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CHAPTER 1 - WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT — FRONT PAGE

Po.per I-A - the 10 flagship thinkers  how to read, what to bet on, how to score - June 2026

(1« How o use | Strategy map for Western Political Thought — the 10 flagship thinkers

(Plato — Arendt) whose vocabulary the whole optional borrows. The locked
answer-spine for every thinker: context — core doctrine —» named scholars
on both sides = critique = India link > 2026 hook. Drawn from the vault +
the Arihant PYQ record 1991-2025.

this page

Corbisk Core Named scholars Critique India 2026
doctrine (on both sides) (a.fta.ck link hook

(25 Why UPSC asks about scholars

1. Precision — state the core thesis in one exact sentence (what the one-line quote questions check).

2. The scholar-bench — the real point. Marshal the named interpreters and critics, not just the
thinker (Popper vs Levinson on Plato; Macpherson on Locke; Skinner on Machiavelli). UPSC is
testing that a classic is a contested field, not a settled fact.

~N

( Strategy & analysis for the Chapter-1 crux set (Plato > Arendt). Read before the 10 topic sheets. ]

3. Judgement — ‘critically examine’ means adjudicate; the critique + defence carries most of the marks.
4. Application — land it on India + a live 2026 issue.
[ So scholars are the device that pushes you from memory into judgement.
Build a 4-6 name bench for each thinker — the single highest-yield habit in this chapter.
3 - Most-repeated topics & the 2026 forecast
Thinker PYQs '91-'25 Last asked 2026 signal
Aristotle 14 2021 DUE — top bet
Plato 13 2025 Cooler (asked 2024 & 2025)
Hobbes 13 2023 Strong perennial
Locke 12 2025 Cooler (asked 2024 & 2025)
Marx 12 2022 Always live; due
J.S. Mill 11 2023 Strong (free-speech hot)
Machiavelli 9 2020 DUE — top bet
Gramsci 6 2019 DUE — top bet
Arendt 6 2025 Cooler (just asked)
Hegel 4 2004 Low standalone (via Marx)

* Highest probability: Aristotle, Machiavelli, Gramsci, Marx — all overdue, frequent and contemporary.
o Strong: Hobbes (sovereignty), Mill (liberty / free speech).
® Cooler — but never skip: Plato, Locke, Arendt (just asked in 2024-25; UPSC rarely repeats three years running).
o Wildcard: Hegel — not asked standalone since 2004, but usually routed through Marx/dialectics.
Probability, not prophecy: prepare all 10, but weight revision toward the overdue flagships.

WPT is now asked through critics and contemporary framing — expect Aristotle via constitutional
democracy, Machiavelli via politics-and-morality, Gramsci via. hegemony, Mill via liberty in the digital age.

4 . Connecting static WPT to 2026  Open with the news > frame with the thinker > critique — close on India.

Thinker / concept Live 2026 hook

AL governance & ‘epistocracy’ (India AT Impact Summit Feb 2026;

Plato — rul the k
R ol UN Geneva dialoque Jul 2026).

Aristotle — inequality > revolution; middle class | Oxfam 2026 ‘Rule of the Rich’; May Day 2026 cost-of-living protests.

Machiavelli — autonomy of politics; raison d'état | Realpolitik 2026 — Ukraine, West Asia, transactional statecraft.

Hobbes — Leviathan; security vs liberty Surveillance state, cyber-sovereignty, emergency powers.

Data-as-property & digital rights; right to property revived

Bohie. = cipspls gty (Art. 300A, SC 2024-25).

Online free speech; hate- speech/misinformation rules;

Mill — harm principle; expression sedition — BNS §152.

Marx — alienation, class Gig/platform labour, AL & jobs, inequality; Labour Codes (2025).
Gramsci — hegemony Big Tech & media '‘manufactured consent'; digital hegemony.
Arendt — banality of evil; totalitarianism Democratic backsliding (V-Dem 2026); buremcmhc/AI complicity.
Hegel — ethical state; civil society The resurgent ‘strong state’ vs market.
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CHAPTER 1 - WESTERN POLITICAL THOUGHT

Paper I-A  the 10 ftagship thinkers « how to read, what to bet on, how to score « June 2026

[ Strategy & analysis for the Chapter-1 crux set (Plato — Arendt). Read before the 10 topic shaets.]

\

answer:

1. Social-contract tric — Hobbes (fear — absolutism),
Locke (rights — limited govt), Rousseau (general will).

5 « The cross-thinker web (your biggest lever)
UPSC rewards correlation. The recurring axes that lift any

The most examined cluster — know the comparison.

2. Ideal vs practicable — Plato (philosopher-king) «
Aristotle (polity). Ebenstein:

“Plato found the

corrective in his greatest pupil.”

3. Idealism vs materialism — Plato — Hegel (the Idea),

inverted by Marx (being shapes consciousness).

4. Liberty's lineage — Mill (harm principle) — Berlin

(two concepts) — today’s free-speech contests.

5. Power & consent — Machiavelli (coercion) — Gramsci
(consent /hegemony) — Arendt (power as acting in concert).

6. The India bridge (the closer)
Constitution and in Gandhi & Ambedkar; end every answer here.

— reconcile in the

2, 3

A) Quote anchors

6 + Anchors & the arc

Plato — "philosophers must be kings" | Mill — “over himself the
Aristotle — "man is by nature indiridusl is Severeign”
a political animal” Hegel — state as "the march
Machiavelli — “safer to be of God on earth”
feared than loved" Marx — “the point is
Hobbes — life "nasty, bratish, to change it"
and short” Gramsci — rule = coercion +
Locke — life, liberty, hegemony
property by consent Arendt — power = "acting
L in concert”
) The a.rc.
Plato Anstotle Mad\wv!.u\> Hobbes >
('rule of (rulc ef (mbnom (sovmt_gn (consent &

of pohtus

Mill
(liberty)

”

Marx Gmmsci Arendt
{e.thlwl (Grlhﬁu "f >> (hggunony) [utwn)

from t|1.c Ldaal state f:o fhe critigue of power
the 2020 ‘evolution’ PYQ asks exactly this

[ Mantra: state the thesis — stage the scholars — critigue — connect to India & 2026.

-

(7 « The scholar-bench map (who said what)

Thinker Core thesis (in 1 line) Key interpreters / defenders Key critics

Plato Justice = harmony under rule G.R.F. Ferrari, V.E. Davidson, Karl Popper (Open Soo&ety),
of the philosopher-king. R. Heineman H.J. Paton

Aristotle Man is a political animal; best J.L. Stocks, E.N. Castle, H. J. Laski (methty),
regime = polity (mixed). C.D.C. Reeve N. McIntyre (virtue debate)

Machiavelli Politics is autonomous; ends justify Quentin Skinner, J.G.A. Pocock, Leo Strauss (immorality),
prudence in statecraft. Harvey Mansfield Hannah Arendt (politics vs morality)

Hobbes In state of nature, life is poor; Richard Tuck, C.B. Macpherson, J.G.A. Pocock, Oakeshott,
people create Leviathan for peace. Harold Laski Feminist critigues

Locke Natural rights (life, liberty, prop!dy} ; | C.B. Macpherson, Ian Shapiro, Nozick (minimal state),
govt by consent to protect rights. T. Peardon Marxist/ property critique

J.S. Mill Harm principle; liberty of thought Steven T. Robson; Tsaiak Berlin Kymlicka (Limits),
& expression. i Sandel (community critigue)

Hegel State is the actuality o ; s Liberal critics (freedom),

= the ethical Idea. 5 R Nl T s, e Marx (aliena.tfofl‘l) )

Marx History is class struggle; abolish David Mclellan, Paul Sweezy, Popper (totalitarian),
private property. Ernest Mandel Hayek (knowledge problem)

Gramsci Power = hegemong (consent + Joseph A. Buttigieg, C. Nelson, Liberal pluralists, Economic
coercion); organic intellectuals. S. Jodi determinists

Arendt Power is acting-in-concert; Jerome Kohn, Margaret Canovan, Leo Strauss, J.L. Talmon,
banality of evil. Dana Villa Habermas (disagreement)

] Use 4—6 names for each thinker. Drop one neutral explainer + one strong critic in the answer. ]

L% J
= - ~

(8 + How to structure any question | [ 9 « Quick India bridge (closer) 10 + 2026 exam playbook

1. Context — 1-2 lines (time, place, problem). | | o Congtitution: dignity, liberty, equality, | | v Build 4-6 name benches per thinker.

