSE/EPS) — the safest names to cite — a plain-lan_quage arqument with every technical term _qlossed at first use, and a
Deplay line tellin_q You exaotly where the name earns its /eeep in an answer. Direct quotation marks appear only around lines

verified verbatim against the source corpus.

The boxes and the pictures

Each section opens with a figurc — a hand-drawn diagram or scene that holds the whole debate at a glance. The * Nuggct box
gives You one th/'ng about a scholar worth /mawirlg beyond the doctrine. The # M&mary hook box gives You the device that makes
the names stick — often by reading the fiqure itself. Each section ends with S Connects links — follow them, because

interconnection is where PSIR answers graduate from good to topper-ti&r‘

Three rules of deployment
0 One scholar stated preoisely beats three name-droplned. Ar_qument first, name as warrant.

e Fair every critic with a response — the FOR/AGAINST architecture of each section is your built-in balance.

On any cantempomry/IE tala/'c, land the answer on India's posit/on — the O Connects links into Paper 2B exist for exaotly
this.

Answer—ready - IGNOU-anchored - India-first — arqument first, name as warrant.
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Plato

PART IA - CH |
WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

E very Plato answer turns on one (luostion. Is the /ee/awf//b the founding act of Inolitical Inhilosophy —or

the first blue/orint of the closed society? The two benches below are the two sides of that courtroom.

e .

\ b 7?15 TRIAL OF THE BEPUBLIC

| EDUcATION,
| NOT FORCE

&4
ei‘v“
\\;’E Y\,ﬂ‘o

'm LVNSO -—de cou.nse f

s

/‘_/Ja / /0 - e 7}/0/ of the /Pe///é//c — prosecution AR 5 Je/eﬂce A /V LW

55 DEFENCE - builds the Rspublic § PROSECUTION - 'puts it on trial

Ernest Barker
True founder of systematic political philosophy — the Republic

asks the question every later thinker must answer: who should
rule, and why? Deploy open any “relevance of Plato" answer

here — he sets the stakes before you judge.

R.L. Nettleship

Plato reforms through education, not force — the ideal state is
really a school, shaping character before it commands conduct.
Deploy the rescue-move on communism/censorship — from

control to character.

R.B. Levinson

In Defense of Plato answers Popper point by point — the aim
was harmony, each part doing its own work, not terror. Deploy
name him right after Fopper's charge, so both sides sit in one

paragraph.
AN. Whitshead

The verdict that ends the section: European philosophy is "a
series of footnotes to Plato.” Deploy a one-line conclusion on

Plato's permanence.

defence B N.LW. I =

Aristotle COIRI

The first and deepest critigue, from Plato's own student —
abolishing family and property fights human nature: “what is
common to most is cared for least." Deploy the compulsory

first critic in any communism—of—property question.

Karl Popper QIESENING

The Qpen Society and Its Enemies puts Plato on trial for
totalitarianism — philosapher-kings, censorship, a frozen class
order. Deploy the spine of your critique — then answer it with

Levinson and Barker.

R.H.S. Crossman
Plato Today transplants him into the twentieth century — and
the polis looks uncomfortably like an authoritarian state. Deploy

your second critic on "totalitarian” — range beyond Fopper.

/
E Y NUGGET - worth knowing i Prosecution spells A.P.C. - Aristotle points, Pop/;er
E Plato sailed to Syracuse thrice to train the tyrant Dionysius IT i waves The OP on Society, Crossman sits with Flato
| intoa philosa/zher-/e/’ng — and failed, by his own admission in the i . 7‘7"5".’/' Defence 5/’5”5 B.N.LW. — Barker opens:
i Seventh Letter. Pn/zper wrote his re’ply in wartime New Zealand i MEMORY HOOK N ettl“h’;” teaches, Levinson argues at P”P/’"‘
| exile, valling it his contribution to the war effort. E Whitehead jmiges. Recall the room, and all seven
E | names walk in.
N e e e e e e e o o o e ’ /

S Connects 1.20 Aristotle - 5.10 D

answer swings between.

Part IA - Ch [ - 1.10 Plato

Swetank / ALS IAS

acy — Aristotle's immanent critique and Athens' democratic wound are the two poles every Plato

PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 6 / 90




-
Aristatle WESTERN POLIT.??AELT;/:/O-U%/L;

Aristotle answers one gusstion: Plato's greatest disci/ule, or his foundational critic? The honest verdict is

both — the ,Danel we/ghs the two claims on a literal scale.

ARISTOTLE — PUPIL OR CRITIC?

SABINE —'
father of

political science

| EBENSTEIN — ==
corrective in his

greatest pupil

ROUSSEAU —
no slaves by

AQUINAS — NUSSBAUM — =

nature
backbone of eudaimonia. ™
| medieval thought measures the polity |3 HoBBES — AOlKlN —
: the polis is citizen built
— artifice on excluded

labour

R-H-0 — the Greek letter

B Gre;test disciple Q_N_Q foundational critic — weigh both. J

/‘-/J'a, 1.20 - The scale of the Zyﬁgwﬂ — the SANE pan builds - the KHO pan attacks.

85 BUILDERS - the 'pupil corrects § CRITICS - strike the master

William Ebenstein JJ. Rousseau
The hinge: "Plato found the corrective... in his greatest pupil. " Rejects the naturalisation of hierarchy and slavery — human
Aristotle keeps the moral purpose of the polis while restoring beings are naturally good and equal; nobody is a slave by
experience, moderation and law. Deploy the hinge sentence of nature. Deploy the classic counter in the natural-slavery
any Plato-Aristotle comparison. question — a repeat PYQ zone.
George Sabine Thomas Hobbes
Crowns him father of political science and of constitutionalism — Denies natural sociability — the polis is artifice, built by
government limited by law. Evidence: the classification of contract; nature hands men no city. Deploy the sharpest
constitutions, rule of law, the middle-class polity. Deploy the contrast for “man is a political animal” questions.
intro for “father of political science” questions.

Susan Moller Okin
Thomas Anluinas The feminist charge — his citizen presupposes the excluded
Fused Aristotelian teleology — everything has a built-in purpose labour of women and slaves; the polis stands on the household
— with Christian theology, making Aristotle the backbone of it disenfranchises. Deploy the modern layer that lifts a
medieval thought. Deploy one line proving trans-epochal criticism answer above the list.

influence.

Martha Nussbaum

Builds her capability approach on Aristotelian ground —

flourishing (eudaimonia) b s the e of a good polity.
Deploy the contemporary hook — Aristotle alive inside modern
justice theory.

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing
He ran the first pal/’tical»svience data project — 158 Greek

The teal pan is SANE — Sabine, Aquinas‘ Nussbaum,
Ebenstein — the sane verdict that the pupfl corrected
P'S the master. The maroon pan spells RHO - Rousseau,
MEMORY HOOK Hobbes, Okin — stri/eing slavery, sociﬂbility, the
household. Say "SANE versus RHO" and all seven

return.

constitutions collected as the 5m[uirical base of the Politics; anly
the Constitution of Athens survives. He tutored the teenage
Alexander, and after 323 BC withdrew to Chalcis so Athens

"would not sin twice against ph/’lasaluhy. "

S Connects 1.10 Plato - 4.30 Eguality — proportionate equality and distributive justice begin here and resurface in every equality debate.
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Machiavelli

PART IA - CH |

WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

£ very Moachiavelli answer ﬁghts one duel: teacher of evil, or first scientist of po[/tics? The verdict has shifted across a

century of schalarshlp, and the striln below walks that shift card by card — ending where the republican rehabilitation

decides it.

MACHIAVELLI — THE VERDICT, CARD BY CARD

@ [0 [ ® (@)
STRAUSS - SABINE - BERLIN — CASSIRER - SKINNER & GRAMSCI - REALISTS -
teacher dated two rival engineer of POCOCK - the party power and
of evil Italian moralities the modern republican as Modern interest
pamphleteer . state of civic virti Prince inherited
. E L iif. éa L P, ﬁ L é 3 . é a
INDIA

GANDHI —

means are ends

The Discourses acquit what The Prince indicted.

| in the making

f/yw"e 1.30 - The verdict str/f — maroon frosem/t/aﬂ @—@ teal rehabilitation @—@ Gandhi in the India box.

86 REHABILITATION - the republican reading § PROSECUTION - teacher of evil

Quentin Skinner & J.G.A. Pocock

Skinner leads the republican rehabilitation. The Discourses reveal a
committed re/:ublican of civic virtth — pub[ic-spirfted excellence —
and non-domfnation; Pocock's Machiavellian Moment traces that
legacy to Atlantic relpublfcanfsm Doflay the answer-winning turn

after the "immoral Prince" caricature.

Ernst Cassirer

Cassirer casts Machiavelli as the engineer of the modern state.
Politics becomes a techm}lue to be stud/’ed, detached from
theology. Dsplay "first modern /wl/'tical thinker" questions — pair

with the science-of-statecraft claim.

Antonio Gramsci

Gramsci read The Prince as a revolutfonary manifesto. The
d/’sc/]zlined mass party becomes the "Modern Prince" that founds a
new order. Doflay the unexlaected bridge that shows cross-thinker

command in a legacy question.

Morgenthau, Carr & the realists
IR realism still speaks his languag& Power, interest and
consequences descend directly from him. Ds,nlay one line l/’n/cing

Palper IA to Pa/wr 2 realism — examiners reward the bridge.

Leo Strauss €O

Strauss delivers the famous verdict: Machiavelli is a "teacher of
evil". He lowered the aims of Iaolit/'cs from virtue to power. Daploy

state it as the strongest prosecution before the Skinner defence.

Isaiah Berlin
Berlin's The OrI'gfnalfty of Machiavelli relocates the scandal. The

Iprablem is not immorality but two incommensurable moralities —
Ipagan-civic and Christfan, with no common measure. Daploy the
r’ sticated middler

questions.

George Sabine QEITHRNEIING

Sabine presses the older charge: Machiavelli is narrawly local and

— ideal for "ends justiﬁ/ means"

dated, an Italian Ipamphleteer generalised too far. Doflay a quic/c
counter-view line,' then rebut with Skinner to show the

historiogra/:hical arc.

M.K. Gandhi

Gandhi su/:/zlies the standing ethical rebuttal. Means are ends in
the ma/u'ng; a Iaolit/'cs severed from marality corru/zts both. thlay
the India-first conclusion that converts a Western debate into an

Indian one.

* NUGGET - worth /tnuwing

The Prince was written by a man just released from the torture
rack. After the Medici returned in 1512 Machiavelli was imprisoned,
tortured and retired to a farm; his 1513 letter to Vettori describes
dressing in his finest robes each evening to "enter the courts of the
ancients." The book appeared only in 1532 — five years after his
death. The manual of cold power was an unemployed exile's job
letter.

MEMORY HOOK

A courtroom that changes its mind. Cards (D-@) maroon:
Strauss brands him evil, Sabine dates him, Berlin splits
him in two. Then teal: @ Cassirer the engineer, ®

. Skinner & Pocock produw the Discourses, ® Gramsci
recruits him, (D realists inherit. Gandhi refuses the
premise from the corner. The verdict walks left to right
— evil to civic.

S Connects 7.10 Kautil_l/a. 19.1 Realism — Kautilya is the Indian Iuarallel, realism the modern heir; both com/;arisons are Iuerennial PYQ bait.

Fart IA - Ch | - 1.30 Machiavelli
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Thomas Hobbes

PART IA - CH |
WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

The Hobbes zluestion isa paradax: how do the most individualist Iorem/'ses y/'eld the most absolutist conclusion? Treat

his ar_qument as a machine that converts fear into sovereignty — and mark exactly where each critic cuts its wirin_q.

_THE LEVIATHAN MACHINE

LOCKE —

MACPHERSON — no contract HELD —
market man, surrenders liberal premises,
not natural man everything illiberal

X conclusions
STATE OF FEAR OF COVENANT— | LEVIATHAN —
NATURE — VIOLENT all surrender absolute
war of all DEATH to one sovereign
yi§ —H éﬂ = i
5

HUME — convention,

not covenant

OAKESHOTT — STRAUSS —
greatest masterpiece D\/ founder of
in English the moderns

SABINE —
absolutism built
from individualism |

——

e ?MInrdi’vi dualistwp#r;émise

5 absolutist conclusion — grédé the paradox. ea

Figure /.40 - The Leviathan machine — teal engineers certify it; four maroon arrows cut it at different joints.

85 DEFENCE - certifies the machine § CRITICS - cut the wiring

Michael Oakeshott

Oakeshott ranked Leviathan the greatest masterpiece of political
philosophy in English. His Hobbes is a philosapher of civil
association, not a mere alaologist of terror. Dalnloy the o/aening

authority for any “assess Hobbes" question.

Leo Strauss GIENETIG

Strauss crowns Hobbes the founder of modern political philosaphy.
R/’ght dislalaces duty; fear of death relalaces the summum bonum
— the highest good of classical thought. Deploy the "first

modern" claim, argued rather than asserted.

George Sabine G

Sabine hands you the interpretive key: Hobbes builds absolutism
from individualism. Sovereignty is derived from consenting
individuals, not divine right — contrast Bodin. Dalnloy the paradox

line that structures the whole answer.

John Locke

Locke voids the deal. Consent that surrenders everything
/rrevocably is no contract; absolute power is worse than the
disease — "as if men.. should be content to be devoured by
lions. " Dc,nlay the compulsory Hobbes-Locke contrast: the quote

wins the marker's eye.

C.B. Macpherson QEZEIERETL]

The Political Theory of Fossessive Individualism unmasks the
premise. Hobbes universalises the acquisitive man of an emerging
market society and calls it human nature. Deploy the Marxian

meas/ting — the best counter-view in a state-of-nature question.

David Held QOIS

Held coins the neat formula: liberal premises, illiberal

conclusions. Hobbes stands at the door of liberalism without

entering it. Deploy a one-line verdict for a conclusion.

David Hume

Hume rejects both the contract device and the bleak psychology.
Society rests on convention, utility and habit, not covenant.
Deploy the methodological critigue when the question targets

social-contract theory as such.

% NUGGET - worth knowing

Fear was Hobbes's biﬂ_qraphy before it was his theary, Born
prematwely in April 1588 as the Spam‘sh Armada ﬂpproached, he

exile he tutored the future Charles II; Leviathan appzﬂr@d in 1651,
while England still counted the Civil War's dead.

i jﬂked his mother ”gave birth to twins, mysalf and fear." In Faris

MEMORY HOOK

Follow the assembly line: equal individuals enter, fear
powers the belt, the covenant presses them into one
crowned giant. Three teal engineers sign off —

* Oakeshott, Strauss, Sabine. Then four wire-cutters:
Locke cuts the covenant, Macpherson cuts the input,

Held stamps the output illiberal, Hume unplugs the

machine. Where each critic cuts is his arqument.

S Connects 1.50 John Loch, 6.10 Power — the contract tradition Hobbes founds and the anatomy of sovere/gn power he perfects.

Part IA - Ch [ - .40 Thomas Hobbes

Swetank / ALS IAS
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John Locke

PART IA - CH |
WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

The Locke questian is a verdict: father of liberal constitutionalism, or a,oolagist of emergent ca/oitalism? He is

examined through his interpreters, so the Ioanel /Juts both readings on a scale. Carry both pans into every answer.

LOCKE ON THE SCALES — CONSTITUTION OR CAPITAL?

\)

THE THREE D's — BUILDERS

" LASLETT —

dates it: Filmer, not Habbes.
" DUNN & TULLY —
duties: property held

in trust

" JEFFERSON —
] Declaration: Locke
in practice

CRITICS

" MACPHERSON —
the money-clause
. confesses capitalism

" BENTHAM — %Z

nonsense upon stilts

FILMER —
authority is
/|, divine fatherhood

" PROPERTY RIGHT — -
the 44th Amendment
Journey

( Name Filmer first; answer Macphers;rylr with Dunn.a :

/_/Jm/re /.50 - Locke on the scales — the three D's (teal) against the moﬂey-ﬁ/ﬂuse bench (maroon).

85 DEFENCE - constitution, not capital § PROSECUTION - the money-clause reading

Peter Laslett

Laslett made the decisive re—datfng. The Two Treatises were
written aqainst Filmer's patrfarchal absolutism durfng the
Exclusion Crisis — not against Hobbes. Dalplay d/’rectly tested by
UPSC - the "Filmer, not Hobbes" line is a mark—scaring

correction.

John Dunn & James Tully

Dunn and Tully recover the theist Locke. Pra/wrty is held in
trust under natural law and its duties — not a licence for infinite
accumulation. Dc,nloy the named rebuttal to Macpherson —an

examiner expects the pairing.

Thomas Jefferson
Jefferson is the constitutional heir. Life, li[wrty and the Ioursuit
of hap/)iness translates Locke into faunding practice. Daplay one-

line evidence of world-historical influence.

C.B. Macphorson AGAINST - IGNOUY

Macphersan reads the money—clause as a confession: Locke
theorises emergent capital/’sm. His verdict: "it is hard indeed to
turn the Lockean doctrine into any kind of umlualiﬁed democratic
theory. " Do'play this exact line has appeared as a PYQ stem —

build the critical answer around it.

Jeremy Bentham

Bentham dismisses natural riyhts as "nonsense upon stilts".
Riyhts exist by law and util/'ty — usefulness measured. in welfare
— not by nature. Dc,nloy the positivist counter in any natural-

r[qhts question.

Sir Robert Filmer
Filmer is the /mtriarchalist target himself. Autharity descends
from divine fatherhaad, not consent. Dalplay the context-settiny

critic; it shows You know whom Locke was actually answerin}

IR ITT R /GAINST - IGNOUY

Strauss reads Locke as a covert Hobbesian modern. His natural
law is really self—loreservation and acquisition in pious dress.
Dc,nlay the advanced counter-view when comparing Locke's and
Hobbes's foundations.

* NUGGET - worth ﬁnnwing

The father of liberal constitutionalism never publicly owned his
masterpiece. Physicinnfsuratnry to Shaftssbury, Locke fled to
Holland in 1683, ‘uublishsd the Two Treatises anonymnus[y in 1689,
denied authorsh/}a for life, and admitted it ﬂnly in a codicil to his

will. A theorist of consent who would not consent to his own

Teal pan, the three D's: Laslett dates it (Filmer, not )
Hobbes), Dunn & Tully restore the duties, Jefferson
delivers the Declaration. Maroon pan stacks four
< weights: money-clause, stilts, Father, spy. Dates,
MEMORY HOOK duties, Declaration versus money, stilts, Father, spy.
J

53 Connects 2.20 I.i/urnlism, 4.40 Rights — Locke is the source-code of both; India's 44th Amendment journey of the pra/zertg right is the

ready-made India-first evaluation.

Part IA - Ch | - 1.50 John Locke

Swetank / ALS IAS

PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 10 / 90
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PART IA - CH I
H&g&l WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

Hegel stands trial on one charge: philosopher of freedom, or idolater of the state? E very answer must ﬁ'ght on both

fronts at once. The panel sta_qes the two camps around his rational state — with Marx in the corner, fli,nping the

blueprint.

HEGEL'S RATIONAL STATE — TEMPLE OR CONSTITUTION?

PROSECUTION
" POPPER—

way-station to ==
totalitarianism »W .

DEFENDERS
AVINERI —

guarantees rights,
mediates conflict

TAYLOR — " HOBHOUSE —
situated freedom state-idolatry,
recognition , written under bombs
KOJEVE — FEUERBACH —
end-of -history Hegel’s method
lineage ) turned on Hegel .

standing
n its head

f/yz/rz 1.60 - The rational state, defended and frosecutea/ — Marx turns it r/fﬁt side up below.

8 DEFENCE - philosopher of freedom § PROSECUTION - idolater of the state

Karl Marx QI35 Karl Pa”;r AGAINST - IGNOUY'

Marx kept the dialectic — progress through the clash of opposites — Polpper Iolaces Hegel as a way-station between Plato and modern
and rejected the idealism. With /‘/ege[ it "is standing on its head; totalitarianism. The philosaphy, on this reading, is state-warsh/;p in
it must be turned r/lqht side up again. " Dc,nlay the single most academic dress. Dt,play the prosecution case in any ”/‘/egel and the
examined correlation in this unit — always show what Marx /telpt totalitarian state" question.

and what he inverted. LT Ho b houss

Alexandre Kojévs The Metaphysfcal Theory of the State was written under German

Kajéve built the end—of-histary readfng on the master-slave bombs. It indicts Heyelian state—idalatry as the intellectual root of

dialectic. The lineage runs straight to Fukuyama's 1989 thesis. the war. Deploy the liberal critigue with a dateable dramatic hook.

Dolplay links Hegel to the end—of-histary PYQ zone in one clause. Lu clwig Feuerbach & the Yo ung Hcgclians
Charles Tayto,. they turned the dialectical method against the established order

Taylor's /‘/ege[ is the Iphilasopher of situated freedom — liberty Hegel had blessed. The master's weapon became the rebels' tool.

lived inside community, not against it. With Honneth, he is the D ‘Pl".’l the transition sentence from /‘/ege[ to Marx in anygSwesp

source of modern recognition theary Dc,nlay the contemporary- answer.
relevance paragraph = identity Ioolitics and multiculturalism stand

on Heyelian yraund.
Shlomo Avineri

Avineri defends the rational constitutional state read/’n} Heyel s
state guarantees riyhts and mediates civil saciet_l/ s com‘chts; it is
no totalitarian blueprint. Dc,nloy the named defence after stating
Pop/;er 's charge,

* NUGGET - worth /nwwing

The rational state is a columned building. Teal crew
maintains it — Avineri checks the rights-guarantee, Taylor

Hegal finished the Phenomanolﬂgy of sluirit in Jena in 1806 as

points to the community inside, Kojéve reads its address

*

Napolaﬂn s army took the city; he watched the Emparﬂr ride past

i and wrote that he had seen "the world-soul on horseback." He

MEMORY HOOK (the end of history). Maroon crew condemns it — Fopper's
signpost, Hobhouse's indictment under bombs, Feuerbach's
crowbar. And below, Marx does a handstand — the
blueprint turned right side up.

ended as Prussia's most celebrated pmfassor in Berlin and died in

the cholera e/mismic of 1831, at the halght of his standing,

S Connects 1.70 Marx, 210 Idaalogy & Debates — the inverted dialectic and the end-of-/tfstory debate are both Hege[ 's unfinished business.
Part IA - Ch - 1.60 Hegel Swetank [ ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - Il / 90
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Marx

PART IA - CH |
WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

Marx's (luestion spl/ts all theory in two: should thought interpret the state, or transform it? He is the hinge of

modern polit/'cal thought for exactlg that demand. The d/'agram draws his twa-starey building — base and

superstructure — and shows who renovates it and who arrives to demolish.

MARX'S HOUSE —
BASE AND SUPERSTRUCTURE

" GRAMSCI—
consent wires

the upper floor

" ENGELS — | \
co-author of

the canon

[ LENIN- |
smash the
| bourgeais

| state

" ALTHUSSER—
school, media,
church reproduce it

media v-chmh |

ELE

" POPPER— |
unfalsifiable
prophecy

BUILDING,

" WEBER— |
ideas, status,
party too

LN

BERNSTEIN —

by balot,
}\ et callgse

G Interpret the house — or transform it. _!D

Figure .70 - The base-superstructure house — teal builders and renovators, maroon wrecking crew.

85 BUILDERS - renovate the house § CRITICS - the wrecking crew

Friedrich Engols
collaborator and systematiser. The Manifesto and the
materialist conception of histar_l/ are joint property. Ds'nloy

establishes the canon in the intro without slaending words.

V.I. Lenin

extended Marx into a theary of imperialism and a strateqy of
revolution: smash the baurgeais state, then the dictatarshi/; of
the Iaraletariat Ds,nlay the a,aeratianal Marx — essential in

state-theary and revolution questions.

Antonio Gramsci QI ARS8

rescued Marxism from economic determinism. The superstructure
has real autanamy; rule works thrauah hegemam'a consent, not
force alone. Ds'nloy the standard criti(iue-la_l/er for base-

superstructure guestians.

Louis Althusser QI AN0

the economy determines "anly in the last instance". Idealagiaal
state a/z,aaratuses - schaals, media, church — repraduce the
relations of Iaraductian Dop[ay the second saphistiaatian move

after Gramsci.

Karl Papper

condemns Marxism as unfalsifiable historicist /Jralahecy -a
theary no evidence could ever disprav& Ei very outcome confirms
it, so it explains nathina. Ds’nloy the methadalagical demolition

— the strongest sinale critic to name.

Max Weber QORI

files the multi-causal relal_l/. Ideas — the Protestant ethic —
shape economic life, and stratification runs on class, status and
party, not class alone. Dsplay Marx-vs-Weber is a recurring
direct PYQ — this bullet is its skeleton.

Eduard Bernstein QLT
the revisionist. Ca/;italism was not aallalasing,' socialism must
come by evalutianar_l/, parliamentary means. Ds’nloy shows the

crititlue inside the tradition, not fust outside it.

o DA 4
P oSO \ ~N
E % NUGGET - worth knowing ! One house, two storeys: base (econamy) below,

E Marx wrote Capital as a stateless exile, working daily in the E superstructure (law. state, .fdeologg) above. €"92l5 oy

| British Museum Reading Room. When he died. in 1883, roughly i - signs; Lenin posts a demolition order; Gramsci rewires

i o JUF 4 i with consent; Althusser fits school, media, church.

' eleven mourners stood at his Highgate grave, where Engels said i MEMORY HOOK

I Marx had done for human history what Darwin did for organic i Then Papper condemns the whole structure, Weber

i nature. 1 builds a rival annexe, Bernstein leaves a ballot box at

; E the gate.

‘\ ________________________________________________ ’ J

S Connects 2.40 Marxism, 3.40 Marxist Theory of State — the doctrine's later career and its state theory each get their own section;

cross-cite rather than repeat.

Part IA - Ch - .70 Marx Swetank [ ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 12 / 90
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PART IA - CH |
WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

J.S. Mill

The Mill tluestion isa loyalty test: do his revisions save l/berty and. utilitarianism, or tlu/etlg betray them? He is the

h/nge between classical and modern liberalism. The Inanel follows the harm princilnle as a river — from ﬁctluew‘lle 's

s,ur/ng to Hart's reo,uened sluice.

THE HARM PRINCIPLE — A RIVER

TOt(i‘QUEV.ILLE == MILL & HARRIET
e.spring: TAYLOR — STEPHEN —
t f i
thir?;‘:i r‘;ty ON LIBERTY society BERhUN RYAN —
sets the course enforces t.t el'b " plural voting
morality Mgaci‘v:—nl Ier Y improves,
one not denies MACINTYRE—  HART OKIN —
1, choice needs reopens the famil
ik tradition the sluice first 5chc{)i
- l vs DEVLIN of equality

G One principle, one river — every dam made it str&ﬁéer.})

f/y//rz 1.80 - The harm /r/ﬂc///z as a river — dams in maroon, channels in teal.

85 DEFENCE - saves liberty § PROSECUTION - the harm-principle dams

Isaiah Berlin James Fitzjames Stephen

Berlin reads Mill as the gr&at theorist of ne]ative li/?erty - Liberty, E;luality, Fraternity answers Mill head-on. Society
freedom from interference — and of value-plura[ism. On Li/zerty rightly enforces morality,' Mill's sover&ign individual is a fiction.
is the permanent case for individuality. Daploy the intro Dspln_l/ the Victorian prosecution that frames the Devlin revival.

authority for harm-principle questions.
Y principte q

Alan Ryan

Alasdair MacIntyre & the communitarians

Ryan defends the awkward Iuro/zosals. Plural voting and the
representation schemes aimed to enhance democratic (luality, not
deny democracy. Ds,nlay the counter-view when the question

calls Mill a "reluctant democrat."

Harriet Taylor

Taylor collaborated on On Liberty and on the feminist arquments
of The Su/y'ection of Women. Dsplay one line that registers the
co-authorsh/]z of Mill's feminism.

H.L.A. Hart

Hart revived the harm Iprinci/zle against Lord Devlin's le]al
moralism — the claim that law should enforce shared morals.
That clash is the Hart-Devlin debate. Ds,nlay the modern
afterlife of On Liberty — the Iperfect contemporary-relevance
/;aragra/;h.

the charge: utilitarian individualism strips agents of the
traditions and virtues that make choice meaningfuL Dt'nlay the

Iahilosolphical critique for "h/'gher/lower lzl&asures " questions.

Alexis de Tocqueville

su/z/zlied Mill's gr&at fear: the tyranny of the ma/'ority as social,
not mer&ly legal, deslwtism. Dalploy the origins line that

deepens the harm-lprinci/zle discussion.

* NUGGET - worth knowing
Mill practised. his theory on the floor of the House. As MP for

Westminster he moved the first women's suffrage amendment in

the Reform Bill. It lost — but made the women's vote a
parliamentary question. On Liberty (1859) is dedicated to Harriet
Taylor, who had died the year before.

i the Commons in 1867, proposing to replace "man" with “person” in

MEMORY HOOK

Trace the river: the spring is Tocqueville; Mill and
Harriet Taylor row the boat that sets its course:
Stephen builds the Victorian dam; Berlin widens the
< negative-liberty channel; Ryan dredges the awkward
bends; MacIntyre erodes the banks; Hart reapens the
sluice against Devlin; Okin channels the water into the

family courtyard.

S Connects 4.20 Lil)srty, 5.10 Damocracy — Berlin's two conce/;ts and the deliberative democrats both begin from Mill's ,Droblem&

FPart IA - Ch [ - 1.80 J.S. Mill

Swetank / ALS IAS
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Gramsci

WESTERN POL

PART IA - CH |
ITICAL THOUGHT

Gramsci asked Marxism's hardest zluestion: why do the dominated consent? He turned the doctrine's Western defeat into its

most fertile /zro/)lem. The splash laanel is his /zrison cell — with the notebooks escala/ng thraugh the bars to every scholar in this

section.

culture, the
battlefield
of consent

ANDERSON —
the West still
rules by force

empire by
representation

LACLAU & MOUFFE—

hegemony
beyond class

passive revolution

CHATTERJEE & KAVIRAJ —

GUHA —
dominance
without HOBSBAWM —
hegemony the essential
corrective

— -
. C Twenty years could not stop this brain.

Figure 1.90 - The notebooks escape — teal pages Hy to Hall, Said, Laclou-Moutte and Indja; Anderson and Guha wait at the bars.

85 HEIRS - the notebooks travel § CRITICS - at the bars

Stuart Hall

founded British Cultural Studies on hegemony — rule thraugh
manufactured consent. Media and /Jo/mlar culture become the terrain
where consent is made and contested. Doplay the contemporary

application — from Thatcherism to social-media /Jo[itics.

Ernesto Laclau & Chantal Mouffe

Hegemany and Socialist Strategy pushes hegemon!/ past class. Politics
becomes the contingent articulation — the impravised lin/zfng-together =
of plural struggle& Dsploy the Ipost—Mﬂrxist extension — it names the

frontier of the concept.

Edward Said
carried hegemany into Orientalism. Cultural representation becomes an
instrument of imperial rule. Dtplay the cross-paper bridge to post-

colonialism — worth one clause in any hegemon!/ answer.

Eric Hobsbawm
verdict in brief: Gramsci is the essential corrective to economistic

Marxism. Dsploy a one-line verdict on his place in the tradition.

Partha Chatterjee & Sudipta Kaviraj

from abovel without a Jacobin ruptur& Dlploy the India-first

application that separates a goad hegemany answer from a great one.

read Indian state formation through ':passfve revolution": transformation

Perry Anderson QUIIEREEIING

The Antinomies of Antonio Gramsci finds the concepts sliding and
coercion under-rated. Western states rest on force more than Gramsci
allows. Dtlplny the standard named critique; state it before defenafing
the concept 's fertilit_l/.

Rangjis Guha

thesis: colonial rule was d ithout h . Gramsci's

J
consent model fails where the state never won the subalterns' assent.

Dsplay doubles as Your subaltern-school bridge in Indian-nationalism

answers.

J
e \ I
i % NUGGET - worth lmawing i Pagzs /Zy thraugh the bars as paper birds. One lands on Hall's
At Gramsci's 1928 trial, Mussolini's prosecutor demanded that "this ] TVv_ culture, the [mbvbleﬁzl:i of consent; one on Said's map —
i brain" be stoppzti from funobiamng for twenty years. The brain answered E * empire by representation; Laclau & Mouffe stitch a banner of
E from inside the sentence: some thirty Prison Notebooks, around three i MEMORY HOOK strugglzs,' one flies to an Indian desk — Chattzr/ez & Kﬂw’ra/,
1 thousand pages. before his death in 1937 ziays after release — he_qsmong, i passive r : Hobsb o tal J Outside: Anderson
| passive revolution, the Modern Prince, written under a censor's eye. i rabtlm_q the bars, Guha aintinglae the Indian page.
L / J
S Connects 6.10 Power, 8.4 Psrslnsctivss on the Indian National M, h g y anchors the power cluster and tiw'etly runs the histariography

debate.
Fart IA - Ch |- 1.90 Gramsci

Swetank / ALS IAS
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Hannah Arendt vesreen oLt Thoint

Arendt's zluest/on redefines the field: is power act/ng togethar, or command backed by violence? She rebuilt

Ioolitical theorg from the ruins of totalitarianism — power as concert, evil as the failure to think. The Ioanel is the

Jerusalem press gallery, opem‘ng onto the public square where her friends carried the thesis.

IS POWER ACTING TOGETHER — OR COMMAND?

1 plurality, not : Jaldlei BUTLER— (M
nostalgia | ¢ Powei'n's zg’{f:"'e" bodies assemble
! P - M| in the square

v

ﬁyz/re 1100 - The press fﬂ//ery and the square — her heirs in teal, her prosecutors in maroon.

&5 HEIRS - power as concert § PROSECUTION - from the press gallsry

Jiirgen Habermas Zygmunt Bauman

systematised her insight. Power is communicative agreement — Modernity and the Holocaust answers the “banality of evil":

people acting in concert — not command, the public sphere is its the thesis under-weighs the systemic, modern-bureaucratic

home. Deploy the succession line in any power-vs-violence production of genocide. Deploy the strongest critique of the

question. Eichmann thesis — name it, then defend her account of
thoughtlessness.

Seyla Benhabib

recovers Arendt for democratic theory. Plurality and the public Sheldon Wolin

realm are resources for modern politics, not Greek nostalgia. attacks her rigid politics/social distinction. It expels poverty

Deploy the counter-view when the question calls her polis- and. economy from politics — an aristocratic narrowing of the

romantic. political. Deploy the standard "social question" critique for On

Revolution answers.

Margaret Canovan

the authoritative interpreter. Arendt's whole oeuvre is a single Max Weber @EETITIN
sustained reply to totalitarianism. Deploy the framing sentence speaks the rival grammar. Power is the chance to impose one's
for a general "assess Arendt" question. will; violence is its instrument — exactly what Arendt denies.

Deploy the comparison that structures power-definition

Judith Butler questions.
extends Arendt's space of appearance — the public stage where
actors become visible — to embodied assembly. Deploy a one-

line contemporary hook (protest politics, maidans and squares).

- AN /
poTTTTTTT T b N
! Y NUGGET - worth ‘,,",,',,y E Left, the courtroom (maroon): Arendt in the press

E Arendt lived her subject before she theorised it. She fled i 9'7””.'/‘ Canovan ﬁli"ﬂ every page into one reply;

E Germany in 1933, was interned at Gurs, escaped, and remained i behind. them Bauman points at the machine of desks —

i stateless nearly two decades until US c/tizensh/;u in 1951 — the ' < blame the system; Wolin asks where the poor sit;

E year The Or/'gins of Totalitarianism ap/)eﬂred. Her 1963 Eichmann i MEMORY HOOK Weber grpslaimar shal's baton. ki_qht, the square

| book cost her friendships for life. The theorist of "the right to E (teal): Habermas passes her note to the citizens,

E have rights" spent eighteen years without any. ! Benhabib holds the door open, Butler leads the

L ] assembled bodies.

R S J

S Connects 6.10 Power, 2.50 Fascism — her power/violence distinction and totalitarianism analysis anchor both sections.

FPart IA - Ch [ - 1100 Hannah Arendt Swetank [ ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 15 / 90
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CH 2
POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES

Ideology & the End-of-Ideology Debate

Ideolo_qy explains why politics is never only a /ight over interests. Ideas ﬁ_qht too. And the sharpest twist here: the claim that ideology
has ended is itself the most ideological claim of all — the section watches that trick Iper/ormed twice, in the 1950s and again in 1989.

IDEOLOGY — A RIVER DECLARED DRY TWICE

- Fukuyama:
end of
history 4

L science of

Althusser:
. ideology
as lived
- practice

Mannheim: {
idealogy |
vs utopia

‘ : Huntington:
- clash
. rejoinder |

Mills: /7 N Maclntyre:
Cold-War itself an
complacency ideology

G’TV Décléri}\g ideology dead is ideology’s oldest trick :D

Figure 2.10 - The river that keeps being declared dry — from de Iracy's coinage to the Fukuyama-Huntington sequel.

85 IDEOLOGY LIVES - the concept holds § THE END-OF-IDEOLOGY THESIS

Antoine Destutt de Tracy
start at the source. De Tracy coined idéologie as a would-be science of ideas — a neutral study
of where our thoughts come from. The neutrality did not survive; every later thinker turned

the word into a weapon. Deploy first line of the intro, then pivot to the critical tradition

Karl Mannheim
Mannheim divides the field in Ideology and Utepia. Ideologies defend the existing order:
utopias seek to transcend it. And all thought — his own included — is socially situated, shaped

iol. Bl
97 J

doFinitional

by where the thinker stands. Deploy the upgrade for

questions

Louis Althusser

Althusser moves ideology out of the head and into daily routine. Ideology is not illusion but
lived practice. Ideological state apparatuses — schools, churches, media — interpellate
individuals as subjects: they hail us, and we answer in the role prepared for us. Deploy

sophistication layer showing ideology as material, not mental

Daniel Bell, S.M. Lipset & Raymond Aron
the 19505 thesis. In the affluent West, grand ideological passion is

to technical adjustment — arquing over percentages, not paradises. Aron adds the barb:
ideology is the intellectuals' opium. Deploy state the thesis with all three names — the

ted; politics shrinks

question is a recurring favourite

Francis Fukuyama vs Samuel Huntington

1989 replays the whole debate at higher volume. Fukuyama announces the "end of history” —
liberal democracy as the final form. Huntington answers with the clash-of-civilisations
rejoinder. Deploy bring the debate to the present — populism and great-power ideology as the

empirical. verdict

Karl Marx QQ05S

Marx made the word an accusation. Ideology is false
consciousness — a picture of the world that hides who
benefits from it. The ruling ideas of every age are the
ideas of the ruling class. Deploy the critical baseline all

later theory revises

C. Wright Mills

Mills refuses the obituary. The "end of ideology" is the
complacent self-image of Cold-War liberalism —
comfortable at home, blind to the Third World and the
New Left. Deploy the sharpest one-line rebuttal

Alasdair MacIntyre

MaclIntyre springs the trap shut. The end-of-ideology
thesis is itself an ideology — a partisan position
masquerading as neutrality. Deploy the self-refutation
move; excellent conclusion

A J

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

Fukuyama's essay "The End of History?" — question mark included —
appeared in The National Interest in the summer of 1989, months before the
Berlin Wall fell that November. The wall then obliged him. One dated line

like this shows the examiner you know the debate as an event, not just a

*
MEMORY HOOK

doctrine.

Picture /’dzalogy as a river. De Tracy digs the channel (science of
ideas). Marx muddies it (false consciousness). Mannheim maps the two
banks — idwlagy bank, utopia bank. Althusser builds schools alang the
shore. Then three men Flant a sign in dry sand: river ended — Bell,
Lipset, Aron, the BLA trio everyone /fups blabbing about. Mills and
MacIntyrz point upstream at the flood coming. And at the mouth,

Fukuyama declares open sea while Huntmgtan reads storm clouds.

Walk the river once and all eryht names arrive in order.

O Connects .70 Marx, 2.20 Liberalism — false consciousness on one side, liberal triumphalism on the other; the section referees between them.

Ch 2 - Political Izieulo_q/es Swetank / ALS IAS
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Liberalism

CH 2
POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES

Liberalism's story is one long self-correction. The night

-watchman state gives way to the welfare state; the welfare state to the

neo-liberal revival; the revival to today's crisis talk. Track the turns and the answer writes itself.

LIBERALISM—0

NE LONG SELF-CORRECTION

Green:
i positive
j power

1911

Hobhouse:

& new liberalism

welfare
machinery

Rawls:

I | justice as
. ‘ . fairness |
Sandel: s
Brown:
unencunbered ‘ citizens as
sel human capital

small boat
against the
current

i Rajaji:
- Swatantra vs
permit-licence raj

Q:i Liberalism sqﬁiyés by corr:ecting liiselF:‘D

Figure 2.20 - Liberalism's winding river — four bends, two ambushes, one Indjan dissenter rowing upstream.