2. Core thesis — one crisp sentence. g ;

3. Scholars bench — 2-3 defenders + justice, due process, federalism. V' Connect tuwo thinkers in the body.

2-3 critics (name + view). o ;. 5} X 4 ] B
i Gl cntis = alillaats; j;:ﬁ;;:::ﬁ;xt r::szn; civil V' Always add India + a live 2026 issue.
: c;mp[;e hsosatw;sm i et 4 ’ v Use cross-thinker axes (Section 5).
: n — India link (Constitution, belkar: & . i
Gondhi, Ambedkar) + 2026 hook. * Ambedkar: liberty, equality, frabermity; ||/ Conclude with synthesis.
pimbedian) + 2016 titutional morality; social democsa 3

L 6. Conclusion — balanced judgement. il CORSTCMONAL MONELLy ) 508 CS‘J b )
44 High-yield comparison clusters 12 + Common command words | 13 + Final check before writing )
e Hobbes vs Locke vs Rousseau Critically examine — take a stand + reason. O Thinker's thesis in one line

® Plato vs Aristotle Di — balsnced ] O 4-6 scholars

¢ Machiavelli vs Hobbes (power & state) E;:i:f: — stnt: = m::::f_z O Critique & judgement

* Locke vs Mill (hlm‘tg) Exiliats o Z O India link

¢ Hegel vs Marx (idealism vs materialism) Mo = RIS PrUS TS Eans, O 2026 hook
[ * Gramsci vs Arendt (power vs action) gL Analyse — break into parts. J L O Conclusion 4

p—

From the ideal state fo the critique of power — that is the arc of Western Political Thought.

N
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Plato

deduction from a single premise.

Paper I-A + Western Political Tkoughf: + the rule of know(edge + 428-348 BCE

Plato founded Western political philosophy from a sing[e wound — the execution
of Socrates by an Athenian democratic jury in 399 BCE. His li.fel,ong conviction:
politics is too important to rest on opinion (doxa); it must rest on kn0w(,edge , \
(episteme). From the Theory of Forms he deduces one connected chain: those \. -

who know the Good ought to rule. Read Plato not as seven topics but as one

J

the knower must rule
“Until piulosophers are kings...

cities will never have rest from
evil.”
- The Republi,c

-

[ EDUCATION
(THEORY OF FORMS) =p| KNOWLEDGE ] - |  JusTIcE -)GHILOSOPHER—KING) - ?
(ot spnin) COMMUNISM

appli,ed mﬁaphysws - derive each doctrine from the one before.

\e
& W )
Central Sysfem Timeline
~428 BCE 399 BCE
born into Athenian Socrates executed - the
aristocracy; ‘Aristocles’. founding wound.
FORM OF ALY P
THE GOOD @ N ) )
naledae, it ~38% BCE Repu.b[tc
founds the Academy; forms, J'ustice,
nea.rlg 900 years. philosopher—king.
A N
& N
Statesman / Laws 348 BCE + after
second-best state Plato dies; 1945 Popper;
under law. 2024/25 PYQ:s.
. WA /)

( . N
Theorg of Forms (Idealism) PYQ 1992, 2024

® Two worlds: World of Forms — eternal, Perfecf, gmsped by reason, hence
episteme and. real; World of Matter — changw.g, imperfecf, 3ra.sped by
senses, hence doxa and shadow. Apex = Form of the Good.

e Three images: the Sun — the Good lets the mind grasp Forms as the sun
lets the eye see; the Divided Line — imagining —> beli.ef —> maths —
dialectic; the Cave — prisoners mistake shadows for realify, the freed
prisoner sees the sun, returns and is mocked: that prisoner is Socrates.

e g e e R O
\e J

One Insight
Plato’s pold:ics (s applied
mefa,ohysics. If the Good is
real and knowable, those
who know it ou.gh{: to rule.
Every later ‘rule of exper{:s’ -
Bacon's scientists, technocrats
and Al panels -isa foofnoée
to this claim.

(PSIR - 1.10 - 1/4
\&
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Theory of Justice —
the State is the individual writ large

o The State is the individual writ large.

¢ Cephalus — paying debts; Polemarchus — help friends;
Thrasymachus — justice is the interest of the stronger.
Plato rejects all three as partial and inadequate.

His answer: functional specialisation — each does the work

Bh

r
The Ideal State & the Philosopher—King

(PYQ 2000)

* Rule by knowledge of the Good — not by birth, wealth,
election or force.

e Governance is an expertise: the ship’s captain and
the phgsicéan are not chosen by crowd opinion.

o ‘Until philosophers are kings...’ is fherefore
Plato’s rule—of—knowtedge thesis.

best suited to him, none meddling. > E
* In the state, justice = harmony of three parts. Education — the filter (PYQ 2004)
[ Part of the soul Virtue Class in the state * “The logical result of his conception of justice” —
state—-controlled, compulsory, and equal for women
Reason Wisdom Philosopher-rulers in the quardian class.
Spirit Courage Auxiliaries / soldiers ¢ Elementary (0-18): music, literature, gymnastics
— military training.
| Appetite Temperance Producers o Higher (18-35/50): mathematics — dialectic —
L 5.8 knowledge of the Good. 3
- x 2 "™\t A
Communism — guardw,ns only (PYQ 2003, 2007) The Three Waves of Paradox
o Proper{:y and famd.y are held in common to kill private I
interest and nepo{:isr.n ; gfw:dians become “one family”. abolition of the greatest wave:
o Nettleship: communism is “supplementary machinery private family; philosophers must
to education. wives and children :
________________ 3 be kings
e e N in common
| Exam trap :
| Plato’s communism is political, not economic; l
: guardians-only, not general equality. Plato abolishes : The first two serve the third: guardians are freed from
! property for rulers to keep them pure; Marx for ! private interest so they can rule by knowledge alone.
I producers to end exploitation — opposite classes, |
: opposite aims. :
oo J\ J
(. : ; : )
Five regimes / cycle of decline Republic, Bk VIII
ARISTOCRACY = TIMOCRACY ey OLIGARCHY e DEMOCRACY - TYRANNY
(wise) (honour) (wealth) (Liberty) (demagogue)

Each deca.ys as reason yée[ds to spirit
democra.cy ’s excess of liber{:y breeds

, then appetite;
the tyrant.

) ®
4 N\ N
The Noble Lie & the Myth of Metals Plato’s second thoughts (Statesman - Laws)
o Citizens are taught o founding myth: all are born of the o In Statesman and Laws, late Plato concedes that the
same earth, but souls carry gold for rulers, silver for ideal is rare. ' ‘ ’
auxiliaries, and bronze/iron for producers. * The Laws .destgn's a secon'd—b.est state under the' " ule
o It legitimises class order and anticipates Cramsei’s of law, with mixed 'constt.fu.tf,on and ,.aroperéy. limits.
Mesloats lesemoniy; onablein. * The rule of law Aristotle will champion begins to
i) J P )\ creep back. P

Takea.wa.y: Plato rebuilds justice from

specialisation, ruled by know

I
’

e. Education molds guardians; communism protects
them; myths bind citizens; regimes decline when appetite rules.

the soul u.pwa,rd — harmony (:hrou.gh

|

—{ PSIR - 110 - 2/4 )




The Trial of Plato: Critique & Defence

& )
The Charge — Karl Popper (1945, The Open Society and Its Enemies)

-
The Defence

e Plato is the archetypal enemy of the open society — a closed,
static, hierarchical utopia.
o Historicist belief: history is assumed to have a knowable destiny.
o Distrustful of the demos: the individual sacrificed to the whole.
o Witnesses: Crossman, Berlin, Toynbee and Joad support
the closed-society reading.

e R.B. Levinson: Plato’s excellence and harmony, not fasasm
o Ernest Barker: Plato as moral idealist.

OAnmrtyaSen:danocracyisbothﬁwendandthamwts
of dzvelopmenf..

o Ra:jeev Bhargava: Popper misread Plato throu.gh Cold-War liberalism.

o Over-faith in incorru.ptibl.e rulers.

o Aristotle: forms are immanent; abol.ishing
family/property is unnatural — ‘what is
common to most is cared for least.”

forms)

\ J

7 '\ 7
- N~ )
Standard critiques Recention timeline
o No rule of law — rule of persons.
: IEndividwl liberty sacrificed to unity. ARISTOTLE 1945 1953 . HAEESVA/
o Elitism and denial of consent. ; —>
) g (et POPPER LEVINSON (i dic

reply)

(Model approach - 2025 - 1/2(b) - 15m

Question: “Karl Popper presents a defence of the open society
a.ga.insf its enemies. Elaborate.”

Skeleton: intro - Popper 1945 and define open society — body:
charge on Plato, witnesses and defence — conclusion - balanced
verdict + Sen; open society as ancestor of f:oday's liberal
constitutional order.

(Model a.pproa.ch - 2024 - 15m

Question: “Criticaﬂ.y examine the Theory of Forms.”

Skeleton: describe -

found.ational, with echoes in universal-rights ideals.

two worlds — Good — Cave; critique -
Aristotle’s immanent forms / third man, Kant's mind—sha.ped
con.cepts, modern ‘interaction problem'; conclude - contested yet

historicist critic.

8 '\ i
(. Nl )
Scholars at a 3£ance Quote band
( Sahllar Pocibioa s ramerdbar h "Realify is a shadow of ideas.”
“The State is the individual writ large. i
Popper Plato = "m’"y °f the open soaety - totalitarian, “Until philosophers are kings. i N

"Popper: "enemy of the open society. =

Crossman / Berlm / Toynbee

Suppor‘l: Popper's readmg Proto-fascist / closed

"Nettleshi.p: "supplementary machinerg. "

society. Plato’s long shadow (influence)
Levinson / Barker / Sabine / Defend/ interpet Plato as moral idealist of hannony; ( PLATO - Forms )
Bhargava Popper misread him. *
[ NEOPLATONISM - Plotinus )
Nettleship Communism as "supplementary madu'nery" to ¥
gducation ( AUGUSTINE & AQUINAS )
AmartgaSen D as end + means *+ modern to Plato. v
: i ( HEGEL — POPPER )
Whitehead EWOPW P hilosophy as “a series Of f ootnotes” Popper: Western Uwught has been Platonic or anti-
{ to Plato. D)1 Platonic, hardly ever non-Platonic. )
(PSIR - 1.10 - 374 )
\ - J




[ Exam Engine: PYQs, Contrast, deag & Writing

_J

/ \
PYQ list (1991-2025) ; One Exam Rule !
I =500
1. 1992 - ‘Reality is o shadow of ideas. 7. 2007 - ‘Nettleship on communism: | ! Never write Plato as only anti-democratic.
(20) Pl Pintiong) supplementary machinery.’ (20) E Write him as the first thinker who asked E
2. 1993 - ‘No law or ordinance is 8. 2009 - "Popper: platonic or anti= | V@ harder question: Can political power be |
mightier than knowledge.’ (20) ’El;;;m hardly ever non-platonic. | trusted to opinion, or must it be guided .
Ltk ] i
3. 2900 = Until philosophers are 9. 2015 = ‘Plabo was an enemy of the | ! by knowledge? !
k"‘gs-" (20) open. society.” (20) : Forms — Knowledge - Justice = :
4. 2003 - ‘Plato’s communism vs 10. 2020 - ‘Evolution of WPT, ancient > | | Philosopher-King = Critique = Democracy !
modern. communism’ (20) i ;‘;‘;:”‘P"’:Z’y _(20) e i Popper warns against closed elitism. E
5. 2004 - ‘Education as logical result 11. F = ntwa'lt_zzzx)amm fos : Levinson/Barker rescue Plato as a moral idealist. )
of justice” (60) " of forms ! Sen/Ambedkar give the mode ; '
‘ ; 12. 2025 - "Karl Popper’s defence of ) R give POGCEL, AnSwet. :
6. .200_5' & 2006. = The ,Sta{:e is the open society’ (15) d experti.se is u.seful, but it must remain under |
individual writ ‘“rge- (20) | law, consent and public accountability. :
| . . !
Trend: older = ‘comment’ quotes; 2020/24/25 = analytical, 15-20m. Y Plato survives, not (@s @ blugprint, lbut as the
Plato is now asked Uu’ough his critics — arque and critique, never mzrely describe. : P ermanent tension between competence :
& P S R a;nd democracy. )
4 ; 3 N g )
Plato «> Aristotle — the master contrast The classics in 2026 (current affairs)
Plato Aristotle The philosopher-king returns as the algorithm. 2026’s
Forms Z:ﬁcendbinf separate i’;“;"“’g‘;"i" form. inside AI-governance summits — India’s AL Impact Summit
e rea. - "’ .l“l . . (Feb 2026) and the UN’s first Global Dialogue on AL
Method < c.fw, ket L W.&wtwn Governance (Geneva, 6-7 July 2026) - re-stage
from ideal from observation Plats’ L
. - = , : 0's question.
Best state | the ideal - philosopher- best practicable - polit
A“h:' . phllosophar—King :ep - I B The West seeks an expert-driven technical body to
wthority | rule of wise person - d : of govern Al - philosopher—king as technocrat; the Global
Pr"ﬁ”'é.‘l/ common among guardians | pr W‘f& property, natural South, especially India, insists on sovereignty +
fomily democratic consent — the Aristotelian reply
Ebenstein: _",) lato f"”j"d H“. il rect?ve to h“ H‘“"”}ﬂ ‘“ has : Academic form epistocracy — Jason Brennan,
dreatesf pupil.” Plato gives politics its ideals; Aristotle, its uv.sfa.ﬁaéwns.J L A gainst Dewia cracy. )
& 2 N\ 1 R
Think Beyond the Syllabus (correlations) 5-mark nuggets
 Idealism = Marx: ‘Forms are the fountainhead of idealism; Academy (387 BCE, ~900 yrs) - Republic = Politeia -
Marx inverts it — being determines consciousness.’ episteme vs doxa - Sun-Line-Cave - Form of the Good -
® Justice & Rawls: ‘Platonic harmony/desert = justice as guardians = rulers + auxiliaries « Nettleship, Popper,
fairness behind the veil.’ Levinson, Barker, Bhargava., Sen.
® Guardianship > Epistocracy/AL: rule of the knower vs :
democratic accountability. Answer habit
o India: framers rejected quardianship through Ambedkar’s For 15m: open with the Socratic wound — give the doctrine
adult franchise, but kept bounded expertise — steel frame, chain = add one table/ strip = critigue with named scholars —
e NITI Aayog, regulators. P end with democracy/expertise balance. y
r50.'7!,;7’@ Intro 1 — philosopher-king B d Sample Intro 2 = Forms / idealism )
Shaken. by the democratic execution of Socrates in 399 BCE, Plato Plato’s politics is applied metaplgsics: anly if there exists a
concluded that rule must rest on knowledge, not opinion — and knowable Form of the Good — eternal and graspable by reason
built, in the philosopher-king, the most uncompromising case ever alone = can he claim that the philosopher who knows it is
| made for the rule of expertise over the consent of the many. ) uniguely fit to rule. y
0 Sample Conclusion 1 — balanced verdict (8 Sample Conclusion 2 — contemporary / India b
Condemned. by Popper as enemy of the open society yet defended From philosopher-king to AL technocrat, every age re-stages
by Levinson and Bhargava as a moral idealist of harmony, Plato Plato’s challenge. India rejected guardianship for adult franchise,
endures less as a blueprint than as a permanent question — how to yet retained bounded cxperéwe in the steel-frame bureaucracy,
L honour knowledge without surrendering to rule by a few. )\ NITI Aayog and regulators. b

Remember for UPSC: Forms — /mowl.edge = justice = plulosopher king —> Popper’s critigue —
Levinson / Barker /Sen’s rescue — India + AL application.

k( PSIR - 1.10 - 4/4
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Aristotle

Paper T-A + Western Political Thought + the father of political science + 384-322 BCE

Aristotle is at once Plato’s greatest pupil and his foundational critic. Where
Plato looked up to a heaven of Forms, Aristotle looked down at the evidence —
he and his school collected 158 constitutions before theorising. For him politics
is the master science of the good life, and the state a natural 3row{:h with a
moral purpose. ttis empirical~teleological method makes him the father of

the deep (:em,ola,ﬁe of modern constitutionalism.

Y & £ {
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manisbgna.hu‘eapou&cal

“Man is bg nature a Polif&cal animal.”

- Politics

OBSERVATION

-
[(1 58 consfifuﬁons)]

TELEOLOGY
(telos)

[

knowledge begins in the world, not above it.

\
| mEPoIs |y [ classiFIcATION |y [ PoLITY +
(the good Life) (six—fold) RULE OF LAW
J

@ N A= . )
Central Sys{:em Timeline
zoon Pobl{:ikon @ 384 BCE Y ~36% BCE 0
political animal born at Sfa.gira; Joins Plato's
Physicéan's son. Aca.demy; .sfa.ys
L J L ~20 years. y
THE POLIS " aBpiE | Bseduizas |
the good life founds the comparative sfudg
(telos) L Lyceum. y before {:heory. g
Property / family distributive +
A - v )
pnva{:e proper(:y corrdihive Later echoes
322 BCE et
Aristotle dies. constitutionalism;
i S D \re/.a.f;i,ve depréva.{:i.on. /)
f )\ Tl — T e S St W gt e o o N
Method — the father of poliﬁcal science PYQ 2019 : l
o Empirical & inductive — 158 constitutions; knowledge begins in | One In‘s“ghf I
observation, not in a separate realm of Forms. I : apam. Ao e
o Teleological — everything has a telos; ‘nature does nothing in vain'. : P‘(,a{:o 3LV?S P o.('d:l.'cs Lts f.d@u#, :
e Comparative — he seeks the best practicable, not the abstractly perfect, | | Aristotle gives it its institutions.
e Forms are immanent, not transcendent — the seed of his critique of Plato. : He drags J'u,s{:L'ce and the state :
Concepﬁua[ toolkit | down from the heaven of Forms |
o Four Causes — material, formal, efficient, final; final cause drives politics. : to the measurable, the (_awfut :
e Golden Mean — virtue lies between extremes; politically this becomes | | ) ) |
polity and the middle class. | and the Pracfl.cab[e — and in |
o Founder of formal logic and systematic empirical inguiry. | doing so founds political science. !
o Arc: Pre-Socratic cosmology - Socratic ethics — Platonic Forms — | |
\ Aristotelian empiricism. A P S I L S Sl e & /,

(PSIR - 1.20 - 1/4
.