85 SELF-CORRECTION - the river bends § THE AMBUSHES

T.H. Green GG

hindrances — poverty, ignorance, ill-health — that block that power.

classical to welfare liberalism — name him at the turn
L.T. Hobhouse GUIELLIRS

are harmonious, not appose:i, One book carries the whole synthesi&

ﬂuthor/'ty for the welfare-liberal synthesis

J.M. Keynes & William Beveridge

institutional design: social insurance against life's risks. Dsflny evid

liberalism's pract/'vﬂl reinvention after the Delpression

John Rawls QIR

that liberal theory revived, not died, after 197/

C. Rajagopalachari
India's classical-liberal dissenter. Rajﬂ/'/"‘ ded Swatantra against

:iefemimg market freedom and limited government inside a socialist

liberalism has an indigenous career

Green stands at the hiﬂge and moralises the doctrine. Freedom is not bz/’rﬂg left alone; it is the communitarian vhargz. Rawlsian liberalism presumes

the positive power to do and enjoy thmgs worth :io/'ng, The state's work is to remove an "unencumbered self" — a chooser abstracted from

Liberalism (1911) is the "new liberalism" manifesto. Individual liberty and social welfare

thenry needs machinery, and these two built it. Keynes supplies the economic engine:

zgal/’tﬂr/'ﬂn liberalism's high noon. Justice as fairness reconciles liber‘ty with the difference

/ar/'rwr;ple = /'nequal/'ty Ipzrm/tted anly when it works for the worst-off. Dtluloy the proof

kept the classical flame while the country plarmzd. Dc'uloy India-first evidence that

Michael Sandel

5 Dsflny the hingz from constitutive attachments, the fﬂmilgA faith and
community that make a person who she is. Dsplny the
standard critique paragrﬂph in any liberalism-assessment

question

Dsflay one-line Wsmly Brown

the present-tense alarm. Neo-liberal rational/'tg hollows
out the demos — the Ipzo[pla as a rul/’rﬂg ba:iy =
remﬂ/emg citizens as human capitﬂl, units of self-

investment. Dsplny the crisis-of-liberalism conclusion,

managed demand, the state stzadymg the market's swings. Bzver/':ige suppl/’zs the

paired with populism exumlplzs
ence ’parﬂgraph shnwmg

the permit»licenvz raj,

consensus. 0’!6 man

/O J

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

The communitarian fire actually changed Rawls. In Political Liberalism
(1993) he recast justice as fairness as political, not metaphysical — resting
on overlapping consensus, not on any single philosophy of the self. His two
treatises, 197/ and 1993, set the contemporary terms of the whole
debate. An answer that shows the correction, not just the critique, reads

a class above.

~
Follow the river. Bend one: GREEN light — the turn to positive

freedom. Bend two: HOBHOUSE builds the new liberalism's house
on that bank. Bend three: KEYNES & BEVERIDGE fit engine
and plumbirrg. Bend four: RAWLS at hi_qh noon. Then two
ambushes: SANDEL tips the "unencumbered self" out of its raft,
and BROWN finds the water downstream turned to human mlwbal.
On the Indian bank, RAJAJI rows alone against the whole

current. Grzzn—Hause—Engim—Noan,‘ Sandel strikes, Brown

*

MEMORY HOOK

darkens, Eajﬂ/’f resists.

S Connects 3.20 Liberal Theﬂry of State, 4.20 Libzrty — the idealu_qy 's state theory and its master-value each have a dedicated battlefield.
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Socialism & Marxism as o

Idaoloyy POLITICAL

IDEOLOGIES
The syllabus wants the whole family tree here, not one thinker-. Uto/aians, revisionists, Fabians, revolutionaries,

Western Marxists — and the Indian branch. Learn it as a banyan: one root, many zluarralling limbs.

Webbs—Laski:

- Luxemburg: Fabian
L Bernstein: mass permeation quild
| democracy is spontaneity S self-government Western »

the road = Marxism

Mises:

calculation
| problem ~~

‘: FIERN
Simon, Fourier, Owen
_utopian root

G - Know the branch the question is asking about 3:)

/_/yz/re 2.30 + 2.40 - The socialist éﬂﬂytm — one root, six branches, an axe at the trunk, and an Indjan yrﬂ/t with roots of jts own.

€ THE SOCIALIST BANYAN - one root, many branches

Saint-Simon, Fourier & Owen

the root. These pre-Marxian socialists dreamed cooperative worlds — model
factories, planned communities. Marx honoured them and dismissed them as
“utopian": moral vision without a theory of transition, a destination with no

road. Deploy intro genealogy in one sentence

Eduard Bernstein GEIILG

Evolutionary Socialism makes the reformist wager. The movement is
everything, the final goal nothing: democracy is the road. Socialism arrives by
ballot and, trade union, not barricade. Deploy the revisionism question — pair

with Luxemburg's reply
Rosa Luxemburg

Luxemburg fights on two fronts. Against Bernstein's reformism, and against
Lenin's vanquard centralism — rule by a disciplined party elite. Mass
spontaneity and socialist democracy are inseparable; a socialism handed down
is not socialism. Deploy shows the tradition's internal democracy debate — a

marker of depth
The Webbs & Harold Laski

the patient British branch. Gradualist, parliamentary socialism through
permeation — quietly converting institutions from inside — and expertise. Laski
adds a pluralist theory of the state. Deploy the British-Indian transmission

line — Fabianism trained a generation of Indian planners

(&

G.D.H. Cole

the workshop branch. Guild socialism wants industrial self-government by
producers — workers running their own industries — against both capitalism
and state socialism. Deploy niche but exact answer to "varieties of socialism"

questions

Georg Lukdcs & Antonio Gramsci
when the Western revolutions failed, these two asked why. They shifted the
analysis to consciousness, reification — human relations congealing into things

— and culture. Deploy the pivot sentence from classical to Western Marxism

Ludwig von Mises

the axe at the trunk. The calculation problem: without market prices, socialist
planning cannot allocate rationally — no prices, no way to know what anything
truly costs. Deploy the economic critique that Bernstein's politics never

answered

Ram Manohar Lohia & Jayaprakash Narayan
the Indian graft. Lohia indigenised socialism as caste-conscious and
decentralist. JP carried it beyond party politics into sarvodaya-inflected
“total revolution". Deploy the India-first paragraph every ideology answer
should end on

*

MEMORY HOOK

One root, then the branches. Root: the SFO dreamers — Saint-Simon, Fourier, Owen. Branch B goes by ballot (Bernstein); N
branch L by barricade (| Luxem/mrg)‘ quarrelling with both neighbow‘s. Branch W-L grows toward Westminster (Webbs-Laski,
permeation); branch C toward the craft wor/zshop (Cole, guilds). Branch L-G is the lament — Lukdcs-Gramsci as/ting why the
West never rose. Mises swings the axe at the trunk: no prices, no /zlan. And like every /mnyan, the Indian branch — Lohia and
JP - drops aerial roots and becomes a tree of its own.

/

S Connects 1.70 Marx, 1.90 Gramsci — doctrine and, revision; the thinker sections carry the philosophical load, this one the ideological map.
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g
Fascism

CH 2
POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES

Fascism tests whether You can theorise anti—theary. Itisa scavenger ideologg — will, myth and the total state stitched

from borrowed parts. Work it as six numbered moves: roots,

the inside view, three rival explanations, and the present.

THEORISING ANTI-THEORY — SIX MOVES ON FASCISM

Foifo o]

' Sorel-Le Bon: | | Gentile-Schmitt: Dimitrov:
myth and total state, finance capital
crowds friend-enemy dictatorship

FfoYfol o

Fromm-Adorno: Arendt: Paxton-Eco:
escape into terror plus Ur-Fascism
authority ideology checklist

Figure 2.50 - Six cards — fuse, brain, ledger, mind, monster, checkljst.

88 FROM INSIDE - define it

Giovanni Gentile

the plrilosaplier of fascism, and the place to start. The total state is
the ethical whole in which individuality is realised — the person
eampleted by the state, not pratected from it. Liberalism inverted.
Doploy define fascism from inside before judying it from outside

Carl Schmitt

Schmitt supplies the dark clarity. Politics is the friend—enemy
distinctian; parliamentary liberalism is endless talk evadiny decision.
Doploy the intellectual respectability prol)lem = why clever men

served the regime

Georges Sorel & Gustave Le Bon

the pre-war raw materials. Sorel: the mytli of redemptive violence
-a mal)ilising story that need not be true. Le Bon: the psychology
of crowds, where the individual dissolves. Dcpla'i/ ariqins paragrapli

for "intellectual roots" questions

Robert Paxton & Umberto Eco

the present-tense toolkit. Faxton's The Anatamy of Fascism reads
fascism as mabilisiny passian and practice, not doctrine. Eco's "Ur-
Fascism" is the recurring checklist of warning signs. Doplay the
eantemparary-diagnosis toolkit — link to Zakaria's illiberal

demacracy for the present tense

§ FROM OUTSIDE - judge it

Georgi Dimitrov

the Comintern deﬁnitian, class analysis at its bluntest. Fascism is
the terrorist dictatorship of the most reactionary elements of
finance capital. Dcpla'i/ the class—analysis reading — state it, then
eamplieate it with Arendt

Erich Fromm QLIS

Escape from Freedom explains the consent. Modern freedom breeds
isalation; the fri'ghtened self flees into submission and authority.
Peaple do not anly suffer fascism — some run toward it. Dcpla'i/ the

psychalagical explanation of mass consent

Theodor Adorno LIS

The Authoritarian Persanality makes the psyclralagy measurable: a
eharacter—type disposed to prejudice and alzedienee, scored on a

scale. Doploy pairs with Fromm as the sacial-psyclioloyy lager
Hannah Arendt

the summit of the section. Totalitarianism is a novel regime-form:
terror plus ideology, atomised masses, the super)‘luity of the person
— human beings made disposable. Dcplay the conceptual peak of any

fascism/totalitarianism answer

NS J/
------------------------------------------------ ~N
K NUGGET - worth knowing Deal the cards in order. (D Sorel-Le Bon light the fuse:
Gentile did not merely defend the regime — he largely gliostfwrote mlfth P lus crowd. ® Gentile-Schmitt give it a brain: total
"The Doctrine of Fascism, " the 1952 Enciclapedia Ttaliana entry that Seaee friend—enemg ! @ Dimitrov opens the ledger: finance
appeared under Mussolini's signature. The movement that despised P cap: ital pays. @ Fromm-Adorno read the mind: escape
intellectuals had its official self-definition written l)y its pliilasaplier. MEMORY HOOK from freedom, the measurable personalitg. @ Arendt
One line of this turns the “apolaaist " tag into an arqument. names the monster: terror P lus idealagy. @ Paxton-Eco
keep the checklist for today. Fuse —> Brain —> Ledger —
Mind = Monster —> Checklist — six cards, eight
scholars, one complete answer. )

53 Connects 1./100 Hannah Arendt, 5.10 Demooraeg — the patlialogy section presupposes the demacraoy section's account of what is lzeirig destroyed.
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-
. o CH 2
FGM”’"SM POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES

Four waves, one claim: the personal is Ioolit/cal. Each wave names a different structure that makes it so — denied

education, patr/archy, performance, compoumied oppress/on. Ride the waves in order and the section organises

itself.

FEMINISM — FOUR WAVES, ONE CLAIM

__the personal is political

W n\‘ /7 Friedan: -
7 . problem with b
PR o " no name // { o
Wollstonecraft: F— 5 Crenshaw:
/ | reason has Millett: | oppressions !
patriarchy is i

political

MacKinnon:
law's male
standard

Shiva:
nature and
women, one logic -

Cé Each wave names a new structure ‘D

/_/yure 2.60 - Four waves ra///'/rf ashore — and on the Indjan coast, Shiva p/ﬂﬂt/'ﬂf a different argument.

¥ FOUR WAVES - the personal is political

Mary Wollstonecraft Judith Butler

the first wave's anchor. A Vindication of the Rights of Woman: reason the third wave's theoretical peak. Gender is performative repetition,
has no sex; women's apparent inferiarity is manufactured by denied not natural essence — we become gender&d by endlessly doing gender.
education. Change the schooling and the inferiority goes with it. Deploy Even the subject of feminism is itself produced by power. Deploy third-
first-wave anchor; open every feminism answer here wave theoretical pea/t for "essentialism" questions

Betty Friedan Chandra Talpade Mohanty

The Feminine Mystique named "the problem that has no name" — the Under Western Eyes turns the telescope around. Western feminism
quiet misery of the educated housewife — and launched second-wave constructs a monolithic "Third-World woman, " erasing difference — one
liberal feminism. Deploy dates the second wave and its reformist wing imagined victim standing in for a billion lives. Deploy the postcolonial

in one line correction — mandatory in any "is feminism universal" answer

Kate Millett Kimberlé Crenshaw

Sexual Folitics widens the word political. Fatriarchy is a political intersectionality: race, class and gender oppressions compound rather

institution ruling the most private relations; sex is a status category, than add. Single-axis analysis fails those standing at the crossroads.

like class. Deploy the radical-feminist definition of politics — quote the Deploy the fourth-wave analytic now expected. as standard equipment

Vandana Shive QLIS
Catharine MacKinnon GIEEZNIR ecofeminism from the Indian cauntrysiaf& The domination of nature and

MacKinnon carries the charge into law. Law and the liberal state

claim, not the slogan

the domination of women share one logic; subsistence knowledge —

formalise the male point of view; equality doctrine is measured against what women know from keeping ife going  is women's science. Deploy

a male standard — women qualify insofar as they resemble men. India-first closing move linking gender to ecology and development
Deploy bridges ideology to state theory — cite once here, develop in
3.70

- J

Wave one: WOLLSTONECRAFT wades in holding a school slate — reason has no sex. Wave two arrives double: FRIEDAN

opens the suburban door, MILLETT knocks down the bedroom wall — private is political — and MACKINNON files the case in
court. Wave three: BUTLER Iperforms on the shoreline — gender as repetition — while MOHANTY turns the telescope back on
the watchers under Western eyes. Wave four: CRENSHAW stands exactly at the crossroads. And on the Indian coast, SHIVA

plants a seed where the water meets the field. Slate, door, wall, court, stage, telescope, crossroads, seed.

*

MEMORY HOOK

S Connects 3.70 Feminist Theory of State, 4.30 Equality — the ideology here, its state theory and equality jurisprudence there.
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Political Thearg — Decline & o s

Resurgence

THEORIES OF THE
STATE

This section is a two-act play: obituarg, then resurrection. The examiner never tires of restaging it. Learn the

death certificate, the dissent, and the revival — with dates.

| Crick:
Barker: - defend, |
the master-science | not measure |

POLITICAL THEORY — OBITUA

YA

Rawls 1978 |
;VYI'IS\eory 1IN Germino:

normative |

i of Justice .
Al revival

* Bhargava:
theorise from

/‘_/J'Wrg 3./0 - The funeral of 1956 and the dawn of 197/ — one Jamveya/‘z/, one rising book.

@ DECLINE & RESURGENCE - the arc of ,wlitiul l/uory

Ernest Barker QI

Barker sets the stakes before the trouble starts. Political science is the
“master-science, " "architectonic in character, from which all other
/.Jraptiml sciences take their cue." If that is true, its death would matter
enormouslyA Dtlnloy the classical intro that digniﬁzs the whole debate (an
earlg PYQ verbatim)

David Easton @EENEITIG

the charge—sheet, dated 1953. The Folitical Systzm argued that thzory
had duayed into historicism — the study of past theories instead of fresh
theor/’sfng — and demanded an zm[uiriml science of /.wlftics. Dsfloy the

behavioural indictment; date it

Peter Laslett
the famous 1956 zlufta/.zh: "for the moment, anyway, /.wlft/'cal ph/’losophg is

dead. " Three Yyears after Easton's pharge, the certificate was s/gnzd,

Dsfloy the quotable death-certificate; every decline answer needs it

Bernard Crick Q%G
the ob/eptian from the pews. The em[p/’r/'cal-quant/’tat/’ve turn had crowded
out normative inquiry — as/cing how we ought to live — and the critical

perspective on power. Politics needs defend/’ng, not just measuring. Dsploy

the internal dissent that anticipates the revival

-

Dante Germino

Germino announced the revival of normative thzary beyami both
behaviouralism and idzology. Then 197/ vindicated him: Rawls's A Thearg
of Justice made grami theary respectable aga/'n, Dtlnloy the resurrection

Iparagra/.zh — Germino names it, Rawls proves it

Sheldon Wolin
Wolin names what the guarrel was really about: the "vocation" of /.wlft/'cal
theory — epic thzorising as critical vision, against mzthod-warsh/;p. Dsfloy

one-line flourish on what was at stake in the behavioural guarrel

Rty’uv B/mrgava

the view from Delhi. Political theory is indispensable for self-
understaﬂd/ﬂg‘ and India must theorise from its own experience rather
than consume Western categorizs. Ds'nlay the India-first conclusion — why

the decline debate reads d/’fferently from Delhi

*

MEMORY HOOK

Act I, the funeral. EASTON reads the charges (1953). LASLETT signs the death certificate (1956). Above the coffin hangs N
BARKER's portrait — master-science — ma/eing the loss feel enormous. CRICK ob/'ects [oudly from the pews. Act II, the
resurrection. GERMINO announces it from the pulpit; RAWLS walks out of the tomb carrying A Theory of Justice (1971);
WOLIN calls the whole thing a vocation, not a method. And BHARGAVA, watching from Delhi, asks why the funeral was
conducted entfrely in English. Prolps to memorise: 1953 — 1956 — 971.

J

S Connects 4.10 Justice, 1.10 Plato — Rawls's revival closes the circle the Republic opened.
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Liberal & Neo-liberal Theory .
of the State e

One tradition, two verdicts on the state. Ind/spensabla ump/re and enabler — or the problam itself. Staga it as a

tug-of-war and let each side /mll in turn.

THE STATE — UMPIRE-ENABLER vs THE PROBLEM ITSELF

—— —

- R : e G hle- . R S— > SR
| Hobhouse: | Keynes: | Beveridge: ! free economy, | Hayek: Friedman: | £ Nozick:

remover of | manager of | insurer, five ‘ strong state | road to twin  minimal state
1 hl,n,d,ra"?es | | demand giants =T evil serfdom | freedoms | || only

¥

Buchanan:
government
failure

i Stiglitz-Harvey:
& trickle-down
failed |

- Both teams are liberals — that is the exam p;nt_a

/‘_/J'Wrg 320 + 3.30 - The tuy-a/— war over the state — welfare team left, minimal-state team r/']ﬁt, Gamble rz/ergz/’/r_y the /aﬂrﬂz{w(,

@ THE LIBERAL & NEO-LIBERAL STATE

Thomas Paine Robert Nozick
the baseline. The state is a necessary evil: society is produced by our wants, government by the philosopher of the right flank. Only the minimal state is justified; anything more violates
our wickedness. The smaller the evil, the better. Deploy the minimal-state baseline in one rights — taxation for redistribution edges toward forced labour. Deploy the philosophical
quotable-shaped line (paraphrase it) spine of anti-welfare arguments; full treatment in Justice
L.T. Hobhouse, Ksynu & Bsnridgc James Buchanan
the welfare synthesis in three roles. The state as remover of hindrances (Hobhouse), public choice removes the halo. Foliticians and bureaucrats are utility-maximisers too — self-
manager of demand (Keynes), and insurer against the five giants (Beveridge). Deploy the interested like everyone else. And "government failure" answers market failure. Deploy the
positive-liberal state paragraph, with the 1942 Beveridge Report as evidence analytic reason the New Right distrusted the state, beyond ideology
F.A. Haya/r Andrew Gamble
the counter-revolution's founding text. The Road to Serfdom: central planning erodes liberty the paradox decoded: the New Right means "free economy, strong state": market freedom
by increments — each control begets the next. The market is a spontaneous order no planner needs a muscular state to enforce it. Deploy the paradox line that structures any neo-
can replicate. Deploy the founding text of the neo-liberal revival — date the counter- liberalism evaluation
revolution from here
Joseph Stiglitz & David Harvey

Milton Friedman the twin critiques. Stiglitz, empirical: trickle-down failed, and globalised markets need
Friedman links the freedoms. Economic freedom is a precondition of political freedom; the governance. Harvey, radical: neo-liberalism was a project to restore class power. Deploy the
state's job shrinks to rules, money and defence. Deploy pairs with Hayek; add Thatcher- assessment paragraph — empirical critic plus radical critic covers the spectrum
Reﬂyﬂn as practice

- J/

Left team, /mlling for the positive state: H-K-B -
Hobhouse, Keynes, Beveridge = Hel’ping Kind

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing
Haye/e aimed The Road to Serfdom (1944) not at Stalinists but

at his own colleagues — the dedication reads "To the socialists of Builders. nght team. p ulling for the: minimum:

PAINE anchors the rope (necessary evil), HAYEK
and FRIEDMAN heave tagether (serfdom road, twin
freedoms), NOZICK waves the rights flag,
BUCHANAN quiet[y strips the referee’s halo —
government fails too. The actual referee, GAMBLE,
spots the paradox: the free—economy team pulls with
a strong-state fist. Match report by STIGLITZ &
HARVEY: trickle-down failed; class power restored.

all parties. " He meant the wartime consensus that plann/ng was
common sense. Quote the dedication and You have dated the P
counter-revolution and named its target in one line.

MEMORY HOOK

J

S Connects 2.20 Liberalism, 4.20 Liberty — the ideology's biography and the liberty debate underwrite both state models.
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Marxist & Pluralist Theories o
of the State THEORIES OF THE

State thaory 's central quarrel fits in one quast/on. Is the state a class instrument, a relat/valy autonomous

structure, or an honest broker among groups? E very scholar below is an answer to it.

THE STATE — CLASS INSTRUMENT OR HONEST BROKER

coercion armoured
ith consent

*Poulantzas:
relatively

Offe-Habermas:
accumulation vs
legitimation

‘ polyarchy,
ispersed power

ls:
organisation I
_concentrates power j{"

Co The Miliband-Poulantzas debate is the answer’s architecture ‘D

F/_’y//re 340 + 3.50 - The scale of state t//eary ~ Marxist pan, //urﬂ//st pan, and Foulantzas balanced at the p/vot.

¥ MARXIST & PLURALIST THEORIES OF THE STATE

V.I. Lenin Claus Offe & Jiirgen Habermas

start at full strength. The State and Revolution: the state is the product of irreconcilable lass the 19705 diagnosis. The copitalist welfare state is tragped between accumulation and. legitimation — it

antagonisms; it must be smashed, not captured. An instrument built for class rule cannot be reformed must please aapital and citizens at once — breeding fiscal and legitimation crises. Deploy the 19705

into neutrality. Deploy the classical Marxist position stated at maximum voltage crisis-theory paragraph; links to austerity poltics today
Ralph Miliband Harold Laski

look at the personmel. The state serves capital because its officials are drawn from and networked into the pluralist entry, stated as principle. Soversignty is neither absolute ror unitary: associations are as

the capitalist class — same schaols, same clubs, same worldview. Deploy one half of the compulsory

Miliband-Foulantzas debate

real as the state, which must earn obedience by performance. Deploy the normative-pluralist intro; his

Indian students carried it into our federal imagination

Nios Posltzas Robors Do

look at the structure instead. The state is relatively autonomous — free enough from particular Dahl went and.Looked. Who Governs? found power in real. d dispersed and pecific —

capitalists to serve capitalism as a system, sometimes against them. Deploy the other half; the debate polyarchy, rule by many competing minorities, ot one ruling elite. Deploy the empirical rebuttal to

itself is the answer's architecture both Marxists and elitists
Antonio Gramsci C. Wright Mills & Robert Michels

Gramsci widens the state's boundaries. The integral state = political society + civil society: coercion the counterweight. Mills's power elite thesis and Michels's iron law of oligarchy agree on one

e vt et Ry et iy et (b tin Wb egied o wm djpsin = o sentence: organisation itself concentrates power. Deploy the elite-theory counterweight that keeps a

sophistication layer pluralism answer honest

Two rows of chairs. Left row: LENIN slams the
table — smash it. MILIBAND reads out the staff
list — who runs it. POULANTZAS taps the b[ueprr’nt
— what it must do regardless. GRAMSCI adds a
second storey — civil society, consent over coercion.
OFFE-HABERMAS audit the accounts — two crises,
one state. /?i‘qht row: LASKI shares sovereignty out

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

Eﬂlph Miliband, the great theorist of the vapital/’st state's
persnnnel, suluplieti the thenry a family setluel: his sons David and
Ed Miliband became a British Fnre/’gﬂ Sevretary and the leader
of the Labour Party The man who map/)ed how states recruit
their managers fathered two of them. A one-line aside that

*
makes the instrumentalist thesis unfargettable.

MEMORY HOOK

among associations; DAHL arrives with New Haven
data — Ipo[yarohy. At the back, MILLS &
MICHELS mutter the same warning at both rows:
organisation concentrates power. Instrument —
structure — consent —* crisis, versus affspersal g
data = doubt.

S Connects 1.70 Marx, 6.10 Power — the state debate is the power debate wearing institutions.
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Post-colonial, Feminist & Other
Theories of the State

CH 3
THEORIES OF
THE STATE

The Westphalian textbook state looks different from three vantage points. From the ex-colony, from the

household, and from the globaliseul market. Three d/splacaments, one section.

THE STATE SEEN FROM COLONY, HOUSEHOLD, MARKET

© Alavic

overdeveloped state i

~ Myrdal:
‘ Wsaft state

Chatterjee: ]
derivative discourse, |

- S FROM THE GLOBAL MARKET{

retreat of
the state

Bardhan:
three proprietary
classes bargain |

" Pateman:

G Three displacements of one textbook

/_/yw*z 360 + 3.80 - One textbook state, three mirrors — M/a/ry, household, market.

¥ POST-COLONIAL, FEMINIST & OTHER THEORIES

Hamza Alavi QEIET0G

the anchor concept. The ”avenieveloped state": colonial rule lmlueathed a

/mreaucratic-m[lrtary apparatus outsized relative to imiigenous classes — so the
state mediates between them rather than serving any one. Dsploy the anchor
concept for any post-colom’al state question; a’pply to Pakistan for contrast with

India

Gunnar Myrdal
the develapmeﬂtal ‘patholo_qy named. The "soft state": announced policies without
the will or capacity to enforce them. Laws pass; nothin_q changes, Doplay one-

line tira_qnostic still quoteni in governance debates

Pranab Bardhan
the political-economy remi[n_qA The Indian state is an arena where three

dominant proprietary classes — industrialists, rich farmers, /Jrofessionals =

Fred Riggs

the comparativist 's word for the muddle. The ':pr/smatic sac/ety”: transitional
pol/t/es where modern institutions refract throu_qh traditional practices —
formalism, overlappmg norms. The office exists on paper; the kin network runs it.

bul Y for adj ative Jj functi

Dsploy comparative-p Lit
Catharine MacKinnon

the thesis in five words: "the state is male". Law sees and treats women the
way men see and treat women. Dsploy the feminist-state thesis in five words;

then (lualify with state-feminism evidence

Carole Pateman

The Sexual Contract d/_qs beneath the foumim_q story. The social contract
presupposed a prior sexual contract — the fraternity of men over women. Doplay

turns the whole contract tradition (Hobbes—Locke) into evidence for the

lzargam, and their bar_qaming slows accumulation. Dulyloy the pol/tical

answer to "nature of the Indian state.".

Partha Chattu]’u

the theory-rmh layer. Nationalist t/mught was a "derivative discourse" — arquing
inside categories the coloniser suppl/ed. And the pastcoloniﬂl state governs most
citizens throu_qh ';oolitical society " negotiation with populatwns — rather than
civic c/t/zznshrp. Dslyloy the theory-rmh India-first layer; pairs with Kaw’ra/'s

passive revolution

&

pr
Susan Strango vs David Held

the third d/splacement, sta_qed as a debate. Stran_qz: the state is in retreat,
authorrty leakm_q to markets and firms. Held's transformationalist reply:
authorrty is dispersm_q, but states are reconstituted, not erased. Doplay the

global/’sation-and-state question in one balanced sentence

*

MEMORY HOOK

Stand the texthook state before three mirrors. Colony mirror: ALAVI sees it overdevelaped, MYRDAL sees it soft, BARDHAN
sees three proprietors bargaining inside it, CHATTERJEE reads its script as derivative, and RIGGS's mirror is a prism — it
bends the light itself. Household mirror: MACKINNON reads five words on the glass — the state is male — and PATEMAN
finds the sexual contract signed beneath the social one. Market mirror: STRANGE says the reflection is fading; HELD says it is

being redrawn, not erased. Three mirrors, eight verdicts, one state.

J

S Connects 8.4 Perspectives on the Indian National Movement, 2.60 Feminism — the same critical lenses read the nation's history and the

state's present.

Ch 3 - Theories of the State
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CH 4
CORE CONCEPTS - JUSTICE, LIBERTY, RIGHTS

Justice

Rawls restored justice to the centre of political theory. Every rival position below is a reply to him. Master his two principles

precisely — then stage the replies.

JUSTICE — EVERY POSITION REPLIES TO RAWLS

T - S T
Cohen: i en Nozick: {1
incentives history, not | ° Nussbaum:
concede too patterns central
Alniih capabilities

minimum

Sen:
niti to nyaya

Walzer: spheres, money
must not dominate

ar:
annihilate graded
5. inequality first

G State the two p;nciples precisely — accuracy is the grade ﬁ;')

Figure 4.10 - The wejghing yard — Rawls's official scale, Nozick's recejpts, Sen wejghing lives, Ambedkar at the foundation stone.

85 THEORIES OF JUSTICE § THE CHALLENGERS

John Rawls QIS

the spine, stated ’precisely. Behind the veil of ignorance — h

ithoit b

9 I"LllBS 9

Your own place — parties pic/e e(lual basic liberties first, then the difference /Jrinc/"ple:
ine(lualities anly if they benefit the least miwmtaged, That is Justice as fairness. Dcplay

the spine — state the two Iprinoiplzs Iprzcisely,' accuracy here is the grade

Amartya Sen

Sen steps off the axis zntirzly. The Idea of Justice shifts from niti — ideal institutions —
to nyaya — justice aotually realised in lives. Camlmzrz feasible states of affairs; stop chasmg
transcendental lperfectian. Dc'uloy the India-rooted conclusion that outflanks the whole

Rawls-Nozick axis

Martha Nussbaum GG
Nussbaum makes Sen concrete. A defined list of central human capabi[ftizs is the
constitutional minimum any just society owes each person. Dsplay operatianalises Sen —

cite for disability, gemier and digm'ty questions

Michael Walzer

slpherzs of Justice pluralises the question. Different gao:is carry different distributive
logics — health by need, honours by merit. Iry’usticz is dominance: one sphere, money,

bu]/iﬂg up all the others. Dcflay the pluralist alternative to any single /JI‘/IICI;D[B

B.R. Ambedkar

the Indian grnumi. Justice is the annihilation of grade:i mz(luality,' social and economic
Lizmaoracy is the przcanditian of /Jalitfoal :izmucmcy. Dc'uloy graumi every justice answer in
the Indian constitutional project — reservation as Rawlsian fair e:lualfty of opportunity

avant la lettre

Robert Nozick QOIS

the libertarian counter. Justice is historical — Just
acquisition, just transfer, rectification — not Ipattemzd.
Liberty upsets patterns; therefore redistribution
violates r/'ghts, Dsploy the campulsory libertarian

counter — Rawls vs Nozick is the exam's favourite duel

G.A. Cohen

the left bracket. SGZf-awnershi/J does not license
inecluality; and even Rawls concedes too much to
incentives — the talented, Cohen insists, should not
need paying extra to serve justice. Dcflny the left
critique that brackets the debate from the other side

A\ J

K NUGGET - worth knowing

Sen dedicated The Idea of Justice to the memory of John Rawls — the
teacher and friend whose transcendental method the book spends four
hundred pages dismantling. Disagreement inside gratitude: cite it as proof

that the niti-nyaya move is a continuation of Rawls's project, not a *

MEMORY HOOK

rejection of it.

RAWLS builds the official scale, two princlpl»s etched on the
beam — liberties first, difference second. NOZICK refuses scales

o

altugzbhzr: check the receipts — acquisiti transfer, re

SEN says stop lpulish/ng the lpzrfect instrument and weigh actual
lives — niti to nyaya. NUSSBAUM nails the mlnimum-wzighbs list
to the wall — ca/mbilltizs. WALZER installs a separate scale at
every market stall and posts a _quani S0 money cannot visit the
others. COHEN stands to Rawls's left: your scale still tips for
the talented. And AMBEDKAR carves the yani 's foundation

stone: grmied inezluality goes first.

S Connects 4.30 Equalit% 7.50 B.R. Ambedkar — the difference Iprincr;ple and the Indian saciﬂl—justice settlement illuminate each other.
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Liberty & Etluality CORE CONCEPTS — JUSTICE, LIBERTY, EIGC:T;

condition. Open with Berlin's map, then redraw it.

The exam stages l/berty and e(lual/ty as enemies. The best answers show they are two descr/}ot/ons of one

LIBERTY AND EQUALITY — ONE CONDITION, TWO DESCRIPTIONS

Betr:lin: | MacCa.lh;. ad V Pettit-Skinner: Gre(;:cn: 4
negative vs one triadic rohc o power to do
positive | /concept ‘ worth-while things
A& P & P A

S,

5 T

Sen: equality
of what?
 capability

v

Sen:
capability
is the space

conditions
and esteem

Dworkin: Laski:
ambition-sensitive, liberty without
luck-insensitive equality masks privilege

G Open with Berlin, close with Sen 9

Isaiah Berlin QAT

the organising distinction. Two Concepts of Liberty: negative
liberty — freedom from interference — versus positive liberty —
self-mastery. And the warning: positive liberty can rationalise
coercion, forcing people to be free. Deploy the organising

distinction — open with it, then complicate it

Gerald MacCallum

the analytical reply. The triadic formula: all freedom is of
someone, from something, to do something. Berlin's two
concepts are one concept wearing two emphases. Deploy the

analytical rebuttal that instantly deepens a Berlin answer

Philip Pettit & Quentin Skinner
the republican entry. Liberty as non-domination: a slave with a
kind master is still unfree. The test is absence of arbitrary
power, not absence of interference. Deploy the third concept

examiners now expect

T.H. Green QTN

the welfare warrant. Freedom is the positive power of doing
something worth doing, secured by removing social hindrances.

Deploy welfare-state justification in one line

/‘_/yw*g 4.20 + 4.30 - The //erty spectrum above, the gg/m//’){y strand below — Sen'’s question foins them.

%’ LIBERTY & EQUALITY - the master-values

Harold Laski

the reconciliation. Liberty without equality is a mask for
privilege; rights need the social conditions of their exercise. A
freedom you cannot afford to use is not yours. Deploy the
liberty-equality reconciliation paragraph

R.H. Tawney GIEECING

Equality (1931) makes the moral case. What matters is
equality of conditions and social esteem, not arithmetic identity;
inequality of circumstance corrupts common life. Deploy the

moral case for equality beyond opportunity-talk

Ronald Dworkin G EIIRE

Dworkin refines the metric. Equal concern and respect is the
sovereign virtue; equality of resources should be ambition-
sensitive but brute-luck-insensitive — your choices may cost
you, your circumstances should not. Deploy the sophisticated
middle in "equality of what?" questions

Amartya Sen (ETRETITING

Sen reframes the whole debate with one question: "equality of
what?" Every theory equalises something — income, resources,
welfare. Capability — what people can actually do and be — is
the right space. Deploy frame the whole equality debate with

this move, then choose your metric

BERLIN paints two doors: one You must not be blocked from (i negative), one you must be able to walk through ( positive ) — and
warns that the second can hide a cell. MACCALLUM erases the wall between them: one daorway‘ three parts — who, from

\.

MEMO;Y HOOK what, to what. PETTIT-SKINNER check who /weps the master /zey — non-domination. Then the eclualfty crew arrives. ’
GREEN clears rubble from the threshold; LASKI notices the poor were never issued shoes; TAWNEY measures the corridor's
slope; DWORKIN separates luck from choice at each door. SEN ends it with the only question left: equal doors — to what?

J
S Connects 1.80 J.S. Mill, 4.10 Justice — Mill supplies liberty's classic defence; justice adjudicates its quarrel with equality.
Ch 4 - Core Connepts — Justice, L/bzrty, E!’ghts Swetank / ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 26 / 90
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° CH 4
nghts CORE CONCEPTS - JUSTICE, LIBERTY. RIGHTS

E/ghts are where pn/losophy meets enforcement. The section rewards Iorecision about what a r/ght is before what

rights we have. Start analyt/cal, end Indian.

RIGHTS — WHAT A RIGHT IS, THEN WHAT RIGHTS WE HAVE
TRC I I o e

e = Ve
! | | - i fF oyt | Kymlicka:

! Hzr;il,d 11 Es:i':sme I | Dworkin: | ff Vasak: | ! universal || | Kz:;t;ka' Gandhi:

(S el ] | o il ik ! 5 iaht
=l | Rl | LR I CON | ey | Pt | N
|opower, N giks ! trumps | | generations | relative | i rights 0 1 duties
| immunity 1 [ i IR { practice || | e
" L1 S T § P N—— J

Parekh:
dialogue between cultures; Art. 51A

e

G Precision first, catalogue second ‘D

/‘-/yure 4.40 - Seven cards on the r/J’Mts table — from Hohteld's four suits to Gandhi's z///ty on the back of every card.

@ RIGHTS - the grammar of claims

Wesley Hohfeld Jack Donnelly

the analytical grr’i Four relations hide inside the one word rignt: the universal/'ty verdict. Human rfghts are universal in concept even
claim, li/zerty, power, irnmunit_n Most rignts-tal/e contuses the if relative in imlplementatian; relativism is too often the tyrant s
four. Dalplay a two-Lline intro that signals analyt/’cal training alibi. Dalplay the universalit_l/-vs—relatiw'sm verdict, against the
Jsrsmy Bentham Asian-values position

the /wsftiw'st /wle. E/'gnts are children of law — no legislator, no ml[ Kymlicka

rignt. Natural rignts are "nonsense upon stilts. " Dc,nloy the the liberal case for group r/:q/rt& Group—differentiated rfghts =
/wsftiw'st /wle of every foundatians-af-rignts questian self-government, Ipolyet/mr’c, repr tation — are jstent witn,

and rezluired by, liberal e(luality. Dc,nloy multieultural-rignts

Rom'td Dworkin questians,' alolply to India's Articles 25-30

rignts as trumps over collective ‘qoal& A rignt that yields to

routine utility is no rignt at all; the card must beat the majority 's Bhikhu Parekh
convenience. Dalplay the anti-utilitarian core of modern r[qnts the dialogical turn. A genuinely multicultural theory must dialogue
tneary; /mirs against Bentham between cultural /Jerspectives rather than universalise liberal ones.
Dalplay the Indian—diaspara autnority who glabalises the rights
Karel Vasak debate
the three generatians: c/'vfl—/wlitical, socio-economic, salidarity. A
tidy ladder — and its tidiness is exactly what gets (luestianed. M.K. Gandhi
Dalplay structure for "generations " questions — then note the the inversion that closes the section. Eignts derive from duties
crfti(lue that the sequence is Eurocentric and the generatians Iper‘farmed; swara/' grounds entitlement in abl/lqatian. Doplay
interdependent conclusion move — India's Fundamental Duties (Art. 51A) as the
Gandhian residue in the Constitution
G J
P2ttt 5 ~N
E Y NUGGET - worth knowing ] HOHFELD deals four suits: claim, liberty, power,
i "Nonsense upon stilts" was not aimed at a strawman. Bentham E immunity. BENTHAM rules that ”"lff the [ inted
| wrote it in Anarchical Fallacies, his line-by-Line demolition of the i deck counts — law's children, nothing natural.
i French Declaration of the Rignts of Man - a real revolutionary i DWORKIN Iplays the tr ump card over the table's
i document, article by article. Name the target and the quote E collestive bets. VASAK stacks three generations of
E stnlus be/'ng decoration and becomes an ﬂrgument about where i * decks; DONNELLY insists the [game is the same
| rights come. from. E MEMORY HOOK everywhere, however differently played. KYMLICKA
i d deals extra cards to the smaller tables; PAREKH
i i makes the tables talk to each other. Last move:
E i GANDHI turns every card over — a duty /Jrfnteaf on
E i the back of each rfght. Deal, rule, trump, stack,
[ i verdict, share, afialogue, fl/p.
e S J
S Connects 1.50 John Locke, 7.40 M.K. Gandhi — the natural-rights source and its duty-first Indian inversion.
Ch 4 - Core Coneepts — Justice, L/berty, E!’ghts Swetank / ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 27 / 90
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Democracy bewockrcy

Democracy is an essentially contested concept — no singla definition settles it. The answer- w/nnin_q skill is moving

claanly between its procedural, partic/}oatory, deliberative and substantive models. The scholars below are those

models, person/f/ed.