-
The Bhlls & " e o polfbinl il

PYQ 2002, 2011

o The polis extsts by nature and for the 9ood life,
not mere survival.

e IfispriorﬁoU\ebtdividw.laswaodyisﬁofhe
hand (orga.nic view,).

® Man’s distinctive faculty is logos — speech to
debate the just and unjust.

° Only the polis is self-sufficient (autarkeia,).

® One who can live outside it is “either a beast
or a 3od."

L natural comm.unify e moral purpose e self—suﬁciciefwy)

HOUSEHOLD | —» | VILLAGE |—» POLIS

o

-
Theory of the State

e A natural 3row£h: household - vdlage -> po[i.s.

o A legal as well as ethical / educative association.

o [t exists “for the sake of a 3ood U,fe,
and not for the sake of li.fe only.”
o A 3ood state cultivates virtue in its citizens.

-4

-
Theory of Justice

N
PYQ 2015

o Justice is “complefe virtue” toward others.
e Distributive J'usfice: honours/ofﬁces by merit;

Classiﬁca.ﬁon of Constitutions — the core
PYQ 1998, 1999, 2014, 2021

Who rules? one / few / many X For whose beneﬁf?

common 3ood / self—inferest

N

proporﬁonal or geometric equalify. [ True form Perverted form 3
C s e (common 9ood) (self—infemsf)
e (orrective Ju.sfu:e: restore balance a.ﬂer a wrong;
arithmetic equalify. One Monar Chfl 7:9’. ey
® Proportional equality is the live idea — the Few Arisﬁocracy O&garchy
basis of modern aﬁ\umﬁve action / reservation ]
L Many R)[Lfy Democrac_c/
logoc. Q y,
\o =7
d . ™
3 Po[ufy — the best pracficable state
Distributive Corrective o Not the ideal best, but the best practicable.
& ey e repair wrong ® Fusion of oligarchy and democracy.
' . _ . o Stabilised by a [a.rge middle class.
® proportion ® arithmetic equality| | | o Mied constitution + middle class + rule of law
o  honours/offices o court justice = precursor of modern constitutionalism.
L ) ° Polit‘,y is the Golden Mean applied to polufocs
“The best po[iﬁcal communify ts formed by
L citizens of the middle class.” )

CLASSIFICATION
(natural comnuuufy) (virtue in relations) (constitutional for

POLIS JUSTICE

Po[u‘,y * Democra,cy Po[ufy (s 1:/13 true rule of the
many ; democracy is its perverfed form. Likewise
arisﬁocra.cy (true) vs oligarchy (perverted). Keep
‘best’ vs ‘besf—pra.cficab[e’ crisp.

10
|
|
|
|
|

One Insight
Aristotle’s politics turns the Golden Mean into
constitutional design: moderation in class structure,
moderation in institutions, and moderation in law.

Po[iﬁy is virtue translated into regi.me form.

POLITY
(best practicable state)

—

(
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Slavery, Property & Family

PYQ 1994, 1996, 2006
® Natural sLavery — the slave as a “living tool”;

Aristotle says it beneﬁfs both master and slave.

. Désfinguish natural sla.very from conventional
or conquest slavery.

® The master's authority is despotic; the statesman’s
a.ufhorify is poLi{:ical, over free equals.

® Property should be private but commonly used.

® The ratural family is defended against
Plato’s communism.

Write this section crificaﬂy — modern constitutional
moroiify rejects Aristotle here.

-
Theory of Revolution B ot 200

® Politics Book V — first systematic sﬁu.dy of bzsfabi[ify.

o Master cause: inequality, more exactly the
expectation—reality gap.

® This a.nfia'?oa.fes modern relative deprivafion.

® Cures: strong middle class, mixed constitution,
civic education, proporfional distribution, rule of law.

[INEQUALITY]—) [RESENT MENT ]—) [INSTABILITYJ - [REVOLUTIONJ

________________________ 2 § y
: “What is common to the grea.fesf: number } : ; N
| ets the least care.” I 4 4/ 40 YQ 2019
[ e e gets the least care.” = J (Ansfoﬂe s Critique of Plato , " 207
( N F ; A
Rule of Law over Rule of Men rr 1555 Plao Aristotle
o transcendent immanent (form inside
Quote: (separate ideal realm) | the object); the “third man”
“Law is reason free from passion; Method dialectic; deduction empirical; induction
he who bids the law rule bids God and from the dleal from observation
reason rule, but he who bids man rule Best state _Hw ideal , the best Rr“ﬁmue
et an: domant of B Basih.® (st $) olty)
y Authority rule of the wise person rule of law
o ¥ : through through plurality +
l’;: L: impersonal r:.:on. i Unity sk w o ik dZs
o rsons (nvi ion arpitrariness. .
. y pe pa.ss Properﬁy / il s ok private proMy,
® This is the root of constitutionalism. i natural family p,
Ebenstein: Plato found the corrective to his ﬁ/un/cmg
k y, in his greatest pupil. "
> (- 3\
Scholars at a glance Quote band
f Scholar Position to remember w i
: “Plato found the corrective to his thinking ¥ Ma'n is b}/ nature a POLLfLCG.I. animal.
Sabine / Mcllwain / Aristotle as father of political science “The POL"S exists bf] nature and is Pr':or to the individual.
Barker and. constitutionalism. "_"______"""-“-__—__"—--"—"__"“__”__
B scinis Pildly, «» papuli samraiipty. “Polity is the best practicable form of government.
Hobbes Monarchy = more stable than polity. “The best political community is formed by
Robert Dahl ot P citizens of the middle class.”
A:;“:Z; ém D?:;‘f;“i"?‘ip‘“ﬁé 't? q{;::a‘“i‘h” y Everywhere, inequality is a cause of revolution.”
Honderich + Wilkinson 3 . of o __—___; __________________ __,—, _______
b& P‘:C/‘lriﬁn;vzik‘“y . I'::d“:l:‘fi r;} ;‘tgfo‘i‘t{/ I Law is reason free from passion. i

_3" One Insighf

—— ———————————————— — ——————————————,

If Plato gave poléfécs its ideals, Aristotle gave it its institutions —
= law, p[u.ralify, the middle class, and the practicable constitution.

N s o s e e — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —— G — —— ———— ——————— ———




PYQ list (1991-2021)

1. 1991 onguts/auns of revolution

are the same across regimes (20)
“The authority of the master
and that of the statesman are
different.” (20)

“Rule of law is better

than rule of men.” (20)

| 8,
l
|
|
i
|
|
I
|
“Sla.very is natural and :
!
|
|
i
|
|
|
|
i

2. 1994
nature and man is by
political animal.” (15)
1995 10.
Evaluate (15)

2015 — Aristotle’s

of Equality (10)

1996

11.
beneficial for master and slave.” (20)
“ Polity is the best
pmdimblefonnofgo«mm‘"QO)
“Poli.ty... a.fu.sionof
oligarchy and democracy.” (20)
“Tthoﬁsexisfsbyna&u-e

and is prior to the individual.” (20)

1998 — 12.

6. 1999 — 13.

Plato’s Idealism (20)

7. 2002 — 2021 — Aristotelian

14.

s since 2021 — a due topic.

2006 — Cn'ﬁquz of Avristotle’s

9. 2011 — “The state is a creation of
nature a

2014 — Classification of constitutions —

2017 — "Eve:ywhm, inequality is
a cause of revolution.” (15)
2019 — Aristotle’s criti

modern constitutional democracy (20)

Trend: older = comment quotes; 2014/2017/2019/2021 = analytical 15-20m.
Cla.sscﬁca.ﬁwn/pohfy + constitutionalism cluster is highe.sé-—yield. Not asked

One Exam Ru[e

Always lay the six—fold table first.
Then land on polity: mixed
constitution + middle class +
rule of law. Criﬂqu.e s[a.very
cl,ea.r{y, Close with India and

in.equa[ify.

on

e of

&

Classification = Polity —

(
!
|
|
|
|
|
|
[
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
: Constitutionalism — Imqualtﬁy — India
\

J

—— ——— — — — — —— — — —— — — —

-
Model a,pproa.ches - hlgh—yield PYQs
e 2014 — Classification — Evaluate
six-fold table — true/perverted forms — polity
as best Pmc{'«'rablc — influence line Rousseau /
Hobbes / Dahl = conclude with dmocmcg and
transcendent vs

02021—Aris£ofeb'nnpouﬁcs—*consaﬂdionaldunoaucy i ‘
immanent forms;

|
|
e~ g s = ety sl of pr
eq_ua.hﬁy, rule of law, active cd(zendup, "'“l““l“‘,'j |
and welfore. ;

® 2017 — inequality is a cause of revolution |
expectation—reality gap — French / Russian ;
Revolutions — relative deprivation — Arab Spn'ng/ |
Occupy / Yellow Vests = Aristotelian cure = :
middle class + mixed constitution + civic education |
|

+ rule of law.

e

|
I
| * 2019 — critique
: of Plato’s idealism

lialestic i espirical:
ideal vs practicable;
Platonic idealism vs
Aristotelian realism.