DEMOCRACY — FIVE FLOORS OF ONE CONTESTED CONCEPT

e S i |
i Ambedkar 1949:
one person,
one value s

Macpherson:
El'Lng participation possessive individual
educates diagnosed

Dahl:

polyarchy, contestation plus inclusiveness

éc_humpeter:
competitive struggle for votes

G' Move cleanly between models — that is the marks ©)

/‘_/J'w/re 8.10 - The staircase of models — from Scﬁz/m/aetzr s _yraw/d Hoor to the Sen-Ambedkar roof

& MODELS OF DEMOCRACY

Jaulnh Sclmm'uhr C.B. Maclalurwn

strip democracy to procedure. It is an institutional arrangement in which elites acquire the power the diagnosis underneath. Liberal democracy is built on the "possessive individual” — the self as
to deide via competitive struggle for the peaple's vote — no more, no less. Voting hires rulers; it owner of its own capacities, owing society nothing. Its rescue requires partisipatory and economic
does not rule. Deploy the minimalist baseline every other model attacks democracy. Deploy a directly-tested authority ("critically examine" pattern) — know his remedy,

not just his critique

Robert Michels

Michels checks the optimism. The iron law of oligarchy: who says organisation says oligarchy — even Jﬁrgcn Habermas
democratic parties breed ruling minorities. Deploy the elitist caution; pair with Schumpeter legitimacy is forged. in the public sphere through communicative action ~ the. “unforced force of the

Robert Dahl CETNTTIT better arqument. " Talk under fair conditions is the source of authority. Deploy deliberative-model

really-existing democracy is polyarchy: contestation — real opposition — plus inclusiveness —

everyone in — with power dispersed among competing groups. Deploy the empirical standard for Amartya Sen

classifying regimes — and. his later worry about economic inequality deforming polyarchy

questions; India's Constituent Assembly is the ready example

democracy as a universal. value: intrinsic, instrumental and constructive — it helps a society define

its own needs. And. famines do not occur in functioning democracies. Deploy the substantive-
Carole Pateman QETINTITING p - Sy
Pateman answers the elitists. Participation is educative: it builds the very civic competence elitists emocracy paragropi with an empiricat oo
claim itizens lack. D:murat”/sa the workplace, not just t/m ballot. Deploy the participatory B.R. Ambedkar @G5
rejoinder — the 2017-style "particpation and deliberation” questions live here the 1949 warning. Poltical. democracy without social. and. economic democracy is unstable; one-

person-one-vote must become one-person-one-value. Deploy the Indian conclusion the examiner is

waiting for
-
E Y NUGGET - worth bmwing E Demacracy isa building. Basement: MICHELS -
E Sen was nine years old in the 1943 Bengal famine, watchmg the i 0lr'garchy grows under e.ver ff_ Aloor. Ground floor:
1 starving pass thraugh his grﬂndfﬂther's Santiniketan campus. The i SCHUMPETER — eting hires the management.
i famine—demacravy thesis begﬂn as memory before it became i Floor one: DAHL counts the competing groups —
i argument, And Ambedkar's warnfng is datable to the dﬂy: 25 i P olyarchy - Floor two: FATEMAN & MACPHERSON
i November 1949, his final speech to the Constituent Assembly = i * make gvenyone climb — Ipar‘tict;patian educates; retire
i quote the date and the examiner knows you have read it. E MEMORY HOOK the possessive individual. Floor three: HABERMAS
! d hosts the seminar — the better arqument, unforced.
H ] Roof: SEN & AMBEDKAR check whether the
E i residents actually eat and actually count — substance
H E over form. Climb it in order: pracedure, Iplural,
E ] participate, deliberate, deliver.
o S J
S Connects 7.50 B.R. Ambedkar, 2.20 Liberalism — the constitutional architect's warning and, the ideology democracy is usually prefixed
to.
Ch 5 - Democracy Swetank [ ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 28 / 90
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Power, Hegemany, Idaology & .

POWER &

I.egitimacy LEGITIMACY

This cluster is asked almost every cycle. Command the three faces of power first, then the consent-machinery

behind them — /wgemony, disc/pl/ne, legit/macy, attraction.

POWER — THREE FACES AND THE CONSENT MACHINE

Weber:
traditional,
charismatic,
legal-rational

[ Bachrach-Baratz| | 11 = i ] 5 V) Nye:
M agenda Gramsci: || J | vy . 1 7 || attraction
'l kept closed | 4 hegemony, I il capi | el AN 2 not
coercion in f | | .77 payment
reserve ‘ A\ Al =

India’s
civilisational
soft power |

G Climb the three faces, then open the machine ‘D

/_/yw*e 6.10 - The three -rung ladder of power — and the mﬂcﬁ/’ﬁgry of consent wzmé/'/r_y behind the wall.

€ POWER, HEGEMONY & LEGITIMACY

Robert Dahl Michel Foucault

power you can watch. A has power over B to the extent A can get B to power without a heaaftiuarter& It is ca’pillary, Iproafuctive and

do what B would not otherwise do — power as observable decision- discr;plinary — exercised through /znowledg& norms and surveillance, not

ma/tin\qA Count the wins, name the winner. Dlploy the behavioural /zassessed by a sovereign. It does not merely forbid; it makes —

definition; the ladder's first rung subjects, categories, truths. Dlploy the repeat—P YQ on Foucault's
concept of power; contrast with Dahl's agent—centred view

Bachrach & Baratz

the "mobilisation of bias". Power also works /7!/ /tee’ping issues off the Hannah Arendt

agenafa = non—decision—ma/zin} The fight You never saw was still won by Arendt breaks the equation. Fower is acting in concert — peaple doing

someone. Dlploy second rung; name the concept exactl_l/ something together — and it vanishes when the group disperses.

Violence is /wwer‘s opposite, not its instrument. Doplvy the definitional

Steven Lukes

counterpoint that structures lpawer—vs—authority answers
the radical view. Power shapes Ipreferences themselves, so the

dominated desire their domination. No conflict is visible because the Max Weber
victory sits inside the victim's wants. lelny third rung — then hand Weber converts power into authorit_l/. Authority is [egitimate power, in
over to Gramsci for the mechanism three ideal types: traditional, charismatic, legal—rational. Dlploy the
Antonio Gramsei ORI legitimacy 5rid = apply to Indian Ipolitics for instant examples
the mechanism behind the third face. Hegemony: rule secured through Joss'ply Nys
moral and intellectual leadership in civil society — schools, press, soft power: getting others to want what You want through attraction
common sense — with coercion held in reserve. Dsplay the concept rather than coercion or payment. Dllnloy the Palper—z bridge — India's
behind Lukes's third face — the 2024—5tyle ’power—hegemon!/ lin/mge civilisational soft power as the live example
question
g J
~
A ladder leans on a wall. Eung one: DAHL watches the open arm-wrestle. /?ung two: BACHRACH & BARATZ guard the
agemia gate — what never reaches the table. Rung three: LUKES rewires the wanting itself. Behind the wall, GRAMSCI runs
* the school of common sense — hegermmy, coercion in reserve. FOUCAULT has guietly removed the wall: power is the air-
MEMORY HO0K conditioning, everywhere and productive. ARENDT builds a second ladder that peaple climb together — it stands only while they
hold it. WEBER stamps ladders legitimate: tradition, charisma, law. NYE Just makes his ladder so attractive you climb it
yourselﬁ
J

S Connects .90 Gramsci, 19.] Realism — consent theory on one flank, capability-and-coercion theory on the other.
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Manu, Kautilya, Dharmashastra & i

the Buddhist Tradition

POLITICAL
THOUGHT

Ancient Indian thought enters the exam as a live argument, not a museum Ioiece. Dharma-bound k/ngsh/p, amoral-

loo/e/ng statecraft, and the Buddhist agal/tar/an counter-tradition /mll aga/nst each other. Let the scholars staga

that Ioull.

ANCIENT INDIAN THOUGHT — A LIVE ARGUMENT

Wik::m}le: 1
Ccience of statecran

f

Arthasﬂéstra,
recovered 1904 _

o Ambedar 1927

; et
35/@2‘4 egalitarian
V= counter-tradition

Thapar:
dhamma as
civic policy

0
0
i
f

Olivelle:
jurists’ texts,
one milieu

Buddhist

Weber:
the Prince
looks harmless

Ce Kautilya is more than Machiavelli — yogakshema o)

/‘-/']ure 7.0 - The excavation balance — /aﬂ/m-/eﬂ/ sclence on one pan, the fire of /927 on the other, Weber wﬁ/’st//’/ry from the ya//ery.

¥ THE CLASSICAL INDIAN TRADITION

Romila Thapar

Thapar historicises. Ashoka's dhamma reads as a civic-ethical policy of social cohesion, and Chakravartin

kingship ~ the universal-ruler ideal ~ belongs to history, not myth. Deploy the historian's layer for

Buddhist-tradition and. kingship questions

R.P. Kangle Patrick Olivelle

the authoritative translator-analyst. The Arthashastra is a systematic science of statecraft, to be read on its Olivelle edits before he judges. His critical editions show the Manusmriti and the Dharmashastra corpus as
own terms rather than as mere cyniism. Scholarship frst, verdicts later. Deploy the soholarly anchor befors Jurists" toxts of a particular milisu — not timelass "Hindu Law. " Deploy the philological caution that pre-
any “Tndian Machiavelli” comparison empts anachronism

A.L. Basham B.R. Ambedkar

Bosham reads the sthics back in. Kautilya integrates pragmatism with morality: rajodharma — the king's Ambodkar refusss the reversnce. The Manusmriti is the charter of groded inequality — publicly burned in
duty — is the protection of subjects; the king's happiness lies in theirs. Deploy the direct rebuttal to the 1827  and Buddbism is reclaimsd as Tndia's sqalitarian, rationalist counter-tradition. Deplay the crtical
amorality charge — quote the sentiment, not a fabricated line counterweight every Dharmashastra answer needs

A.S. Altekar Max Weber

the institutional evidence. The Arthashastra is a manual. of practical governance — taxation, administration, the visitor from the West. Weber read Kautilya's administrative apparatus — the amatya system of ministers
welfars — proof of a sophisticated. sarly state. Daplay institusional-dstail paragraph in a "state in ancient — as an early qpproximation of bursauoracy, and. famously remarksd. that besids. the Arthashastra's radical
Tndia" question statsorafs Machiavsll's Prince looks harmlsss. Dply the Wastern-parullel lins — shen argue Kautilya is

more than Machiavelli (ends include yogakshema, welfare)

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

The Arthashastra was a lost text for centuries. In 1904 a
Tan/'are Iuﬂmi/t handed a bundle of palm-leaf manuscripts to the
Sanskrit scholar R. Shamasastry, who identified and publ/’shed it
— and the modern world got Kﬂut/lya back. E very scholar in this

section is arquing over that one recovered bundle; a line on the ¢

MEMORY HOOK

d/svavery /'nstantly sfgnals Lie/zth

Picture the di} SHAMASASTRY s Ilmlm—ltamr bundle
sits at the centre — the find of 1904. KANGLE
catalogues it as science; BASHAM reads the ethics in
its margins — rajadharma,' ALTEKAR reconstructs
the offices — tax, administration, welfare. THAFAR
dates the Ashokan pillar next door — dhamma as
po[icy; OLIVELLE labels the Manusmriti crate:
jurists' work, one milieu. At the edge of the site,
AMBEDKAR stands by the fire of 1927. And
WEBER, the foreign visitor, whistles: beside this,
the Prince looks harmless. Diggers K-B-A, daters T-
0, the fire, the whistle.

S Connects 1.30 Machiavelli, 7.50 B.R. Ambedkar — the realist comparison and, the egalitarian critique are the section's two examination

axes.
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Sri Aurobindo & M.N. Roy

CH 7
INDIAN POLITICAL THOUGHT

Two roads lead out of revolutionary nationalism. One ascends into sp/ritual nationalism; the other travels through

Marxism to radical humanism. Aurobindo and Eoy are those roads, walked to the end.

TWO ROADS OUT OF REVOLUTIONARY NATIONALISM

o
r Heehs:
Al hard politics,

| not mysticism

r Varma:
theory of
LLesistance

Karan Singh:
freedom, then ) 3

irtual mis

1"}
f‘o

poet of
Lﬁtfio_ﬂi"u
" Anderson: |

mystified
\\the nation

both roads
begin in
Bengal’s

revolution

3 ay-Karnik )
Marxism to )
il Radical Humanism 4

A
Gandhi
dismigsedlas

JP:
' convergence at

radical de /
k\rac/

¢

One road ascends, one road crosses — both exit revolution

2

/‘_/J'Wre 7.20 + 7.30 - The fork after revolution — Aurobindo’s /ﬂtﬁ climbs, /?ay 5 /mﬁﬁ crosses the sea.

¥ AUROBINDO & M.N. ROY - two arcs of thought

C.R. Das
lover of humanity. Deploy the classic intro line for any Aurobindo answer

Karan Singh

resistance and the Uttarpara vision in one move

V.P. Vﬂ"mﬂ

lifts the answer beyond hagiography
Psrr_l/ Anderson

passive resistance

the courtroom tribute that fixed the image. The "poet of patriotism": prophet of nationalism and

reads Aurobindo as the prophet of Indian nationalism. Folitical freedom is the precondition of

India's spiritual mission to humanity — freedom first, then the mission. Deploy frames passive

Varma does the systematic work. Aurobindo’s political philosophy laid out whole: spiritualised
nationalism, the theory of resistance, human unity. Deploy the named academic authority that

the sceptical reading. Profound metaphysics, impractical politics — spiritual nationalism mystified

the nation. Deploy the critical counterweight. answer it with Aurobindo's concrete doctrine of

Peter Heehs

phase honestly. Deploy evidence that the Bande Mataram period was hard politics, not

mysticism

Twenty-Two Theses, reason and freedom beyond party politics. Deploy structure any Roy

answer as this journey

V.I. Lenin

Supplementary Theses urged direct support to peasant-worker revolution in the colonies. A
young Indian amending Lenin on Lenin's own stage. Deploy the episode that makes Roy

his partyless radical democracy converges with JP's communitarian democracy. Rejection on one
flank, convergence on the other. Deploy the compare-contrast that examiners set repeatedly

the critical. biographer. Neither saint nor politician alone; Heehs documents the revolutionary

Sibnarayan Ray & V.B. Karnik

the authoritative interpreters of Roy's journey "from Marxism to Radical Humanism": the

the 1920 Comintern debate. Against Lenin's support for bourgeois-nationalist movements, Roy's

internationally significant — date it

Gandhi & J.P. Nﬂrayan
the double comparison. Roy dismissed Gandhi's politics as backward-looking ("medieval”), yet

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing
Befare h& ever reavheti MOSCOW‘ Eﬂy hﬂd ﬂlready fﬂllﬂd&d the

Mexican Communist Party — and he went on to co-found the
Communist Pﬂrty of India. One Bengﬂl revalutianary, two
continents, two parties. The 1920 duel with Lenin then reads as
what it was: an arqument between founders, not a student's

v
'
'
'
'
'
I
'
'
'
'
I
'
'
'
I
! dissent.
'
'
'
'
'
'
'
'
'
'
1
'
'
'
'

*

MEMORY HOOK

A milestone at the Junction reads revalutionary
nationalism. The left path climbs into mist: DAS
reads his tribute at the trailhead — poet of
patriotism; KARAN SINGH points at the summit —
the spiritual mission; VARMA draws the map;
HEEHS certifies the climb really happened,‘
ANDERSON shouts from below that the mist is only
mist. The ri‘qht path crosses the sea: RAY &
KARNIK chart the whole voyage — Marxism to
Radical Humanism; LENIN arques at the 1920
crossing; GANDHI is waved off as "medieval”; and at
the far end JP waits — where the two roads near[y

meet again.

S Connects 7.40 M.K. Gandhi, 8.2 Militant & Revolutionary Movements — both thinkers exit the revolutionary stream Gandhi later

channelled.
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M.K. Gandhi

CH 7
INDIAN POLITICAL THOUGHT

Gandhi is examined through his interpreters and his adversaries. The answer's quality is set by which critics you let speak. Choose

interpreters who arque. not worship.

GANDHI — INTERPRETERS AND ADVERSARIES

Parekh: Dalton: Nandy:

Bondurant: moral swaraj, Iyer: the
dialectic cosmology, | i self-rule { |itrusteeship{ | intimate
of truth weighed twice as theory | i enemy

|
| medieval, {Arundhati Roy: Erikson:

! faithnot | f Poona Pact origins in
| reason | compromise | fhis conflicts

C? The critics you admit decide the grade%>

Figure 7.40 - Two benches around the charkha — five interpreters, three critics, one Gandhi between them.

85 THE GANDHIAN CASE § THE CRITICS

Joan Bondurant GIEEINE

Bondurant makes satyagrﬂha technical. Comluzst of Violence.: sutyﬂgrahﬂ is a dialectic — a
truth—see/e/'ng confrontation that transforms the opponent rather than dzfzat/'ng him. Dtlnlay

the technical account of satyﬂgrahﬂ,' use "dialectic" and earn the mark

Bhikhu Parekh

Farekh weighs him whole. Gandhi built an origmal moral vasmologg — swaraj, sarvudaya,
trustezshl;p — but underestimated structural power. Ds'plny the balanced interpreter —

lets You praise and criticise with one citation

Dennis Dalton
Mahatma Gandhi: Nonviolent Power in Action reads swaraj as self-rule of the self and the
/Jolity at once; power exercised without violence. Da'play links Gandhi to the Arendtian idea

M.N. Roy

the rationalist dismissal. Gandhi's Imzl/'tics is relig/'nusly
"medieval, " mabilis/ng faith rather than reason. Dtluloy
the left-rationalist critique; answer with Gandhi's mass-

Ipalit/’vs achievement

Arundhati Roy

The Doctor and the Saint presses the caste wound. On
caste, Gandhi's reformism was no match for Ambedkar's
radicalism; the Poona Fact reads as /'mfmsed
compromise. Dsflny the contemporary caste critique,

handle with the Gandhi-Ambedkar debate, not around

it

of power as concerted action

Raghavan Iyer

Iyzr reads the moral and political th 7" r“ rl e ’/"7'4 Trust "‘r and grassroots

autonomy are serious thzary‘ not sentiment. Dtlnlay rescues trusteesh/;n from the "naive”

vharge in economics questions

Ashis Nandy

Gandhi as critic of modarnitg. He faught colonialism as a Iusyvhalag/’cal category, refusing the

coloniser's categories of mascul/’m'ty and progress. Da'ulay the Intimate Enemy frame —

best hook for Hind Swuraj questions

Erik Erikson

Gandhi's Truth, the /szchoanalytic rzad/'ng, Militant nonviolence has its origins in Gandhi's

own conflicts. Dsplny one-line breadth signal in a "Gandhi's orfgmality " answer
- A\ J
:I K NUGGET - worth knowing ] Around the table sit five interpreters, each holding a different
| Hind Swaraj was written in November 1909 aboard the S.S. Kildonan i Gandhi. BONDURANT the techician — dialectic. FAREKH the
| Castle, on the voyage from London back to South Africa — in Gujarati, at ] auditor — cosmology, minus structural power. DALTON the
E furious speed, and first published in two parts in Indian Opinion. When his i theorist - swardj, self-rule twice over. IYER the Ph’.l"_s"lph” -
! right hand tired, Gandhi wrote with his left. One line of this and the ] . trusteeship as theory. NANDY the psychologist — the intimate
! examiner sees the text as an event, not just a doctrine. ' MEMORY HOOK enemy. At the press table, three critics with three wounds: M.N.
' ' ROY stamps the file "medieval"; ARUNDHATI ROY holds up the
i i Foona Pact; ERIKSON takes notes from the analyst s couch. Five
i ] rwdfrr_qs, three wounds — p/’c/c one of each and the answer balances
i i itself.
" K J

S Connects 7.50 B.R. Ambedkar, 4.40 Pr’ghts — the caste debate and the duties-first theory of rights are Gandhi's two stamiing examinations.
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B.R. AMbedkar INDIAN POLITICAL THOUCGHH;

Ambedkar is now the sylla/zus 's centre of gravity. Jurist, social democrat, and the sharpest critic Indian soc/ety

has producad of itself. Build the answer from his /ntarpreters, not just his lines.

AMBEDKAR — FROM MAHAD FLAME TO ASSEMBLY DESK

| e Rodrigues: just,
associated society

Mahad 1927:

Al
| Manusmriti burned

Rathore: fraternity,
Preamble’s stamp

r_Omvedt: caste h

2 naterlsysten Jf

Gandhi: reform | Dewe)’i‘ §SS°Ciﬁt€d
withinvs | iving

annihilation _J Bayy” P—— -

Guru: Daﬁ

= experience is theorJ‘ g

G Critique in the flame, construction at the desk@'

/‘_/J'Wrg 7.80 - One life between two fires — the Mahad Hame of /927 and the /zlm/a on the ﬁsszmzf/y desk.

& AMBED the annihilation of caste
Gail Omvedt Aakash Sin_q/t Rathore
Omvedt gives caste a materialist rzadmg. She situates Ambedkar in the Ipo[itiwl the authorsh/p arqument. The Preamble's central ideals — Justice, [ibzrty, zqual/ty,
economy of Dalit liberation: caste is a structural, material system, not mzrzly a ritual fratzrmty — bear Ambedkar's autharshlp and lphllosophica[ stamp. Dt,nlay constitutional-
one. Dt,nlay the l r'rammg for hil f-cast q i moral/ty questions; r'ratern/tg as Ambedkar's signature value
Valerian Rodriguu John thoy
editor of the Essential ertmgs. Ambedkar's project is the ']ust, associated society " the teacher behind the thinker. Demacracy as "gssociated liw'ng " is the lphllosophlca[ root
d&mo;ra;y as a mode of associated l/w'ng. Dc'ploy the interpretive author/tg for of Ambedkar's social — not merz[y po[itlcal = d&momuy, Duplay the intellectual-
Ambedkar's positive vision, beyond critique [ineagz line that zxplains his deliberative constitutionalism
C/trittap/u Jaffrelot Arun Shourie
the comparativist s endorsement. Ambedkar as ana[yst and r'/ghter of untowhabll/ty Worsh/;pping False Gods questions the nationalist credentials and the hagiographg. Note
whose constitutionalism made caste a lpub[ﬁc, contestable question — no [angzr private the verdict: s;ho[ﬂrsh/p has avzrwhz[ming[y r&/utad the book's method and thesis.
custom. D‘Inh}y the comparatlv&-’pal/tws endorsement — Ambedkar in world-historical Dl'plvy mention Wvly to dismiss with reasons — shows You know the debate's shalpe
company

M.K. Gandhi
Gopal Guru the standing contrast. Reform of caste from within — varna defended, lmtowhabilitg
the t}wary claim. Dalit experience is itself a source of theory; Ambedkar is an or/ginal condemned — against Ambedkar's demand for annihilation. The FPoona Fact is their
Ipo[itical thinker, not a borrower of Western cateqories. D‘Inloy counter-view whenever a institutional. collision. Dlplvy the campulsory contrast — stage it as a debate about
question imlplizs Ambedkar was ”mere[y " a moderniser method, not gaadwtl[

One life between two fires. Around the Mahad flame:
OMVEDT reads its economics — caste as material
system; GURU calls the flame itself theory, At the
Assembly desk: RODRIGUES edits — the Just,
associated society; RATHORE underlines four

* Preamble words, fraternity twice; DEWEY's old
MEMORY HOOK letter lies open — associated Living; JAFFRELOT
watches from the world's gallery, Outside,
SHOURIE's /zamphlet blows past — dismissed, with
reasons — and GANDHI stands at the gate arquing

* NUGGET - worth knowing

Mahad, 1927 — twice. In March, Ambedkar led the satyagraha
to drink from the town's Chavadar Tank; in December of the
same year, at the same town, the Manusmriti was /mblicly
burned — 25 December [927. Cr/t/'nlue became /mblic act twice in
one year, in one /zlace. Date it and the annihilation arqument

acquires a body.

method, not goodwill. Flame = critique; desk =
construction. Hold both and the section holds itself.

S Connects 4.0 Justice, 5.0 Democracy — his social-democracy warning and graded-inequality analysis are the Indian ballast of both
concept sections.
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Sir Syed Ahm&d Khan INDIAN POLITICAL THOUCGHH;

Sir Sged is the exam's test case in contextual /'uafgment. Educational moderniser, loyalist strategist, and the ancestor —

w/[ling or not — of separate—electorate Inol/'tics. Judge him in his context, then /'uafge the legacy.

SIR SYED — A TEST CASE IN CONTEXTUAL JUDGMENT

" majoritarian
olitics presuppos
homogeneity

Devji:
i agency traded for
R T

(" Habb: )

§i composite natiionalism

f set aside k
g Z N\ 7 HHHAL COLLEGE
Qaiser: ALIGARH
reform for
the ashraf

|| MOHAMMEDA

f Mal
Larchitect of \
4 isati £

modernisation

| COLLEGE == =
ALIGARH Rahman:
Il outcomes, knowledge !

and employment

India’s answer:
common roll with reservations

G Judge the strategy inside its 1857 context °>

F/yure 7.60 - The scale on the /‘l//farﬁ gate — three 5ym/aatﬁ/54r5, three critics, and a datestone /ea/yer,

t5 THE MODERNIST CASE § THE CRITICS

Aziz Ahmed Faisal Devji

Ahmed Iolaces him at the fountainhead of Islamic modernism in South Asia: D&\g’f names the price of [a_l/alism Advacacy of ﬁd&lity to
recanc/'ling faith with reason and modern science. Al/’garh is that idea built in British rule traded Ioalitfcal agency for communal

brick. Dc,nloy the int&ll&ctual-history fram&,' A[/’garh as its institution pratection - safety purchased with silence. Doplay the

sharpest crftizlue of the post—/85 7 stmtegy,‘ answer with

Hafeez Malik

the context of Muslim vulnerabilfty
the sympath&tic biagraphy. Sir Syed as the architect of Muslim

modernisation: education, rationalist thealagy and community regeneration Irfan Habib @01EE

after the trauma of 1857. Daplay the symloathetfc lzfogralphy line — his Habib counts what was set aside. Privileging Western

/lro/ect was u/)lift, not djvision education and culture came at the expense of fnd[qenaus
traditions and composite nationalism. Deploy the left-

Tarig Rahman T i Ay o) )
historian's counterw&rght in any assessment question

the outcomes ledg&r. Rahman d ts the long educational impact: the

Al[qarh movement r&sha/wd Muslim access to modern /mow[adge and Rizv/an aaisgr AGAINST

emplayment. Doplay evidence paragralph on outcomes, not intentions the internal crit/'(lu& The Islamic-modernist apoloyetics

reinforced class hierarchy within the community — reform

The institutional ledger
the factual spine, in dates. Scientific Sacigty (1864); MAO Callege (1875),
which became AMU (1920); Muhammadan Educational Conference (1886).

And. his standing warning: majoritarian electoral /wlitics presupposes a

for the ashraf, the gentry elite, not the masses. Doplay

the internal critique that adds a class dimension

hamag&neitg India lacked. Dolplay the factual spine — then note India's
constitutional answer was the common roll with reservations, not sgparate

electorates

* NUGGET - worth knowing

In 1858, months after the carnage, Sir Syeri /)ub[ishzd Asbab-e-
Baghnwatfszind — The Causes of the Indian Revolt — telling the
British to their faces that their own ignorance of Indian opinion had

Hang a two-pan scale on the Aligarh college gate. Teal
pan: AHMED at the fountainhead, MALIK the architect,
RAHMAN holding the outcomes ledger — A-M-R, All
Modernisers Rise. Maroon pan: DEVJI pricing the

* loyalism, HABIB counting the traditions set aside,
MEMORY HOOK QAISER noting the ashraf came first — D-H-Q. Doubters
Hold Questions. Along the arch run the datestones: 1858
— 1864 — 1875 — 1886 — 1920. And carved at the

top, his warning about homogeneity — the sentence the
P 9 geneiry

praduced 1857. The archflnyalist began his publlc career by imiicting

the rulers. Ofwn a contextualjudgment answer with that reversal.

twentieth century kept re-reading.

S C ts 8./ Constitutionalism to Mass Satyagrahal NCM & CDM, 5.0 Democracy — his representatian ,Droblem is the dark twin of the

democracy section's optimism.
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Psrspcctives on the Indian National s
Movement INOTAN NATIONAL

Historiography is the meta-question here. The same movement reads as people's epic, class alibi, elite bargain, or subaltern silence.

Learn the schools as numbered cards and deal them in order.

ONE MOVEMENT, SEVEN READINGS

® | @ |
Majumdar- Bipan Dutt-Desai: Seal: Guha: Omvedt: Savarkar:
Tara C'fa'“k Chandra: bourgeois-led, elites dominance freedom 1857,
1 awaken{ng of greatest negotiated competing without for memory as
/ L a nation | Mas transfer tor spoils hegemony whom weapon
/ {1}l movement J
1% £ G e \ L W i R

°

2
&

o

oo

.
b °

Phule to Ambedkar:
nation contested
from below

e S

Q  State Bipan Chandra first, then test him 9

Figure 8./ + 8.4 - Seven cards, one movement — and Sarkar bencath the table, correcting the deck both ways.

85 READINGS OF THE MOVEMENT § THE COUNTER-READINGS

Bipan Chandra QEIREGITING Ranajit Guha & the Subaltern school QIR

start where the examiner starts. The INM as history's greatest mass movement: anti- TGNOUY

im[pzr/ul/'st, multi-class, progrzssively deepening in social content. /?zvolutionary terrorism was the Iparad/'gm shift. Nationalist and. colonial histories alike
PO ; Litutionalism _ i "

a phase, born of imp with . Deploy the default framework — state it are elitist historiography, while "the politics of the

first, then test it against the critics peaple” was an autonomous domain — and. colonial rule

was dominance without hegemony: force that never won

R.C. Majumdar & Tara Chand

the older school. The movement as the awakening of a nation; its leaders as makers of

consent. Deploy the paradigm-shift paragraph; name

freedom. Deploy one-line genealogy of the historiography before the critical turns Chatterjee (derivative discourse) and Chakrabarty

R.P. Dutt & A.R. Desai
the class reading. India Today and Social Background of Indian Nationalism: the Congress as

(provincialising Eurape)) as the school's extensions

Anil Seal & the Cambridge school

th jcal card. Nationali tition and
a bourgeois-led movement that contained class radicalism; independence as a negotiated e oynicat carc. [Navionausm as competition an
collaboration among Indian elites for the spoils of the

transfer. Deploy the class critique — pair with the p ts-and-workers evid, of 8.3
Raj, not an idealist crusade. Deploy state it, then

Sumit Sarkar (EENTTIN counter with Sumit Sarkar and mass-movement evidence
the corrective from within. Sarkar recovered the radical, popular currents within and beyond — examiners reward the rebuttal

Congress nationalism — then later warned that subaltern studies had drifted from social
g Gail Omvedt & the Dalit perspective

history into discourse analysis. Deploy the balancing authority who criticises both Cambridge

cynicism and subaltern excess
the question beneath the question: freedom for whom?
V.D. Savarkar From Phule to Ambedkar, the anti-caste movement
history as weapon. Reading 1857 as the "First War of Independence" made memory itself a shows the "nation” was contested from below. Deploy
mobilising force — the revolutionary-nationalist historiography. Deploy one line in militant- the Dalit-perspective paragraph the newer PYQs
movement questions on how history-writing itself mobilised explicitly invite
. N\
ST T T \ N
| Y NUGGET - worth knowing i Deal the schools. D MAJUMDAR-TARA CHAND: the awakening.
I ] . ) )
1 Savarkar's The Indian War of Indapendame was banned by the British i @ ﬁIPAN CHANDEA' e ma‘ss ope: @ DU DESA’I' hefclazs
: before it was publlshed — the colonial state prascrlbed a h/story book in : alibi. @ SEAL: the elite bargam, @ GUFA: the F”P[e o own
: advance of its printing. The censors, at least, agrezd with the subaltern E © domain — dominance without heysmzmy, @ OMVEDT: freedom for
: school. on one thmg: hlstarmgraphy is po[lt/cs by other means. One line of this 1 MEMORY HOOK whom. @ SAVARKAR: memor ylaspvedpony SARKAR is not a card
b ety any history-as-weapon paragraph. ] — he is the dealer, correcting the deck in both directions: against
i E Cambridge cynicism, against subaltern drift. Chant the sequence:
:‘ i Awakening, Mass, Class, Bargain, People, Whom, Weapon.
N / W,

S Connects 1.90 Gramsci, 7.40 M.K. Gandhi — hegemany thaury powers the subaltern critique; Gandhi is the f/yura every school must expla/’n,
Ch 8 - Indian National Movement Swetank / ALS IAS PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 35 / 90




Constitution-ma/eing & CH g
THE INDIAN

9.1 + Constitutionalism CONSTITUTION

This is where every Paper IB answer earns its authority. Constitutionalism means one s/mple thing: government
limited by rules it cannot rewrite at will. Three arcs carry the whole section — the 017j‘ect/ves Resolution
matur/n_q into the Preamble, the borrowed-but-adapted salient features, and the basic-structure guarantee that

the Eepublic cannot be amended out of existence; the web below holds all seven voices in place.

: 1 identity card—
| LL_onricono:J Palkhivala |

Munshi

' basic-structure |

lawyer's paradise — , ig
Jennings 7 )

N i I v
/ b i =X

Borrowed, adapted, unamendable at its core.

/'_/"yure 9./ + 9.2 - The seamless web — one maroon thread (. ./enn/'nysj against six teal ones.

& CONSTITUTION- NG & CONSTITUTIONALISM

Granville Austin N.A. Palkhivala
the Constitution's great outside biographer. The Indian Constitution: Cornerstone of a Nation reads the document as a the jurist's tribute to set beside Munshi's. The Preamble is the "identity card of the Constitution." Show it, and you
“seamless web” of rights and. directives — pull one thread and the whole fabric distarts. The web's purpose is a know whose. document this is. Deplay the ane-Line garnish beside Munshi; two framers" tributes beat one.

democratic social revolution: transforming society through law, not through violence. He also documents the Assembly's

Sir Ernest Barker CEIETIIEA

composition and its consensus method — the framers settled disputes by agreement, not by counting votes. Deploy the
the Western admirer nobody expects. He called the Preamble the "key-note" of the Constitution, and opened Principles

default opening authority for any b or bly question.
of Social and. Pulitical Theary (1951) by quoting it. An Indian text stands at the door of a classic of Western theory,

B.R. Ambedkar €3 Daploy the surprise Western validation of an Indian text — instant enrichment in a Freamble answer.

the framer who met the "borrowed Constitution" charge head-on. Yes, the document was framed after "ransacking all the
Rajeev Bhargava CEIEETIIIE

known Constitutions of the World, " and he owned it: "there is nothing to be ashamed of in borrowing.. nobody holds
the theorist of Indian secularism. His label is principled distance: the state keeps no fived wall between itself and

patent rights in the fundamental ideas of a Constitution." Borrowing, for Ambedkar, is craft, not plagiarism. Deploy the

rebuttal paragraph in svery crtigus-of-the-Constitution answor. religion, but engages religion when dignity demands it. Untouchability abolition and triple talag are the working examples.
Deploy whenever “secular” in the Preamble or Arts 25-28 is questioned.

Sir Ivor Jennings

the resident critic. The Constitution is a "lawyer's paradise” — a text so detailed that only lawyers profit from it. It is

also, he says, substantially a carbon copy of the 1935 Act: too long, too litigable. Deploy state the critique before

Ambedkar demolishes it ~ the 2018 PYQ quotes Jennings verbatim.
K.M. Munshi

the framer of the poetic tribute. The Preamble is the "horoscape of our sovereign democratic republic" — it foretells the
Republic's character at birth. And Westminster was no accident: India kept the parliamentary form because "our

constitutional traditions have become Fe ry." Deploy Preamble-sig and why questions. )
E Y NUGGET - worth knnwing E Picture the Preamble at a customs desk, ’producing
i The Assembly that Austin studied took 7 years, Il months and 18 E three documents. Its horoscap e (M”"Shl)' (3
i days, sitting across Il sessions, to finish its work. And the arc E identity card (Falkhivala). and the key to the whole
E this section opens with has an exact birthday: Nehru moved the 1 text (Barker's key-note). Behind the desk, Austin
E Ob/'evtives Resolution on 13 December 1946, in the Assembly s E < spins the seamloss web that everything hangs on. One
o very first days, One dated line of this converts a general i MEMORY HOOK maroon officer, Jennings, stamps ”lawyer s par adise
E Preamble answer into an informed. one. E — carbon copy. " Ambedkar shr ugs him off: no/wdy
[ d holds patent right& And Bhargava stands a measured
i i step from the temp[e door — /zrincipleﬂf distance,
E i exactly the right length. Seven names, one desk.
N e e e e e S J

S Connects 9.2 The Preamble, 7.50 B.R. Ambedkar — the Objectives Resolution is the philosophical seed both notes share, and

Ambedkar's democratic-agency arqument anchors the constitutionalism debate.
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Fundamental Rights & Duties

CH 9
THE INDIAN CONSTITUTION

Part I11 is the charter of c/tizensh/p — and the chief limit on state power. The examiner returns to three axes

again and again: Article 32, the Gopalan — Maneka transformation, and the duties added in 1976. Every scholar

below sits on one of those three axes.

ARTICLE 32 —THE HEART OF PART III

Gopalan — Maneka ols Puttaswamy
transformation 2017 -
privacy

y I{v waran fi‘ _ <5
Sing !j} democratlc i
| 975 i balance —

Indira Gandhi

G Enforceability, not declaration, makes rights real. °>

/‘_/J'Wrg 9.5 - Article 32 as the heart — with the Oa/aa/tm — Maneka artery and the 1976 duties chamber.

€ FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS & DUTIES

B.R. Ambedkar

the framer's own ranking of his articles. Article 32 — the right to move the Supreme Court to enforce rights — is
"the very soul of the Constitution and the very heart of it". Without it, he said, the Constitution "would be a
nullty. " Rights without a remedy are just promises. Deploy compulsory in every remedies/Art 32 answer (ashed
1999, 2013, 2020, 2024).

Upendra Baxi

the scholarly echo of the framer. He too calls Article 32 the "heart of the Indian Constitution". His larger
position gives the echo its bite: enforceability, not declaration, is what makes rights real for the poor. A right you
cannot use is not yet a right. Deploy pair with Ambedkar to show the scholarly echo of the framer's claim.

M.P. Jain
the textbook voice. Article 32 is a "valuable quarantee of individual rights", and. his commentary supplios the
doctrinal map of writs and remedies — writs being the court orders that actually enforce a right. Deploy the

texthook authority when the question is descriptive rather than arqumentative.

The Golak Nath court (Subba Rao CJ)
the high-water mark of rights protection. It held Fundamental Rights "transcendental and immutable" — beyond

Parliament's amending reach altogether. That extreme position is what Kesavananda later moderated into basic

structure. Deploy the doctrinal hinge of the FR-amendability arc.

Warren & Brandeis / Alan Westin

the theory behind India's privacy verdict. They define privacy as the right to be let alone, and as control over
one’s personal infrmation. That s the intellctual scaffolding of Puttaswamy (2017). Deplay the theory layer for
the privaoy-as-Art-2I question (2017).

Swaran Singh Committes (1976) & Verma Committee (1999)

the two committees that structure the duties story. The first designed the Fundamental Duties — its harsher
ideas, penalties and a tax-paying duty, were rejected. The second mapped the statutes that already operationalise
them. Deploy the two names that structure any Art 5IA answer (2004, 2005, 2023).

Indira Gandhi

the political case for Article 5IA. Duties exist "not to smother rights but to establish a democratic balance by
making the peaple conscious of their duties equally as they are conscious of their rights." Deploy the
counterweight quote when the 42nd Amendment's Emergency context is used to dismiss the duties.

J
E Y NUGGET - worth bmwing E Fart I1I is a cardiac ward. Ambedkar the surgeon
E The Fundamental Duties were borrowed from the Constitution of E pointsla Article 32 on the monitor: soul and heart.
| the USSR — the one major borrowing from a non-liberal source. E Baxi repeats the reading aloud — heart — because an
E The 42nd Amendment (1976) inserted ten: the 86th ' unenforced right flatlines. Jain holds the chart of
E Amendment (2002) added the eleventh, a parent 's tiuty to E writs. In a .'7['755 case, Subba Rao has sealed the
| provide education to the child aged six to fourteen. One line on ' ¢ rights "tr dental and. immutable” — until
E the 2002 addition shows the examiner your duties answer did not i MEMORY HOOK Kesavananda pic/es the lock. Bff the window, Warren,
! stop in 1976. ] Brandeis and Westin whisper "let us be alone" — and
i 1 Puttaswamy hears them. At the desk, two
i E committees, Swaran angh and Verma, file the duties
i E paperwor/t while Indira Gandhi balances the ward's
i i scales: rights one side, duties the other.
e e e o e e o o e e e e e e e e e e S J

S Connects 10.5 Courts, Judicial Activism & PIL, 4.40 Rights — Art 32 is the doctrinal engine of PIL, and the theory note supplies the

Hohteld-Dworkin-Sen apparatus behind India's charter.
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Dirutivc Principlss & tll& FR-DPSP Dialcctic THE INDIAN comnw?ﬁoz

The DPSP are India's welfare source-code. They are directives — instructions to the state that no court can enforce — and their tug—of—
war with Fundamental Eights runs thraugh the s/ngle most examinable chronology in Paper IB: Chamlnakam = Golak Nath —
Kesavananda — Minerva Mills. Minerva Mills settled it: the two Farts are "two wheels of a chariot.”

TWO WHEELS OF A CHARIOT

[ dustbin of sentiments —\‘\‘
| Shah y,

- —— .
manifesto of aims —

/
f
|
\ Wheare

o e N
( pious aspirations —
Jennings y

A
on:

{%’(—?&k

=
7= =20
i Conscience of

the Constitution —
Austin

\ || life-giving provisions — |f'7 progressive realisation— [F7 X} protect the vulnerable — I 7
L Singhvi 1Y Khosla \ /il Sen & Dréze 4

G Settled by Minerva Mills: two wheels, one chariot. *D

Figure 9.4 - The chariot on the case-law road — three maroon hecklers, three teal defonders, one design arqument.