[ istolle toty & e Dz lkhs

® Mixed constitution + rule of law + middle class =
template of constitutional democracy.

® Jndia as textbook case: separation of powers,
Art. 14, basic-structure doctrine.

® Proportional equality = reservation / affirmative action.

° Inequaliiy - uzstabchfy underwrites inclusive grow'éh,
welfare, DBT, antyodaya.

® On the world stage, proportional equality informs
CBDR and weighted voice for the Global South.

J

\s

rﬂw classics in 2026 (current affairs)
® Oxfam 2026: billionaire wealth at about $18.3 trillion;
top wealth concentration shows Aristotle's oligarchy logic.
® Billionaires far more likely to hold office — wealth
converts into power.
° Mag Day 2026 cosl:-of—li.ving protests show the squzazed
o In India, tthupraneCow‘fpoUcingGovunor'sdiscm&bn
is rule of law over rule of men n Pmdu:e
Book V lives in every inequality dataset.

® Inequality

N

3 T
Think Beyond the SyUa.bus (correlations)

° zoonpolil:ikon —’Amzdé:publicmabnandacﬁon.

e Proportional equality — Rawls / Sen: justice as

® Classification — comparative politics and

° Ruleoflwu—*consﬁfuéionalism,sepnmﬂmof
powers, checks and balances, basic structure.

Marx, Piketéy, Milanovié, Arab Spn'.ng, Occupy.
J

-
5—’na-rk n.u.ggefs
Lyceum + 158 constitutions -
Politics + Nicomachean Ethics +
zoon Poliﬁ/wn - autarkeia *
telos + Four Causes + Golden
Mean - founder of logu: . six—
fold classification - polity -
distributive vs corrective justice -
Ebenstein, Sabine, Mcllwain,

. Barker, Dahl, Rawls, Sen.

— revolution — relative deprivation:

r Sample Intro 1 — classification / constitutional democrax:yﬁ
Having studied 158 real constitutions before theorising
about one, Aristotle gave po[iﬁca.[ science its first
comparative method — and in polity, a mixed constitution
anchored by the middle class, the prototype of every

L modern constitutional democracy.

( Sa.mpLeInfroZ—Poli.s/Pou{:iz:alalu)nal/good U.fe

For Aristotle the state is no artificial contract but a natural
growfh, and man by nature a Polil:ica./. animal — for only
within the self-sufficient polis, l:hrough the fa.cu.lty of
speech, can human beings reason together about the just
L and pursue the good life.

y

( Sa.mple Conclusion 1 — balanced / contemporary
If Plato gave politics its ideals, Aristotle gave it its
institutions — the rule of law, the mixed constitution and
the moderating middle class. His warning that inequality
breeds revolution, confirmed from 1789 to Oxfam 2026,
\ma.kes him a permanent duzgrwsf:u:mn. of polu‘.wal séabahéy.g

i Sample Conclusion 2 — India / constitutionalism

India is Aristotle’s polity written large: a mixed constitution
of balanced organs, the rule of law as its basic structure,

and pnopor(:ional equahfy as the logu: of affirmative action —
a republic that rejects slavery yet institutionalises Aristotle’s

(PSIR - 1.20 - 4/4




Machiavelli

Paper I-A - Renaissance hinge of modern political thought - 1469-1527

Niccolo Machiavelli (1469-1527), Florentine diplomat and Second Chancellor /
Secretary to the “Ten of War,” is the most contested figure in Western
thought — read at once as the ‘teacher of evil’ and as the founder of
modern political science. The quarrel is the answer: he is neither
immoral nor a moralist but a-moral in method — he brackets ethics,
he does not deny it. Two books hold two Machiavellis: The Prince (1513),
a manual for the new prince, and the Discourses on Livy (1517), a hymn

| Niccolo Machiavelli, Florence )

“A prince must be a fox to
recogm'se traps and a lion
to -frighten wolves.”

to the Roman republic. Carry both, and the paradox resolves into one
argument about power, necessita and the autonomous state.

— Machiavelli
Empirical Human Autonomy of l Power / \ . Republican
[ method Jé[ nature ]9[ politics J_> necessity F¥| Seculariom (= liberty
politics as it is, not as it ought to be.
(" s :
Central System W Timeline w
1. Empirical- 2. Pessimistic Nt )
inductive human r 1469 — 1498-1512 —
method nature B Second Chancellor /
rm in Florence
8. Renaissance
h‘."fj"f = THE 4. Public vs 8 1512 — nr B
redlism AUTONOMY OF private Medici return; 1513 —
———————— POLITICS moralit dismissed, tortured, The Prince
y .
‘\ k exiled J K W,
““““ srgenaey Il 8@= Y 25— )
@ instrument Discourses dies; Italy still
on Livg disunited
L ) \K Z N )J

* break from normative-teleological politics

e politics studied as it is, not as it oughf to be

o history + diplomatic experience (Cesare Borgia, Medici)
 empirical-inductive approach

o founder of political science as an autonomous discipline
Why_modern?

* history + experience

e state survival

K. autonomous poliﬁcs

@ %
Core doctrine 1 — Empirical method

3 )
CON doctrine 2 — Virfu, Fortu.no., PYQ 1998
the fox & the lion

o Virtu = capability, energy, foresight, decisiveness

e not moral virtue, but the ability to shape events

e Fortuna = chance / circumstance, arbiter of half our actions
e lion = force; fox = cunning

° necessitg drives political calculation

(o) > o> (o) > (o)
. /)

o —— — — — — ———— —— —— —— — ———— ——— — — — - —— —— —— ——— ———— —— ————

Machiavelli’s revolution is methodological. He does not begin with the best
regime; he begins with the real ruler in a dangerous world. That shift makes

him the hinge between classical political philosophy and modern realism.

L ((PSIR - 130 - 4/3 ) )
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" MACHIAVELLI (1469-1527) — DOCTRINES, CRITICS & SCHOLARS (contd,) !

Autonomy of politics from ethics [PYQ 2000]

e Two standards: private morality (virtues hold) vs
public/political supreme duty = safety & stability
of the state (salus populi).

* “Learn how not to be good, and to use this knowledge
as necessity requires.” — raison d’état in embrypo.

o Ebenstein: “power is an end in itself... he separates
power from morality, ethics, religion and metaphysics.”

Religion as a political instrument [PYQ 2018]

o Religion = social cement: disciplines masses, secures
oaths, fosters martial unity.

o Admired Roman civic religion; faulted Christianity for
humility & contemplative life (sapping civic energy).
e Blamed temporal ambition of Papacg for Italy’s disunitg.

o Prince should appear religious, promote belief, without

being bound by it.
Secularism [PYQ 2020]

o First significant proponent of secularism: autonomy of
politics from religious/ethical norms.

o State’s primacy over Church; political action judged by
national interest, not religious ethics.

o Not anti-religion, but anti-clerical-interference.

o Bridge: straight to Hobbes's sovereign over the Church.

@ Discourses on Livy — the Republican Machiavelli

o Hymn to the Roman Republic: liberty (non-domination),
civic virtue, mixed constitution, rotation of offices, people
as sovereign.

o “Discourses” and “The Prince” are two sides of one
argument: how to found and how to preserve freedom.

Two Books, Two EMPHASES — ONE ARGUMENT

4

(— )
Aspect The Prince (1513) Discourses on Livy (151%)
Purpose Found & secure a new state, | Preserve a free republic &
protect from enemies civic liberty
Form Advice to a Prince Lessons from Roman Republic
e ficié Power, necessity, Liberty, civic virtue,
stability participation
Ideal Strong, effective state Mixed constdfuflon,
people sovereign
Tools Virta, force, deceit Laws, institutions,
if neede rotation, vigliance
(if needed) t gl
Moral tone | A-moral in method Moral in civic purpose
& J
. —. S
SCHOLARS & CRITICS : @ !

e Karl J. Friedrich: “Machiavelli, the Father of Modern
Political Science.”

:: Machiavelli ::
o Ebenstein: power an end in itself; separation from ! founds modem |
morality, ethics, religion and metaphysics. i politics by '

o Leo Strauss: “the teacher of evil” (focus on The Prince).
o W.J. Ashley: amoral, not immoral.

o H.G. Wells: “selfish prince, despicable morality.”

o Sabine: local & dated; study of Renaissance bridge to modern.

| ONE INSIGHT !

secularising

: it —reason of
state above
religion and
traditional

N morality, yet

i he also loves
republican

i libertg.

l\\

~

s

(i - = ~ FaMmous Quotes | B
fP"‘":: s _ e ‘It is better to be ! “Learn how not to be good, i “He who avoids the ! "Libertg is not
:raoz M;ef.‘il?‘::e : feared than loved, and to use this i difficulties of { anarchy; it is
£ P:c,.i bien i if you cannot be knowledge as necessity | war, ploughs the E living under
wolvesg" both.” requires.” | fields for others.” E Just laws.”

e Pl TBF TN — The Prince — The Prince — The Prince " — Discourses on Livy J
( SPECTRUM — FROM MEDIEVAL To MODERN A INDIA- FIRST REFLECTION o
Medieval: e Raison d’état = National Interest — Nehru's Non-
God & : s Machiavelli: Hobbes: Modern Secular Alignment; Manmohan Singh’s “national interest

G above State above Sovereign Constitutional above politics."
State Church above Church State o Statecraft demands mix of morality & prudence.
e J L. Chanakya’s Arthashastra = Indian mirror.
e PSIR - 1.30 - 2/3
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L survives the content.

MACHIAVELLT (1469-1527) — CRITIQUES, LEGACY & CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE |

CRITIQUES — THE DARK SIDE & THE LIMITS

o Immorality / Teacher of evil: Leo Strauss; H.G. Wells.
* Ends justify means: manipulation, deceit, cruelty — the

“ ”
means” problem.

o Anti-religion: seen as corrosive of moral order. (Yet he uses
religion instrumentally.)

® Cynicism: politics reduced to power-chase.
* Local & dated: G. Sabine — confined to Renaissance Italy.
® Over-stress on force & fear: neglects consent & legitimacy.

* Republican paradox: how to reconcile The Prince’s amoral
counsel with Discourses’ republican virtue? (Two sides of
one argument.)

o Nevertheless: his method (observe — generalise — advise)

=

v

B LEGACY — FROM RENAISSANCE TO REALPOLITIK

Waltz.

e Renaissance — break with medievalism.
* Hobbes — sovereignty, power realism.
* Modern Political Science — empirical method & autonomy.

o International Relations Realism — Morgenthau — Carr -

* Realpolitik — Bismarck — Kissinger — today's statecraft.
* Max Weber’s “politics as a vocation”: ethics of responsibility.
® Contemporary: raison d'état in national security, diplomacy,

crisis management, counter-insurgency, state-building.

)

Other Thinkers
o Plato: Philosopher-king
* Aristotle: polity &

Indian Thouaht
° Kautilya: Arthashastra
(realism, raison d'état)

e Buddha: Dhamma vs

Comparative Politics

e Machiavelli’s
republicanism vs
modern republics

| Key DOCTRINES — AT A GLANCE f LATEST UPDATES (2026) W
Doctrine Essence Key Idea / Line PYQ
— Jan 2025 National Security Strategy (India) reaffirms
Empirical Method Politics as it is From history & experience | 2014 “national interest above politics.”
Virta & Fortuna Capability vs Chance | Fox & Lion; control Fortuna | 1998 Feb 2025 India-EU Strategic Partnership - Pmsmatic
Autonomy from Ethics | Two Standards “Learn how not to be 5ood" 2000 diplomacg (raison d'état in acflon).
= ] R Mar 2025 Global Risks Report 2025 (WEF):
Religion as Instrument | Social Cement Roman civie religion; 2018 fragmente d world; state power 2 s ecurity
appear religious Y
Secularism State over Church | National interest above faith | 2020 May 2025 G20 Summit (Johannesburs): Global South
Republicanism Liberty & Civic Virtue | Mixed constitution; - priorities — development with strategic
people sovereign autonomg.
Jun 2026 AL Governance advances: state sovereignty
THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS — INTERLINKAGES - over data & algorithms (digital raison d'état). J
i Paper I-A N Paper I-B [ Paper II-A W Paper II-B T

e Realism: state

International Relations

interest & power

QuoTES QuIck RECALL
o “A prince must be a fox to recognise traps and

a lion to frighten wolves.” — The Prince
o “It is better to be feared than loved, if you

cannot be both.” — The Prince
* “Learn how not to be good, and to use this

knowledge as necessity requires.” — The Prince

¢ “Liberty is not anarchy; it is living under just
laws.”

e “He who avoids the difficulties of war, ploughs
the fields for others.”

— Discourseson!.ivy

— The Prince J

rule of law * Balance of power;
o Hobbes: sovereign Power' e e Mixed constitution security dilemmas
realism e G“'f"%h': ethics in o Role of constitution- ® Modern diplomacy
L gL politics !making J L & realpolitik ‘J
r A 5

ReEMEMBER For UPSC

@

Start with context & ﬂ\roughline

» State doctrine — Explain with key concepts
(virtd—fortuna, raison d’état, autonomy,
secularism, republicanism)

» Mention critics & scholars — Add India angle
(Chanakya, Non—Alignment, national interest)

» Conclude with balance & relevance today.

=)

PSIR - 1.30 - 3/3 ) |




Thomas Hobbes

Paper I-A - Western Political Thought - the first systematic social-contract theorist - 15881679

Hobbes (1588-1679) is the fountainhead of modern political
philosophy — and its great paradox. He starts from the rights-
bearing, self-interested individual (a liberal premise) yet ends
with the most absolute sovereign in the canon (an illiberal
conclusion). He is claimed by liberals (consent, the individual
as the unit of value), by authoritarians (order above all), and

L fear and order

by Realists in IR (anarchy, self-help). Every serious theory of 2 _ . . 2
the state since has had to answer him. Exam line: Hobbes is The life of -man [is] sola.fary, [poats;
contested precisely because liberal premises yield illiberal nasty, brutish, and short.
conclusions — and the marks lie in explaining that passage, — Hobbes, Leviathan (1651)
not in picking a label.
r 2
Human nature State of Nature Laws of Noture Social Contract Leviathan / Political Obligation
(power-after-power) (war of all e (seek peace) (each-with-all g Sovereign @ u:fed)
€ a pe against all) oS covenant) (Mortal God) selfass o
memorise the passage: liberal premises — illiberal conclusion.
( ) A : : T
Central System r Timeline — the man in his crisis
1. Miman,natie [ 5588= W Ieisi= |
appetite, aversion, born as the English Civill War
fear of violent death Spanish Armada - _
2. State of nature approaches divided sovereignty
bellum omnium “Fear and I were = chaos
THE contra omnes L born twins” PN\ 3
( w68 = N[ 160/ 1602 = |
LEVIATHAN Gl T bdhans :
the ‘Mortal God’ 3. Laws of nature ries eheade Elements of Law;
6. Obligafion & limit seek peace; problem of authority De Cive
protection; keep covenants L sharpened e early contract theory )
self-preservation - N N
: 1651 — 1679 —
5. Soveretgntg 4. The covenant : !
TRV . Leviathan Hobbes dies
absolute - indivisible - each-with-all; y
g ol sovereinnihot & oart complete system: loves . Bhe mollorn
penpesua ik Py nature = contract = canon’s opening
L ) k\ Mortal God AN chapter )J
(Context & method — why Hobbes is the FIRST MODERN | | . _ . ..~ \

¢ One Insight

Hobbes is the first modern because
he secularises politics, individualises
its foundations, and then rebuilds
order by deduction. The entire

system is one chain: fear Produces

(PYQ 2016 — human behaviour & innate predispositions)

o Wrote in the shadow of civil war and regicide — order, not
liberty, is his first political good.

 Imports the resolutive-compositive method of Galilean science.

o Resolve the commonwealth into individuals and motions, then
re-compose by deduction.

o Politics becomes a geometry of the passions — a science, not

I
|
|
I
I
I
|
I
I
I
I
|
I
I
/

an art of virtue. _ : contract, contract produces
° Mecha.rfts.tt'c materialism: man = matter-in-motion; the state = sovereignty, sovereignty produces
an artificial man.
o Methodological individualism is why he, not Plato or Aristotle, peage:

opens the modern canon. J mm=EsssssSs=gasssRak

L ((PSIR - 140 - 1/4 )




THOMAS HOBBES (1588-1679) — CORE SYSTEM:
NATURE, CONTRACT & SOVEREIGNTY (Contd.)

[ )

1. Nature of man

* Man is moved by appetite and aversion; desire =
“power after power”.

* Natural equality: even the weak can kill the
strong by cunning or confederacy.

* Three causes of quarrel: competition, diffidence,
glory.

o Fear of violent death + desire for commodious
living generate reason.

* No summum bonum; endless restless striving.

~

[ equality — diffidence — fear ]

. 7'\

2. The state of nature
* A condition with no common power to keep all in awe.

o Therefore a war of every man against every man —
bellum omnium contra omnes.

* No security, no industry, no arts, no letters, no society.

o Justice and injustice do not yet exist, because there
is no enforceable covenant.

o Property too is not natural; it begins only in
civil society.