85 THE DPSP CASE § THE JUSTICIABILITY CRITICS

Granville Austin K.C. Wheare
the framing authority. Parts III and 1V together are the "Conscience of the Constitution", and the crisp dismissal. The DPSP are a mere "manifesto of
the DPSP were "aimed at furthering the goals of the social revolution." Rights restrain the aims and aspirations," a "moral homily" — a sermon, not
state; directives give it a mission. Deploy the framing authority for the "core and conscience” law — without legal force. Deploy the crisp critique bullet
PYQ (2005) and, every balance answer. before the defence.
K. Shah S G dbtis
the insider's dissent. Inside the Assembly itself. he called Fart IV a "veritable dustbin of the second sceptic, with a sharper edge. The Directives are
sentiments". The critique is as old as the text. Deploy shows the critigue is as old as the text — "pious aspirations", and ideologically dated too: "Fabian
an insider's dissent, not hindsight. Socialism without the socialism." Deploy the second critic
LM sing i GG — naming two distinct sceptics is what "critically examine"
o & demands.
the direct rebuttal. The DPSP are the "life-giving provisions.. the stuff of the Constitution and
its philosophy of social justice. " What Wheare calls a homily, Singhvi calls the point of the whole
document. Deploy the direct rebuttal to Wheare/Jennings in the defence paragraph.
Madhav Khosla
the design argument. Non-justiciability — being unenforceable in court — is a feature, not a bug.
It permits progressive realisation: welfare goals pursued step by step, within fiscal limits, rather
than ordered overnight. Deploy the sophisticated closing move — converts the standard criticism
into design lpgic.
Amartya Sen & Jean Dréze
the post-199/ defence. Markets left to themselves widen inequality; the DPSP framework is
what obliges the liberalised state to protect the vulnerable. Deploy the 2012/2019 "relevance
under globalisation" questions — the Directives matter more after 199], not less.
. AN J
/A \ N
b . i Ine chariot, two wheels — Kights an lirectives — rolling down a roac
\ K NUGGET - worth knowing E One. ch heels — Righ d D ling d d
| i .
| The Directive Principles travelled to India second-hand. They were borrowed | paved with four milestones: Champakam, Golak Nath, Kesavananda,
' from the Irish Constitution of 1937 — and Ireland had itself taken the device | Minerva Mills. Austin rides as its conscience. Three maroon hecklers line
| from the Spanish Republican Constitution. One line on this double lineage : e rmjd,e.' thglv"‘g wtvwes a manlr't’ista ' “Jznn/'ngs sighs “p /Wf aspirations
| upgrades a "borrowed features” answer: India did not just copy an idea, it i N ~ Fabian Socialism without the socialism", and Shah — heckling from
[ adopted an idea already tested in two other young democrasies. L MEMORY HOOK inside the chariot — shouts "dusthin of sentiments". Three defenders
! it answer: Singhvi oils the wheel with "life-giving provisions", Khosla
: : explams the slow wheel is zng/'nur&d that way ( progressive rea[isation),
i | and Sen & Dréze load the welfare cargo the liberalised state must still
1 |
| | carry.
e e _— iy 4 )

© Connects 9.3 Fundamental Rights & Duties, 2.30 Socialism — the balance doctrine completes Part III, and the socialistic Directives are India's constitutional
democratic socialism ("economic democracy, " Ambedkar).
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Union Executive — President, PM, CH 10
UNION GOVERNMENT & ITS
IXRNIX® Council of Ministers INSTITUTIONS

Ambedkar's framers "prefarrad more resloonsib/l/ty to more stab/l/ty " they chose accountab/l/ty over durable

governments. That Westminster choice is what the exam tests — and how it has slid from cabinet government to
Iorima-m/n/ster/al government. The state executive (Governor, CM) re/alicates the same afes/gn, and its federal

fZGShIDO/HtS, one level dOWI’I.

CABINET TO PRIME-MINISTERIAL GOVERNMENT

dictatorship of i
the Cabinet —

\\

ordinances ~23/year — I
Dhavan )

* coalitions elevate

the President —
M.P. Singh

head of State,
not Executive—

referee institutions |
rise —
Mehta & Kapur

The Accidental
Prime Minister —
Baru

G More responsibility preferred to more stability. ‘D

/‘-/J'w/re 10./ + 10.4 - The Westminster seesaw — cabinet government t//t/'/r] toward the FMO.

® UNION EXECUTIVE - PRESIDENT, PM, COUNCIL OF MINISTERS

B.R. Ambedkar Pratap Bhanu Mehta & Devesh Kapur

the constitutional position in two lines. The President "is the head of the State but not of the Executive... He represents the referee thesis. Public Institutions in India: in fragmented polities, the leverage of referee institutions (President,
the nation but does not rule the nation". The true American analogue — the office that actually governs — is the Prime Supreme Court, EC, CAG) rises. And centralisation in the PMO "reduces the democratic character” of government.
Minister. Deploy the constitutional-position paragraph in any President/PM answer. Deploy the double-edged verdict on PMO primacy — delivery versus democratic thinning.

R.H.S. Crossman Sanjay Baru

the man who named. the disease. He diagnosed "the final transformation of cabinet government into prime-ministerial the evidence from inside. The Accidental Prime Minister shows the office is what its holder makes it: charismatic,
government” — collective decision replaced. by ane office. Indian scholars apply the British thesis to the PMO era. Deplay assertive PMs centralise power in the PMO and. sat the agenda; weak PMs surrender it. Deploy the empirical
names the phenomenon the 2019 PMO question describes. illustration for the "most powerful institution" question (2019).

Ramsay Muir Rajeev Dhavan

the older warning. Fusion of powers — the executive sitting inside the legislature — hands the executive control of the the prosecution’s evidence file. He documents a marked expansion of executive authority encroaching on legislature and
body meant to check it. His phrase: the "dictatorship of the Cabinet." Deploy the classical anchor of the executive-tilt judiciary. Tts sharpest symptom is the ordinance route — executive-made temporary law (PRS: ~23/year, 2004-19)
debate (2020) Deploy evidence paragraph of the executive-tilt answer, beside D.C. Wadhwa's “fraud on the Constitution."

M.P. Singh

the coalition corrective. Coalition politics weakens the PM and relatively elevates the President: when no party has a

majority, the President's discretion in government formation revives. The tilt is political, not permanent. Deploy the

analytical. spine of the 202/ minority/coalition-government question.

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

A plawround seesaw: Cabinet on one end, PM on the
other. Ambedkar wrote the lp[ayground rules — the
President watches from the bench, head of State, not
of the Executive. Crossman points as the seesaw tips
fully toward the PM's side; Muir shouted

* ”dictatorsh/;p of the Cabinet” a generation before.
MEMORY HOOK M.P, Singh props up the President's bench whenever

coalitions arrive. Mehta & Kapur referee the game

i The President's quietest weapon has been used exactly once. In

i 1986, President Zail Singh s/mply sat on the Indian Fost Office

! (Amendment) Bill — neither assenting, returning, nor refusing =
i and the Bill died. This Iuac/eet veto works because Article Il sets
' no time limit for assent. One line of it proves the "rubber stamp "
E caricature wrong without a single scholar.

and note the crowd thinning = afemocraoy losing
character. Baru shows a PM who never really sat

down. And Dhavan counts what falls off the tilted

end: twenty—three ordinances a year.

© Connects 10.3 Legislature — Lok Sabha, Rejya Sabha, Committees, 10.4 Principal Organs of the State Government — the House the
executive must answer to, and the Governor's office where the same design becomes a federal flashpoint (Bommai, Sarkaria's fixed-tenure
reform).
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Bureaucracy

CH 10
UNION GOVERNMENT & ITS INSTITUTIONS

Weber's ideal-type is the operat/ng log/c of India's "steel frame". The exam rewards one arc: the cr/titlue chain

(Merton = Crozier = Marx = NPM), landed on Indian debates — committed vs. neutral, representative

buraaucracy, lateral entry. The card str/}o below is that chain in order-.

THE CRITIQUE CHAIN — WEBER TO

NPM

F . W

@

Merton —
goal
displacement

Weber —
legal-rational %
authority

Crozier —

of rules

L p

vicious circle |

.

®

NPM —

®

Riggs —

=

corporate prismatic, steer,
interest, formalistic don’t row
not neutral
\"“L_—_Ff

A

|
|
L merit — Seshan

lateral entry dilutes |

e Y G I 3
E e-governance ] { DBT ] [ citizens’ charters ]
N 4 K y N p

ﬁyure /0.2 - Six cards from Weber to NPM — with the steel frame as the Indja box.

¥ BUREAUCRACY

Max Weber CEIEETIED

the starting point. of every answer. B

is the ad;

form of legal authority — obedience owed to
rules and offices, not to persons. Its features: hierarchy, written rules, merit, impersonality (sine ira et studio — without
anger or bias). His verdict: "precision, speed, unambiguity.. are raised to the aptimum point in the strictly bureaucratic
administration”. Yet he feared the "iron cage" of rationalisation — efficiency imprisoning the humans it serves. Deploy

every bursaucracy answer opens here (2001 PYQ asks for the evaluation diretly).
Robert K. Merton

red tape, thearised. The very rules that producs reliability broed goal displacement and. trained incapacity: offials come
to serve the rule instead of the purpose the rule served. The file matters more than the citizen. Deploy the first critigue

bullet — red-tape theorised.

Michel Crozier QI
the dysfunction set in motion. The Bureausratic Phenomenon finds a vicious circle: rules breed rigidity, and. rigidity breeds
more rules. The result is an organisation that cannot learn from its own errors. Deploy upgrades Merton's static

dysfunction into a dynamic; warns reformers against fixing procedure with more procedure.

Karl Marx / Ralph Miliband @5
the ideological unmasking. Bureaucracy is no neutral. instrument. It is a particular body that mistakes its corporate
interest for the general interest — and senior officials’ shared class background biases the "neutral" state toward capital.

Deploy the ideological counterpoint that earns the "critically" in critically evaluate.

Fred Riggs €21
the critique written for India. Transplanted into a "prismatic" society — one where tradition and modernity coexist — the
Weberian model. turns "formalistic": a gap opens between the prescribed. rule and actual behaviour. The form is imported;

the practice is local. Deploy the India-specific critique: why the steel frame underperforms its own design.

Sardar Patel CEIEETIED

the Indian defence. In the Constituent Assembly he defended the services as India's "steel frame" — a neutral, all-
India, merit cadre as the glue of national integration. Deploy the nation-building answer (2006) and the neutrality
debate.

Osborne & Gaebler €E
the post-Weberian turn. New Public Management says government should "steer, don't row": set direction, and let
markets, targets and.the atizen-as-customer do the rowing — against the rule-bound mongpoly. In India: e-governance,

DBT citizens' charters. Deploy the post-Weberian turn; balance with the equity critique.

TN. Seshan
the guardian of the exam gate. He warned that lateral induction dilutes the merit/exam-based system, and risks loyalty
over merit. Deploy the against-column of the 2018 lateral-entry question, opposite Mehta's fresh-ideas case.

J

e T T ~

E Y NUGGET - worth ‘,,",,',,y Follow one steel filing cabinet. Weber builds it —

E "Steel frame" was not Fatel's coinage. Lloyd George, the British rules, hierarohy‘ merit — then eyesliv ""W"Sl.'/: an

I Prime Minister, used it in a 1922 House of Commons slueech to igoncage Merton finds a afrawerjammed by ielow

i describe the ICS as the frame holding British India together. rules (qoal displ t). Crozier watches clerks

i Fatel's genius was the re-purposing: the same frame, retained in add new rules to fix the Jam, jamming more drawers

V1947, would now hold a free India tngether. One line on the < = the visious circle. Marx checks the invoice: the

i phrase's journey — imperial tool to national glue — is a ready- MEMORY HOOK cabinet serves its owners. Riggs ships it to the

! made introduction. tropics, where the humidity makes it "formalistic" —

i looks right‘ works wrong. Osborne & Gaebler bolt a

E steering wheel on: steer, don't row. Fatel polishes it

E as the steel frame. Seshan padloc/es the side door

L marked "lateral entry. "
_______________________________________________ J

S Connects Power & Authority, 3.40 Marxist Theory of State — Weber's authority typology grounds the whole topic, and the class-

instrument reading is the standing ideological counter.
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Parliament & the Lagislativa-Decline

Debate

CH 10
UNION GOVERNMENT & ITS
INSTITUTIONS

Farliament is the deliberative heart of the Eapublic. Its institutional decline — fall/ng s/tt/ngs, ordinances, the

money-b/ll bypass, the wh/}o — is the most examined institutional theme in the chapter. The scholars below split

the work: one names the functions, three af/agnosa the decline, three Iooint to the rapairs.

_THE LEGISLATIVE-DECLINE MAP

sittings 120+
il down to under 70

ordinances
~23 a year

Bag

expressive,
teaching,
informing —

ehot

Speaker — |
2\ impartiality
Il strained

' money-bill route — &

Aadhaar 2016

3 . i N
ratification,
not deliberation — ||

committees —
where scrutiny
survives (PAC)

G The floor fell silent; the committee room did not.ﬂ‘D

/_/yarg /0.3 - The decline map — maroon mechanisms of éypﬂss, teal committee room where seruting survives.

® PARLIAMENT & THE LEGISLATIVE-DECLINE DEBATE

Walter Bagehot

the functions beyond. law-making. A legislature's worth lies in its "expressive, teaching, informing” functions — voicing
the nation, educating it, holding power to daylight. And the Cabinet is "the hyphen that joins, the buckle that binds"
exccutive and legislature. Deploy the 1995 functions-beyond-law-making question and. the fusion-of-powers frame.

Subhash C. Kashyap

the mechanism of decline. He documents shrinking legislative scrutiny: fower bills debated, fower referred to
committees. Sharpest.of all is the money-bill route (Aadhaar, 2016) — certifying a bill os a money bill so the Rajya
Sabha cannot block it. Bicameralism eroded by procedural ingenuity. Deploy the mechanism paragraph of the decline
answer (2013).

M.R. Madhavan / PRS Legislative Research
the numbers. Sitting days are down from 120+ per year in the 1950s to often under 70. Ordinances run at ~23 a
year (2004-19). Committee referral has collapsed. Deploy the numbers that convert a lament into an argument.

Pratap Bhanu Mehta
the cause above the symptoms. The decline is centralisation: key decisions are taken by a select few around the PMO,

and Parliament is reduced. to ratification — approving what is already decided. Deploy the causal layer above Kashyap's

symptoms.

-

D.D. Basu

the Speaker problem. The Speakers offce is crucial to the integrity and efficiency of the parliamentary system. Yet its
impartiality is structurally strained: a ruling-party Speaker decides defection and money-bill questions that help the
ruling party. Deplay the 2022 Speaker question — ideal versus Indian practice.

Nehru

the ideal to test practice against. The Speaker is “the symbol of the nation’s liberty and dignity... the position should
be occupied by men of outstanding ability and impartiality. " Deploy the opening quote of the Speaker answer; then test
practice against it

Ashok Chanda CEID
the constructive turn. The PAC's traditions "conform to the highest traditions of a parliamentary democracy”, he
wrote. Committees are where scrutiny survives the paralysed floor — smaller rooms, quieter work, real questions.

Deploy the constructive turn — committees as the realistic reform frontier (2004, 2025).

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing
The Sluea/wr debate has a r&ady—mﬂde benchmark: in Britain, the

Spea/eer resigns from the party on election and is then, by
tion, re-elected

d — "once a S/Jeﬂ/eer, always a
Spea/eer. " India atinlmted the office but not the convention; the
Indian S/DBH/EBF stays a party member and must fight elections.
That single contrast is the whole Basu-Nehru bullet in

institutional form.

MEMORY HOOK

Farliament as a school under inspection. Ba‘qehot‘ the
founding headmaster, wrote the syllabus: expressive,
teaching, infarming, Madhavan /teeps the attendance
register — sittings falling from 120 to under 70.
Kashya’p catches students sll;pping out thraugh the
money—/zill side door (Aadhaar, 2016). Mehta
discovers wh_l/ classes are empty: every decision is
taken in the head office, the PMO. At the front, the

Slpea/wr 's chair wobbles — Basu measures the tilt,

*

Nehru's portrait above it reads ”liberty and afignit] "
And down the corridor, Chanda guarafs the one room

where real work continues: the committee room,

PAC.

S Connects 10./ Principal Organs of the Union Government, 5.10 Democracy — the ordinance and, confidence machinery sits in the executive

note, and the deliberative-democracy theory explains what an un-deliberative Parliament loses.
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Ju‘liciﬂry, Judiciat ActiVism & PIL UNION GOVERNMENT & ITS INSTITUTCIZN/Z

No organ is tested more heaw’ly in Palper IB. Three contests run through the judiciary: the guardian court, the activism<>over-reach line,

and the collegium—NJAC fight over who staffs the bench. The scale below welyhs the first two; the third hangs off its arm.

ACTIVISM vs OVER-REACH

activators /
fears —
Baxi

b e a0
L relaxed locus standi )

[ epistolary jurisdiction |

disquiet
(Verma) P

il & ey

super-legislature —
' Mehta \

policy without 1
mandate

reached the poor —
lyer & Bhagwati J

S _

independence |

and

accountability —
Khosla &

Sengupta

] review is structural —
Seervai

Guardian court, not a third chamber.

Figure [0.5 - Activism against over-reach — with Nariman's Lakshman Kekha as the beam.

85 JUDICIAL ACTIVISM - the case for § THE OVER-REACH CRITICS

Justices V.R. Krishna Iyer & P.N. Bhagwati Pratap Bhanu Mehta

the two judges who opened the court's doors. They introduced judicial activism and PIL in India the strongest contemporary critic. PIL, he warns, has
(mid-19705-80s): relaxed locus standi — the rule about who may petition a court — and become a route to a "super-legislature": unelocted judges
epistolary jurisdiction, treating even a letter as a petition. The court reached the poor and making policy that needs expertise and a democratic
voiceless. Deploy the origins paragraph of every PIL /activism answer (1994, 1999). mandate. Good intentions do not supply either. Deploy the

strongest contemporary critique bullet.

Upendra Baxi GBI

the supporter who kept his doubts. He mapped the "activators" who drove activist jurisprudence Fali S. Nariman

— and the "fears" it generates: ideological, epistemi g b, legitimation, democratic. the metaphor that draws the line. Over-reach is the Court
Support and self-criticism in one framework. Deploy the ready-made evaluation grid for the crossing the "Lakshman Rekha" — the boundary it must
2018/2020 activism questions; using Baxi's own doubts shows mastery, not cheerleading. not cross — into core legislative and executive turf, eroding

the authority of elected branches. Deploy the vivid

H.M. Seervai @3
@ boundary metaphor examiners reward, in the over-reach
the doctrinal defence. Judicial review is essential wherever there is separation of powers. The )
question (2020).

gquardian function is structural, not usurpation — the court checks power because the design
requires it. Deploy the doctrinal defence of review as basic structure.

Justice J.S. Verma
the architect who doubted his building. He authored the Second Judges Case that created the
collegium — judges appointing judges — and then publicly voiced disquiet at its working. Deploy

devastating in the appointments answer — the system's own architect conceding its opacity.

Madhav Khosla & Arghya Senqupta

the balanced close. They argue for measured activism, and for an appoi ts reform that

preserves judicial primacy while adding transparency and timeliness. Deploy the balanced close

after the NJAC strike-down (2015): independence and tability, not either.

. _/ J

Y NUGGET - worth lumwing A t/ghtrope stretches from the bench to the slum. Krishna Iyer &

PIL's first great case had no grand petitioner. Hussainara Khatoon (1979)

began with newspaper reports about prisoners in Bihar who had waited in

Bhagwatl strung it — a letter is enaugh to climb on (e eprstalary
/urlsdmtmn). Baxi walks it carrying two bags, “activators” and "fears,"
perfectly balanced. Below, Nariman chalks a brrght line on the floor: the
Lakshman Rekha. Mehta shouts that the walker is bw[dmg a super-

[zglslature up there. Seervai holds the po[a stzady — review is

Jjail Longer than any sentence could have run. The Court treated the cause PS
as its own, read speedy trial into Article 2I, and nearly 40,000
undertrials walked free. One case, one line — and the claim that PIL

“reached the poor and voiceless" stops being rhetoric and becomes evidence.

MEMORY HOOK

structural. Verma built the p[atform ( col[zgmm 1) and now frowns at it.
Khosla & Szngupta zlulzt[y rig the sar'ety net: mdepznd&me and

acwuntab/[lty.

S Connects 9./ Constitution, 9.3 Fundamental Rights & Duties — the basic-structure arc gives the Court its quardian authority, and Arts 14-19-2I are the rights

whose s subst

g
p: 15 s
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- Federalism & Statutorg Institutions

CH 12
FEDERALISM

The densest theme in the paper. India's design isa dal/berately strong Centre plus a lattice of insulated

institutions around it. The scholar-layer that fetches marks is the naming debate — five labels Ioulling at one rope,

dl"ﬂWﬂ b@lOW.

WHAT KIND OF FEDERATION?

?

cooperative
federalism—

" Bommai—

basic feature

o 15th Finance I
~fL_ Commission

S— SS =
bargaining \ extremely coercive

| federalism— | federal — i federalism —
MOITIS Jones )l | _ Palshikar

unitary —
Santhanam [

NHRC —
toothless
tiger

° Strong Centre, undestroyed states — the debate is the answer. °

/‘_/J'w/re 12,/ - The t//y-a/— war over one word — what kind of federation is India?

¥ FEDERALISM & STATUTORY INSTITUTIONS

K.C. Wheare QTG
the canonical apening position. India is “quasi-federal” — federal in form, unitary in tilt: "a unitary state
with subsidiary federal features." Every answer states this first, then complicates it. Deploy the canonical

starting position every federalism answer must state and. then complicate.

Granville Austin GUIREILS
the standard counter. Indian federalism is "cooperative federalism": a strong Centre, yes, but one that has
ot reduced the states to "administrative agencies.” Strength and. partership can coorist. Deply the

standard counter to Wheare; Bommai (federalism as basic feature) is its judicial vindication.

W.H. Morris-Jones
the third label, from watching practce: "bargaining federalism". Centre-state relations work through

and mutual dependence, ot

L formalism. Deploy the third label that turns o two-

scholar answer into a debate; TGNOU itself periodises Indian federalism as cooperative — bargaining —

competitive.

Paul Appleby

the surprise roversal. He called. India "extremely foderal” i practice — because administration depends
overwhelmingly an the states. The Centre logislates; the states deliver. Deplay the surprise roversal bullet
against the "untary in practice” thesis (2020).

K. Santhanam

follow the maney. Financial dspendence on the Centre, plus the old Planning Commission, made India
“prastically o unitary state. " Deploy the fiscal-federalism critigue, updated by GST-compensation and I5th-

FC grievances

M. Govinda Rao QEERLIIAS
the number-beneath the quarrels: “nearly 70% of states" revenus sxpenditurs is fnanced through central
transfers" — a structural asymmetry, not an occasional. grievance. Deploy the data anchor for fiscal-

federalism answers (2018, 2022)

Suhas Palshikar

the contemporary critical edge. He reads centrally-sponsored. schemes, central agencies and. the governor's
offce as a drift toward. coercive fedaralism dressed. as coperation. Deplay the contemporary citical edge on

the 2020 "unitary in practice?" question

Justice H.L. Dattu & Soli Sorabjee

the watchdags' diagnosis. The NHIRC is a "toothless tiger” and "India’s teasing illusion”: recommendatary
powers withaut enforcement — the shared.pathology of India's watchdag cammissions. Deplay the diagrosis
line for any NHRC/NCW/NCM evaluation (2010, 2016, 2019); the cure is binding power plus insulated

appointments.

* NUGGET -
The naming debate begins in Article | itself: India is a "Union of

worth knowing

States", and the framers avoided the word "federation”
deliberately. Ambedkar 5xlulamed the choice in the Assembly: the
Union is indestructible — it is not the result of an agreement
among states, and no state has the r/'ght to secede. One line on
Article [ lets You open the Wheare-versus-Austin debate from
the Constitution's own first sentence.

J

Picture a naming ceremony where five scholars pin
five name-tags on one child. Wheare: quasi—fedeml,
Austin: cooperative. Morris-Jones: bargaining.
Aplpleby, the contrarian uncle: extremely federal.
Falshikar, arriving last and frowning: coercive.

* Meanwhile Santhanam checks the child's wallet —

MEMORY HOOK

prﬂctically unitary, it 's all the Centre's money — and
Govinda Rao confirms the figure: seventy per cent of
it is transfers. In the corner sits the family
watohdag, the NHRC: Dattu calls it a toothless
tiger, Sarabjee a teasing illusion. Five names, one

wallet, one toothless dag.

S Connects 10.4 Principal Organs of the State Government, The State & Sovereignty — the Governor is where the unitary tilt becomes a

flashpoint (S.R. Bommai), and GST's "pooled sovereignty” is divided sovereignty in practice.

Ch 12 - Federalism

Swetank / ALS IAS

PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 43 / 90




Panchayati Raj, 73rd/74th Amendments & o
Grassroots Movements GOVERNMENT

The 1992 Acts turned Article 40's directive holoa into the world's largest experiment in participatory damocracy.
Alongsida these invited spaces — participation the state designs — the movements arc ( Ch/}uko — NBA —
MKSS-RTI) su,opl/ed democracy s claimed spaces, carved out by citizens themselves. The river below carries both

streams.

FROM ARTICLE 40 TO THE VILLAGE

=

[ MKSS —
 RTI, social audit

women sarpanches — |
drinking water i

G Invited spaces and claimed spaces — one deepening democracy.:_a

/_/_'yz/re 1]+ .3 - From Article 40°s spring to the /3rd//4th delta — with the movements as tributaries.

® PANCHAY J, 73RD/74TH AMENDMENTS & GRASSROOTS MOVEMENTS

James Bryce Sudha Pai

the apening Line of the whole topic: "the best school of democracy and the best guarantee for its success is the practice of
local self-government. " Democracy is learnt by doing it locally. Deploy the apening line of any deepening-democracy
answer (2015, 202]).

Nirmal Mukherjee & Balveer Arora

the upgrade to federal theory. They read. the post-73rd-Amendment PRI as the "third layer of foderalism" — an
extension of the two-layer Centre-state federation down to the village. Deploy elevates a local-government answer into a
federalism answer; the IGNOU formulation examiners recognise.

L.M. Singhvi

the committee that finished the genealogy. He recommended constitutional status for panchayats, and called the Gram
Sabha "the embodiment of direct democracy.” Deplay the committes-gensalogy bullet (Balwantrai Mehta — Ashok
Mehta = G.V.K. Rao's "grass without roots" = Singhvi = 73rd Amendment).

Raghabendra Chattopadhyay & Esther Duflo

the evidence for the reservation revolution. Districts with women sarpanches invest measurably more in drinking water and
women's public-goods priorities. Representation changed what got built. Deploy the evidence that the reservation
revolution is substantive, not symbolic (2014, 2025 women's-participation questions).

the honest counterpoint. She sharpened the "Fati-Fanchayat" / Sarpanch-pati critique: male relatives exercising real
power through nominally elected women. The seat is hers; the voice is his. Deploy the honest counterpoint that makes the
women's-empowerment answer balanced.

Rajni Kothari

the theory bridge to the movements. He read the 1970s-80s rise of non-party political formations — movements organising
outside parties — as democracy revitalising itself from below when the party system grew unresponsive. Deploy the theory
bridge from panchayats to movements — both are democratisation beneath the state.

Virginius Xaxa

the tribal extension. PESA (1996) is the legal framewark for tribal political empowerment: the Gram Sabha sovereign
over minor forest produce, land and resources. Deploy the 2018 PESA question and the integration-with-dignity argument
against Naxal alienation.

Jean Dréze & Restika Khera

the accountability invention. The social audit — beneficiaries publicly checking the records of the scheme meant for them —
in MGNREGA. A bil
matched. Deploy the accountability-innovation bullet Linking movements, PRIs and the RTI are.

from below that no internal control

began as MKSS's jan sunwai and. was

* NUGGET - worth knowing

Panchﬂyati Raj has a precise birthdﬂy and a b/rth/zlave. Act/’ng on
the Balwantrai Mehta Committee (1957), Nehru maugurﬂted the
first Panchﬂyati Raj at Nagaur, Rzy'asthaﬂ, on 2 October 1959 —
Gandhi Jﬂyﬂnti, chosen tiel/'berﬂtely. Eﬂ/‘asthan first, Andhra
Pradesh second. Dating the experiment shows the 73rd
Amendment (1992) was not a begmning but a constitutional

rescue D{ﬂ scheme already three liBCﬂLiGS Olli

MEMORY HOOK

Bryce is the headmaster: local self—gavernment is
democracy 's best school. Mu/therjee & Arora add a
third floor to the federal building. Singhvf hands the
school. its constitution — the Gram Sabha as direct
democracy embodied. Duflo inspects the results:

* where women Ipresiafe, the drin/ting water improves.
Fai spots the husband coaching thraugh the window —
Pati—Panchayat. Kothari runs the after-school clubs
— non-party formations, democracy teaching itself.
Xaxa opens the forest branch under PESA. And
Dréze & Khera /zeep the account book open on the

veranda for everyone to read: the social audit.

_/

S Connects 1.3 Grassroot Movements, 7.40 M.K. Gandhi — the movements note carries the Chipko=RTI arc in full, and Gram Swaraj is
the moral ideal the 73rd Amendment dilutes into representative form.
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Planning & Economic Development ... : oeveioriin;

One arc to master: state-led planning — licence raj = /99/ LPG — NITI Aayog and new welfarism. LPG is
shorthand for liberalisation, Iorivatisat/on, global/sation — the 199/ open/ng of the economy. Runn/ng through every

quest/on on this arc is one debate: growth first, or capab/l/ties first.

THE PLANNING LINE, 1950 - NITI AAYOG

state-}ed licence ; Green 7 1991 —
planning Revolution LPG
1950 | L :

ﬁL

i growth first K
S Bhagwati &
[ Panagariya

)V\
R
=) S

capabilities —
Sen & Dreze

ra o

Nehru—
. Mahalanobis
meavy industry |

N
i bullock land reform | | reform by one-egad 3
capitalists — stalled — st — i

]
Rudolphs  Jj | Frankel | 'LL Jenkins | Rajan |

T

- ™

N

Growth arrived; health and education ran behind. ° ]

/‘-/']ure 18/ - The /a/ﬂ/m///y rﬂ/’/way, 1950 to NITT /ﬂyﬂy — with the marguee debate at the destination board.

® PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Amartya Sen & Jean Dréze Atul Kohli & Subrata Mitra
one side of the marquee debate. An Uncertain Glory: development is the expansion of substantive freedoms — what the governance lens. They shifted attention to the governance question in India's states. Kohli's Foverty Amid Plenty

peaple. can actually do and be. India's growth has ot been matched. by public investment in health and education: the (ol 2t (PR Uz i e e iy et UP e e eoo @t e

social-development paradox. Deploy one side of the marquee dsbate (2021 paradox question). growth. Deploy explains uneven development across states (2010) better than geography ever will.
Rob Jenkins

how 1991 survived democracy. The reforms advanced incrementally and. by low-visbility executive manocuvre, avoiding

Jagdish Bhagwati & Arvind Panagariya
the other side. Why Growth Matters: growth is the precondition of redistribution — there is nothing to share until it

is produced. The fi s more effint soil spering, not les reform, Daploy the other side ~ naming both camps is open ideological contest. Reform was sustained.precisely because it was not loudly announced. Deploy the how-did-

A reform-survive-democracy puzzle in any 199] answer.

Raghuram Rajan CEI
the verdict on what 199 left undone. Post-199] India is a “one-eyed king in the land of the blind": real but relative
progress, with land, labour and. financial-sector reform lagging. Deploy the 2020 "lberalisation without adequate

Lloyd & Susanne Rudolph
the political consequences of growth. The Green Revolution bred "bullock capitalists” — middling farmers turned
market players — and the Indian state oscillates between "demand polity" and "command polity": a centrist state

managing prossurs from below. Deploy the political-conssquences layer of Gresn Revolution and. state-caparity A Qi A e,

g Bidyut Chakrabarty
Francine Frankel the intellectual origins. He documents Nehru's admiration for the Soviet pace of development behind the Nehru-

why redistribution stalled. India's political economy shows the gradual reversal of land-reform momentum as the

Mahalanobis heavy-industry strategy. Deploy the intellectual-origins bullet of the Nehruvian-model answer (2025)

Green Revolution consolidated a rural elite. The winners of one reform blocked the next. Deploy the land-reforms

question (2016, 2025) — why redistribution stalled outside Kerala and West Bengal.

_J

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

The Plarminy Commission never had a legal spine. It was created

~N
A railway line from 1950. Cha/trabarty stands at the
first station, noting Nehru's admiration for the Soviet
pace. At Green Revolution Junction, the Rudolphs'

in March 1950 by a s/m[ule Cabinet resolution — neither
bullock capitalists climb aboard while Frankel watches

constitutional nor statutory — which is why NITT Aayng could

re/zlace it on | Jaﬂuary 2015 by the same route, without tauching the land-reform luggage loft on the platform. At the

Farliament. One line on this makes the In[ﬂnm’ng—to—NI I . 1991 /mints —change, Jenkins is the ‘Z’”bt driver —
transition a point about institutional tiesign, not just a change of MEMORY HOOK reform bff stealth, no announcements. I”S,"“t”’ Rajan
name. walks the corridor: a ane—eyeaf /eing 's train, land and
labour coaches missing. Kohli asks why the Bihar and
UP coaches lag, And at the destination board, Sen &
Dréze and Bhagwati & Pﬂnagariya arque over where
the line should end: ca’pabilfties‘ or grawth, )
S Connects 3.30 Neo-Liberal Theory of State, 18./ Globalisation — Developed & Developing Responses — the LPG turn is the minimal-
state theory applied, and the G in LPG opens the developing-country-response debate.
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Party System & Electoral

Politics

CH 14
PARTIES & SOCIAL
CLEAVAGES

The sp/ne is one arc: Congress dominance — fragmentation — coalition = a new dominance. Narrat/ng that arc

gets an average answer; naming the scholar at each turn is what lifts it. The four-card stri/z below ass/gns each

Iohase its author.

FOUR PHASES OF

THE PARTY SYSTEM

Awakening and
Decay — Manor

Congress System —
Kothari

{ ey P ————
f
{_party of consensus}_f

{ 1967-89

e e

)

dominance with
competition —
Morris-Jones

b @

post-2014 —

coalition era —

second new
democratisation dominant-party
T R R
;.kYadav & Palshikar system

7

regional parties
broaden democracy —
Jayal

7

/_{yw‘z /4./-a - Four /oﬁases, four authors — Kothari to Yadav & Falshikar.

¥ PARTY SYSTEM & ELECTORAL POLITICS

Rajni Kothari

Phase T and its author. The “Congress System": ons-party dominance operating as a "party of consensus" ringed by
"parties of pressure" — opposition working on the Congress rather than against it. He himself later recorded its
breakdown once the grass-roots organisation decayed post-Nehru. Deploy the compulsory Phase-I authority; citing his own
revision (1974) shows dapth.

W.H. Morris-Jones

the same phase, second angle. He called the arrangement "dominance coexisting with competition” — dominance inside a
genuinely competitive frame. The elections were real; the winner was predictable. Deploy pair with Kothari; the 2013
PYQ names him in the question itself.

James Manor
Phase I1. He labels 1967-89 the phase of Awakening and Decay'": ctizens awakening to new poitical possibiliies as the

old order decayed. Two processes, ane period. Deploy the Phase-IT transition bullet.
Yogendra Yadav & Suhas Palshikar

Phases I1I and 1V. The coalition era was a "second democratisation” — OBC, Dalit and regional assertion widening
representation. Post-2014 is a "new dominant-party system", echoing the Congress System in structure, not ideology.

Deploy Phases I1I and. 1V: the 2017 "one-party dominant to ane-party-led coalition” question is theirs to answer.

Joseph La Palombara & Myron Weiner
the frame beneath the phases. Farty systems are shaped by the interaction of federal structure, electoral system and
socil cleavages — the deep social divides parties mobilise. That trio is the exact frame of the 2021 PYQ. Daploy quote

the trio of subsystems as the answer's skeleton.

Zoya Hasan @EISETIIIE
the causal. link in the middle. The fragmentation of the Congress and the rise of regional parties were instrumental in the

shift to the coalition era. Deploy the causal bullet inside the Phase-II/III story.
Niraja Gopal Jayal

the normative defence. Farties based on subaltern identities (the BSP) "broaden the frontiers of Indian democracy.”

More voices in the system is a democratic gain, not a malfunction. Deploy the normative defence of regional/identity

parties against the instability charge (2015, 2018, 2022).

Kanchan Chandra & Milan Vaishnav
the pathologies, measured. Chandra's Democratic Dynasties finds about a quarter of MPs dynastic (2004-14), rooted in
how state and party institutions work; Vaishnav's When Crime Pays shows money and muscle winning selection and

cloctions. Deplay the inner-party pathologies question (2020 itra-party democracy; 20/4/2019 legislators' profle).

J
T ™ N
] Y NUGGET - worth ‘,,",,',,y ] The arc is K-M-Y: Kothari opens (Congress S_l/stem
i Kothari's label has a citation: "7he Cﬂﬂyress S‘ystem "in Indja " i — consensus 1 ingeaf bf/ /”655””’) . Manor br idges
i appeared.in Asian Survey in 1964 — written while the system i (Awakening and Decay). Yadav — with Falshikar —
E still worked, not as an obituary. The obituary came at the ballot | closes (second democratisation. then new dominance).
E box: the 1967 general election broke Congress dominance across a E Around. the strip stand the specialists: Morris-Jones
i swath of states and shrank its Lok Sabha majar/ty‘ o/nenmg ] . egccp tions frame one, “dominance coexistfng with
E Manor's "Awakening and Decay." Dating the essay before the E MEMORY HOOK competition. " Weiner (with La Falombara) holds the
1 collapse shows the examiner you know the theory pr&mded the i blueprint: federal structure, electoral system, social
H event. i cleavages. Hasan points at the crack that caused
E i frame three — Congress fragmentin} Jayal defends
E E the new arrivals: they broaden democracy 's frontiers.
H i And Chandra & Vaishnav audit the cast list: a
; E quarter dynastfc, and crime pays.
N e e e o e e e e e e e e ’ J

© Connects 17.1 Political Farties, 10.3 Legislature — Lok Sabha, Rajya Sabha, Committees — the Paper II-A typologies (Duverger, Sartori)
theorise this arc, and the Tenth Schedule is where party discipline reshapes the legislature itself.

Ch I4 - Parties & Social Cleavagzs

Swetank / ALS IAS

PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 46 / 90




Caste, Raligion, Ethnicitg & Social

AN Movements

CH 14
PARTIES & SOCIAL
CLEAVAGES

Caste became a polit/cal category, rel/g/‘on a mobilisational one. And India's movements shifted from class to

identitg — the old —new social-movements turn, read here through Indian scholars. The map below draws the

two-way traffic at the centre of it all.

THE TWO-WAY STREET — CASTE AND POLITICS

f

: h

' old class-based -
- new identity-based —
Shah /

politicisation of caste

F Mandal-Mandir, -
= one decade —
Jaffrelot

—

g

new politics of |
the marginalised —

Omvedt |

caste-isation of polifiés?
Kothari '

elites mobilise
identity —
Brass

N

e

environmentalism
of the poor —

~ Guha & Gadgil

N 7

dominant caste —
Srinivas .4

civic networks
resist riots —
Varshney

Co Democracy did not dissolve caste; each remade the other.la

/_/yw*e /4./-b - Caste and /a//'t/'cs re/mli/'ﬂy each other — with Mandal-Mandjr and the movements around them.

¥ CASTE, RELIGION, ETHNICITY & SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

M.N. Srinivas

the conceptual toolkit. The "dominant caste" — numerically strong, land-holding, locally powerful — and.the vote-bank
explain how such castes command local politics. Kothari and D.L. Sheth extended this into the secularisation of caste:
ritual. rank loosening while political function grows. Deploy the conceptual toolkit for the 2021/2023 caste-politics

questions.

Rajni Kothari

the thesis in one line. The twin formula: the "politicisation of caste and caste-isation of politics". Democracy did not

dissolve caste; each remade the other. Deploy the one-line thesis statement of any caste-and-democracy answer.

Christophe Jaffrelot

the 19905 in one pairing. Dalit-0BC assertion reshaped. the political landscape — a silent transfer of power in North India
— while the rise of Hindutva was the counter-mobilisation of the same decade. Mandal and Mandir, one decade, two
mobilsations. Deplay the Mandal-Mandir pairing that structures the 2023 “epochal shift 1989-99" answer.

Paul Brass QEIETTI
the elite-manjpulation lens. Instrumentalism means identities are tools: communal identities are mobilised by elites for
political ends. And the Indian state's ethnicity strategy has four foatures: full cultural expression but no secession

accommodate language, not religion; require broad support; involve all disputing groups. Deploy the ethnicity/North-East

Ashutosh Varshney CEISEETITD
the empirical answer to riots. His central claim, from studying communal riots city by city: cities with dense inter-
communal.civic and. associational. life resist riots, while segregated ones burn. Institutions, not sermons, keep the peace.

Deploy the constructive answer to communal. violence — institutions, not sermons.

Gail Omvedt QEREEII
the movements as deepening, not disorder. With D.L. Sheth, she read India's movements as carriers of a "new politics”
of the marginalised — Dalit, anti-caste and women's assertion as democratic deepening. Deploy frames Dalit assertion

(Ambedkar's "Educate, Agitate, Organise") as movement-to-party democratisation.

Ramachandra Guha & Madhav Gadgil

the Indian environmental frame. This Fissured Land: India's is an "environmentalism of the poor” — livelihood struggles
over forests, water and land, not Western post-material aesthetics. Feople fight for the forest because they eat from it.
Deplay the compulsory frame for Chipko/NBA/ Tuticorin questions (2013, 2019, 2023)

Ghanshyam Shah
the map of the whols field. Social Movements in India is the standard. taxonomy: old class-based movements giving way to
new identity-based ones. He also flags the women's movement's fragmentation by caste, class and region — the internal

Limit. Deploy the organising taxonomy plus the internal-limits bullet for the 2014 scope-and-limits question.

question (2022) and. any answer needing the lens.
J
"' _______________________________________________ 3 N
[ Y NUGGET - worth ‘,,",,',,y i One town square. Srinivas maps who owns the
i The Mandal in "Mandal-Mandir" has exact dates. The Mandal i surrounding land — the dominant caste. Kothari
i Commission under B.P. Mandal re[uarted in 1980, recnmmend/ng E paints the two-way arrows on the main road: caste
i 27% reservation for OBCs — and the report sat in a drawer for ] politicised‘ /wlitics caste-ised. Jaffrelot films the
i a decade until V.P. Singh /'mlulemented it in 1990. Indra E 1990s from the clock-tower: a silent transfer of
] Sawlmcy (1992) then upheld it, add/’ng the creamy—lﬂyer ] pouels below, Hindutva's counter -procession above ~
i exclusion. The ten-year gap between report and im/ulementﬂt/nn is E * Mandal and Mandir. Brass P“lls back the curtain on
| itself the Brass point: fdentity becomes Inolit/cs when elites decide E MEMORY HOOK the puppeteers: elites mabilising identit] Var shney
E the moment is ,«,'g},t' ] counts the mixed clubs — where Hindus and Muslims
[ i share associations, the square stays calm. Omvedt
i E marches in with the new /wlitics of the marginalisei
E E Guha & Gadgil guard the forest gate —
E i environmentalism of the poor. Shah stands at the
i E notice-board holding the map of every march.
e e e e e " /

© Connects 17.3 Social Movements, 7.50 B.R. Ambedkar — the theory spine (relative deprivation, resource mobilisation, NSM) analyses

these cases, and Ambedkar is where Dalit movement, party and constitutional politics converge.
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Comparativs Politics — Nature & the
Political-l:-conomg Approach

CH 15
COMPARATIVE POLITICS -
APPROACHES

Comparative Ioolitics is a method before it is a subject. The pol/tical-economy ap/zroach applies that method to one

master tluastion: who producas, who owns, and who distributes. E very scholar below is a different answer to that

quest/‘on.

Political Economy — who produces, owns, distributes?

2 N\

o |

LIBERAL

@

MARXIST

Loy >

| state supplies |

i | the frame

-

®

DEPENDENCY

Smith — Marx — Frak—  [[?]| Wallerstein— Polanyi —
invisible hand instrument of development of core, double movement
e dominant class underdevelopment semiperiphery, T

N T
Ifr @

WORLD-SYSTEMS

il

STATIST

Evans —
embedded autonomy |

P

periphery

K

DIA
‘ Patnaik:
l| liberalisation squeezes
| the working poor

G One question: who produces, who owns, who distributes .°;

/_/yw*e /5.1 - Five lenses on one economy — liberal, Marxist, z{e/agm/eﬂcy, world.- -systems, statist — with Fatnaik //ﬂ/z{/'/r_y the Indjan corner.

€ COMPARATIVE POLITICS - NATURE & THE POLITICAL-ECONOMY APPROACH

Adam Smith

Start with the "invisible hand". Market exchange, Smith argues, converts private interest into public good without
anyone planning it. The state supplies the frame — law, contract, order — not the plan. Deploy open the liberal
lineage of the PE approach before turning to its critics.

Karl Marx

Marx flips Smith over. The state is the instrument of the dominant class, and politics is superstructure — the
upper floor of a building whose foundation is production relations. Change the foundation and the floor moves with
it. Deploy the Marxist strand of the PE approach (2016 PYQ) — economy determines, politics manages.

A.G. Frank

Frank's phrase carries the whole school: "the development of underdevelpment”. The core — the rich centre of
the world economy — actively produces the periphery's poverty. Underdevelopment is done to the South; it is not
native to it. Deploy the capitalist-model-of-development-for-the-(Global-South prompt.

Immanuel Wallerstein

Wallerstein widens Frank’s lens to the whole planet. There is one capitalist world-economy with three zones:
core, semiperiphery, periphery. A state's development prospects are fixed by its position in that system, not by its
stage of growth. Deploy upgrades dependency into a systemic theory — always pair with Frank.

Karl Polanyi
Polanyi names the “double movement": society spontaneously protecs itself against the self-requlating market.
Markets push; society pushes back. Deploy explains welfare states, farm protests and the globalisation backlash in

one move.

Peter Evans

Evans asks what successful development actually requires. His answer is "embedded autonomy": o bureaucracy
connected to business yet not captured by it. Close enough to know industry, independent enough to discipline it.
Deploy the developmental-state answer to both market and Marxist determinism.

Prabhat Patnaik

Patnaik carries the Marxist PE critique of neoliberalism into the Indian debate. Liberalisation, he arques,
disciplines the state and squeezes the working poor. Deploy the Indian voice that keeps a PE answer from being
purely Western.

J
Y NUGGET - worth knowing Picture one bazaar. Smith stands at the stalls,
Polﬂny/ published The Great Transformation in 1944 — the very admiring the invisible. hand. at work. Marx lifis the
year the Bretton Woods conference met to rebuild the world flaorboard-s o _5% who l?WﬂS t%tem. Frank and o
market his book was warning against. One dated line like this Wallerstein climb the hill behind: from up there it is
shows the examiner that the double movement is history, not just . one world-market, rich at the centre, poor at the
theory. MEMORY HOOK edges. Palanyi watches the crowd /msh back when
prices bite. Evans notes the one official who knows
every trader yet takes no favours. And Patnaik reads
the whole scene from an Indian bazaar. One market,
five vantage points — that is the palitical—economy
alpproach.
________________________________________________ J

© Connects 19.3 Marxism (IR), 8.1 Globalisation — Developed & Developing Responses — the dependency/world-systems strand and

FPolanyi's double movement recur there as IR theory and as the South's globalisation critique.
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The Political-Sociolo_qy s
COMPARATIVE POLITICS -
APP"OGGII APPROACHES

This approach dissolves the legal state into society. It reads pol/t/cs through systams, functions, culture and

claavages instead of constitutions. For UPSC it is the home grounaf of the structural-functional toolkit.

The Political-Sociology Approach — the conversion machine

f' Almond & Verba—

1§

affluence
before

authoritative
L. allocation of values

caste is the idiom
of mobilisation

] Almond & Powell — same functior;sr,r varying struchure

(o Structures vary, functions do not °)

/_/yarg /5.2 - Faston's conversion ne — n, sions out — with the culture gauge above and the critics /mmmzr/ﬂ] from the side.
@ THE POLITICAL-SOCIOLOGY APPROACH
David Easton C. Wrigltt Mills
Easton gives the field its working definition: politics is the “authoritative allocation of Mills names the "power elite": a fused military-corporate-political directorate that
values for a society". Systems theory pictures politics as a conversion machine. The governs behind democratic forms. The machine has hidden operators. Deploy the conflict-
political system takes in inputs — demands and supports — and turns them into outputs, theory counterweight to functionalist harmony.

meaning binding decisions. Deploy the definitional opening for any systems/input-output

Theda Skocpol.

question.

Skocpol's slogan is "bring the state back in". Society-centred analysis forgot that states
Gabriel Almond & G.B. Powell are autonomous actors with capacities and agendas of their own. D&Play the standard
Almond and Powell add the parts list. Every system performs the same input functions critique of the whole sociocentric family.
- lisation, articulation, aggregation, jcation — and the same output functions

kajni Kothari

Kothari supplies the Indian correction. Caste is the idiom of Indian democratic

and, rul

lo-maki / b
of r g, 1t g

appli Structures vary across countries;
functions do not. Deploy the comparative grid that lets you compare India with Britain

and China in one frame. mobilisation, not its enemy; tradition modernises politics rather than blocking it. Deploy

Almond & Verba

The "civic culture" is their measuring gauge. Stable democracy needs a balanced mix of

the Indian case that forces every imported category to bend.

parochial, subject and participant orientations — citizens who care, obey and take part in
proportion. Democracy, on this view, is a cultural achievement. Deploy the 2025
political-socialisation PYQ (open vs closed societies).

S.M. Lipset

Lipset lists the social requisites of democracy: affluence, urbanisation and education come
first, stable democracy follows. State the thesis cleanly. Then break it on India —
democracy without prior affluence. Deploy state the thesis, then break it on India —

democracy without prior affluence.

-
~N
See politics as one machine on a factory floor. Easton built the conveyor: demands go in one end, binaffng decisions come out the
other. Almond walks the line labelling every part /7_1/ its function, and Verba checks the operatars' culture on a gauge above.
MEMO ;Y HOOK Lipset insists the factary on[y runs in a prosperous town. Then the critics arrive. Mills points to tftree managers upstairs who
really run it. 5/!00/70[ discovers the machine has a will of its own. And Kothari reports that India's machine runs on caste fuel —
and runs well.
J

© Connects 15.4 Other Perspectives & Approaches, 3I.I Democracy (Global Concern) — structural-functionalism's "status-quoism" critique
and. the civic-culture /democratisation debate carry this section forward.
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CH 15

The Coz_rparativo Method — Limitations cogoszIfer/}gw
& the Evolution of Approachos APPROACHES

The comparat/ve method stands in for the exloar/ment polit/cal science cannot run. It is Ioowerful, indisloansable -

and structurally frag/le. The approaches themselves evolved from legal descr/ption to behaviour to mean/ng.

The Comparative Method — evolution and limits

TRADITIONAL— ], )
descriptive, ‘ BEHAVIOURAL

: formal-legalistic

1 POST-BEHAVIOURAL—?

[ INTERPRETIVE - |
thick description
(Geertz, Taylor)

credo of relevance

(Easton)

 Przeworski & Teune —
{Et—similar, most-different desig

M N

" Macridis £ © ==
1955 —
four-fold &
indictment =

S

10!
Lt

G Substitute for the controlled experiment — powerful, fragile 9

F/_’y//re /5.5 + /5.4 - The river of zl//rﬂacﬁzs ~ tradjtional to interpretive — with the method's two rocks midstream and its two repair ér/'z/_yzs above.

€ THE COMPARATIVE METHOD - LIMITATIONS & THE EVOLUTION OF APPROACHES

Arend Lijphart

Lyphart names the method's core wound: "many variables, small N".
N simply means the number of cases you can compare. Too many
candidate explanations chase too few countries. Deploy the technical

heart of every limitations answer.

Giovanni Sartori (RTINS

Sartori adds the second wound.: "concept-stretching". Make a concept
travel across many cases and it gains reach but loses precision. A
"party" that covers everything explains nothing. Deploy pair with
Lijphart — the two canonical Limits.

Przeworski & Teune

They supply the repairs. Most-similar and most-different systems

designs choose cases deliberately, so the one variable that matters
stands isolated. Deploy shows the examiner you know the method's

repairs, not just its wounds.

Roy Macridis
Macridis delivered the four-fold indictment in 1955. The traditional

approach was parochial, conﬁ_qurativs, descrrptive and farmal—le_qalfstic
— it studied a few Western constitutions and called that comparison.

Deploy the hinge of the traditional-vs-modern PYQ (2010).

David Easton QUEIIETITING

Easton then turned on his own revolution. The post-behavioural “credo

of relevance” puts relevance and action above technique for its own

sake. Deploy completes the traditional— behavioural = post-behavioural

arc in one line.

Clifford Geertz & Charles Taylor

The interpretive turn goes further: political facts are socially
constructed meanings, not objects. Geertz calls the craft "thick
descriptian " Eylar calls humans "self—interpreting animals". Dsplog

the 2024 interpretive-approach PYQ — UPSC's newest frontier.
Granville Austin

Austin reads India's Constitution as an instrument of “social
revolution”. Institutions here are engines of change, not quardians of
the status quo. Deploy the rebuttal to structural-functionalism's

stability bias — institutions can be engines of change.

~
Draw the disc/;pline as a river. It rises in the traditional hills — Iparochial, le‘qaL descrr;ptive — until Macridis afynamites that
source in 1955. It runs fast through the behavioural Iplain, then Easton bends it toward relevance, and it now empties into the
* . . . : . . .
MEMORY HOOK interpretive delta of Geertz and Fzylor, where facts are meanings. Midstream sit two rocks every boat must dadge: Lyphart s
many variables, small N and Sartori's concept—stretohing. Przeworski & Teune build the two bridges over them. On the bank
stands Austin, halding a constitution that changes the river's course.
J

Chl5- Comparat/'vz Politics — /lpproanhas

S Connects 15.3 Limitations of Comparative Methods, 16.] State Sovereignty & Interdependence — India as the "crucial case” that broke
the modernisation thesis is both a triumph of the method and proof of its small-N fragility.
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CH 16
The State in Com,;arative Perspactivo - COMPARATIVE

POLITICS - THE
16.1 + 16.2 Ca,u’talist & Socialist Economies STATE

One abstraction, many bodies: "“the state" appears as minimal, welfare, mixed or socialist depending on the
economy beneath it. Meanwhile globalisat/on erodes its oloerational sovereignty — its working control — while

leaving the lagal title intact.

The State across Economic Systems — forms and eroded sovereignty

- Strange — security, production, finance, knowledge JI

Held —
i sovereignty
| transformed, |
|| not terminated |}

lost location of
power, not
legal title

minimal —
Nozick

Tilly —
war made
the state

Linz &gi;an?lndia a state-nation,
one political roof

Anderson: nations are
imagined communities

G Same abstraction, different forms; erosion is operational, not legal :

/_/yare 16./ + /6.2 - The minimal-to-socialist spectrum, with Strzm]e s four power structures Jm//r/'ﬁf soverelgnty from above and India’s state-nation /m/l//r] the
Haoor.

Charles Tilly David Held
Begin with origins. "War made the state and the state made war": the modern Held sees gla/)alisatwn creating "averlapping communities of fate" — problems
state is a lzy-praduct of coercion and extraction, not of any contract. Rulers that bind peaple across borders faster than national democrﬂcy can follow.
taxed to fig/lt, and the tax machmery became the state. Dufloy the origins Sovere/_/]nty is transformed, not terminated. Dsplay the transformationalist
bullet that instantly deepens any state answer. verdict UPSC rewards.
Robert Nozick Linz & Stepan
Nozick marks one pale, Only the minimal state — protection, contracts, not/lm_/] Their category for India: a "stat tion", not a nati tate. Multiple cultural
more — is marally le_qrt/mate; anythmg lar_qer violates rights. Dufloy one pole of identities are held within one pal/twal roof rather than melted into one nation.
the minimal-vs-welfare spectrum (2013 PYQ on l/berty). Dsploy the 2012 nation-state-synonymity PYQ, answered thraugh India.
Friedrich Hays/t Benedict Anderson
Haye/t attacks the other pole with the knowledge problem. No plarmer can Anderson dissolves the nation itself. Nations are "imagined communities” — the
gﬂther the d/sperseni information that prices aggregate automatrcally. That is the nation-state is a powerful organising myth, not a socwlo_qmal fact. Doplay pairs
deep critique of the socialist command state, not Just a complaint about with Linz & Steplm to di tle nati tate eq L
ineff/c/ency. Dufloy brrd_qes 16.2 to the CMEA callapsz,
Susan Stranys
Strange perfarms the sharpest autopsy of sovereignty. Power has migrated to
whoever commands the security, /Jroduction, finance and knowledge structures.
The state has lost the location of power, not its le_/]al title. Duplay the sharpest
one-line anatomy of "eroded sovereignty "
-
~N
The state is a house. Tflly built it under fire — war laid every brick. Nozick wants m;thing but walls and locks. Haye/z warns
that no owner can /Jlan every room; prices know the house better than any /zlarmer. Then look up: Strange shows the electricity,
* ; . ) . .
water and money now come from gr/ds outside the property. Held sees the ne/ghbours fates lea/zmg over the fence. Anderson
MEMORY HOOK . ) L o ) ) ) "
wh/spers that the fam/ly portrait in the hall is /magmed anyway. And Linz & Stelpan point to India - many families, one roof,
still stanaffnf
J

S Connects 16.2 State Forms & Functions in Diverse Economic Systems, 28.2 Socialist Economies & CMEA — the minimal/welfare /socialist
spectrum runs straight into the command economy's rise and collapse.
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Parties & Pressure Groups in CH 17

. . PARTIES, GROUPS &
17.1 + 17.2 Com,mratlve Porspactlva

MOVEMENTS
Eepresentat/on flows throu_qh two channels. Parties seek office; pressure groups seek influence without office.
UPSC tests both theor&t/cally, with India as the stand/ng hybr/d case.

Parties & Pressure Groups — the evolution and the duel

Schaﬁszhﬁéijdér — democracy unthinkable save in terms of parties

o ][ ©
CADRE — MASS —

Duverger Duverger

3l CATCH-ALL—

a 3

® @
CARTEL —

Kirchheimer, l Katz & Mair,
harvest the | parties fuse with
median voter J the state

groups ‘
| disperse power

. cr:tgis 707f7partyr &éﬂ&c?acy

India: caste and region
generate distinct
cleavage line

G Sartori: ideological distance matters more than number

/‘_/J'Wre 171+ /7.2 - The four ages of the party — cadre to cartel — with Dahl and Olson wz/"y///'ﬂy pressure groups at the end of the strip.

€ PARTIES & PRESSURE GROUPS IN COMPARATIVE PERSPECTIVE

E.E. Schattschneider
“Modern democracy is unthinkable save in terms of parties. " Open with
that line. Then show what happens when parties decay. Deploy the

pompulsary opening line; then show what happens when parties decay.

Maurice Duvsrgcr LENS - IGNOUY

Duverger sorts part/'zs into cadre and mass types, and adds Duvergzr's
Law. Plurality systems — winner-takes-the-seat elections — tend toward
two-partism; Iuroportional representation, where seats mirror vote shares,

breeds multipartism. Deploy the electoral-systems x party-systems PYQ.

Otto Kirchheimer

Kirchheimer names the next stage: the "catch-all party ". Post-war part/’es
shed ideology and class anchors to harvest the median voter. The church
broadens into a supermarket. Deploy the middle step of the

cadre —mass —¥catch-all = cartel evolution.

Katz & Mair

Katz and Mair complete the arc with the “cartel party": parties fuse with
the state and live on public resources. Hence a "“crisis of party democracy”
— the reprzsentat/’ves now bzlong to the state theg were meant to check.

Deploy the decline-of-parties thesis with a mechanism, not a lament.

Giovanni Sartori (AT

Sartori measures systems by izleolog/’pal distance, not headcount. Moderate
versus polarisezl Iuluralism matters more than the mere number of ‘part/'esA

Deploy classify India before evaluating it.

Ll;put & Rokkan

Western party systems stand "frozen" around historic cleavages — the old
social fault lines of centre—/zerl}aherg, church-state, laﬂd—fndustry, owner-
worker. Dsploy then contrast India, where caste and reg/'on generate

distinct plzavage lines.

Samuel Huntington QRTINS
developis ot gy

In ping Hunting

that creates order". Organisation must absorb mobilisation, or mobilisation

arques, the party is "the institution

overwhelms the state. Ds'nloy the part/'zs-stalzilfse»fragile-democracfes

prompt.

Robert Dahl vs Mancur Olson

The pressure-group verdict is a duel. Dahl: groups disperse power and
check elites. Olson: small, orgam'sezi groups free-ride on the diffuse many
and bias Iualfcy toward themselves. Dalnlny the pramatz-or—umlerm/nz—

democracy verdict (2016, 2021) in one contrast.

*

MEMORY HOOK

Hang four portraits of the same party as it ages. First the small cadre club of notables; then Duverger s disc/;plined mass army; N
then Kirchheimer's catch-all supermar/tet chasfng the median shopper; finally Katz & Mair's cartel firm, living off the state's
/zayralL Schattschneider stands at the gallery door: no parties, no democracy. Sartori measures the distance between portraits;
Lipset & Rokkan note the gallery was built on frozen fault lines; Huntfngton says in new states the party is the building. At the
exit, Dahl and Olson arque over who the pressure groups really serve.

/

S Connects 17.2 Pressure Groups, 17.3 Social Movements — when parties cartelise and groups capture, movements claim the vacated

representational space.

Ch I7 - Farties, Grou/zs & Movements
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Social Movements in Devel

Davalo,)in_q Societies

0F6d &

CH 17
PARTIES, GROUPS &
MOVEMENTS

The syllabus Iohras/n_q fOI"C&S a GOMPGI’[SDH. If‘l th& North, "naw" movements f'ld@ Ioost-material VG[LI@S — concerns

beyomi bread and physical secur/ty. In the South, movements fuse survival demands with /afentity claims in the

same march.
Social Movements — North and South
Y - T e T\
<1 DEVELOPED — new movements | | DEVELOPING — survival plus identity |
L ; 18 P y
Inglehart — ————— — Chatterjee —
material to post-material values || €=} M;LUCCi—d political society,
submerge » :
I St negotiated claims
Touraine —
conflict over historicity & Parkin—
&b - middle-class
Hab radicalism
abermas —
defend the lifeworld
McCarthy & Zald —
organisation is the variable ; e, Lk A
: Chipko, NBA:
3\ 7

Ay

the new-vs-old

G ~ North debates direction; South marches for survival and identity 53

binary blurs

/_/yw‘z /7.3 - Two marches, one tﬁzwy /oraﬁ/zm — the North's /ast-mater/a/ banners and the South's survival -//us-/ieﬂt/’ty Fusion, with Kﬁﬂttz/yn at the
Junction.

€ SOCIAL MOVEMENTS IN DEVELOPED & DEVELOPING SOCIETIES

Ronald Inglehart

Inglehart su/}plies the engine. As societies grow materially secure, values
shift from material to past-mater/’al — and that shift is the demand base

of the new movements. Ds'nlay the causal engine of every "what makes

NSMs new" answer (201, 2014, 2019).

Alain Touraine (AT

Touraine names the new battlefield. In post—/’miustr/'ﬂl society the central
conflict is over "h/'stor/'city " — over who defines society 's direction — not
over wages. Doflay the theoretical signature that separates NSMs from

labour movements.

Jiirgen Habermas

For Habermas, NSMs defend the lifeworld — the shared world of
evzry:iay meaning — aqainst its colonisation by money and administrative
power. Do'ulay the most quatable line on whg NSMs palit/'vise culture,
/':ient/'ty and evnlagy,

Alberto Melucci @A
Melucci looks beneath the marches. Movements are laboratories of
collective idzntity, sustained in "submerged networks" and visible anly

epfsadically. Dtlnlay explains why NSMs look argﬂnisutianﬂlly thin yet

culturally durable.
-

McCarthy & Zald

The American counter-school ch

sion M, "
g the q b are
rational organisations marshﬂlling resources; grievance is constant,
organisation is the variable. Dtlnlay the American counter-school to

European identity thenry — cite both for range.

Frank Parkin
Farkin adds the class lproffl& NSMs run on middle-class radicalism, not
prnletﬂrian anger. Dsflay the class—lnroﬁlz point that impresses in the

advanced- vs»devzlolping comparison.

Partha Chatterjee
Chatter/’ee exlnlams why the birmry blurs in the South. Most Indians

engage the state thraugh "/Jolitical society " negotiated, lpara»legal
claims — not the civil society NSM theory presumes. Dsflny the
canvzptual reason the new-vs-old bl'rmry blurs in the South ( Ch/’/}ko, NBA
fuse survival with identity).

J
~

Walk two streets at once. On the Northern street the marchers are fed and secure: Inglehart fuels their past—material

banners, Touraine names their fight over society s direction, Habermas has them guaraffng the lifeworld, Melucci traces the

* submerged networks under their feet, Parkin checks their middle-class afegrees, and McCarthy & Zald audit their fundingA
MEMORY HOOK L . L . )

Turn to the Southern street. There Chatter/ee 's marchers carry survival and uientlty in the same hand — Chlp/to huggmg trees

for firewood and forest rights, the NBA fighting for homes and meaning. Two streets, one exam answer.
J

S Connects 7.1 Political Parties, 31.4 Gender Justice — movements either feed the party system or replace it; the women's movement is

the syllabus's running NSM case.

Ch I7 - Farties, Grou/zs & Movements
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Globalisation — Developed vs Develo,)in_q

Res,mnses

CH I8
GLOBALISATION

One process, two exloer/ences. The North debates a disrupt/on it once exporteul; the South negot/ates terms it

never set. India's answer is calibrated, sovere/_qn /ntegrat/on - join the process, but on Your own terms.

globalisation — three theses on one scale

Appadurai — five -scapes

time-space
(I compression

- Stiglitz
managed
. for creditors

Rodrik ‘ :
trilemma— || /f Ohmae — Wination-state|
pick two i borderless i a nostalgic \}

. fiction .

; Bhagwati —
anti-poverty
machine

sceptic —
i globalisation |
overstated

India: c;lil;rate,
sovereign

G Transformationalist verdict: restructured, not obsoietewD

integration

/_/yure /8.] - The three-theses scale — /%aery/aéﬂ//st pan against sceptic pan, transformationalist verdjct on the beam, Indja 5#201%'//] the base.

¥ GLOBALISATION - DEVELOPED VS DEVELOPING RESPONSES

Held & McGrew

Their grfd organises everuthing. Three theses compete:
hylperglobalist (the state is obsolete), sceptic (i globalisatian is
0verstated), transformationalist ( the state is restructured, not
removed). Dsplay myam'se the entire answer with this grid, then

adopt the transformationalist verdict.

Kenichi Ohmae QETIEETING

Ohmae announces the "borderless world": region-states and

Then knock it down. Dalploy state it to refute it — the strawman
that sets up Held.

Anthony Giddens

Giddens defines the process itself. Globalisation is time-space
compression: distant events restructure local life at rising speei

Dsplay the definitional bullet for "nature and d_unamics " prompts.

Joseph Stiglitz

Stfglitz relocates the fault. The problem is how globalisation is
managed, not gla/)alisation itself,' IMF-st_ule sexluencing served
credftors, not the poor. Doflay the reformist crft/}lue — the South

wants better terms, not exit.

-

markets render the nation-state a nosta[gic fiction. State it lzoldlu

Dani Rodrik

Rodrik states the trilemma: hylper-glabalfsatfon, national
all three t g th

sovereignty and demacracu - Im’c/( two, b

cannot hold. Dsplay the single most Ipowerful analytic device for
the degla/zalisation PYQ (2024).

Jagdish Bhagwati
Bhagwati holds the other pan. In Defense of Globalization arques

trade-led growth is the most reliable anti-poverty machine on
record. Doflay the counter-voice that kee[ps Your answer a debate,

not a lament.

Arjun Appadurai

Aplpadurai adds the Iparagralph nabody else writes. Global cultural
flows move through disjunctive "-scapes 7= ethrw-, media-,
techrm-, ﬁnance-, ideo- — so homogenisation and heteragenisation

run tagetheh thlay the culture Iparagralph nobodu else writes.

MEMORY HOOK

Build the answer as a scale. In one pan, Ohmae /ziles the huperglobalist wei‘qhts — borderless world, markets over states. In N
o the other, the sceptics pile doubt — globalisatian overstated. The beam itself is Held & McGrew's transformationalist verdict,
with Giddens engraving "time—space compression " along it. Around the scale stand the auditors: Stiglitz disputes how the
weighing is manged, Rodrik warns You may /zee/; only two of three wei‘qhts‘ Bhaywati defends the instrument autright.
Appadurai points out that culture flows over the scale in five "—scapes " India stands at the base, ealibrating.
J/

S Connects 28.4 Globalisation of the World Economy, 16.1 State Sovereignty & Interdependence — the economic architecture of the same
process, and the sovereignty debate it reopens.

Ch 18 - Globalisation
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-
Realism & Naorcalism IR - THEORIES & APPROACCH/-/E/Z

Realism is the oldest grammar of IR. Its vocabulary is anarchy — no ruler above states — plus state-centrism,

salr’-/wlp and national interest. It was born as the disillusioned answer to a liberal hope that h/story falsified.

Realism & Neorealism — the board with no referee

Morgenthau —
. human nature,
. interest defined
N\ s power

Carr —
utopianism
charged, power
| drives states !

i

anarchic structure, .-
capabilities vary -~

Walt —
balance threat,

ranarchyﬁ : :

no ruler |
above states

| Mearsheimer — l
maximise power, |

regional
hegemony  }iH
SRS

Subrahmanyam:
strategic autonomy |
over moralism

/‘-/_'yz/re /9./ - The realist chessboard — ﬂ/mr;ﬁy sets the rules, the //ﬂyers 5///'15 over whether nature or structure moves the preces.

¥ REALISM & NEOREALISM

E.H. Carr John Mearsheimer

Carr opens the trial. The Twenty Years' Crisis charged the idealists with "utopianism": Mearsheimer pushes the logic to its edge. Anarchy plus uncertainty drives states to

mistaking aspirations for facts while power and self-interest actually drive states. Deploy maximise. relative power toward regional hegemony — unchallenged domir over their

open with the First Great Debate — it makes realism intelligible as a corrective. neighbourhood (The Tragedy of Great Fower Folitics). Deploy the lens for China's conduct
in Asia.

Hans Mnrgtnt/mu

Morgenthau codifies the doctrine in six principles of political realism. Folitics obeys sttlnlun Walt

objective laws rooted in human nature, and its signpost is "interest defined in terms of Walt refines the trigger. States balance not raw power but threat — a compound of power,

power". Deploy the compulsory core of any classical-realism answer (2015, 2017). proximity, offensive capability and perceived intent. Deploy explains why India balances
China, not America.

Kenneth Waltz

Waltz moves the cause. Conflict flows not from human nature but from anarchic structure: K. Suﬁrnhmnnynm

units are alike, only the distribution of capabilities varies, and balances recur whether Subrahmanyam is the architect of Indian strategic thought: national security, self-reliance

intended or not. Deploy the Morgenthau-vs-Waltz contrast is UPSC's favourite prompt and strategic autonomy over moralism. Deploy the Indian anchor most scripts miss —

(2015, 2018, 2021). realism is the floor of Indian policy, not its ceiling.

John Herz

Herz names the engine: the security dilemma. Measures one state takes for its own

security diminish the security of others, and mistrust spirals even among status-quo

powers. Deploy the engine that connects anarchy to arms races — apply to India-China.

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

Mnrgenthau lived his theory before he wrote it. A Jewish
scholar, he fled Nazi Germany in the 1930s and reached America
asa refugee,' Folitics Among Nations (1948) distils that

experience of watching legalism and gnod intentions fail against

Realism is a chessboard with no referee — that
absence is anarchy. Carr begfns /75 clearing away the
spectators who mistook their hopes for the rules.
Margenthau says the ‘players' nature makes the game
what it is; Waltz replies that the board itself does,

*
whoever sits down. Herz notices that every defensive

raw power. One line on this turns his "trag/'v view of Iuolitics "

MEMORY HOOK

Gromla phrase Iiitola bingraphy. move frightens the opponent into moving too — the
security dilemma. Mearsheimer lplays to dominate the
whole board; Walt watches which piece feels

threatening, not which is biggest. And Subrahmanyam

plays India's side — caolly, without sermons.

J

S Connects 23.3 Balance of Power & Deterrence, 36.4 India-China Relations — realism's self-help logic is applied in the security chapters
and, lived on the LAC.
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Liberalism & Neoliberal
Institutionalism

CH 19
IR - THEORIES &
APPROACHES

L/beral/sm answers the one (lll@Sthh real/sm ZEGVGS 0/76”.' cooperation. It ShOWS hOW commerce, democracy ﬂﬂd

institutions c/wn_qe what rational states can achieve together. The billiard balls become a web.

Liberalism — how the web replaces the billiard ball

Kant —
republics,

federation,
cosmopolitan
right

Angell —

conquest

no longer
pays

realist state-centrism

Wilson —
collective
security,
open

covenants

T
democracies

transaction costs,
cooperation after
\,_hegemony

India: reformed
multilateralism —
democratise it,

don't abandon it

Commerce, democracy, institutions change what states can achievej

ﬁyz/re /9.2 - Kant's three /efs — commerce, szacrﬂcy, /nstitutions — spinning the cobweb that rg,a/ﬂ;es the billiard-ball world.

@ LIBERALISM & NEOLIBERAL INSTITUTIONALISM

Immanuel Kant QEIETS

Kant lays the foundation. Pzrpetual peace rests on three legs: republics, a
federation of states, and casmppalitan right, Ei very later liberal argument grows
from one of these legsA Dsplay the ‘uh/‘losaphical foundation every liberalism

answer should name once.

Norman Angell @EIERCIER
An_qell 's The Great Illusion makes the commercial case: conquest no langer pays
in an ecanamicﬂlly interdspendent world — one where societies depend on each

other's markets. Daploy the Ipre-/ 914 thesis mocked by war yet vindicated by
the EU.

Woodrow Wilson QG

Wilson turns theary into architecture. The Fourteen Points and the League
offered collective security and open covenants as the institutional cure for war.

Dsplay the idealism whose collapse tri_q_qered the First Great Debate.

Michael Doyle
Dﬂyle supplies the evidence. The Kantian dyadic claim holds: democracies do

not r’i_qht each other. Dclnloy the strongest empiricﬂl law liberalism owns — and

note its use to justfrry demﬂcrﬂcy promotion.

Keohane & Nye

ﬁ_qether they redraw the map as com‘ulex interde‘uzndencz: mult/ple channels
between societies, no fixed hierarchy of issues, declinin_q utility of force. The
cobweb re‘ulaces the billiard ball. Dclnloy the standard rebuttal to realist

state-centrism.

Robert Keohane (EFTIR]

Keohane's After He g Y explﬂins the

transaction costs and sulplply information, so cooperation stays rational even

hinery. Institutions lower

without a he_qemon -a single dominant power underwritin_q the order. Hence
the move from relative to absolute qains. Dsplay the theoretical core of "why

institutions matter".

& J
E Y NUGGET - worth "'”W""y E Where realists see billiard balls colliding, liberals

E Angell Ipublished The Great Illusion in 1910 — four years before E GG web. Kant anchors its three main threads —

| the war that seemed to ridicule it. Yet in 1933, the year Hitler E republics, federation, cosmapolitan right. Angell

H took power, Angell won the Nobel Feace Prize. The timing is the | weaves in commerce: tear the web and ever Yyone

E lesson: his claim was not that war is impossible, but that it no E bleeds. Wilson tries to hang the whole web on one

! langer pays - and 1914-45 Iuraved the cost, not the /””ﬁt‘ : N institutional frame, the League. and watches it fall.

i i Doyle then tests the threads and finds one law that

i i MEMORY HOOK ) )

! ] holds: democratic strands never snap against each

i i other. Keohane & Nye map the finished cobweb —

E d many channels, no hierarchy, little force — and

H E Keohane shows it holds even after the b/'ggest spfder

! : leaves. India asks only that the web be rewoven

1 E wider.

e . )

S Connects 2I.| Functionalist & System Theory, 29.1 Vision vs Reality of the UN — functionalism is liberalism's engineering wing, and the

UN is its stress test.
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Marxist IR, World-Sgstams &
Depandency

CH 19
IR - THEORIES &
APPROACHES

Where realism sees states in anarchy, this family sees classes in one cap/tal/st world economy. Its quast/on is

blunt: who is the system for? E very scholar below answers it from a different floor of the same structure.

Marxist IR — one world economy, whose order?

exchange
transfer/
value WQ

Lenin — Amin — Gramsci —
imperialism, unequal hegemony:
highest stage consent plus
of capitalism coercion

/ Linklater —
Cox = —> widen the
Hlneory ? \ \ moral
always for it
some%ne Q‘\/\( community
7
delinking e Chimnit
imni (TWAIL):
PER’P HERY contest the
making of
(Wallerstein's name) international law

States are positions in a hierarchy, not equal units

/_/yw‘z /9.3 - The concentric war//—gcaﬂamy ~ value //aw/ﬂy inward from /aer/'/ﬁ”y to core, consent //aw/ﬂy outward — with Chimni contesting the rules from

Delhi.

® MARXIST IR, WORLD-SYSTEMS & DEPENDENCY

V.I. Lenin QETEITING

Lenin builds the bridge from Marx to IR proper. Imperialism is
the highest stage of cap/talism: finance calpital, the exlwrt of
ca/;ital, and the division of the world among mano/)al/&s. Doplay
the classical bridge from Marx to IR proper.

Immanuel Wallerstein

Wallerstein redraws the map as one cap/talist world»eaonomy of
core, sem/»periphery and /wr/;phery. States are /wsitions ina
hierarahy, not e(lual units. Dsploy the structural rebuttal to

realism's like-units assumption.

Samir Amin @A

Amin measures the Ialumb/n} Une(lual exchange systemat/cally
transfers value from /wr/;phery to core, so the remedy is
"delin/zing " discannect/ng on the South's own terms. Doplay
the radical Ipale of the dependenay spectrum.

Antonio Gramsci QEEIING

Gramsci explains the quiet. Hegemany rules by consent plus
coercion: the dominant order is made to seem natural, mere
common sense. Daploy ex,ulains why subordinate states aomply

without [)e/ng camluerei

-

Robers Cox

Cox turns the lens on theory itself. "Theary is always for
someone and for some purpose % /;roblem-solving theary services
the exist/ng order; critical theary asks how that order arose and
how it might change. Daploy the one-line meta-critique that

elevates any theary answer.

Andrew Linklater

Linklater gives the school a destination. Critical IR's purpose is
emancipation: widening the moral community beyond the sovereign
state. Doplay shows critical theory has a pos/t/ve /Jroject, not just

a critique.

B.S. Chimni

Chimni br/ngs the arqument to law. Third World Approaahes to

International Law hold that international law and institutic

encode the interests of dominant states and classes,‘ the South
must contest their ma/(ing, not merely com[ply. Ds’nloy the Indian
critical voice — pairs Iperfeatly with Cox on any "whose order?"

question.

J
Draw the world economy as concentric rings. Lenin shows how finance capftal first carved those rings — fmperialism as
capitalism 's hl}]hest stage. Wallerstein labels them: core, semi—per/phery, peri/;hery — addresses in a hierarchy, not equal units.
* Amin traces the plumbing: value flows inward through unequal exchange, so he wants to cut the pipes and delink. Gramsci
MEMORY HOOK i peumny: gn uned g PP '
explains why nobody riots — hegemany makes the building feel natural. Cox asks who the architects drew it for. Linklater wants
the walls widened until everyone is inside. And Chimni reads the building 's legal deeds — written, he finds, /7_:/ the core.
_J

S Connects 5.1 Political Economy Ferspetive, 28.3 Third World & the New Economic Order — the same core-periphery logic powers the

comparative PE approach and the NIEQ demand.

Ch 19 - IR — Theories & Approachzs
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Constructivism, Feminist & Critical CH 19

Approachas N ArrRorcHES

Enter the reflectivist wave. Evarythin_q realism treats as given - anarchy, interest, sacurity, even the d/scgol/ne
itself — is socially made, gandered, and geographically parochial. Each scholar below holds a mirror to one realist

certa/nty.

The Reflectivist Wave — five mirrors held up to realism

.

Finnemore: Tickner & Enloe: Acharya:
anarchy is anarchical interests are gendered Global IR,
what states society, taught, not constructs; non-Western
make of it shared rules given where are the agency

women?

Bajpai & Mallavarapu:
an Indian school of IR?

Realism’s givens are socially made, gendered, parochial

/_{yw‘z /9.4 - Five mirrors held up to realism's givens — tmﬂrc/{y, order, interests, security, the canon — with the Indjan school zlsi/'//y who writes the tﬁzary.

¥ CONSTRUCTIVISM, FEMINIST & CRITICAL APPROACHES

Alexander Wendt Cynthia Enloe

Wendt's line does the work: "anarchy is what states make of it". Anarchy has no fixed logic; identities Enloe asks the empirical question: "Where are the women?" International politics runs on women's
and shared ideas constitute interests, and Hobbesian, Lockean and Kantian cultures of anarchy are all invisible. labour — "the personal is international". Deploy the empirical wing of fominist IR — bases,
possible. Deploy the standard third position after realism and. liberalism in any gpproaches answer. plantations, diplomatic households.

Hedley Bull Amitav Acharya

Bull offers the middle path. States form an anarchical society: an order sustained by shared rules and Acharya indicts the canon. IR universalises Western experience; Global IR demands theory built also
institutions — diplomacy, law, balance of power — even without government. Deploy the via media that from non-Western agency and history. Deploy the disciplinary critique that lets India speak as theory-
lets you refuse the realism-vs-liberalism binary. maker, not case study.

Martha Finnemore Kanti Baj,nai & Siddharth Mallavnra,m

Finnemore shows the mech Norms diffuse Uy and what states want; They interrogate the state of IR knowledge production in India and arque for indigenous conceptual
interests are taught, not given. Deploy evidence line for constructivism beyond Wendt — norm dynamics resources within global debates. Deploy cite when asked whether there is an "Indian school" of IR.
explain humanitarian and. non-proliferation behaviour.

J. Ann Tickner

Tickner reads the vocabulary itself. Realism's "power", "security” and "national interest" are gendered

constructs; security should mean freedom from violence and want. Deploy the feminist redefinition-of-

security bullet.

E Y NUGGET - worth bmwing ‘E March realism through a hall of five mirrors. In N
i Wendt's "/ﬁnarchy is What States Make of It" ﬂ/z/zeareti as a ‘ Wendt's mirror, anar chy has no fixed face _, states

E jaurnal article in 1992 — the year after the Soviet collapse E see whatever culture they have made. Bull's mirror

| ended a rfvalry realism said was structural. It went on to E shows a society where realists saw only ajungle.