[ from equality of vulnerability to universality of fear ]

e

[ 3. Laws of nature

[ Jilaa Content Why it matters )
First law Seek peace, and Reason discovers
follow it peace as the route
to survival
Be willing to
Second. law Do, the Al 3o Makes clz\zznant
all things, i? others pesst
donfikewise
Third law Keep covenants Justice begins only
\ after covenant

o These are rational precepts, not commands backed by force.
* Without the sword they bind only in foro interno.

o “Covenants, without the sword, are but words.”

(4. Social contract & authorisation

o Covenant is each-with-each, not ruler-with-ruled.

o Individuals authorise one person or assembly to act
in their name.

* The sovereign is created by the act but is not
himself a party to the covenant.

* Hence subjects cannot accuse the sovereign of
breach of contract.

* Two modes: institution and acquisition.
acquisition =
conquest + submission

consent

[ institution =

Quick Quotes

“During the time men live
without a common power
to keep them all in awe,
they are in that condition
which is called war.”

“Covenants, without
the sword, are
but words.”

“The value of all things
contracted for, is

measured by the appetite
of the contractors.”

“Not truth, but
authority, makes
the law.”

((PSIR - 1.40 - 2/4) |

\d EAY J
(" i N . o o NNV et ais
5. Sovereignty 6. Right, law & justice |/ n 3
Feature Hobbesian claim ] Right = liberty to act or omit. : One InSLght '
Absolute no rival final authority Baie oblipdti it Wl acko | Hobbes’s genius is :
Indivisible divided sovereignty = civil war I architectural: he |
TP e = In the state of nature, everyone : begins with fearful, |
.k, Cwoom: c::&iﬁ;ed i has . right to everything. | equal individuals, :
Perpetual continues so long as it can protect Law "‘;;" rows right Z{’; that : ﬁscove;s rationafw{ :
AT T eace becomes possible. wS 0 eace. a

Legislative + judicial ; —— P ' [ |

+ executive COREANLTEIac o uhlly i cb Justice is keeping valid covenants || then builds an |
Judge of doctrine decides what is necessary under an effective sovereign. : all-power ful :

[ & war/peace for security ) Ther it ibteion 1 sovereign as the |
=y = 5 efore CIVLL W, not morality 1| only device that '

The sovereign is the “Mortal God” — alone, stabilises order. | can turn prudence |

L an artificial person representing all. )L )\ into order. l
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THOMAS HOBBES (1588-1679) — OBLIGATION, LIBERTY, CRITIQUES & LEGACY

N 1

1. Political obligation & its limit 2. Liberty of the subject

Oblégation arises because subjects authorise the sovere{gn’s acts. ® Libertg means absence of external impediments.
o Civil libertg survives in the silences of the law.

. Subjects are free where the sovereign has not

¢ The core exchange is protection for obedience.

o Therefore obligation lasts only while protection lasts. prescribed conduct.
* No one can be obliged to kill himself, not resist when : Thi:w is liberty under authority, not liberty against
; ¥ authority.
dirsclty dfaatenta, or ngise elf~gafence * Hobbes rejects mixed or divided sovereignty as a
o The right of self-preservation is never fully alienated. recipe for anarchy.
° Where the $0vere[:9n cannot protect, obedwnce decays. 4 Propertg and Cl:VI:t r@hts exist by sovereaign law,

not by nature.

protection = obedience; failure of protection = limit of obligation (mtuml ot J (o libe’tyJ _)[ T J
o Y J
( N M r

3. Hobbes compared 4. Religion & church-state
d 2)
L vlobhs e / Sousens {1 |+ Hobbes seularies plitcs by subordinating
. Vi s
State of nature war / insecurity RM:‘::: :en;g:cef:l ;W 3 Church to sovereign power.
corrupted later o Religious plural authority threatens civil peace.
fear, desire, Locke: reasonable; 5 o R y
R pahls competition Rousseaw: naturally good Hence H%e bl final Judje of doctrine
Estirist cach with each, Locke / Rousseau: ruler for public. order.
ik sovereign not party b"“"‘ieﬁgr:l‘”‘irﬁt % * The spiritual / temporal split is politically

il absolute, Locke: limited govt; danjerous.

g indivisible Ro“::i:;quf lar * This is why he is a precursor of the modern

narrow, via Locke: clear right to secular state.
resistance; Rousseau:

Right to resist | ** B
sely - preservation sovereign = people

Locke: natural right; 1 Kingdom of God by nature is compatible

Property dipugredtel Bgpian Rousseaw: source with civil peace only under one public
& of meqmat‘/ >, HLO . t ”
L Hobbes opens the modern canon; Locke and Rousseau rewrite him. J L HEAR: )
. . . . . \ ( \
S. Critiques — the dark side & the limits 6. Legacy
* Too pessimistic about human nature; reduces politics to fear. * Founder of modern state theory and the most systematic
o Absolutism risks despotism; no effective institutional checks. social-contract theorist.
o Contract is more lojical than historical. b Imdant to' legal positivism: Law s command /
: . 5N public authority.
Macpherson.: possessive individualism and market man. o Precursor to modern sovereignty theory and centralised statehood.
* Leo Strauss: materialist, anti-classical, corrosive of o Liberal premise of methodological individualism; illiberal
M f"l politics. : : ‘ : conclusion of absolute state.
® Sabine / Barker line: security purchased ot the price of Uberty. | | o Foundationd to IR realism: anarchy, self-help, security dilemna.
* Feminist and communitarian critics: isolated individual * Forces later thinkers — Locke, Rousseau, Kant, Rawls —
is an abstraction. to answer the order / Liberty problem.
\0 Yet his question — how order is possible — cannot be escaped. o In crises, the Hobbesian question always returns. y
___________________________________________________________ S

’
: * One InSLght Hobbes is not simply the philosopher of absolutism; he is the philosopher of the price of order. His enduring :
I power lies in forcing political theory to ask how much liberty can survive when security becomes the first good. |
N

Quote recall

2 Authorify, not truth, ¢ Liberty is the “The safety of the “ Fear and I were
makes the law.” silence of the law.” people is the born twins.”
supreme law.”

(LPSIR - 1.40 - 3/4 ) |




THOMAS HOBBES (1588-1679) — EXAM ENGINE, THINKERS & RELEVANCE

Hobbes links WPT to IR more directly than any pre-modern thinker.

F B\
[ Key doctrines — at a glance W Scholars & debates
Doctrine Essence Exam line Y| ¢ Ockeshott — Hobbes as civil association and the
; el individiil s Bhe philosopher of order.
Hosn nalors. | feass A%, prusigf o starting point ® Macpherson — possessive individualism.
PTNTV R————— insecurity, not sin, is o Wa.rrem‘ier — moral reading; obligation not merely
the problem prudential.
Laws of nature | rational precepts of peace | reason points to order * Strauss — anti-classical and morally dangerous.
: _ sovereign is made, not ® Sabine — the great theoretician of sovereignty
Contract each authorises sovereign A ekl
Sovereianta | 2bsolute, indivisible, divided power means ® Michael Lessnoff / Richard Tuck — rights,
overeignty :
perpetual chaos representation and the modern state.
Obligation obedience for protection protection is the limit ® High debate: Is Hobbes liberal in premise and
Liberty silence of the law freedom under authority authoritarian in conclusion? Use both sides.
ol ¥ Best evaluative line: modern because he starts from the
8 Rehgwn Church under state secular politics for peace J individual; illiberal because he ends in absolute sovereignty.
<R
A 5 . X[ : :
Think beyond the syllabus — interlinkages India-first & contemporary relevance
r N7 =\ =\ N || © Strong state, internal security, and anti-anarchy reasoning
Paper I-A || Paper I-B || Paper II-A || Paper II-B are Hobbesian themes.
Locke, Rousseau, || sovereignty, : reali o But India’s constitutional democracy rejects Hobbesian
gncy state capacity, || realism, anarchy, g
Bentham, Austin, || constitutionalism, emergency self-help, balance absolutism through rights, judicial review and federalism.
Hegel — each rule of law, power, authority, | of power, ® National security debates, internet shutdowns, emergency
answers Hobbes liberty vs legitimacy security dilemma powers, surveillance and counter-terror policy constantly
differently security reopen the Hobbesian order/liberty trade-off.
L IR I I || ® In global politics, a Hobbesian world survives in interstate

anarchy.
AI governance, cyber security and data sovereignty create
a ‘digital Leviathan' debate.

Hobbes lives wherever order and liberty collide.