E become one of the most-cited articles in the dism;plme s histar‘lf i Finnemore's shows interests being taught in the

i The timing explains the reception: the Cold War had just ended E ¢ reflection, not born there. Tickner and Enloe tilt the

E through changed ideas, not changed capabilities. ! MEMORY HOOK glass: suddenly the women who carry the system

! i come into view, and ”security " changes meanfn} The

i E last mirror is Acharya 's — it reflects the disc/;pline

E E itself and finds it Iparochially Western. Standfng

E i beside it, Baj]mi and Mallavaralpu ask why India only

i E appears in the mirror, never behind it.

K ‘. J

S Connects 9./ Realism, 31.4 Gender Justice — every approach here is a targeted critigue of realism's givens, and feminist IR matures into
the gender-justice agenda.
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Game Thaorg, Dacision-Ma/eing, CH 20

IR - CONCEPTS &

Functionalism & Sgstams Theory METHODS

Welcome to the d/scgol/ne 's scientific w/ng. Strategy gets formalised, the state _qets opened up into its actual

decision-makers, and peace gets ang/naered sector by sector. Four toolkits, one exam section.

The Scientific Wing — four toolkits

@ ) ® . @

“| | DECISION-MAKING | | FUNCTIONALISM

°

" GAME THEORY

e Schelling: e Mitrany: Q o Kaplan:

f risk

& manipulation o three models, one event ' peace by pieces i six models
e Axelrod: o Jervis: o Haas: e Deutsch:
shadow of the future perception and spillover can war becomes
misperception spill back unthinkable

Apply Allison to
any crisis, Cuba to Balakot

Strategy formalised, the state opened, peace engineered

/‘_/J'Wrg 20./ + 21/ - Four workbenches of scientific IR — strategy, 5/0ns, z — from .5'5/1e///'/7y s risk to Deutsch's security community.
¥ GAME THEORY, DEC N-M. G, FUNCTIONALISM & SYSTEMS THEORY
Thomas sdulling David Mitrany
Schelling founds formal strategy. In deterrence — preventing attack by threatening unacceptable Mitrany designs peace from below. "Form follows function": authority should follow the task, not
cost — credibility, not capability, is the scarce resource; strategy is the manipulation of risk (The the territory, and cooperation ramifies from sector to sector — peace built "by pieces". Deploy
Strategy of Conflict). Deploy the intellectual bridge from game theory to nuclear doctrine. the theory behind every UN specialised agency.
Robert Axelrod Ernst Haas
Avxelrod solves realism's puzzle in the laboratory. In the iterated Prisoner's Dilemma, the Haas adds politics to the blueprint. Integration advances when elites shift loyalties to a new
“shadow of the future" — knowing you will meet again — makes tit-for-tat cooperation rational centre — political spillover, not just technical. But spillover can spill back. Deploy the
even among eqoists. Deploy the game-theoretic answer to realism's cooperation problem. ECSC—EU trajectory in one concept.
Graham Allison Morton Ka'ylan
Allison opens the state's black box. Essence of Decision runs three models — rational-actor, Kaplan builds six models of the international system, from balance-of-power to unit-veto; system
org L-process, bur ic-politics — over the same event and gets three explanations. structure disciplines state behaviour. Deploy name two or three models, then note Hoffmann's
"Where you stand depends on where you sit." Deploy apply the three models to any crisis, Cuba charge of abstraction.
to Balakot.

Karl Deutsch
Robert Jervis Deutsch defines the destination: a security community is a group of states for whom war has
Jervis adds the psychology. Ferception and misperception drive crisis behaviour: leaders act on become unthinkable, and integration is measured in transaction density. Deploy the concept
the situation as seen, not as it is. Deploy the psychological correction to rational-choice IR — ASEAN and the EU are tested against.
1962 India-China is the Indian case.
-
4 N

Walk into IR's laboratory and find four benches. At
the first, Schelling calibrates risk and Axelrod runs

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing
Schell/'ng received the Nobel Prize in Economics in 2005 for

applyiﬂg game theory to conflict and cooperation — maarly fifty
years after The Strategy of Conflict. And Axelrod's famous

his repeated games — cooperation emerging under the
shadow of the future. At the second, Allison dissects
result came from an actual computer tournament: the winning a single decision three ways while Jervis checks the
* decision-maker's eyesi‘qht At the third, Mitrany
MEMORY HOOK assembles peace piece by piece and Haas watches
loyalties spill over — or spill back. At the fourth,

Kaplan spins six model worlds and Deutsch measures

program, tit-for-tat, was also the simplest entry submitted.
Nice, retal/’atary, fargiving — and four lines of code.

the traffic between states until war becomes

unthinkable. Four benches: strateqy, decisions,

functions, systems.

N e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e . /
S Connects 23.3 Balance of Power & Deterrence, 30./ EU — Schelling's logic runs the deterrence chapter: Mitrany-to-Haas runs

European integration.
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National Interest, Security & Power

CH 23
KEY CONCEPTS IN IR

Here the realist tr/nity gets operationalisad: what states want, what thay fear, and what thay wield. And the

concelot of security itself is now contested — stretched well beyomi armies and borders.

National Interest, Security & Power — the core and the widening

palmerston —
¢ are eternal apy

Morgenthau-
< survival; B

\ struggle for
\_power

Robi Robinson— |  Robinson —
Ropinson — permanent/ identical/
vital/secondary variable complementary/
conflicting
1
Lippmann —

commitments balanced with power

Buzan:
securitization,
a speech act

UNDP 1394 — Jaishankar:
freedom from fear, nberactibigt
freedom from want; rsntaetr::ra Férs

referent shifts to the person h#biing esaliions

What states want, fear, and wield — now contested

/‘-/J'w/re 28,/ + 282 - From /Vﬂ/yg/rt/uw s survival core t//rm/y// Robinson's fr/d to the widened security ayeﬂt/ﬂ — with Jaishankar wari/'ﬂy the coalstions.

¥ NATIONAL INTEREST, SECURITY & POWER

Hans Morgenthau

Morgenthau defines the core. The essence of national interest is
survival — protection of physical, Iaol/tical and cultural identity =
and "International pal/tios, like all Iaal/tios, isa struggle for power".

Deploy the definitional spine of both 23.1 and 23.2.
Lord Palmerston

Falmerston compresses the doctrine into one Victorian sentence. No
eternal allies, no Inerpetual enemies: "our interests are eternal and
perpetual”. Deploy the static-core/dynamic-means synthesis in a

s/ngle Victorian sentence.

Thomas W. Robinson

Robinson supplies the grid. Interests sort six ways: vital or
secondary, Iaermanent or var/a/)le, ident/cal, camplementary or
com‘l/cting. Delploy the structure that turns a vague national-interest

answer into an analytical one.

Walter Lippmann @A
Lippmann sets the solvency test. A solvent foreign policy balances a
nation's commitments with its power — spend beyond your means

and the policy goes bankrupt. Deploy the criterion for judging over-

extension — from the USSR in Afghanistan to US grand strategy.
g

Barry Buzan & the Copenhagen School
Buzan widens the fear. Security is a speech act: “securitization”
moves an issue above normal palitics, and it operates across five
sectors — military, pal/tical, economic, societal, environmental.
Deploy the theoretical hinge of every non-traditional-security

answer.

Mahbub ul Haq & UNDP 1994

Human security is "freedom from fear and freedom from want". The
referent — the thing being secured — shifts from the state to the
person. Deploy pair with India's Comprehensive National Security

framing.

S. Jaishankar (A5
Jaishankar updates the tradition for practice. The India Way argues
interest-first statecraft in a mult/;aolar world of shifting coalitions.

Delplny the contemporary Indian voice that updatas Subrahmanyam.

* secondary, permanent or variable. L/;p‘pmann /weps the ledger, chec/ting commitments against power. Then the instruments

MEMORY HOOK

multipolar bazaar.

Give each scholar an instrument. Margenthau holds the compass: its needle always points to survival and power. Falmerston

engraves the compass case — interests eternal, allies not. Robinson draws the map 5rid the compass moves across: vital or

multiply. Buzan hands states a megaphone — say "security " loudly enough and any issue jumps above normal politics, in five

sectors. Mahbub ul Hall turns the compass around to point at the person, not the state. Jaishankar carries the whole kit into a

S Connects 23.2 Security & Fower, 31.3 Environment — securitization explains how climate, health and food entered the security agenda

India now negotiates.

Ch 23 - sz szczpts in IR

Swetank / ALS IAS

PSIR Scholars 2026-27 - 60 / 90




-
Balance of Power & Deterrence KEv concerTs I 10

Two ordering devices, one section. Balance of power is the system 's oldest — ezluil/brium by alignment. Deterrence

is its nuclear-a_qe successor — peace kept by the threat of unaccaptable afamage.

Balance of Power & Deterrence — the scale and the ladder

equilibrium by alignment deterrence —
5

Walt —" }
balance threat,
not power; |
or bandwagon

avert wars,
not win them

as old as balances
statecraft recur
\ unintended

second strike,
hinge of stability

Schelling —

manipulation of risk

» ;tébility—instabil ity parado;c -
Kargil, Balakot

Subrahmanyam:
Credible Minimum Deterrence,

Old scale, new ladder — same self-help logic No Eirst Use

/_/yw‘g 23.3 - The old scale and the new ladder — zg/////ﬁr/}/m éy ﬂ//J’aﬂmemf beside peace zfy threatened /owr/'sﬁmemf, with India's doctrine on the verdict strip.

& BALANCE OF POWER & DETERRENCE

David Hume Bernard Brodie

Hume certifies the pedigree. His essay "OF the Balance of Power" shows the logic of Brodie founds the nuclear half. With the absolute weapon, the military's task is now
resisting domination is as old as recorded statecraft. Deploy the classical pedigree to avert wars, not win them; the second strike — the ability to retaliate after being
line before the modern theorists. hit — is the hinge of stability. Deploy the founding sentence of deterrence theory.
E.H. Carr Thomas Sclulling

Carr concedes the mess first. The balance of power is "notoriously full of confusion” Schelling calls deterrence the diplomacy of violence: jpulating risk so the

— policy. system and mere description all at once. Yet its logic endures. Deploy adversary chooses restraint. MAD plus an assured second strike makes first strikes
concede the conceptual mess, then defend the mechanism. irrational. Deploy then add the stability-instability paradox — nuclear stability

emboldens sub-conventional conflict (Kargil, Balakot).

Kenneth Waltz

Waltz makes the balance automatic. Balances of power recur whether or not K. Sybrahmq”gam

statesmen intend them, and bipolarity — a world of two power centres — is more Subrahmanyam is the intellectual author of India's Credible Minimum Deterrence
stable than multipolarity. Deploy the automatic-balancing thesis — set against and No First Use, joined to strategic autonomy. Deploy India's doctrine as applied
Kaplan's multipolar counter. deterrence theory — realism with restraint.

Stephen Walt

Walt corrects the trigger. States balance against threat, not raw power — and may
bandwagon, joining the stronger side, when balancing is hopeless. Deploy the

refinement that explains actual alliance choices — including India's Quad calculus.

Y NUGGET - worth knowing Put two instruments side by side. The first is the old

Brodie's faunding sentence appeared in The Absolute Weapan in brass scale: Hume certifies its antiquity, Carr admits

1946 — within a year of Hiroshima: "Thus far the chief purpose of its dial is smudged, Waltz insists it rebalances itself

our mil/’tary establishment has been to win wars. From now on its whoever tends it, and Walt notices states weigh

chief purpose must be to avert them." Deterrence theory was ° threat on it, not raw tonnage. The second instrument

i born that fast, and that earl‘lf MEMORY HOOK

is the nuclear ladder of risk: Brodie nails on the first
rung — avert wars, don't win them — and Schellfng
shows how climbing carefullyA second strike assured,
makes the top rung unreachable. Between the two
stands Subrahmanyam, halding India's version:

minimum rungs, first step never ours.

S Connects 24.3 Arms Race, Cold War & Nuclear Threat, 36.4 India-China Relations — Cold-War deterrence theory is the toolkit; the
India-China-Fakistan triangle is the live laboratory.
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CH 23

Transnational Actors & Collective Sacurity KEY CONCEPTS IN IR

The state's monopoly on world pol/tics breaks from two sides here. Actors now cross borders beneath and beyonaf

it. And collective sacur/ty pools the response — an attack on one becomes an attack on all.

Transnational Actors & Collective Security — the pact and the boomerang

collective defence
(NATO) —
outward, exclusive

ilson —
attack on one, ' \ I/ b
"9 4—-—'

attack on all;

inward and
universal ﬁ/ % \8/ balance of power —
\’f‘ B mere equilibrium

Claude —

the veto institutionalises the flaw

— ) e Dunning & Vernon—
- —\ \ ti!”‘ —> technology and
,,‘/_‘\ \ :> growth
IZ: > i i o, ()
; Q Frank —
/) 7 development of
underdevelopment
Keohane & Nye —  Keck & Sikkink — epf,’sﬁer;ifg; = i
multiple channels boomerang pattern el o * Mumbai 2008 —
CCIT proposal,
FATF diplomacy
I The state’s monopoly broken from two sides l
/_/yw*z 234 - Wilson's /hward-/zlc/’/y pact above, the transnational zfaﬂ/r/emﬂy below — and Mumbai 2008 exposing the gap b them.
® TRANSNATIONAL ACTORS & COLLECTIVE SECURITY
Woodrow Wilson Keck & Sikkink
Wilson defines the formula: an attack on one is an attack on all They chart the boomerang pattern. Blocked domestic groups
— security turned inward and universal, against alliance logic. route pressure through international allies, and the pressure
Keep the triad crisp. Collective security faces inward and curves back onto their own state. Deploy explains NGO power
admits everyone. collective defence (NATO) faces outward and without exaggerating it.

excludes; balance of power is mere equilibrium. Deploy the crisp

Peter Haas

triad — collective security is inward and universal, collective
Haas identifies epistemic communities: networks of experts who

defence (NATO) outward and exclusive, balance of power mere
Libri define problems and thereby shape state interests — ozone,
equilibrium.

climate. Deploy the knowledge-actor bullet — pairs with IPCC
Inis Claude examples.

Claude names the design flaw. Collective security presumes a
Dunning & Vernon vs Frank @EISSETIN

solidarity states lack: they pursue self-interest, not the
The MNC verdict is a debate, so stage it. Dunning's eclectic

community's, and the veto institutionalises the flaw. Deploy

why the UN froze in Korea's aftermath, Syria and Ukraine. paradigm and Vernon's product cyole read MNCs as

transmitters of technology and growth; Frank reads them as

Keohane & Nys agents of “the development of underdevelopment”. Deploy the
Their complex interdependence gives transnational actors balanced MNC verdict every answer needs.

standing: multiple channels connect societies beneath and
beyond the state. Deploy the framework bullet before listing
MNCs, NGOs, networks.

(&

Two images carry this section. Above: Wilson's circular pact — everyone facing inward, one for all — with Claude stanafing
outside it, pointing at the veto—shalped crack in the circle. Below: the world of movers who ignore the circle entire[y. Keohane &
* Nye open the many channels; through them Keck & Sikkink's boomerang flies out to allies abroad and curves back onto the
MEMORY HO0K blocking state; Feter Haas's experts quietly redraw what states want; and the MNC crosses the frame while Dwming‘ Vernon
bet the images: Mumbai 2008, where the

and Frank arque over whether it delivers grawth or drains it. India's marker sits

circle failed against actors from below.

J/

S Connects 29.1 Vision vs Reality of the UN. 31.5 Terrorism — the veto flaw and the non-state-actor gap are collestive security's two open

wounds.
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Di/)lomacy KEY CONCEPTS %{ ié

G

D/}Dlomacy is the oldest instrument of national power. In the nuclear age it has become not less but more

indisloansabla — when war is unusable, talkin_q is the weapon.

legitimacy plus .

macy power, the ' )4} coercive
equilibrium; diplomacy:
Concert of Europe threats short

Diplomacy — the brains of national power
@ Nicolson — ﬁ§
L [ management by |

negotiation; |
[ negotiation stays /| |

Satow —
intelligence
and tact

T Y i
i Morgenthau —

Kissinger — _, brains of national

George —

to shuttle

diplomacy of war

soft power:
attraction through
culture, values,
without it, Pohcy
force blind, sanctions mute

Post-Uri signalling;
Vaccine Maitri;

G20 presidency

In the nuclear age, more indispensable, not less

/‘-/J'w/re 23.6 - 0/'//amﬂcy as the brains of, power — the converter at the centre, its classical, coercive and sa/t-/oawer spahs around it.

& DIPLOMACY

Harold Nicolson @I Henry Kissinger @ZERETING

Nicolson gives the working definition: diplomacy is "the Kissinger supplies the practice, from the Concert of Eurape to
management of international relations by negotiation”. Qutcomes détente and shuttle diplomacy. Order rests on legitimacy plus
may be public, but negotiation must stay private. That corrects equilibrium, managed by negotiation. Deploy the historical-
Wilson's “open diplomacy" without abandoning openness. Deploy practitioner bullet linking theory to statecraft.

the definition plus the correction of Wilsonian “open diplomacy”.

Ernest Satow George names the middle register: coercive diplomacy —
Satow's companion line: diplomacy is the application of threats and limited force used to persuade, short of war.
“intelligence and tact" to relations between states. One line, Deploy the concept behind India's post-Uri and post-Pulwama
then move. Deploy the companion definition — one line, then signalling.
move.

Joseph Nye
Hans Morgsnthau Nye adds the soft register. Soft power and public diplomacy
Morgenthau ranks it. Diplomacy is the "brains of national get others to want what you want through attraction —
power": the converter that brings all other elements of power culture, values, policy. Deploy India's Vaccine Maitri, yoga-
to bear. Force without it is blind,; sanctions without it are Buddhism-diaspora toolkit and GZ0 presidency as applied Nye.

mute. Deploy why force without diplomacy is blind and

sanctions mute.

Alexander George

J
Draw diplomacy as the brain wired to every muscle of the state. Morgenthau labels the brain itself — the converter of all other
power. Nicolson writes its operating manual: manage by neqotiation, neqotiate in private. Satow adds the temperament line —
* B
MEMORY HOOK intelligence and tact. Then the three registers branch out like nerves: Kissinger 's classical wire, running from the Concert of
Europe to shuttle diplomacy; George's coercive wire, carrying threats short of war — Uri, Pulwama; and Nye's soft wire,
P P Y g ying l
humming with attraction — vaccines, yoga, a G20 gavel. Cut the brain, and force goes blind, sanctions go mute.
J

S Connects 23.1 National Interest, 25.1 Global Crises — Suez, Cuban, Oil, Gulf, Afghanistan — diplomacy serves defined interests, and the

Cuban crisis is its nuclear-age masterclass.
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Cold War - Superpowars, Bi,wlarity &

the Arms Race

CH 22
THE COLD
WAR

1945 collapseaf the old mult/}oolar £ uropean system into bipolarity — two power centres, and only two. It was a

b/polarity of power and le_qitimacy at once. Structure made conflict likely; ideology made it absolute.

The Cold War — structure made it likely, ideology made it absolute

1944 — | 1945 —
Fox coins multipolar
Super-powers system collapses
—— into bipolarity

| Gaddis — mutual misperception |

Kupchail—

patient, firm, |
A vigilant
cantainmenﬁ ;

[ ™ ) i
“ Waltz— | ~ F new US-China
! - N staballe :t the | — | Wohlstetter— 1~ bipolarity,
s centre, dangerous| - de(;cazrti&mw N
2 iﬁeedges 17 survivable Sagan: 4™
w | second strike organisational | ™\

. pathologies /

p——e

India: restraint
doctrine; the
swing power

I Bipolarity of power and legitimacy at once |

/_/yw‘z 22,/ + 24.] + 24.3 - The Cold War river — from Fox's coinage t//rm/yﬁ

t and the deljcate balance of terror to talﬂy s US-China rerun.

@ COLD WAR - SUPERPOWERS, BIPOLARITY & THE ARMS RACE

W.T.R. Fox @A
Fox coined "super-powers" in |944: states with great power plus great mobility of power. Precision at the
start earns marks. Deploy the precision opening for any superpower question.

George Kennan (EINTITING

Kennan wrote the West's strateqy: the “long-term, patient but firm and. vigilant containment of Russian
expansive tendencies". It was political containment, operationalised by the Truman Doctrine and Marshall

Plan. Deploy the strategy that defined the Western half of the Cold War.

John Lewis Gaddis @E
Gaddis settles the blame game with the post-revisionist synthesis. Neither Soviet expansionism alone (the
orthodox view) nor US economic imperialism (the revisionist one), but mutual misperception in the 1945

vacuum. Deploy the historiography paragraph that lifts a Cold-Wer answer above narrative.

Kenneth Waltz

Waltz defends the structure. Bipolarity is more stable because two powers watch only each other — though
the periphery burns in proxy wars. Deploy stable at the centre, dangerous at the edges — the one-line
verdict.

Albert Wohlstetter

Wohlstetter punctures the complacency. The "delicate balance of terror" means deterrence is not
automatic; it must be engineered through survivable second-strike forces. Deploy the corrective to lazy
"MAD kept the peace” claims

Scott Sagan vs Waltz

Stage the proliferation duel. Waltz: "more may be better", because nuclear spread breeds caution. Sagan:
organisational pathologies make accidents and miscalculation likelier. Deploy the compulsory frame for any

proliferation question, then place India's restraint doctrine between them

CLiff Kupchan
Kupchan reads today through yesterday. The new US-China bipolarity is "largely peaceful": competition

economic and technological rather than military. Deploy the bridge from Cold-War theory to today's rivalry
— with India as the swing power.

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

Kennan's doctrine began as a cable. His 8,000-word "Lang
Telegrﬂm " from the Moscow em/mssy in 1946 became the
anonymous "X" article in Fareign Affairs the next year — and a
di/zlamat 's memo hardened into the grami strateqy ofa
superpower. Kennan spent decades protesting that his Iuolitical

containment had been militarised beyand his intent.

MEMORY HOOK

Run the Cold War as one river. Fox names the two
giant vessels — super-powers — before the water even
divides. At the 1946 bend, Kennan builds the
containment embankment. Gaddis stands on the
bridge above, ruling that both shores misread each
other in the fog of 1945. Midstream, Waltz insists
two-boat traffic is safest — while the small craft
burn alang the edge& Wohlstetter checks the hulls:

the balance of terror is delicate, survivability must be

*

engineeredA Downstream, Sagan and Waltz arque
whether more boats mean more caution or more

collisions. The river now reaches the US-China

narrows — Kupchan watching‘ India steering between.

S Connects 24.2 Strategic & Ideological Bipolarity, 26.] Non-Alignment Movement — bipolarity is the structure; non-alignment was

India's answer to it.
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The Post-Soviet World, the Polaritg CH 25

Debate & Majar Issues

THE POST-COLD-
WAR WORLD

December 199/ ended one order and opened a thirty-year argument about its successor. Umpolar moment, liberal

order, civilisational clash, multl}oolar drift — each claim had its scholar. Ukraine is the reckon/ng that tests them

all.

After 1991 — the thirty-year arqument

GO ORI NCR NG
fKrautf.lammer— - Fukugama — ?Ikenberry—v ?Huntington— | Mearsheimer—| | Allison — ‘ Zakaria &
unipolar e{nd of  liberal order, : l.a fh o.f NAT(,) EY “Thocaides Haass —
| ‘m;menfl, | history | ettt civilizations exf:a’;‘c"": Ti " rise of the |
RErently ¥ o144 otuen | | in character | | Sen; Said— || . 1 1porest,
temporary |} T || E clashi of =‘ mistake il j »non-polarity}

 ignorance | - '

new wars:

" Kaldor—

identity-driven, |
. civilian-targeting |

India: hedging,
multi-alignment,
reform not raze

Ukraine is the reckoning that tests every card

/_/yz/re 28.1 + 27 + 27.2 - Seven claims about the /aast-/ 99/ world, laid out as cards — from the Wr/'/a/ﬂr moment to the rise of the rest.

@ THE POST-SOVIET WORLD, THE POLARITY DEBATE & MAJOR ISSUES

Charles Krauthammer QEETITIG
Krauthammer names the opening act: the "unipolar moment" — unprecedented US primacy, and

inherently temporary. Deploy name the moment, then trace its erosion — Iraq, 2008, China.

Francis Fakuyamn

Fukuyama declares the "end of history": the exhaustion of ideological alternatives to liberal
democracy. State it. Then falsify it — 9/Il, authoritarian resurgence, the return of geapolitics.
Deploy state it, then falsify it — 9/Il, authoritarian resurgence, the return of geapolitics.

G. John Ikuybarry
Tkenberry defends the architecture. The US-built liberal international order is constitutional. in
character: rules and institutions that bind the strong and reassure the weak. Deploy the

sophisticated defence of the order India seeks to reform, not raze.

Samuel Huntington QETRTIIG
Huntington redraws the fault lines: post-Cold-War conflict runs along civilisational boundaries — the
“Clash of Civilizations". Cite it to critique it. Deploy cite to critique — Sen on singular affiliation,

Said on the "clash of ignorance”.

John Mearsheimer QETEETIG
Mearsheimer blames the victors" overreach. NATO's castward. expansion — warned. against by Kennan
as a "tragic mistake" — set the collision course over Ukraine. Deploy the power-politics reading of

the Ukraine war — pair with the counter-case of Ukrainian agency.

Graham Allison

Allison names the structural danger: the "Thucydides Trap", where a rising China and an
established US risk the classic transition war. Deploy the framing device for US-China — then show
India hedging inside it

Mary Kaldor
Kaldor updates war itself. "New wars" are identity-driven, economy-embedded and civilian-
targeting; they blur war, crime and human-rights violation. Deploy the conceptual upgrade for any

question on contemporary conflict.

Fareed Zakaria & Richard Haass

They close the polarity arqument. Not American decline but the "rise of the rest", in an age tending
toward “non-polarity” — power diffusing to many actors and levels. Deploy the polarity-debate

closer: India reads it as an opportunity for multi-alignment.

g J
PAcninininini e N ~N
i Y NUGGET - worth bmwing ] Deal the /zost—/qq/ arqument as seven cards, in

i Fu/euyama /mblisheti "The End of History?" - tluestian mark i order. ® Krauthammer: one Pol"" briefly. @

| included — in the summer of 1989, months before the Berlin i Fu/tuyama: histor: e = until it wasn't. @

i Wall fell. The essay /zretiicted the zmtiing before the event i I/wnberry: the order is a constitution, k”/’ it. @

i confirmed it, which is exactly why its later falsification stings: the E Huntington: civilisations collide — Sen and Said

| one thinker who called 1989 right became the standard examlule ' < object @ Mearsheimer: NATO F”Sh"’d east, Ukraine

b calliy’g the future wrong. E MEMORY HO0K /mshed back. @ Allison: rising power meets ruling

E ] power — the oldest tralp. @ Zakaria & Haass:

i : nobady 's Ipole now — the rest are rising, power is

E i scattering. Read the hand left to ri‘qht and You have

i i thir'ty Years of the po[arity debate. India ’plays it as

E i multi—aligﬂment.

e e e e e e e e e e e e e S J

S Connects 27.7 Major Issues of World Folitics, 22.1 Global Political Dynamics — the polarity arqument frames every major issue from

Ukraine to the Indo-Facific.
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NAM & the Third World Voice

CH 26
NAM & THE THIRD WORLD

Non-alignmant meant autonomy of judgemant, not nautral/ty. It was the develop/n_q world's first collective claim

to be a subject of world Ioolit/cs rather than its o/y‘act. Kill the "fanca-s/tting " caricature before anythin_q else.

NAM — autonomy of judgement, not neutrality

or neutral; ~
independent

Jjudgement on merit

—_—

voice, but
incoherent
strategies

the NIEO

| impulse survives

'Raja Mohan — )

F multi-alignment: !

constant:

From object of world politics to subject

decisional autonomy

— with the pLic

/‘_/yw*g 26.1 - The NAM river — b’ﬂm/wy to Ez{yrﬂ/e to mult/-

7

" rocks and the defenders 'zfr/lyes ﬂ/ﬂ/[] the way.

¥ NAM & THE THIRD WORLD VOICE

Jawaharlal Nehru

Nehru sets the definition straight. Non-alignment is "not negative or neutral": it means
independent judgement on each issue, on merit — from Bandung (1955) and Belgrade
(1961). on the basis of Fanchsheel. Deploy the definitional correction — kill the "fence-

sitting" caricature first.

M.S. Rajan @A
Rajan critigues from inside. NAM's internal contradictions — member diversity and bilateral
conflicts — limited it as a coherent actor. Deploy the sympathetic critic — better than

hostile Western dismissals.

Ian Taylor
Taylor states the post-199/ challenge plainly. With bipolarity gone there is no bloc to be

non-aligned against; NAM's founding logic has lapsed. Answer him; don't dodge him.
Deploy the post-199] relevance challenge you must answer, not avoid.

Amartya Sen
Sen redefines the platform. NAM remains a Global-South forum for collective bargaining on

climate, inequality and terrorism. Deploy relevance redefined — from bloc politics to agenda

politics.

Amrita Narlikar
Narlikar delivers the realistic audit. The South's collective-bargaining coalitions — NAM,
NIEO, G77 — win voice but stay "incoherent in broader strategies". Deploy the realistic

middle verdict between nostalgia and dismissal.

B.S. Chimni @aENEINIY

Chimni names the enduring vocation: economic justice and development. The NIEQ impulse
survives in new institutional forms. Deploy connects NAM's past to BRICS, NDB and the
Voice of the Global South.

C. Raja Mohan QETIETITING
Raja Mohan writes the inuity thesis. Multi-alig is lig updated for a

multipolar world: the end — decisional autonomy — is constant; only the method changed.

Deploy the essay-winning continuity thesis — Quad plus BRICS plus SCO is Nehru's

autonomy by other means.

J

* NUGGET - worth knowing

The word itself is Indian. V.K. Krishna Menon coined "non-
al/'gnment " at the United Nations in the eﬂrly 1950s, before
Bamiung gave the idea a stage. A movement of over a hundred

states still spea/es a term minted by an Indian d/’plamat — one
line of this settles any "was India central to NAM?" doubt.

Trace one river. It rises at Bamiung 1955, gathers at
Belgrade 1961, and Nehru carves its faunding
inscription: not neqative, not neutral — jmige each
issue on merit. Downstream come the rocks: /?ajan 's
internal contradictions, then nylor 's past—/qq/
boulder — no blocs left to refuse. The defenders

*
bridge them: Sen re-channels the water toward

MEMORY HOOK

agenda /zolitics — climate, inecluality, terrorism;
Narlikar measures the flow honestly — voice without
strateqy; Chimni shows the NIEO current still
running beneath. At the delta, Raja Mohan renames
the river multi—aligﬂment. Same water, same

destination: autonomy.

~

J

S Connects 28.3 Third World & the New Economic Order,
NIEQ:; its strategic context was bipolarity.

Ch 26 - NAM & the Third World

Swetank / ALS IAS
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CH 23

The World Capitalist Economy — Bretton KEY
Woods, WTO, NIEO, Globalisation

One architecture, three arguments. The North built the liberal order; the structuralists say it is rig_qeaf; the
South /eeeps tablin_q the reform agenda. Hold all three in the same answer.

The World Capitalist Economy — one architecture, three arguments

| World Bank —
i "reconstruction, i
I development ' |

Williamson —
| Washington Consensus:
stabilise, liberalise,
privatise

R&ggie — embedded liberalism:

_ open abroad, protected at home

j T Gilpin —
| 3 liberal, 5

0 Baldwin—
WTO rulebook

mercantilist,
| critical lenses |

outrun, Appellate i

1 Stiglitz —
i conditionalityj
served
creditors

S D

terms of trade |

s

kick away 3 Body blocked

the ladder

ecularly decline->

India: Bali peace
clause — food

I The North built it; the South tables the reform agendaJ Sy ekt

/‘_/yw*g 23.5 + 28/ + 28.4 - The Bretton Woods architecture and its three arguments — builders above, structuralist critics below, the WTO crisis at the exit.

¥ THE WORLD CAPITALIST ECONOMY - BRETTON WO00DS, WTO, NIEO, GLOBALISATION

Keynes vs White John Williamson

Start at the drawing board. The Bretton Woods design contest produced the trinity: IMF for money, World Bank Williamson codified the “Washington Consensus": stabilise, liberalise, privatise — the policy face of hyper-liberal
for reconstruction and development, GATT — after the ITO died — for trade. Deploy the institutional map in one globalisation. Name the doctrine before judging it. Deploy name the doctrine before assessing its record in the
sentence. South

John Ruggie Joseph Stiglitz

Ruggie names the original settlement: “embedded Liberalism" — open markets abroad joined. to social protection at Stiglitz prosecutes from inside. Globalization and I¢s Discontents charges that IMF conditionality and TRIPS
home. Then show the Washington Consensus dis-embedding it, and Folanyi's backlash arriving on schedule. Deploy served creditor and corporate interests; sequencing, not openness, is what failed. Deploy the insider critique — he
then show the Washingtan Consensus dis-embedding it ~ and Polanyi's backlash arriving on schedule. ran the World Bank's research wing.

Ratil Prebisch Ha-Joon Chang

Chang adds the historical rebuttal: the rich "kick away the ladder". Today's developed states industrialised behind
the very protections they now prohibit. Deploy the historical rebuttal to one-size liberalisation — powerful in NIEO
and WTO answers.

Prebisch supplies the South's economics. The Prebisch-Singer thesis: the periphery's terms of trade secularly
decline — its exports buy less and less over time. Hence UNCTAD, and the case for industrialisation. Deploy the

economic core of the NIEQ demand (1974) — permanent sovereignty over resources, equitable participation.

Robert Gilpin Richard Baldwin
Baldwin diagnoses the present. Digital and services trade have outrun the WTO rulebook, while the blocked

Gilpin hands you the organiser. Three lenses on the world economy: Liberal (positive-sum), mercantilist/nationalist

(relatve gas), el sore-parphorg Hiarohy). Dplag rgois ang IPE answor with this i, Appellate Body paralyses enforcement. Daploy the contemporary WTO-crisis bullet, with India's Bali “peace

clause" as the food-security counterpoint.

-

ST N
] * NUGGET - worth bmwing The world economy is one building with three

E At Bretton Woods, Keynes proposed something bolder than the inspection reports. Keynes and White drew the plans

! IMF: a world currency called the bancor, managed by an = IMF. World Bank, GATT — and Ruggie notes the

E international vlear/'ng union. The American plan — White's — won, original clause: markets open abroad, lpactection /tept

i anchoring the system on the dollar instead. Keynes, exhausted by 7nt/ ;“1”-"& Then the r 5”0’/‘7‘%”-‘7”" W’.”’.'”"s"-” 's -

| the negotiations, died in 1946; the dollar's Iuriv/lege he faught v 9t c strips the protect f/ttmgs -

i aga/'nst still structures the argumgﬂt today. * stabilise, liberalise, Iprivatise. The fnslpectors file in.

! MEMORY HOOK Prebisch finds the South's floors structurally tilted —

i terms of trade sliafing down. Sti‘qlitz, once staff,

E reports the management served the creditors. Chang

i discovers the owners climbed a ladder they then

i kicked away. Baldwin finds the trade wing 's rulebook

E obsolete and its court blocked. Gflpin binds all three

i reports — liberal, nationalist, critical — into one file.

e e e e e e e e e e J

S Connects 28./ Bretton Woods & the Rise of WTO, 18.1 Globalisation — Developed & Developing Responses — the institutions built here
are the terrain on which the globalisation debate is fought.
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The United Nations — Vision vs Realit , CH 29
THE UNITED
29.1-29.3 Agoncies, Reforms NATIONS

The Charter speaks for "We the Peololes " but the Powers run the bu/lafing. The UN is indisloansabla yet

inade(luate. Too valuable to abandon; too unrepresentative to leave unreformed — that tension is the whole answer-.

The United Nations — indispensable yet inadequate

Annan jﬁ Thakar — Hr Wt;ss “
z ‘ L funding and I
l| management reform

' Mitrany —
- agencies:
peace by

the veto
quarantees
 the flaw

eroded: )
Iraq 2003, 4
funding 4

Tharoor: largest

" Too valuable to abandon, troop contributor;
too unrepresentative to leave unreformed no reform without India

ﬁyz/re 291+ 29.3 - The UN wz/"y/m/ ~ failures on one pan, achievements on the other — with the reform ﬂfgﬂfﬂ on the verdict strip and Indja’s case in the

corner.

€ THE UNITED NATIONS - VISION VS REALITY, AGENCIES, REFORMS

Inis Claude Kofi Annan

Claude states the structural indictment. Collective security against a P5 Annan makes the reform case from the inside: "an outdated UNSC risks
member is impossible by design: the veto quarantees it. Then concede the losing relevance" — the Council reflects 1945, not today. Deploy the reform
other pan — peacekeeping, decolonisation, smallpox and the UDHR are real case from inside the institution — pair with the representation-legitimacy-
achievements. Deploy the structural indictment — then concede peacekeeping, effectii triad.

decolonisation, smallpox and the UDHR as real achievements.

Ramesh Thakur

David Mitrany Thakur charts the workable middle path: democratise UNSC decision-making,
Mitrany's theory works here in practice. The specialised agencies are peace with veto restraint in mass-atrocity cases — the French-Mexican and ACT
“by pieces": the UN's functional-developmental record outshines its peace- initiatives. Deploy the workable middle path between veto abolition
and-security record. Deploy WHO's smallpox eradication (1980) as (impossible) and paralysis.
functionalism's most complete vindication.
Edward Luck & Thomas Weiss
Robert Keohane They widen reform beyond seats. Luck: US funding leverage distorts the
Keohane answers the survival puzzle. Regimes — agreed rules for an issue organisation. Weiss: effecti needs diversified funding and management
area — and institutions persist because states need the cooperation they reform, not just new members. Deploy the beyond-the-veto reform agenda
enable. That is why the UN outlives its failures. Deploy the defence bullet most answers miss.
between realist dismissal and liberal piety.
Shashi Tharoor
Tan Hurd Tharoor closes for India. Pax Indica argues for a more democratic,
Hurd identifies the UN's real currency: legitimacy. US behaviour — Iraq representative UN — with India's peacekeeping record as moral capital:
2003, funding-as-leverage — erodes its neutrality, and that erosion carries a largest cumulative troop contributor. first all-women police unit (Liberia,
price. Deploy explains why bypassing the UNSC costs even the powerful. 2007). "No reform without India." Deploy the India closer for any UN
question.
-
N
Put the UN itself on a scale. In the maroon pan, Claude afraps the design flaw — the veto makes collective security against a
P5 member impossible — and Hurd adds the legitimacy leaks: Irati 2003, funding leverage. In the teal pan, Mitrany stacks the
* quiet victories of the agencies — smallpox gone, peace built /7_1/ pieces — and Keohane explains why states /zeep the bui[afing open
MEMORY HOOK at all. On the beam stand the reformers: Annan reading 1945 on the Council's clock, Thakur proposing veto restraint, Luck and
Weiss auafiting the money. Tharoor writes the verdict slip in Indian ink.
/

S Connects 29.3 The Imperative for UN Reforms, 23.4 Transnational Actors & Collective Security — the veto flaw diagnosed here is

collective security's flaw writ institutional; India’s G4 case rests on it.
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Regionalisation — EU, ASEAN, APEC,

SAARC, NAFTA/USMCA

CH 30
REGIONALISM

0'76 Iohenomanon, ﬁV@ designs. DB&/J su/:ranat/onal union, consensus community, 0/78’7 forum, fa/led ShUUDW

integrat/on, market-only free trade. Compare the afes/gns, not just the acronyms.

Regionalisation — five designs, one phenomenon

SAARC — 4 \
. . failed shallow - NAFTA/USMCA—|
eep supranationa it consensus i i integration | market-only
union : | community 1l open forum i i Froertrade ‘;
' Haas— .‘ i Acharya — 5 , Bhauali | unanimity rule, |
| spillover, | || the ASEAN Way | ’ builj?:;al:[o:s \ Article X ’ 5
‘ Sty ‘ e l or stumbling ‘ Kelegama — : ‘
' Moravisibi—. - Mahbubani — | 1 1t non-tariff barribers, ‘ ‘
governments (mprol?ablle | : trade near 5% 11! ;
choose_;_? re’f{ Survivf“ A e ;_no summit since 2016 _ =l ]
Raja Mohan:

minilateralism —

; - BBIN, BIMSTEC,
Compare the designs, not just the acronyms Neighbourhood First

/_/yz/re 30./ + 30.5 - Five rzf/'a/rﬂ/ st{yﬂs on one strip — Brussels’ Jz/#ﬁ to SAARC s freeze — with India routing around the failure via BIMSTEC.

€ REGIONALISATION - EU, ASEAN, APEC, SAARC, NAFTA/USMCA

Ernst Haas
Haas explains the dezpest desi_qn. Sectoral economic integration spills over into
paliticul integration: the ECSC—EU path is the bheory 's ‘praof. Do’nloy the EU

as the world's unly "less than a federation, more than a confederation” pulfty.

Andrew Moravesik @ES

Moravesik pulls the brake. Integrablon advances :mly as far as national
governments choose: _qrami bargains, not supranatianal momentum. D;ploy the
standard counter to Haas — Brexit proves regfunalisatiﬂn is not a one-way
ratchet.

Amitav Aclmryﬂ

Achurya dfgnfﬁes the second desr’gn. ASEAN builds a security community and
reghmal identfty thraugh the "ASEAN Way” — consensus, consultation, non-
interference — while Inteniepzndemz reduces conflict incentives. Do’nloy the

theoretical dlgm'ty of ASEAN's informality — the anti-EU model that works.
Kishore Mahbubani

Mahbubani defends it from experience. ASEAN's survival amid extreme diversfty
was "Improbable "+ it built coexistence przciszly by not over-reachfny. Dbplay the

defence against measuring every region by Brussels.

Jagiislr Blmgwnti

Bhagwubi frames the third desi_qn. Ez_qlonal blocs are either "/Jw'lnilrvg blocs" or
"stumbling blocs" for global free trade; APEC's "open regionulism " chose non-
discrimination, but real liberalisation migrated to bindfng FTAs (RCEF, CPTPP).
Dbplay the urmlyblc frame for APEC — a forum, not a force; India is not a

member.

S.0. Muni
Muni perfarms SAARC's autopsy. Its roots lie in historical mistrust and
gzapolibics: the unanimity rule plus the exclusion of bilateral nilsputes (Article X)
let the India-Fakistan rivalry corrode it from outside the room. D;'ploy why
SAARC "has not taken off" — no summit since 20/6.

Samnn Klll]dmﬂ
Kzlegama adds the economic layzr. South Asia's real trade barrier is non-tariff,
not tariff: inbru-rz_q/bnal trade stagnates near 5% desplte SAFTA. D;'ploy the

economic dfuym;sfs under the Ipaliticul one.

(% Raja Mohan
Rﬂjﬂ Mohan draws the strategic conclusion. ASEAN's non-interference ‘parmiax

disables it on internal crises (| Myanmnr); India's answer to SAARC's freeze is
minilateralism — BBIN and BIMSTEC routing around Fakistan under
"Neighbaurhood First". Dbplay the India-strategy paragraph for any regfunalfsm

question.
J
~
Walk a street of five houses. The first is Brussels' deep—built mansion — Haas shows each room slpilling into the next, Moravcsik
insists the owners still hold the /zeys, and Brexit proves a wing can be demolished. The second is ASEAN's open—verandah house
* - Acharya explains its consensus architecture, Mahbubani marvels it stands at all. The third, APEC, is a meeting tent —
MEMORY HO0K Bhaywati asks whether such structures build or block the global road. The fourth is SAARC's locked house — Muni found the
quarrel outside the door, Kelegama the barriers inside. The fifth is a market stall: free trade, nathing more. India, says Raja
Mohan, sfmply built a by[pass - BIMSTEC.
/

S Connects 30.4 SAARC, 30.1 EU - the chapter's deliberate contrast: failed shallow integration against successful deep integration, with

USMCA showing free trade renegotiated, not abandoned.
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Contemporarg Global Concerns I —
Domocracy & Human Rights

CH 31
CONTEMPORARY
GLOBAL CONCERNS

Democracy advances in waves and recedes in reverse waves. Eights claim universality aga/nst two enemies at once

— relativist alibis and coercive misuse. Both halves need scholars, and both need India.

Democracy & Human Rights — the tide and the ladder

Huntington
" three waves,
reverse waves

— B

. Diamond — - Zakaria

i democ;tatic ] illiberal
recession,

executive

Sen — universal value;
must grow organically |

=

——)

liberté, égalité,
fraternité

Vienna 1993 —
universal, indivisible,
jnﬁerdependent, interrelatgd

Mehta — rights-maker at the UDHR;
Baxi — standpoint of the suffering;
Puttaswamy 2017

Democracy recedes by inches; rights claim universality

/‘-/J'w/re 3/l + 32 - /‘/tmt/'/rftar/ s waves beside Vasak's t//rez-nmf ladder of r/"y/zts — with Hansa Mehta and Baxi signing Indja into both stories.

¥ CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL CONCERNS I - DEMOCRACY & HUMAN RIGHTS

Samuel Huntington

Huntington gives the shape: democratisation comes in three waves, each followed by a reverse wave. Democracy

advances and.recedes; it does ot simply march. Deploy the periodising frame for any democratisation answer.

Larry Diamond

Diamond names the presant phase: the “demacratic recession”. Democrasy now dies by executive
aggrandisement — leaders hollowing institutions from inside — not by the coup. Deploy the contemporary
diagnosis — pair with V-Dem/Freedom House trends carefully, never invented.

Fareed Zakaria €I

Zakaria supplies the scalpel: "llberal democracy” ~ elections without constitutional liberalism. Form persists;

substance drains. Deploy the conceptual scalpel. separating electoral form from liberal substarnce.

Levitsky & Way
They name the grey zone: competitive authoritarianism — regimes that hold real elections on tilted fields. Most
modern cases live there, between democracy and dictatorship. Deploy the category between democracy and

dictatorship most modern cases occupy.

Amartya Sen

Sen fights on both fronts at once. Democracy is a universal value, not a Western monapoly; "Asian values" is o
cherry-picked. alibi for authoritarianism. And. imposed democracy breeds resistance — it must grow organically,

Deploy both the relativism rebuttal and India's support-don't-impose doctrine in one scholar.

Karel Vasak

Vasak huids the rights stfiog ~ lborté (ciil-poltical), dgaivé ( ).
fraternité (solidarity). Then seal it with Vienna 1993 rights are "universal, indivisible, interdependent and
interrelated". Deploy the architecture bullet — then Vienna 1993: rights are "universal, indivisible,

interdependent and interrelated"

Hansa Mehta
Mehta is India's imprint on the UDHR itself. As a drafter alongside Cassin and Eleanor Roosevelt, she pushed

its language toward gender-inclusive universality. Deploy proof India is a rights-maker, not rights-taker.

Upendra Baxi CEITITI

Baxi reads human rights from the standpoint of the suffering, and data protection as dignity. India embodies
indivisibility in Part I1T read with Fart IV. Deploy the Indian theoretical voice, with Futtaswamy (2017) as
the doctrinal landmark.

J
P e e ~
Y NUGGET - worth knowing Two drawings, side by side. First, the sea:
Hansa Mehta's edit is one clause long and world-sized. Article | Huntington 's three waves roll i"" each drayging a
of the UDHR draft read "All men are born free and equal” A0 LA el @1 (00 g St o (B
Mehta insisted on "All human be/’ngs are born free and etlual " - measures the recession, Zakaria finds elections
and that is the text the world ada]nted in 1948. The UN itself stranded without liberalism, and L"’VitSkf/ & Way
now cites her vhange as the faundiﬂg act of g&nder-inclusive map the tilted tidal flats between demacracy and
rights languag& * afictatorshl;u Sen stands on the beach insisting the
MEMORY HOOK tide is universal — no "Asian values" seawall, but no
forced flooding either. Second, the ladder: Vasak's
three rungs — liberty, ecluality‘ solidarity — bolted
together at Vienna 1993 as indivisible. On its rungs,
two Indian signatures: Mehta, who re-lettered rung
one for all human bein‘qs‘ and. Baxi, readfng from the
bottom, where the suffering stand.
________________________________________________ J

© Connects 3I.I Democracy (Global Concern), 27.2 Major Issues of World Politics — the R2P debate is where human-rights universalism

meets India's sovereignty caution.
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Contom,mrarg Global Concerns IT -
Environment, Gender, Terrorism

CH 31
CONTEMPORARY
GLOBAL CONCERNS

Three agemias that securitised the non-m/l/tary. The planetary commons, the gendered half of pol/tics, and

violence aimed at audiences rather than victims. Each has a t/veory Ioa/r — and each has an India anchor.

Global Concerns II — three agendas that securitised the non-military

N\
| ENVIRONMENT]
Brundtland — ]

needs of the present,
future generations

Hardin—| [ Ostrom — |
| tragedy of |€>| polycentric | |

Shiva — ecology and ;
women's knowledge |
Enloe — where ,‘
are the women? }
Tickner —
security is gendered

)
©

Jenkins —
terrorism is theatre

Rapoport —

four waves,

| the commons | institutions | |

no monolithic Third-World

woman; intersectionality

| Mohanty & Crenshaw — | }

now religious

Stockholm = Rio = ‘
Kyoto — Paris, CBDR ;

_ UNSCR 1

CEDAW 1979 — Beijing 1995~ || |;
325 - SDG-5 L

no agreed |

legal definition |

Narain: per capita, not aggregate;

Buzan's widened sectors, filled with real content

net-zero 2070 - CCIT 1996 -
Mumbai 2008

/_/yz/re 1.8+ 31.5 - Three cards — environment, fz/r/e/‘, terrorism — each carrying /ts tﬁzﬂry duel, with India’s climate Justice case ﬂﬂ;ﬁar/’ﬁy the strip.

¥ CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL CONCERNS II - ENVIRONMENT, GENDER, TERRORISM

Brundtland Commission

Start with the definition that qoverns everything after. Sustainable development "meets the needs of the present without
compromising future generations". It anchors the Stockholm—Rio—Kyoto— Faris arc, with CBDR — common but
differentiated responsibilities — as the South's equity core. Deploy the definitional anchor for the
Stackholm— Rio— Kyoto— Paris arc, with CBDR as the South's equity core.

Garrett Hardin vs Elinor Ostrom QEISEETIING
Stage the commons duel. Hardin: the tragedy of the unmanaged commons — shared resources get ruined. Ostrom:
communities govern commons successfully through polycentric institutions — many overlapping centres of rul 9.

Cynthia Enloe & J. Ann Tickner

Bring the feminist pair back on stage. Enloe: "Where are the women?" — the international runs on their invisible labour.
Tickner: security itself is a gendered construct. Then track the institutional arc — CEDAW (1979), Beijing (1945).
UNSCR 1325, SDG-5. Deploy then track the institutional arc — CEDAW (1979). Beijing (1995). UNSCR 1325, SDG-
5.

Mohanty & Crenshaw

They correct feminism itself. Mohanty rejects the monolithic “Third-World woman" of Western feminism; Crenshaw's

Deploy the theory pair for climate-governance questions — Faris's NDC design is closer to Ostrom.

Sunita Narain @EISEEIIG
Narain states India's climate-justice case. Equity and historical responsibility: the North led historical emissions, so the
North must lead and finance: measure emissions per capita, not aggregate. Deploy India's climate-justice case — from

Indira Gandhi's Stockholm line ("poverty is the greatest polluter") to net-zero 2070, ISA and LiFE.

Vandana Shiva
Shiva bridges the first two agendas. Staying Alive shows corporate-industrial development degrading both ecology and

women's subsistence knowledge at once. Deploy the bridge bullet joining environment to gender.

lity shows gender with race, class and caste. Deploy the Global-South correction — indispensable

for India, where caste intersects gender.

Brian Jenkins

Jenkins captures terrorism's logic in three words: "terrorism is theatre" — victims are a message to a watching audience.
That insight sits behind. the definitional trap: no agreed. legal defiition, herce the stalled CCIT, praposed by India in
1996. Deplay the definitional insight behind.the definitional trap — o agreed legal definiton, hence the stalled CCIT,
proposed by India in 1996,

David Rapoport

Rapoport periodises: four waves of modern terrorism, the current one religious. The "new terrorism" is transnational,
networked and. absolute. Deploy the typology bullet — then Tndia as principal victim of cross-border terrorism (Mumbai
2008). rejscting any "good. vs bad" terrorism distinction.

J

* NUGGET - worth knowing

Ostrom won the Nobel Prize in Economics in 2009 — the first
woman ever to receive it — for proving, village by w'llage, that
Hardin's tragetiy is not destiny. A polit/’ml scientist ta/eing the
economics prize, for fieldwork on forests and irrigation tanks: one
line of this makes the commons duel unforgettable,

MEMORY HOOK

The corridor is Buzan's: securitisation opened three
new doors. Behind door one, the commons —
Brundtland writes the house rule about future

generations, Hardin predicts the shared garden 's
hh,

ruin, Ostrom shows the iq S already ging
it, and Narain demands the biggest historical

* polluters pay per head. Behind door two, gemier =
Shiva connects the dying garden to women's
/mawledge‘ Enloe asks where the women are, Tickner
re—genders security, Mohanty and Crenshaw refuse a
single "Third-World woman". Behind door three,
terrorism — Jenkins stages it as theatre, /?apaport
counts its four waves, and India holds the CCIT
petition at the threshold.

S Connects 31.5 Terrorism, 23.2 Security & Fower — all three agendas are securitization in action: Buzan's widened sectors filled with

real content, on India's terms.
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South Asia as a Region - Sacuritg & Regianal CH 32
. SOUTH
+32.2 Intogratmn ASTA

South Asia is where every b/‘g secur/ty idea goes to be tested — and usually humbled. Secur/ty has widened and
deepened since the Cold War, and this reg/on is the conce/ut 's hardest examination hall. India sits inside the test

with a two-front, cross-border-terror real/ty.

South Asia — the ladder and the pentagon

never became
a security
community

military

p ! ‘
five sectors
of security
(Buzan)
1

pot T

community |
{ Deusc _

W \ < national interest |

intervenes
(Morgenthau)

\ freedom from
\ fear and want /

< (Hag) .-
P \!__42_, N

lows
function
(Mitrany)

identity constitutes
interest |
(Wendt)

societal economic

two-front, |

]
cross-border- §
terror reality J}

The textbook region that never built the community

ﬁyz/re 32,/ + 32.2 - The ladder and the pentagon — integration tﬁzﬂry climbs, widened security watches, South Asia breaks the top rung.

¥ SOUTH ASIA AS A REGION - SECURITY & REGIONAL INTEGRATION

Barry Buzan Karl Deutsch

Buzan widened security. Threats now live in five sectors: military, political, economic, societal, environmental. He also
named. the mechanism. Securitisation — declaring an issue an existential threat — is a "speech act": security is declared,
not. given. A warning follows. Over-securitising migration or climate is itself a danger. Deploy intro-framer for any non-
traditional-security or terrorism question.

Mahbub ul Hag

Hag moved the referent — the thing being protected — from the state to the individual. He was the intellect behind the
UNDP's 1994 shift: human security as "freedom from fear and freedom from want." One thinker, one decisive move. The
state stops being the whole story. Deploy counter-view to state-centric security; also the South Asian irony — the

concept's author came from the region least able to practise it.

David Mitrany

Mitrany is the functionalist: peace grows from practical work, not grand treaties. A Working Peace System (1943) puts it
in three words — "form follows function". Start with technical, sectoral cooperation, and it gradually binds states
together. Deploy theory anchor for why BIMSTEC's sectoral, d-la-carte model suts India better than SAARC's

summitry.

Ernst Haas
Haas adds the motor. The Uniting of Eurape (I958) shows integration advancing by “spillover": a common market creates
pressures that spill. into monetary and political union. Cooperation, once begun, demands more of itself. Deploy explains

the EU.as the gold standard of integration (2023 PYQ) — and, by contrast, why South Asia never ignited the spillover.

Deutsch names the destination. A security community exists where states hold dependable expectations of peaceful change.
Tnside ons, war becomes unthinkable among members. Daploy conclusion-anchor — South Asia's trageds is that the

texthook geographic region never became a security community.

Hans Morgenthau

Morgenthau supplies the cold shower. Conventions are sidelined when national interest intervenes. Great powers apply
anti-terror rules to their own strategic ends — which is exactly why the CCIT, the UN's proposed anti-terror convention,
cannot get born. Deploy explains the CCIT deadlock (stalled since 1996 on definition and selective enforcement) in one

realist line.

Alexander Wendt

Wend reopens the identity question. His line — "anarchy is what states make of it" — means identity constitutes
interest. What a state believes itself to be shapes what it wants. So national character is a foreign-policy input, not a
footnote. Deploy counter-view when a question asks whether ideology/identity matters in FP.

* NUGGET - worth knowing

Mahbub ul Hﬂcl was a practitioner first — the Pakistani economist
behind the UNDP's Human Development Eeluort, who built the
HDI with Amﬂrtya Sen. The 1994 R&part that launched human
security was his project. One line on this tells the examiner you
know where the concept was born: in South Asia's own

i neighbourhaod,

Picture a ladder leaning against a pentagon. Three
teal builders climb: Mitrany cuts the rungs
(function), Haas greases them (: spfllover), Deutsch
waits on the roof ( security community) — and over
South Asia the top rung is missing. The pentagon
below is Buzan's five sectors, with Hacl's small human

*
ﬁ"qure standing at its centre. Two maroon figures

MEMORY HOOK

circle the site: Morgenthau saws at the ladder
(national interest intervenes), Wendt repaints the
walls (| fdentity makes interest). Ladder = integration
theary. Pentayon = widened security. The saw and
the Ipaintbrush = why both /teep meeting South Asian
realit]

J

S Connects 23.2 Security & FPower, 23.4 Transnational Actors & Collective Security — Paper | IR concepts cash out here as South Asia's

lived security dilemmas.
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Foundations of India's Foraign Palicy -
Determinants & Evolution

CH 33
INDIA'S FOREIGN POLICY
- FOUNDATIONS

India's fore/_qn pol/cy changed its methods, never its goal. The goal is decisional autonomy — the freedom to

decide for itself. Trace that s/ngle thread from Kaut/lya through Nehru to toafay, and every evolution question

answers itself.

river of Indian foreign policy

K;ut@a Nehru —

Mandala theory—‘

Appadorai —
\ domestic sources

Bandyopadhyaya —
\ four determinants

decisional autonomy — the constant end

not negative or neutral

1991 —

strategic culture
older than
Westphalia

15102p

the Rubicon Y

;vua JueIsuod ?11:} - H’WOUO:}TJP TENO

interest-driven

diplomacy

/‘-/J'w/re 33./ - The river of Indian /are/yﬂ /ﬂ//'cy — bends at /962 and 199/, but the banks never move.

¥ FOUNDATIONS OF INDIA'S FOREIGN POLICY - DETERMINANTS & EVOLUTION

Kautilya

start earlier than Nehru. The Arthashastra's Mandala theory reads the neighbour as
natural rival and the neighbour's neighbour as natural friend. Shadgunya — his six-fold
policy toolkit — complates the case. India has an indigenous strategic culture older than
Westphalia. Deploy opener for the 2018 "rich strategic culture” PYQ — reach behind
Nehru.

Jawaharlal Nehru

Nehru held the External Affairs portfolio alongside the premiership (1947-64), so
founding doctrine and founding leader are one. Non-alignment was the foreign-policy
expression of hard-won independence — "not negative or neutral" but active independent

Jjudgement. Deploy every evolution question starts here — then show what 1962 corrected.

A. Appadorai

Appadorai roots foreign policy at home. The freedom struggle, Gandhian values and
developmental needs shaped India's external posture before any external event did. Policy
grows from the soil it stands on. Deploy directly answers the 2017 PYQ on the freedom
struggle + geography as determinants.

J. Bandyopadhyaya

Bandyopadhyaya gives you the frame. The Making of India's Foreign FPolicy lays out the
determinants systematically: geography. economic development, political culture and
leadership personality. Four boxes, one complete answer skeleton. Deploy structure-giver

for any "determinants" question; pairs with Appadorai.

K. Subralrmanyam

Subrahmanyam is the standing corrective. After 1962 and 1971, his realist turn insisted
that peaceful. coexistence must never compromise national security. Ideals stay; illusions
go. Deploy the hinge between Nehruvian idealism and Indira-era realism; also the bridge

to nuclear doctrine.

C. Raja Mohan

Raja Mohan names the break. Crossing the Rubicon (2003) is the canonical reading of
post-1991 policy: from moral. leadership to pragmatic, interest-driven, economically

y. Yot the end — d l y — stayed constant; only the
method changed. Deploy the spine of the 2024 "Nehruvianism — Neoliberalism" verdict

— concur with qualification.

anchored dipl

% NUGGET - worth knowing

K. Subrﬂhmanyam isa dynasty as well as a doctrine: he is the
father of S. Jaishankar. The realist who corrected Nehruvian
idealism raised the minister who now runs multi»aligﬂment. One

line on this turns a scholar-list into a liv/ng tradition.

Draw one river. Its spring is Kautilya (the Mandala
bubblirrg up before Westphaliﬂ). Its headwaters are
Nehru — wide, confident, "not negative or neutral”.
At the 1962 ralpiafs stands Subrahmanyam, hammering
warning posts into the rock. At the 199/ crossing

* stands /?aja Mohan, whose book literally names the

MEMORY HOOK

move: Crassing the Rubicon. On the early bank two
survetfors take measurements — Appadorai samples
the domestic soil, Bandyopadhyaya maps the four

determinants. The water twists at every bend,; the

ban/ts hever move. Th& ban/es are labelled decisional

autonomy. That is the whole chapten

S Connects 26.1 Non-Alignment Movement, 32.2 National Characteristics & Ideological Shifts — the doctrine's founding logic and its

identity-input read together.
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Institutions & Structural
Influences on Indian FP

CH 33
INDIA'S FOREIGN POLICY -
FOUNDATIONS

Who actually makes Indian fora/_qn pol/cy? A t/‘ght apex, a thin min/stry, and a loud economy. Decisions
concentrate in the PMO-NSA-EAM tr/angle; the MEA executes with too few hands; and since 199! the economic

imloarative drives much of the aganafa.

The foreign-policy machine

NSC 1998
| Subrahmanyam /
rising middle | Mishra
class opinion
(Baru)

MEA — executes, does not originate g
paradiplomacy — o o (Tharoor) |e—— articulating
Centre-coordinated 'ﬁ' o / voice, 2019

(Mattoo) - (Sushant Singh)
self-reliance — material foundation of autonomy
(Basrur) _ =2
economic 3
security is

A tight apex, a thin ministry, a loud economy

national security |

/‘-/J'w/re 338+ 354 - The ﬁre/y/r-/aa//by machine — a small apex room, a crowded execution foor, and ppes /ﬂt//ﬂy in from the economy and the states.

@ INSTITUTIONS & STRUCTURAL INFLUENCES ON INDIAN FP

Shashi Tharoor
Tharoor gives the standard diagnosis. The Elephant, the Tiger and the Cell Phone (2007): the MEA executes detailed
diplomacy but does not usually originate top-level strategic vision. His remedy is democratic — active parliamentary

engagement in foreign policy. Deploy the standard anchor for any PMO-vs-MEA question.
Rajiv Sikri
Sikri confirms it from inside the building. The PMO steers crises and big deals; routine diplomacy stays ministerial. He

adds the material point: India's regional strateqy hinges on closing infrastructure deficits. Deploy practitioner ballast for
the institutions question — a djplomat confirming the scholar's diagnosis.

Sushant Singh
Singh supplies the update. The MEA's salience revived under a career-diplomat EAM (Jaishankar, 2019), giving the

update to Tharaor's older diagnosis.

Amitabh Mattoo QETETITI
Mattoo brings the states in. Paradiplomacy — states running their own external contacts ("multi-layered federalism," in
C. Raja Mohan's phrass) — enriches national strategy but must be Centre-coordinated to preserve coherence. West

Bengal's Teesta veto is the cautionary case. Deploy the federal-constraint dimension — links Poper 2A federalism to FP.

ministry a doctrine-articulating voice. The PMO still retained strategic primacy. Deploy the "what changed under Modi"

Sanjaya Baru €IS
Baru widens the cast. The rising middle class now shapes public apinion on trade, climate and. security. Economic reform

and foreign policy are one story, told. to one audience. Deplay the socital-determinant bullet examiners rarely see.

Rajesh Basrur
Bosrur closes the loap. Atmanirbhar Bharat is crtical for strategic autonomy: self-reliance in economy, defence and
technology is the material foundation of decisional independence. o base, no freedom. Deploy conclusion-anchor tying

economic policy to autonomy — economic security is national security.

K. Subrahmanyam / Brajesh Mishra

the architects' plaque. Subrahmanyam advocated a structured national-security apparatus; Mishra, the first NSA,
architected the NSC (1998) to integrate the instruments of statecraft. Deploy the institutional-evolution fact-pair for
NSC/NSA guestions.

* NUGGET - worth knowing

Brajesh Mishra wore both hats at once — Princéual Sevretﬂry to
the Prime Minister and India's first NSA. The apex was fused in
a siﬂgle office-holder. That one b/'agraphical fact is the PMO-
primacy arqument in miniature, d&play it as living proaf, not
assertion.

MEMORY HOOK

Sketch a three-floor build/’n} The top floor is one
small room: PMO-NSA-EAM, with the architects’
pla(lue on the door — Subrahmanyam designed it,
Mishra built it (NSC, 1998). The middle floor is the
crowded MEA desk-hall: Tharoor says it executes

* but does not ariginate,' Sikri, a former occu’pant‘ nods;
Sushant angh notes the floor got a louder voice once
a career afl;plomat moved upstairs. Pipes feed in from
outside — Mattoo's state governments (one pipe
blocked at Teesta) and Baru's middle class. The

foundation slab is Basrur's: self-reliance holds the

whole buflding up.

S Connects 2.1 Statutory Institutions & Federalism, 33.1 Historical Foundations & Evolution — the machinery question sits between

domestic institutional design and FP doctrine.
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India & NAM — Stratogic Autonomy - RS
Multi-/llignmant NEIGHBOURHO0D

Non-alignmant was never s/ttin_q on the fence. It was stratag/c autonomy before the term existed — /eeep/n_q the
power of decision in Indian hands. /V/ult/-al/gnment, issue-based partnership with every Ioole at once, pursues the

same end by new means in a multl}oolar world.

decisional autonomy — the constant needle
(T.V. Paul)

Non-alignment —
not negative or neutral

Nonalignment 2.0 —
strategic autonomy

Multi-alignment —
The India Way

Nehru

benefits from both b[io;:;‘
| (Bajpai)

Jaishankar

~ engage America,
manage China

Saran Ny T—— :
- Khilnani, 2012 | |

’ ﬂexibility
a rising economy
requires

(Rajagopalan)

Same end, new means, multipolar world |

/F/yz/re 34.0/ - Three cards, one compass — the era Lﬁﬂﬂyes on every card, the needle never moves.

@& INDIA & NAM — STRATEGIC AUTONOMY — MULTI-ALIGNMENT

Jawaharlal Nehru S. Jaishankar

Nehru defined the original. Non-alignment was the freedom of a poor, post-colonial state to
set its own course — drawing aid and technology from both blocs while binding itself to neither.
His own words close the definition: "not negative or neutral." Deploy intro-framer; then pivot

to the realist reading.

Kanti Bajpai

Bajpai reads the same policy coldly. By remaining unaligned, India could extract economic and
military benefits from both blocs — US food aid alongside Soviet defence and heavy industry.
Principle and profit travelled together. Deploy directly answers the 2021 PYQ ("a rational

strategy of a materially weak India") — idealism and interest.

Shyam Saran, Shivshankar Menon, Sunil Khilnani et al.

the bridge document. Nonalignment 2.0 (2012) recast non-alignment as the preservation of

strategic autonomy and decisional. independence while engaging all powers. The name kept the
lineage; the content updated the method. Deploy the doctrinal bridge document — cite it by
name for the |.0—2.0 transition.

the doctrine in the author's own words. The India Way (2020): “engage America, manage
China, cultivate Europe, reassure Russia, bring Japan into play" — issue-based partnerships
across all poles simultaneously. India, he writes, “carries forward the legacy of non-alignment
while adapting to the realities of a multipolar world." Deploy the contemporary doctrine in the
author's own words — conclusion-anchor.

kajnh Rajagolnalan

Rajagopalan grounds it in material need. India's economic aspirations require multi-alignment's
flexibility; rigid alignment would tax a rising economy's options. Growth pays for freedom, and
freedom protects growth. Deploy the material-interest justification for the doctrine.

TV, Paul

Paul. supplies the continuity check. India's strategic culture, emphasising non-alignment and
strategic autonomy, continues to influence its foreign-policy decisions. Beneath the surface
churn, the compass holds. Deploy counter-view to "India has abandoned non-alignment"

prompts.

J

* NUGGET - worth knowing

The Nonalignment 2.0 authors were not armchair theorists.
Shyam Saran had served as Fareign Secretﬂry: Shivshankar
Menon went on to be NSA. And S. Jaishankar served as Fare/'gﬂ
Sevretﬂry (2015-18) before writing The India Wﬂy as External
Affairs Minister. This is doctrine written by its own practitioners

- say so, and the examiner hears autharity.

MEMORY HOOK

~
One compass, three hands ho[afing it in turn. Nehru

holds it first — the dial says “not neqative or
neutral”. Baj]mi turns it over and reads the fine
print: both blocs Ipaid. The 2.0 trio (Saran-Menon-
Khilnani) re-engrave the casing: strategic autonomy.
* Jaishankar walks all five directions at once — engage,
manage, cultivate, reassure, bring into play.
Eﬂjagopalan funds the Journey (a rising economy needs
open aptions), and T.V. Paul certifies the instrument:
whoever holds it, the needle has never moved. The
needle reads decisional autonomy. Eras change on the

dial; the needle is the answer.

S Connects 26.1 Non-Alignment Movement, 39.4 India's Strategic Fartnerships & Multilateralism — the doctrine's origin and its
contemporary operationalisation (Quad + BRICS + SCO at once,).
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India-Pa/eistan INDIA & THE NEIGHBOURC/-/HO(%

India-Fakistan is a structure, not a series of e/:isodas. The r/valry has moved from wars to proxy terrorism to

India's post-20/6 “new normal” — retaliation Iolus treaty leverage. Write the mechanism, not the event list.

unresolved

| Kashmir S
Gl / new normal —
b (T ? Uri = Balakot — |
domestic | / Operation Sindoor |
regime i . (Chellaney) |
incentives SE——

| cooperation

[

manage’"“"t | N A . 3 IW":;‘\;titcTe
. ( Ragh“va") T it Ar 2\ \@ XII(3) leverage
= ‘ | (Jaishankar)

conditional i
engagement |

A structure, not episodes — managed, not resolved

/‘-/J'w/re 34.30 - The r/'m/ry engine — the /aa/ that re/rﬂfwes conflict, and the two Indjan levers now /aressz/ against /t.

¥ INDIA-PAKISTAN

T.V. Paul Brahma C/rouanoy

Faul names the machine. India-Fakistan is one of the modern world's Chellanzy marks the doctrinal shift. He read the 2016 surgfcal strikes as

enduring rivalries: asymmetric, idzologg-fzd, and resistant to normal Iprecedent—szttfng — a demonstration of India's will/'ngness to retaliate

conflict-resolution. The IGNOU BPSE-142 text itself calls it the most Ipraactfvely across the LoC. The threshold moved, and stayed moved.

enduring rfvalry between any two nations since the Second World War. Ds'nloy anchors the "new normal"” — Uri — Balakot — Operation Sindoor

Dsploy intro-framer that lifts the answer above zvent-listing, as one deterrence arc.

su'p/wn P. Cohen S.D. Muni

Cohen opens the hood. Structural mistrust between the two states Muni identifies the faulty part. Fakistan's internal power centres can

disables reg/'onal cooperation; terrorism dzepens the mistrust and thwarts sabatagz any agreement, which makes conditional engagement the on[y

resolution. The parts feed each other. Ds'nloy the d/’agnosfs bullet — why realistic posture. You cannot sign a deal with a state that cannot deliver

d/’alogue processes /wzlu wllapsfn} one. Dcplny counter-view to “resume composite dialaguz " idealism.

Sumit Ganguly S. Jaishankar

Gangu[y reads the service hfstor‘lf Across the wars and crises, unresolved the water lever. He invoked IWT Article XII(3) for reneqotiation, citing

Kashmir plus domestic regime incentives in Fakistan re/zroduce conflict demograluhic change and India's water needs — "pragmat/’p cooperation

across generations. Same inputs, same output, new decade. Ds'nlay aligﬂzd with India's evo[vfng national interest.” The treaty moves from

ew’demz—spine for the arc from 1947-48 to Kargil to Pahalgam. sacrosanct commitment to strategic instrument. Da'nlay conclusion-anchor
for the Indus Waters Treatg ‘s shift from sacrosanct commitment to

Srinath Ragha"m strategic levzrage,

Raghavan writes the 197/ chapter. 1971: the creation of Bangladesh was

shaped by glabal geopolitics as much as rzgional dynamips India's finest

strategic hour was also a lesson in great-powzr management. Dalnlay the

1971 Iparagralph 's authority; shows historical dzluth

- J

Draw a loo‘pA Faul names the machine on the casing: emiuring rfva[r] Inside, Ganguly 's two pistons — unresolved Kashmir and

Fakistan's regime incentives — drive the wheel through 1947-48, Kargil, Pahalgam. Cohen points at the exhaust: structural
* mistrust, which chokes cooperation and feeds back in. Eﬂghavan holds the 1971 service record — the one time India redesigned

MEMORY HOOK

the machine. Muni f[ags the faulty part: internal power centres that sabotage any deal. Two teal levers press against the loap =

Chellaney 's retaliation lever (the new normal) and Jaishankar's water valve (IWT leverage} Managed‘ not resolved.

J

S Connects 34.90 Impediments to Regional Cooperation, 38.4 India's Nuclear Folicy & Strateqy — the rivalry is both SAARC's veto and

the deterrence doctrine's stress test.
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India & the Ncighbourhood - CH 34

Bdﬂgtdd&Sh, N&Pdl, Srl Lan/ea

INDIA & THE
NEIGHBOURHOOD

Ne/ghbour/wod First is _qraafeul one cap/tal at a time. The recurr/ng Indian formula has three moves: out-deliver

China, compartmental/se disputes, and build on durable interests rather than favoured leaders.

(Muni)

people-centred,
not personalities

West Bengal —
upheaval hits home
(Jacob & Basrur)

string-of-pearls

foothold

k}o;i;nify; : déla.f—trap
speed, trust dlplomacy

out-deliver,
not out-muscle
(Raja Mohan)

(Chellaney) \ cntesiet) |

(Brewster)

is

Durable interests, not favoured leaders

/_{yw‘z 54.40 + 34.60 - Three doors on one street — Dhaka, Kathmandu, Colombo — and two t/g//'very vans competing at the kerb.

@ INDIA & THE NEIGHBOURHOOD - BANGLADESH, NEPAL, SRI LANKA

S.0. Muni (ARG

Muni states the governing prmcrple. Relationsh

must rest on

Brahma Chellaney

P MRl )
and p&apla»cantrad cooperation, not persanal/tles. The fwst-Hasma reset in Dhaka is

the prwr’ — rest a relat/anshfp on one leader and it falls with her. Dlplay the
governing prlncfpla across all three bilaterals — 'gavzrnmznt»to-pwplz, not just

government-to-government. .

J.N. Dixit

Dixit brmgs the /aract/tianzr's map. India's Far&/gn Policy and its Nzlyhbours: the
smaller n&lghbows' al/gnmmt choices are critical to regmnal stabil/ty. His readmg of
Bhutan's al/’gnmant with India as a stabiliser gan&ml/’szs across the whole first circle.

Dlpby practitioner author/’ty for Nerghbourhood First's log/’c.
C. Raja Mohan

Raja Mohan gives the strateqy. The Indian counter to Chinese penetration is to out-
deliver, not out-muscle: an "inclusive regmnal appraach that respects N&pal s autonomy
while ensuring India's interests are pratutzd " India's comparative advantaga is

proximity, spaad and trust, not BRI-scale capltal. Doplay the strateqy bullet for

every Chma»m»thz»nzighbaurhaad question.

Chell Y checks the mortgage papers. He coined "tiebt-trap diplomacy": states
hzavfly indebted to China risk cetimg strategic assets, and Hambantota's qq-yaar
lease is the exhibit. Note the hanasty clause — the fram/hg is contested; most Sri
Lankan debt was not Chinese. Dtpluy the China-risk bullet — cite with the caveat to

show soph/’stwatmn.

David Brewster

Brewster watches the harbour. China's port acquisitions build a str/’ng-af-pzarls
strategic foothold in the Indian Ocean. The recurring trigger: Chinese "research”
vessels Joc/ting at Sri Lankan ports. D‘pluy the maritime-security raatimg of Colombo
and Hambantota.

Happymon Jacob & Rajnh Basrur

the shared-wall point. Ezg/bnal stabrlity is critical for maintaining peace and economic
cooperation between India and Banglad;sh; rzfugw influxes and uphzaval in Dhaka hit
West angal d/’rutly. The nzlghbawhami is also home security. Dlpby links the

n&lghbow‘hwd to India's internal security — an India-first clasmg line.

* NUGGET - worth knowing

J.N. Dixit lived this file before writing it: H/'gh Commissioner in
Colombo thraugh the IPKF years, then For&fgn Secretary, then
India's second NSA — he died in office in January 2005. Cit/'ng
his neighbaw‘hoad doctrine means citing lived practice, and the

examiner knows it.

MEMORY HOOK

One street, three doors: Dhaka, Kathmandu,
Colombo. Muni rings every doorbell on the street —
not just the leader's (| pea’ple—centred‘ and Dhaka
after Hasina proves why)A Dixit knows the street
because he lived on it. /?aja Mohan drives the teal

* afe[ivery van: out-deliver, not out-muscle — proximity,
speed, trust. Chellaney inspects the rival truck's
mortgage papers ( debt—trap, with the contested-
framing sticker). Brewster watches the harbour at
the street's end for "research” vessels. And Jacob &

Basrur remind you the last house shares a wall with

yOLI" own — West Bengal )[66[5 every tremor.

S Connects 34.20 SAARC & Regional Cooperation, 36.4 India-China Relations — every neighbourhood file is now also a China file.
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SAARC, BIMSTEC &

1, mpedimonts to Rogional

34.20 + 34.80 + 34.90 + 33.2 Coo,wration

CH 34
INDIA & THE
NEIGHBOURHOOD

South Asia is the least /ntegrated reg/on on earth. India's answer is d-la-carte re_qional/sm — route around the

spo/ler, supply publ/c goods to the will/n_q. The scholars below ex/ala/n the jam and the detour-.

7/ identity”
/- politics
" deepens

cleavages

Varshne

route around
the spoiler

Least integrated region on earth

ﬁyure 34.20 + 34.80 + 54.90 + 33.2 - The scale of ref/’aﬂﬂ//’sm - SAARC s pan sinks under five stones; BIMSTEC s pan rises with the W/Z//'ﬂf.

€ SAARC, BIMSTEC & IMPEDIMENTS TO REGIONAL COOPERATION

Amitav Acharya

Acharya states what re_qfonalism is for. It lets weaker states pool resources and
amplify lzar_qafning power. That is exactly what South Asia — the textbook
geo_qraphic candidate — has failed to deliver. Dalylay intro-framer — the gap

between re_qumal potential and regional reality.

S.D. Muni

Muni finds the crack in the foundation. Fartition "not Mly divided territories
but ruptwed the social fabric," entrench[rl_q identity-based hostl’lity, above all
over Kashmir. The region was born divided against itself. D&lylay the historical-
diagnasis bullet for "why has SAARC failed. .

Mahbub ul Haq

Hml names the asymmetry prablem India's sheer size breeds fear of domination
among smaller members, ma/u'ng economic integration palitically suspect. Scale
itself becomes the obstacle. D&lnlay the perception-gap point — what India sees

as leﬂdzrshl;ﬂ, nei_th?ows read as /legemlmy.

Stephen P. Cohen

Cohen supplies the security veto. Unresolved India-Fakistan rivalry plus weak
governance breeds insurgency and undermines SAARC from within. One attack
can freeze the whole institution — the 2016 Uri attack did. Daplay the
security-veto bullet — the 2016 Uri attack froze SAARC entirely,

(&

Ashutosh Varthnoy LENS

Varshnzy traces the termites. Identity politics exploited /75 elites for electoral
qain deepeﬂs ethnic cleava_qzs that transcend borders and poison inter-state
trust. Domestic vote-winning becomes regional trust-losin_q. Ds'nlay enrichment

— connects domestic politics to regianal parﬂlysis

Graham Allison

Allison adds the wobbly hin_qes. Political volatflity across member states
hampzrs the lan_q-term commitments re_qumal cooperation requires. Institutions
need patience their members do not have. Dsplay one-line supporting cite for

the fnstitutional-design critique (consensus rule —* stagnation).

Slmjaya Baru

Baru opens the side door. The BIMSTEC opportunity: develap trade and local
industry to turn the Bay of Bengal region into a functioning economic hub. Do
not mourn the jﬂmmzd door; use the open one. Dalylay the constructive turn —

end the SAAEC-obituary answer with India's workfng alternative.

*

MEMORY HOOK

Weigh it on a scale. SAARC's pan sinks under five maroon stones: Muni's Partition crack (the fabric ruptured before the charter
was signeaf)‘ Hati 's size-fear (India's scale reads as hegemany), Cohen's security veto (Uri froze everything), Varshney 's
iafentity termites (elections at home, distrust abroad), Allison's wabbly hinges ( volatility kills long commitments). BIMSTEC's
pan rises with one teal weight — Baru's Bay of Bengal hub, a-la-carte, spoiler—free. Acharya holds the beam and reads the

verdict: the region built for poaling power never paoled it. Five stones down, one door open.

S Connects 32.1 Contemporary Security Challenges & Regional Integration, 34.30 India-Fakistan Relations — integration theory explains

the design; the rivalry explains the paralysis.
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Act East / Look East

CH 34
INDIA & THE NEIGHBOURHOOD

Ch 34 - India & the Nzighbourhoad

Act East /zegan as economics and matured into Indo-Pacific strate_qy. The Northeast converts from per/phery to

gateway, ASEAN from market to strategic laartnar. Read the road east as one continuous journey.

Look East —
Act East —
strategic
recalibration -
(Bhatia) .

» tt  displacement, |
Conneey ‘ | cultural dilution, |
dividend | | ecological fragility
— | (Baruzh) ]

p

e — ~ D
' Kaladan, = s
Trilateral Highway 7
incomplete
_______ (Sikri) ol

it India’s desting
is maritime

(Panikkar, 1948

centre of >
- geopolitical gravity
(Kaplan)

- trade and
local industry
 (Baru)

From market to strategic partner

/‘_/J'Wrg 34.70 - The road east — rz/aﬂ/'ﬂtef s/yﬁﬁmrf, a toll gate in the Northeast, an unfinished ér/iye, and the open ocean zfeysz,

¥ ACT EAST / LOOK EAST

Rajiv Bhatia

Bhatia fixes the concept. Look East = Act East is a “strategic recalibration, " not
a rebrandfng. Economics remains the base, but security and connectivity now lead.
That distinction is zxactly what the examiner wants stated. D"aloy intro-framer

with the exact mmcelpthl distinction the examiner wants.

K.M. Panikkar

Fanikkar is the classical anchor. India and the Indian Ocean (1948): India's
destiﬂy is maritime; whoever controls the Indian Ocean holds India's security in
their hands. The maritime logic of Act East preniabes the term /Jy decades.
Dn'nloy the classical anchor proving Act East's maritime lugip przdatzs the term
by decades.

Sanjib Baruah

Baruah audits the gateway. The connectivity dividend for the Northeast —
investment, zmpluyment, market integration — comes bundled with grievances:
dfsplacemznt, cultural dilution, eculogical fragillty Forei_qn pnllcy has a domestic
face, and it frowns as well as smiles. Dcflny the critical-balance bullet; shows

the domestic face of furzign poliﬁy,

Rajiv Sikri

Sikri points at the unfinished /Jridge. Act East's success hiﬂ_qes on clnslng
infrastructure deficits and rzsnlvmg insurgency; without internal sbablllty the
external opportunity cannot be capturzd. Dcflny the implzmentutinn—gap point —
Kaladan and the Trilateral Hi_qhwuy remain incumplzbe,

Sanjaya Baru

Baru opens shops alnng the route. Trade and lncal-mdustry developmznt can make
the eastern arc an engine of growbh for India's own lagging regions. The road east
should enrich the road's own neighbowhond first. Dc'nlny supporting cite tying Act

East to domestic dzvzlu‘pment

Robert Kaplan

Kaplaﬂ extends the road into the ocean. The Indian Ocean is the thnby-ﬁrst
century 's centre of gzopul/’tlcal gravity, and India's two-ocean gzography demands
miaptivz maritime strategy. Dcflny conclusion-anchor liftfn_q Act East into the
Indo-Facific frame.

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

K.M. Panikkar was a practitioner too — India's ambassador in
Beijing (1948-52), watching the

the room. He is remembered as the "father of Indian maritime

ist revolution from inside

thaught " A schalar-d/'plamat who wrote India's ocean destiny in
1948 makes a suluerb one-line ﬂllthorl‘t‘lf

MEMORY HOOK

Draw one road running east. At its start, Bhatia
repaints the sfgnboard: Look East becomes Act East
— recalibration, not rebrandinj The toll gate at the
Northeast is Baruah's: he counts the dividend on one
hand and the grievances on the other. Further on,
Sikri stands at the unfinished bridge (Kaladan,

* Trilateral Hlthay). Baru opens shops along the
roadside — the east as engine for India's own lagging
regions. Then the road runs straight into the sea:
Fanikkar charted that water in 1948, and Kﬂlplan
signs the far horizon: centre of geo[political gravity.
Slyn, gate, bridge, shops, ocean — six scholars, one

Journey.

S Connects 36.3 India-Japan Relations, 39.4 India's Strategic Fartnerships & Multilateralism — Act East is the eastern anchor of the

same Indo-Facific strateqy the Quad institutionalises.
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India & the Global South — Africa, CH 35
Latin America B

India's Global South claim rests on a model, not a slogan. The model is demand-driven, capacity-build/ng

Ioartners/u}o - consc/ously contrasted with extractive engagement. Behind it stands the Bandung inheritance.

Bandung 1955
anti-colonial
solidarity

skills-transfer,
not resource-
7/ extraction

demand-driven, &t
capacity-building |-
partnership

Credentials predate the economic rise

/‘_/J'w/rg 35./ + 353 - The ir/'t/fz From é’tmdw/y - each //ﬂmé a pﬂrtﬂersﬁ/’p instrument, with the extractive rival ﬁr/lfz sketched ﬂ/ﬂﬂ]s/t/g,

¥ INDIA & THE GLOBAL SOUTH - AFRICA, LATIN AMERICA

Jawaharlal Nehru Sachin Chaturvedi
Nehru laid the first plank. He made anti-colonial solidarity with Chaturvedi updates the toolkit. Inclusive, sustainable South-
Africa a pillar of foreign policy, formalised at Bandung (1955), South cooperation is India's differentiator, now extended through
and lent India's diplomatic weight to African decolonisation at Digital Public Infrastructure — UPI/Aadhaar-style stacks
the UN. The credential came before the chequebook. Deploy the offered as low-cost, apen-source public goods. Deploy the
historical-legitimacy opener — India's Global South credentials contemporary-instruments bullet: DPI is India's newest export.
Inredate its economic rise. Kanti Bq‘rai
Shashi Tharoor Bajpai routes the grievance into institutions. Multilateralism gives
Tharoor names the Indian instrument. Education and skills smaller nations a platform; India's G-4 and IMF/World Bank
transfer drive the development partnership, and India's quota advocacy channels Southern grievance into institutional
historical ties give it standing no late-arriving power can buy. reform. Voice becomes leverage. Deploy links the Global South
Teach, don't just build. Deploy the human-capital bullet for brief to UNSC/Bretton Woods reform.
India-Africa questions (ITEC, scholarships, pan-Africa e-
et Sunita Narain

Narain carries the climate ledger. Climate justice for the South
Deborah Brautigam — the historical-responsibility argument — is what India brings
Brautigam sets the measuring stick. Skills-transfer-not- into every COP on the Global South's behalf. Who emitted first
resource-extraction is the standard against which South-South must pay first. Deploy the climate paragraph of any Global South
cooperation is judged — the implicit contrast with Chinese answer — voice, not veto.

engagement. India's model is graded well by that ruler. Deploy
the comparative bullet — India's model scores on sustainability,

not scale.
g J

Build a bridge across the page. The near bank is Nehru's: Bamiung, 1955, so[idarity Ipoured as foundation. Each /zlan/e is one

scholar's instrument — Tharoor's classroom plan/z (skills transfer), Chaturvedi's wired plan/z (DPI as open-source public gaod),
¢ Narain's climate ledger carried across (historical responsibility), Baj;pai 's toll booth at the far end routing grievance into G-4 and

MEMORY HOOK

quota reform. /‘Uongside runs a maroon rival bridge. and Brauti.qam stands between the two with the measuring stick: transfer

skills, or extract resources? India's bridge is narrower but it holds. Bank, plan/ts, stick — six names crossed.

S Connects 26.1 Non-Alignment Movement, 37.3 India's Advocacy for UN Reforms — Bandung's solidarity logic now runs through G20
(African Union entry, 2023) and reform multilateralism.
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India-USA

CH 36
INDIA & THE MAJOR POWERS

organises itself.

[ estranged democracies ]

|

Cold-War souil.s Glenn 2008 ‘ iEMOA— shared

s, | st | somlio | SRR || |conr| |
- (Kissinger) sanctions 2rCner, N 7 | BECA challenge

(Ko = ki) | | rnalally || ] | (Gongd) | | (hadan

The India-US story runs from estranged democracies to the Indo-FPacific's defin/ng laartners/up. Convergence is

real but bounded. The absence of an alliance is a feature, not a failure — hold that thesis and the whole section

Fateful Triangle —
China the third factor

interoperability
without a treaty

Convergence real but bounded

Dennis Kux

Kux writes the estrangement chapter. India and the United States: Estranged Democracies, 1941-199I: two
democracies that ought to have been natural partners were kept apart by Cold-War structure and the Fakistan tilt.
Structure, not sentiment, did the estranging. Deploy the canonical intro-framer for the pre-2000 era.

George Perkovich

Perkovich reads the hinge. The 1998 Pokhran-I1 tests responded to genuine security threats (China, Fakistan), not
mere defiance — even as they triggered Glenn Amendment sanctions. The low point opened. the negotiation that
transformed everything. Deploy the hinge paragraph — how the low point became the negotiation that transformed
the relationship.

Ashley Tellis

Tellis names the cornerstone. The 2008 civil-nuclear deal signalled Washington's settled judgement that a strong
India serves US interests; BECA lifts India's surveillance and targeting. An exception was made, deliberately, for
India. Deploy the transformation bullet — cite him for both the deal and the foundational trio.

Sumit Ganguly

Ganguly audits the paperwork. Read LEMOA-COMCASA-BECA tupﬁmr and you get the marker of institutionalised

/_/yw‘g 36./ - Ef—ﬂ/—wﬂ/‘ between estrangement and /artﬂzrs//// — with Fant's anchor /m///'/rf Indja short of a formal alliance.

¥ INDIA-USA

Tanvi Madan @D
Madan finds the driver. Fateful Triangle: China has historically been the third factor shaping US-India relations.
Convergence tracks the shared China challenge, and Chinese pressure on India constrains its “strategic comfort."

Deploy the driver-analysis bullet — explains both the partnership's depth and its limits.
Harsh V. Pant

Pant sets the boundary. India must bank the strategic gains while quarding the non-alignment legacy —
interoperability without a treaty; "partner, not formal ally." The anchor, not the brake. Deploy conclusion-anchor for
the 2024 strategic-autonomy-vs-alliance debate.

Henry Kissinger @IS
Kissinger is the misreading. He read India's Cold-War “neutrality” as Soviet-leaning — the American perception that
sustained estrangement for decades. Know the error to explain the era. Deploy one-line counter-view showing you

know both sides of the estrangement story.

cooperation — the partnership no longer depends on p outlive . Deploy the
evidence bullet after Tellis's argument.
J
Y NUGGET - worth bnnwing E Stage a tug—af—wan On the maroon end Ipull the
Ashley Tellis was inside the story he now analyses: he served as E 65.”'-’”.7” s K”X’ ) (Co.ld—War-st:uct.ure, /.Da/tistan tilt),
senior adviser at the US embassy in New Delhi and was closelg E K’”'”?” (t-he Sawet—leanmg misr e.adfng) . and the
involved in negat/'atfng the civil-nuclear deal he defends in Print. i Glenn sanctions that followed Ferkovich's Pokhran
Architect first, scholar second — cite him accardingl‘lf E hing& On the teal end P"u the partner s: Tellis with
d * the 2008 cornerstone deal, Ganguly stac/ting three
i MEMORY HOOK signed agreements (LEMOA-COMCASA-BECA).
d Madan pointing at the third fi‘qure watching from the
i sideline — China, the real reason both teams pull the
i same way now. And at India's waist sits Pant's
E anchor rope: partner, not formal allyA The rope
i moves; the anchor holds.
N S _J

China keeps it converging.

Ch 36 - India & the Ma/'ar Powers
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India-China

CH 36
INDIA & THE MAJOR POWERS

The boumiary is not one dispute among many; it is the permanent ganerator of mistrust. India's response is

balanc/ng without alliance. Competit/on is manageul, not resolved — and every scholar below sharpens one /Jart of

Ch 36 - India & the Ma/'ar Powers

that sentence.

- CPEC
calamis apstream pressure through
slicing Iiwers as timed to Pakistan-
everage build-up occupied
(Chaianagy (Chellaney) § | (Madan) Kashmir
(Ayres)

: I
undefined LAC —,

o : trigger for

1 o ba'lancm_q miscalculation !
without (Menon)
alliance i i

caution plus Quad shapes transparent,

constructive norms, not rule-based

engagement containment connectivity
(Menon) (Medcalf) (Ayres)

Scorecard:
disengagement achieved,
de-escalation pending

Compef:ifion managed rather than resolved

/‘_/J'Wrg 36.4 - ﬁ/y-a/— war across an undefined line — pressure and salami slices on one side, engagement /a/us the Quad on the other.

@& INDIA-CHINA

Brahma Chellaney
Ch&llan&y holds two exhibits. Asian Juggzrnaut: the undefined LAC — the Line of

Actual Control — enables incremental territorial “sﬂ[ﬂm/'»slic/'ng. " /tea'p/'ng mistrust

rivers is g&opo[ﬁttcal l&vzraga = hydrolagical data was withheld dw‘mg Doklam. Dtplay

the structural-mistrust opener lplus the water dimension few candidates carry.

Kanti Bay"nai

Btypal marks the turning point. 1962 revealed the limits of Nehruvian idealism:
moral/wliti/t alone could not safagwrd interests. The war converted idealism into
realism — within continuity, not against it. Dcploy the historical-turn bullet — how the

war converted idealism into realism within continuity.

Shivshankar Menon
Menon writes the prescription. Choices (2016): balance strategic caution with

constructive engagement, and clar/'fy the LAC to remove the trigger for miscalculation.
achieved, di L

unrestored. Dcploy the pal/'cy-prascrfption anchor from the man who negatiﬂted with

Post-Galwan the scorecard reads: di

9aq pznding, trust

pzrmanzntly alive. Water: Asia's New Battlzgraund: China's upstream control of Tibetan

Tanvi Madan

Madan reads the intent. China's power plays and subtle encroachments, timed to
India's infrastructure bui[d»up, assert dominance and chaﬂeng& India's "strategic
comfort." Border pressure is strategy, not accident. Dcploy the int&nt-analysls bullet —

border pressure as strategy, not accident.

Alyssa Ayres

Ayres draws the normative contrast. India's connectivity is transparent, rule-based and
consultative; BRI's is opaque and unilateral. And CPEC runs thraugh Pﬂ/tistan-accup/'&d
Kashmir — the nan-negatiﬂbla core of India's objzction. Duplay the normative-contrast

bullet for BRI questions.

Rary Medcalf
Medcalf frames the response. The Quad shapes rzgional norms to deter qu'ing without
formal . Bal ing. yes: bloc-buildi g, no. Dcploy the balancmg»rzsponsz

bullet — pair with the note that the Quad complzmants rather than compromises

strategic autonomy.

Bzy'/'ng.
Y NUGGET - worth knowing A tug—of—war across a dashed line — the line itself is
Cloolh Menon g tiated with Bey'fng I every capacity the the Iproblem Chellaney marks salami slices along the

system offers: ambassador to China, then /:are/'gn Sevretary‘ then
NSA (2010-14). When Choices says "clarify the LAC," that is
the negotiator s’pea/(fngA not a professor. One line of b/'agraphy
doubles the weight of the citation.

MEMORY HOOK

rope and stands with a water bucket (Tibetan rivers
as leverage ) Madan holds a stolpwatch: the Ipulls are
timed to India's raad—buildinj Ayres compares the
* two teams' rulebooks and finds one opaque — with
CPEC crossing India's own territory. On India's
side, Ba/;pai points back at 1962, when trusting
without ’pull/’ng cost dearly Menon wants the dashed
line measured and inked (| clari)fy the LAC). Medcalf
brings three friends to the rope — the Quad —

without signing any team contract.

S Connects 23.3 Balance of Power & Deterrence, 34.70 Look East Policy — deterrence theory supplies the frame; Act East supplies the

eastern flank of the balancing.
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India-Russia, EU, o 5o
Japan o s e 10

Three relationsh/ps, one doctrine: d/vers/fy partners without divorcin_q any. Russia supplies unmatched defence

depth, Eurolae a values-plus-/nterests convergence, Japan strate_qic complementarity. To_qether t/vey are multi-

al/gnment in daily practice.

\ depzn;ie—njcie’ on | defence ties
China could strain' unmatched
o (Jresin) (Rajagopalan)

depfhwand
resilience
(Jacob)

(veto s;f;gu;;z;ed
Kashmir

(Prt)_

IN
Jiidn— sg'a};;qi? T Quad upholds
not merely commercial LIRS
(Nagao)
] die;g;n sfr-afegic ] * cost, risk, availability: Cor{fluence of
| auf:ormm‘glu1 1 not political pressure the ToiiSiac
. (Garima Mohan) | Jaishankar)

multi-alignment
in practice

Diversify partners without divorcing any

/‘_/yw*g 36.7 + 36.2 + 36.5 - The //et/f/'ﬂy compass — three arms from one Indjan pivoe, /ar/'czd at the hub zfy cost, risk and Wﬂ/lzlé/'//){y.

@ INDIA-RUSSIA, EU, JAPAN

Rty'uh Rq'ago,palan S. Jaishankar
Rajagopalan anchors two arms at once. On Russia: "the depth of defence ties between India the pivot speaks. He defended discounted Russian crude at Munich (Feb 2026): energy
and Russia is unmatched by any other bilateral relationship India maintains". On Japan: the decisions are governed by "cost, risk, availability — not political pressure". Economic
2025-era defence deepening lets India extend strategic reach without overextending strategic autonomy, demonstrated live and under Western scrutiny. Deploy conclusion-
resources. Deploy the defence-spine bullet for Russia; the complementarity logic for Japan. anchor for autonomy-under-pressure questions.
Happymon Jacob Garima Mohan
Jacob steadies the Russia arm. "Western analysts often overstate the differences" between the EU arm. India and the EU converge on operationalising a rules-based order but bring
India and Russia, "overlooking the depth and resilience of the relationship”. Temporary divergent ptions of strategic y to it. Same d; jon, different maps — hence
divergence is not long-term drift. Deploy direct counter-view for the 2017-style PYQ broad but slow. Deploy the EU bullet — explains why the partnership is broad but slow
warning against mistaking structural shifts for rupture. (FTA, Indo-Fucific presence).
Harsh V. Pant Satoru Nagao
Pant holds memory and present together. The Soviet UNSC veto was instrumental in the Japan arm. The Quad is the mechanism for upholding regional norms, and Japan's
safoquarding India's interests on Kashmir; today "India's defence diversification is a investment in India is strategic, not merely commercial. The lineage runs from Abe's
strategic choice, not a rejection of Russia." Continuity and recalibration in one scholar. "Confluence of the Two Seas" into the Special Strategic and Global Partnership. Deploy
Deploy the continuity-and-recalibration pair in one scholar. the Japan bullet — Abe's "Confluence of the Two Seas" lineage into the Special Strategic
and Global Partnership.

Dmitri Trenin
Trenin flags the forward risk. Russia's growing dependence on China could strain ties with
India — the structural worry beneath the warm rhetoric. A managed relationship, not an
assumed one. Deploy the forward-risk bullet: shows the relationship is managed, not
assumed.

-

Draw a compass with three arms out of one Indian pivot. North-west arm, Russia: Eajagopalan stamps it "unmatched defence

depth " Jacob steadies it (the differences are overstated), Pant hangs the old Kashmir-veto medal on it while noting
*
diversification is choice, not rejection — and. Trenin ties a small maroon flag to its tip: watch the China de’pendenc& West arm,

MEMORY HOOK

EU: Garima Mohan — same rules-based order, different ideas of autonomy. East arm, Jalpan: Nagao — strategic, not merely

commercial, with Abe's two seas confluent behind it. At the pivot stands Jaishankar, pricing everything: cost, risk, availability

_/

S Connects 26.1 Non-Alignment Movement, 36.1 India-USA Relations — the Russia file is where multi-alignment is stress-tested against

Western pressure.
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India & the UN — UNSC Claim, CH 37
Peacekeeping, Reforms fnoLA & THE BT

India's UNSC case is a credentials file, not a wish list. And India frames reform as the world's interest in a

lag/timate Council — not sloecial plaad/n_q for a seat. Argua the file, then name the lock, then show the Ioathway.

the claim

voice of a sixth
of humanity
: (Rao) }

‘ democratic credentials,
demographic weight
(Acharya)

1

largest cumulative
troop contributor

Nambiar)

credentials,
not aspiration

the lock the pathway

" Legitimacy — the UN’s |

| own survival interest

hina fears
a second

transitional
semi-
ii| permanent
i option &
1 (Tharoor & [y
|| Thakur)

2 self-se;ving?

(Lodhi) ~_

Contribution without representation

/_/yw*z 37/ + 37.4 - The claim, the lock, the pﬂtﬁwyy — Indja’s credentials stack against the P5's sglf-yaﬂn/gd gate.

® INDIA & THE UN - UNSC CLAIM, PEACEKEEPING, REFORMS

Niru,wma Rao @B

Rao opens the file. India as the voice of the developing world: representation for a sixth of humanity is FPant identifies the holdout. China's opposition is structural gespolitical rivalry: Bejjing views India as its
the legitimacy core of the claim. Nunbers first, aspiration second. Deploy intro-framer for the principal. Asian competitor and. fears a second Asian permanent seat. The PS problem, personified. Deploy

permanent-seat question.

Amitav Acharya

Acharya stacks the credentials. Democratic ls and demographic weight make India the natural the pragmatists' pathway. India's economic weight justifies the claim; amid stalemate they advocate the
Global South representative on the Council — and a net security provider in the Indian Ocean besides. transitional, semi-permanent option that sidesteps the veto debate. Half a loaf now, momentum later.
Deploy the credential-case bullet — pair with G20 presidency and AU admission as live proof Deploy the pragmatic-pathway bullet for "what should India do" conclusions.

Srinath Rn_qhavan Lt Gen Satish Nambiar

Raghavan flps the frame. An unrsformed Security Council Lacks legitimacy, particularly in the eyes of Nambiar produces the receipts. India has paid in "blood and treasure": the largest cumulative troop
developing countries excluded from decision-making. Reform is the UN's survival interest, not India's contributor deserves a matching voice — the TCC (troop-contributing country) voice-deficit critique.

favour. Deploy the reform-rationale anchor — reform as the UN's own survival interest.

David Malone

Harsh V. Pant

the sole-holdout bullet — the P5 problem personified.

Shashi Tharoor & Ramesh Thakur

Deploy links peacekeeping (37.2) to the seat claim — contribution without representation.

Malecha Lodhi

Malone names the lock. The P5 share an interest in not diluting their influence: in effect they hold a Lodhi files the objection. The Fakistani charge: India's reform advocacy is self-serving. The answer is

veto over their own dilution. Endorsements-in-principle cost nothing; ratification costs power. Deploy the procedural, - India pursues reform colloctively, through G4, L.69 and African convergence. Deplay name

str l-obstacle bullet — why end principle never becomes the strongest objection, then defeat it — examiner gold.
- J
poTTTTTTT T & N\
! Y NUGGET - worth /mnwiny i Three oly'ects: a file, a lock, a side door. The file is
1 ! . . .
' India's advocates arque from inside /mawledg& Satish Nambiar : the claim — Rao writes the cover page (a sixth of

i . .
E was the first Force Commander and Head of Mission of : humamty) ! Acharya adds the certificates (d"’”'“mc.'/'
i UNPROFOR, the UN force in former Yugoslavia (1992). Shashi i demography, net security provider), Nambiar staples
E Tharoor spent maarly three decades in the UN, rose to Under- d the r eceipts (blooaf and treasure, largest troop
i S&vretﬂry—&eneml, and. ran for Secretary»aeneral in 2006. i . contributor). The lock is the obstacle — Malone
E Nirupama Rao served as Foreign Secretary. Credentials arguing i MEMORY HOOK explains its design (the P5 veto their own dilution)
V' credentials. i and Pant names who holds the /wy tightest ( China,
i i fearing a second Asian seat). Lodhi sl/;ps an objection
'
H : under the door; G4 and L.69 push it back. The side
1
E i door is Tharoor & Thakur's semi-permanent option —
1 ! Oy o . o 3
' ! and anhavan s sign above it reads: leg/tlmacy is the
| i UN's own interest.
Y e e e e e e o e o ,’ /
S Connects 37.1 India's Claim for a Permanent UNSC Seat, 35.3 India's Role in the Global South — the seat claim and Global South
leadership are one legitimacy arqument.
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Nuclear Policy

— Doctrine, CTBT/NPT,
Disarmament, Deterrence

CH 38
INDIA'S
NUCLEAR POLICY

Ch 38 - India's Nuclear Pallcy

India's nuclear posture is realism tempered by civilisational restraint. The arsenal is a pol/tical instrument of

deterrence, never a war-ﬁyhting tool. And it is held as a bridga to universal disarmament — that final clause is

what makes the doctrine Indian.

| accidental
b escalation

| (Sagan)
civilian
| democratic

credible
minimum
deterrence

political

instrument |

‘ of | control
| deterrence |

IT Article V[ —

assures against
pre-emption

(Karnad)

surrenders
the initiative

» (Rajagopalan)

[ K. Subrahmanyam — doctrine architect

. promise
massive without
retaliation a clock
(Chellaney) i
' deters even
TNW use 1
(Menon) Nehru's 1954 |
test-ban call — |
the first ever

Deterrence held as a bridge, never a war-fighting tool

/‘-/J'w/re 38./ + 385 - The six ////ﬂrs of the doctrine — with the hawk's attack on /a///ﬂr @ and the two answers that hold it up.

¥ NUCLEAR POLICY - DOCTRINE, CTBT/NPT, DISARMAMENT, DETERRENCE

K. Subrahmanyam @GN
Subrahmanyam is the doctrine. He framed the arsenal as a political instrument of deterrence under civilian democratic
control: credible minimum deterrence — just enough weapons to make retaliation certain — No First Use, massive

retaliation. The design deliberately avoids an arms race. Deploy the spine of every doctrine answer; he is the doctrine.

Kenneth Waltz
Waltz frames the theory above the doctrine. Bipolar deterrence prodused Cold-War caution ("more may be better” -
contested); nuclear weapons stabilise through fear of retaliation. Open here, then descend to India. Deploy the theory-

framing opener before descending to India's doctrine.

Shivshankar Menon

Menon answers the hardest question. Against Fakistan's tactical nuclear weapons — small battlefield nukes — the
“asymmetric escalation” answer holds: the threat of massive retaliation deters even TNW use. Abandoning NFU would
ignite a South Asian arms race and cost more than any tactical gain. Deploy the decisive bullet in the NFU-revisit debate
(2014/2020 PYQs)

Bharat Karnad
Karnad is the in-house hawk. NFU — the pledge to strike only second — surrenders the initiative against a first-use-
ambiguous Pakistan; Tndia needs fleibilty and. tactical weapons. State him fairly before you answer him. Deplay the

counter-view — state it fairly, then answer with Menon and the threshold-lowering objection

Scott Sagan CEHED
Sagan is the owl in the room. Organisational and conventional-conflict dynamics can produce accidental or inadvertent
escalation regardless of doctrine. Rational deterrence has irrational operators. Deploy the caution bullet that shows

theoretical depth beyond the India-Fakistan frame.
Rajesh Rajagopalan

Rajagopalan defends and. indicts in one breath. NFU enhances strategic stability by assuring Fakistan against pre-emption;
and on the CTBT, the treaty's "unequal treatment creates an insecure environment for non-nuclear states." Deploy one

scholar covering both the NFU defence and the treaty critique.

Brahma Chellaney & George Perkovich

the proseution of the bargain. Chellaney: NPT Article VI is a promise without o clock  the NWS retain arsenals
indefinitely. Perkouch, though critical of India, concedes the need for a "concrete disarmament roadmap". Deplay the
ruclear-gpartheid. paragroph — even the regime's defonders admit the bargain is one-sided.

Ashley Tellis

Tolls testifies to character. India's programme is “inherently defensive": credible minimum deterrence and universal
disarmament; can coesist ~ the 2008 deal and NSG waiver mainstreamed o responsible power. Deploy conclusion-anchor —
from Nehru's 1954 test-ban call (the first ever) to deterrence-as-a-bridge, India's restraint s  founding commitment,
ot a post-1998 alii.

J

* NUGGET - worth knowing

K. Subrﬂhmanyam did not Just theorise the doctrine — he
convened the first National Sevur/'ty Adv/sory Board that
praduced the 1999 Draft Nuclear Doctrine, and chaired the
Karg/'l Review Committee the same year. Architect of the text
and auditor of the war: one man, both signatures.

MEMORY HOOK

One drafting table, and a small aviary around it. At
the table sits Subrahmanyam the architect — the six
/Jillars are in his handwriting Above the table circles
Karnad the hawk: tear up NFU, take the initiative.
On the lamp Iperches Sagan the owl: whatever you
draft, org have idents. Waltz watch

* from the theory shelf — fear itself stabilises. Menon

guards pillar @ massive retaliation deters even
battlefield nukes. Eﬂjagopalan props the same Ipillar
while indicting the CTBT's une(lual treatment.
Chellaney and Perkovich prosecute the NPT bargain
at the side bench, and Tellis files the character
reference: inherently defensive, since Nehru's 1954

call.

J

S Connects 23.3 Balance of Power & Deterrence, 38.3 India on CTBT & Global Disarmament — deterrence theory and the disarmament

tradition are the two hands of one doctrine.
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West Asia, Israel & India's Grand CH 39

39.1-39.4 + 40.x Stratagy in the New World Order GEA/%ESSTT;/?%G&V

C. Raja Mohan Shyam Saran

Raja Mohan supplies the concepts. De-hyphenation “allows for independant engagement with both partiss" — the Tsrasl Saran charts the new harbours. How Tndia Sees the World; he reads I2U2's value as diplomatic leverage — West Asia
and Falestine tracks run on their own merits. "Look West" demands a proactive western strategy mirroring Look East. policy now runs through multi-aligned minilaterals (I2U2, IMEC). New architecture, same autonomy. Deploy the
Diversifcation itself s the mechanism of strategic autonomy. Deploy the conceptual anchor for the 2023 "Look West" bullet for "new " questions.

PYQ and the Gaza balancing act.

P.R. Kumaraswamy QGG Menon takes the wheel. Choices: India must navigate between the great powers without becoming any one's instrument —
Kumaraswamy keeps the logbook. India's Tsrael Polioy: the 1992 normalisation was interest-driven realignment, and judgement, not alignment, is the scarce resource. Deploy the grand-strategy framer for Chapter 40 questions on India in
India's humanitarian-plus-strategic conduct is "ethical realism." Interests steered; ethics stayed aboard. Deploy the the new world order.

specialist authority on the 1950 recognition — 1992 — 2017 arc.

Kanti Bajpai Hall waves from another ship. India's distinctive versatility: engaging the West and Russia simultaneously across
Bajpai delivers the verdict. India's Israel-Falestine posture is an "adept balancing act": the two relationships have been institutions no other power straddles. External validation that the doctrine actually works. Deploy the external validation
made complementary, not competitive — enabled. by the Abraham Accords. Balance as achisvement, not evasion. Deploy bullet  a foreign scholar confirming multi-alignment works.

the verdict bullet — balance as achievement, not evasion.

K. Subrahmanyam Haass forecasts the weather. A "world in disarray" tending toward non-polarity: diffused power and weakened
Subrahmanyam watches the fuel gauge. The standing energy imperative: diversify suppliers and build strategic petroleum institutions. Disorder raises the premium on autonomy and multiple partnerships — which is India's exact bet. Deploy the
reserves to cut Gulf overdependence. Hormuz is the chokepoint on which India's economy hangs. Deplay the energy- world-order framing Tndia's grand strategy answers — disorder raises the premium on autonomy and multiple

security bullet grounding West Asia policy in material interest. partnerships.

One instinct runs through West Asia laolicy and grand strateqy alike: diversify to stay free. Da-hyphenat/on -
dealin_q with two rivals on separate tracks — Look West, and mult/-al/‘gned minilaterals (small purpose-built

_qroup/ngs) all serve the same end: maximum autonomy in a mult/}oolar, disorderly world.

' INDIA
strategic
 autonomy

1202 - IMEC —
minilaterals

(Saran)

“no ;iher power
straddles
(Hall)

bivérsify

partners, maximise autonomy |

/‘-/J'Wre 39./ + 39.4 - The helmsman in the storm — two charts /a/'/mzd, one fuel gauge watched, new harbours on the horizon.

¥ WEST ASIA, ISRAEL & INDIA'S GRAND STRATEG THE NEW WORLD ORDER

Shivshankar Menon

Ian Hall

Richard Haass

Put the whole section on a Shl;ﬂ 's bridge in a storm.

Kk NUGGET - worth knowing

Two authors here write from the operﬂtor's chair. Shyﬂm Saran Haass wrote the weather r ."’/7 ort: a world in .disar oy
went from /:areign Sevretﬂry to the PM's Slueciﬂl Envoy for the Menon holds the wheel — j“dfe’"?"’t not alfynment
Raja Mohan drew the two separate charts ‘pirmeaf

civil-nuclear deal and for climate chaﬂge. Richard Haass ran the
above it: Israel track, Falestine track — de-

Council on Fareign Relations for two decades. Practitioner and
hyphenatian = Iplus the westward course called Look

* West. Kumaraswamy keeps the logbao/t ( 1950, 1992,
MEMORY HOOK 2017 - ethical realism). Bajpai certifies the trim: an

adept balancing act. Subrahmanyam never leaves the

order-watcher — cite both as insiders, not commentators.

fuel gauge — Hormuz. Saran marks new harbours on
the horizon: I2U2, IMEC. And from a passing ShI;D,
Hall sigmzls: no other power straddles these waters.
One briafge, eight stations, one instinct — afiversffy to
stay free.

S Connects 39.4 India's Strategic Partnerships & Multilateralism, 34.0/ India's Foreign Folicy & NAM — the grand-strategic circle

closes: multi-alignment in the new world order is non-alignment's end pursued with today's means.
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End Note

Argumcnt first, name as warrant

I On the day, you will not recall four hundred names. You will recall the architecture.

That is bg des/gn. This book was never meant to be memorised whole; it was meant to train a habit. The habit is simple to
state and hard to /eee,n: argumcnt first. name as warrant. If You can state the argument, the name arrives to certify it.
If You cannot state the arqument, the name is worse than useless — it is the tell of a candidate rec/t/ng rather than

reason/ng.
Three rules survive contact with the examiner, and t/rey are the three worth carrg/ng into the hall:

0 One scholar, stated precisely, beats three name-dropped‘ Precision is the scarce commad/ty; spend it.

Fair every critic with a response. A one-sided answer is an unfinished thought, and the for/against spine of each theme is

there to finish it for You.

On every cantemporary and IR zluestian, come home to India. The t/’ieory is the runway; India's national interest is

where the answer must land.

The scholars in these pages spent their lives ma/eing arquments t/rey believed were true and /mportant. Honour them the
anly way an examinee can — by using them to think, not to decorate. Do that, and the paper stops be/ng a memory test

and becomes what it was always meant to be: a conversation in which Yyou, too, have something to say.

Argument first, name as warrant. — Swetank - ALS IAS
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Ralph Miliband 23, 40
Kate Millett 20
C. Wright Mills 16, 23, 49
Ludwig von Mises 18
Brajesh Mishra 74
Subrata Mitra 45
David Mitrany 59, 68, 72
C. Raja Mohan 66, 69, 73, 77, 86
Garima Mohan 83
Chandra ﬁzlpad& Mahanty 20, 71
Andrew Moravesik 69
Hans Morgenthau 8, 55, 60, 63, 72
W.H. Morris-Jones 43, 46
Chantal Mouffe 14
Ramsay Muir 39
Nirmal Mukherjee 44
S.D. Muni 69, 76, 77, 78
K.-M. Munshi 36
Gunnar Myrdal 24
%

Satoru Nagao 83
Lt Gen Satish Nambiar 84
Ashis Nandy 32
Sunita Narain 71, 80
J.P. Narayan 3/
Jayaprakash Narayan 18
Fali'S. Nariman 42
Amrita Narlikar 66
Jawaharlal Nehru 41, 66, 73, 75, 80
R.L. Nettleship 6
Harold Nicolson 63
Robert Nozick 22, 25, 51
Martha Nusshaum 7. 25
Joselnh Nye 29, 56, 62, 63
O

Michael Oakeshott q
Claus Offe 23
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Kenichi Ohmae 54 Dani Rodrik 54
Susan Moller Okin 7,13 Rokkan 52
Fatrick Olivelle 30 Jean-Jacques Rousseau 7
Mancur Olson 52 Arundhati Roy 32
Gail Omvedt 33,35 47 M.N. Roy 32
Osborne 40 Susanne Rudolph 45
Elinor Ostrom 7l John Ruggie 67
Owen 18 Alan Ryan 13
P S
Sudha Fai 44 George Sabine 7,849
Thomas Faine 22 Scott Sagan 64, 85
N.A. Palkhivala 36 Edward Said 14
Lord Palmerston 60 Saint-Simon 18
Joseph La Palombara 46 Michael Sandel 17
Suhas Falshikar 43, 46 K. Santhanam 43
Arvind Fanagariya 45 Shyam Saran 75, 86
K.M. Fanikkar 79 Sumit Sarkar 35
Harsh V. Fant 81, 83, 84  Giovanni Sartori 50, 52
Bhikhu Farekh 27, 32 Ernest Satow 63
Frank Farkin 53 V.D. Savarkar 35
Sardar Fatel 40 E.E. Schattschneider 52
Carole Pateman 24, 28 Thomas Schelling 59 6/
Prabhat Fatnaik 48 Carl Schmitt 19
TV, Paul 75, 76 Joseph Schumpater 28
Robert Paxton 19 Anil Seal 35
George Ferkovich 8,85 H.M. Seervai 42
Fhilip Pettit 26 Amartya Sen 25, 26, 28, 38, 45, 66, 70
J.G.A. Pocock 8 Arghya Sengupta 42
Karl Polanyi 48 T.N. Seshan 40
Karl Fopper 6, 1l, 12 Ghanshyam Shah 47
Nicos Poulantzas 23 K.T. Shah 38
G.B. Powell 49 Vandana Shiva 20, 71
Rail Prebisch 67 Arun Shourie 33
Przeworski 50 Sikkink 62
Reajiv Sikri 74, 79
Q Karan Singh 3l
Rizwan Qaiser 3t mPp Singh 39
‘.73 Sushant Singh 74
L.M. Singhvi 38, 44
Srinath Raghavan 76, 84 Quentin Skinner 8 %
Tarig Rahman 4 Theda Skocpol, 49
C. Rajagopalachari 17 Adam Smith 48
Rajesh Rajagopalan 75, 83, 85 Soli Sorabjee 43
M.S. Rejan 66 Georges Sorel 19
Raghuram Rejan 45 M.N. Srinivas 47
M. Govinda Rao 43 Stepan 5
Nirapama Rao 8 James Fitzjames Stephen 13
David Repeport 71 Joseph Stiglitz 22, 54, 67
Aakash Singh Rathore 33 Susan Strange 2. 5/
John Rawls 7. 25 Leo Strauss 89 10
Sibrarayan Ray S K. Subrohmanyam 55, 61, 73, 74. 85, 86
PRS Legislative Research 41
Fred Riggs 24, 40 (7
Thomas W. Robinson 60 pH Tawney 2%
Valerian Rodrigues 33
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Charles Taylor I, 50
Harriet Taylor 13
Ian Taylor 66
Ashley Tellis 81, 85
Teune 50
Ramesh Thakur 68, 84
Romila Thapar 30
Shashi Tharoor 68, 74, 80, 84
J. Ann Tickner 58,71
Charles Tilly 51
Alexis de Tocqueville 13
Alain Touraine 53
Antoine Destutt de Tracy 16
Dmitri Trenin 83
James Tully 10
%

Milan Vaishnav 46
V.P. Varma 3l
Ashutosh Varshney 47, 78
Karel Vasak 27, 70
Verba 49
Justice J.S. Verma 42
Vernon 62
0 %

Immanuel Wallerstein 48,57
Stephen Walt 55, 61
Kenneth Waltz 55, 61, 64, 85
Michael Walzer 25
Warren 37
Way 70
The Webbs 18
Max Weber 12,15, 24, 30, 40
Myron Weiner 46
Thomas Weiss 68
Alexander Wendt 58, 72
Alan Westin 37
K.C. Wheare 38, 43
White 67
A.N. Whitehead 6
John Williamson 67
Woodrow Wilson 56, 62
Albert Wohlstetter 64
Sheldon Wolin 15, 21
Mary Wellstonecraft 20
X

Virginius Xaxa 44
Yogendra Yadav 46
Z

Fareed Zakaria 65, 70
Zald 53
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WHY THIS COMPENDIUM ——m— PSIR SCHOLARS 2026-27

A scholar should strengthen an argument — not decorate an answer.

PSIR answers improve when a scholar is used with precision: the argument is explained, the debate is balanced, and the authority is
deployed exactly where it adds analytical value.

Answer-ready scholarship FOR .- AGAINST - LENS IGNOU-anchored authorities

Every scholar explained in clear language Scholars organised as supporters, critics and Frequently accepted, academically reliable
with an identifiable argument and direct analytical perspectives, making balanced scholars are clearly marked for safer use in
answer-writing relevance. answers easier to construct. UPSC answers.

Exact deployment guidance Illustrated debate maps India-first interconnections

Each entry explains where and how a scholar Hand-drawn figures convert complex Western theories linked with Indian political
can be used — not merely names and scholarly debates into structures that are thought, constitutional debates,

quotations. easier to grasp and recall. contemporary politics and foreign policy.

Complete COverage across Paper I & Paper I1

Western Political Thought - Political Ideologies - Theories of the State - Justice, Liberty, Equality & Rights - Indian Political Thought - Indian
Government & Politics - Comparative Politics - International Relations Theory - Global Institutions - India's Foreign Policy

How to use this book

01 02 03

Understand the argument Build the debate Deploy selectively

Do not memorise the scholar's name in Pair a major position with an appropriate One accurately explained scholar beats several
isolation. criticism or alternative view. disconnected names.

PSIR Toppers from ALS IAS CSE 2024 RESULTS

Anshul Bhatt Vishnu Shahi Kumar Subhadharshml M

AIR 22 . 2024 AIR 31 . 2024 AIR 83 . 2024

v

Nagendra Babu Kumar Ghogare Harshal Bhagwan Hardik Chandel

AIR 160 - 2024 AIR 308 - 2024 AIR 304 - 2024
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