8 N
4 ; r =)
5-mark nuggets / quick recall Model approaches
S g"*;“;gn L i O 1. “Why is Hobbes the first modern?” — civil war context —
b, Batiigh bt & okt . Galliean method — methodological individualism —> secular
* mortal god / artificial man state — conclude with modernity through construction, not virtue.
* justice follows covenant y » & ! .3
o liberty = silence of law 2. “Explain state of nature.” — equality + diffidence + fear —
® protection sets the limit to obedience war — laws of nature — covenant — sovereign.
S Cuor i sice 3. “Evaluate sovereignty.” [
: T tic / deducti . gnty.” — absolute unity solves war —
3 'Z_e:::i' f:’ﬁ:f::n_{ ’.’Z:f::::; tlcconilusion e critigue despotism —> compare Locke — conclude with relevance
L P ¢ ) U in crises. )
i Sample Intro \( Sample Conclusion A Quote box M Comparison cue D
Hobbes is the Every age that fears “Covenants without the sword are but words.” Hobbes 'Zzeks L""Z on dz;'
, . . is possible; Locke as
tlu}ker who turns ﬁ;‘;’;ﬁ’ ; e‘i‘:;o‘:;: “Liberty is the silence of the law.” ko liberty can be
ear into a ! ; “ . - . secured; Rousseau asks
conshibitiin. that fe?.rs dhe.spotcsm The [fi:i:;{ m Lssh osr:ltfary, poor, nasty, b fre ot can obiy
S )L revises him. | { ) . P\ itself. )
I/ Bl I OBl = Lot s T LR N TR RS )
| Start with the civil-war context, then move through the chain — human nature — state of nature — 1
| laws of nature — covenant —> sovereign —> obligation. Evaluate with the Lliberal-premise/illiberal- |
b conclusion line, bring in Locke/Rousseau and IR realism, and end on the present order-versus—tilierty _diﬁert_e._ /'
(_PSIR - 1.40 - 4/4 )




" John Locke

Paper |-A - the liberal architect of constitutional government - 16321704

3 o
Locke is modern liberalism’s founding architect — yet

not its pure individualist caricature. Writing after
England’s civil-war century and the Glorious Revolution,
he tries to solve Hobbes without returning to absolutism:
preserve natural freedom, but make government possible.
His state of nature is therefore not a Hobbesian war,
but a morally ordered yet inconvenient condition.

From this single premise flows the whole Lockean
architecture — natural rights, limited government, consent, John Locke - 1632 - 1704
majority rule, trust, resistance and constitutionalism. 7 )
Read him as the hinge from social contract to Where there is no law,
liberal democracy. there is no freedom.’

\ — Second Treod:ise

SocIAL LIMITED RIGHT OF
E"PER I > E:onmcr I > [Goveanme | ’M

preserve freedom by institutionalising consent.

)

NATURAL
RIGHTS
(life, liberty,
estate)

STATE OF
NATURE

REASON /
NATURAL LAW

@ ; N\
Central mind-map Timeline b
1632 [ born at Wrington, Somerset ]
right of 1683 exile in Holland after the
revolution Rye House suspicion
GOVERNMENT O—( 1688 J[ Glorious Revolution J
separation ?Zuga-;g:i: property 0—[ 1689 J[ Letter Concerning Toleration J
of powers Two Treatises of Government;
Essay Concerning Human
Understanding
1704 dies
] J IR ez j
& : N ~
Method & place in thought State of Nature [PYa 1938, 2000, 2005] ( State of war b
® Locke is the bridge between Hobbes * A state of perfect freedom and equality e Not identical with the state
and later liberal constitutionalism. under the law of nature, not licence. of nature.
* He keeps the contract method but ® Men are bound “not to harm another o Uk beai h
softens its anthropology. in his life, health, liberty, or possessions.” Sgins nen sor:leone Uses
* He limits sovereignty and grounds * It is generally peaceful and rational, force, or d.eclz.res ® sedate,
politics in pre-political rights. but insecure because each is judge S.ettled df"s'ﬂn upon another’s
o Hence: father of liberalism, theorist in his own cause. life or liberty.
of constitutional government, and ® Thus the state of nature degenerates o This. distingtion, iis a s{:a.nding
sfcandard fe&".rence for ""consent " in‘to & sto‘.te 6f war: When force i uled exam differentiator from Hobbes.
L rights + limited state. 9.8 without right. JUL )

———————————————————— One lnsight -

\
Locke’s breakthrough is not just “natural rights’; it is the idea that political power is I
fiduciary — held in trust, for ends prior to itself. Government is legitimate not because |
it conquers, but because it protects rights better than the state of nature can. )'

e - e - e - G — . = - - = — G = S G G— G - —— - —— — —— —— —— — —— — —— — G e o e o o o

(PSIR - 150 - 1/4] )




" John Locke (1632-1704) — Rights, Property & Consent |

Page 2 - the positive architecture of liberal government

Equality means equal moral jurisdiction
under natural law.

[Locke’s state is limited because rights are prior.]

a8 N\
Natural Rights — the moral foundation Proper‘l:g — labour theory & its limits

* Rights are pre-political and natural: life, liberty * God gave the world in common, but libour mixes

and estate (property) the self with external things.

RIpey. i e Therefore labour creates a right'Ful claim of

* They flow from self-ownership and the law private property.

of nature, not from the state. ® The two classic limits: spoilage limitation and
® Government does not create rights; it the “enough and as good” proviso.

exists to secure them. * Money tah:nges t:.e. pictu?_zt: by ta.:‘iit consent,

5 R . accumu won an lnequal y expa ;

* Liberty is freedom under law, not licence. & Property i Uocke has @ wids mainifg = lives,
[ ]

~N

liberties, and estates — and a narrower
economic meaning.
This is a foundational passage for liberal
political economy.

[ common world ]—)[ labour }—)[ property H money H inequality ]
1

J

I\
s Consent — express, tacit, political
Legitimate government rests on consent, not
conquest or divine right.

Express consent creates full political membership.
Tacit consent operates through residence, use
of property, and enjoyment of laws.

Consent transforms natural freedom into

civil freedom.

This is why Locke becomes the father of
constitutional legitimacy.

[consent answers Filmer; it also corrects Hobbes. ]

\8

-/
=

T B

Majority rule & civil society
® Once individuals unite into one body politic, the
community must move by majority will.
Otherwise collective decision would be impossible.
Majority rule is procedural, not unlimited: it
remains bound by natural rights.

Civil society exists to remedy the inconveniences
of the state of nature.

The move is from private judgement to public,
known, authorised judgement.

7 \&

( individuals | consent || community |—>{ majority |->{ law ])

-~

From nature to political society

N

Condition

Main feature

Problem / solution

1. State of Nature

natural law

freedom + equa.litg under

eaceful but insecure because

ful but b

each judges his own case
Jueg

State of War

force without right

threatens life and liberty

Political Societg

majority

consented community under

secures impartial rule

Government

fiduciary trust

protects rights better than

nature can

)
N

N

N

Government as a trust
Political power is fiduciary, not proprietary.

Locke versus Hobbes — the key contrast
Hobbes Locke

Magistrates hold power in trust for public good.

State of nature

|
war/ insecurity ordered but inconvenient

The people are ultimate principals;
rulers are trustees.

Rights

surrendered extensively retained and protected

This trust language is Locke's deepest break

Sovereigntg

absolute limited/ Fiduciarg

from absolutism.

Obliga{:ion

fear/order consent/trust

Here lie the seeds of constitutionalism,
accountability and impeachment logic.

J \.

Resistance

almost none except

o :
el irederabion right of revolution

P - ————— —— — —— —— —— —— - — —— — — -

One Insight

( \
| Locke’s originality is not only that rights are natural; it is that political power is |
: derivative. Propertg, consent and majority rule all lead to one conclusion: :
|

government is an instrument, held in trust, for ends prior to itself. )

e e o - —— — —— — —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —— — — — — — — —
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John Locke (1632 -1704) — Limited Government, Toleration & Revolution

Page 3 - constitutionalism in motion

r 8 : )
Limited government — the Lockean state W Separation of powers
e Government is limited by natural [aw, natural o Locke fiistinguishes legisla.tive, executive and
rights and the ends of the trust. federative powers.
: o The legislative is supreme because it makes law,
o It may rule only by standing, known laws — , s -
nik: @itk il yet it remains fiduciary and limited.
) J Rt ¥ _ * The executive enforces law and deals with emergencies.
* Taxation requires consent, directly or through o The federative handles foreign affairs, war, peace
representatives. ind) allianies:
o The legislature is powerful but still not absolute. o This is not Montesquieu’s later tripartite system,
o The entire design aims to prevent the return but it is the bridge to it.
of absolutism. ( legislative J—)(axecuﬁve )—-)( Federo.tivej
e -\ >
- N )
Prerogative Toleration
o Prerogative is the discretionary power to act for ® Church and commonwealth have distinct ends:
public good without law, or even against the letter salvation vs civil interests.
;,c l"""; in ;xceptionﬂ. Co o ; * The state should not coerce belief.
! C:nt‘:;;fcy éhuse o cafhal: oresee. evry o Civil authority exists for life, liberty, health and
o Yet it remains dangerous unless disciplined by P ossessTons.. . .
trust and public judgement. o Toleration is central to civil peace and pluralism.
e This shows Locke is a constitutionalist, not a o Yet Locke historically excludes atheists and, in
mechanical legalist. practice, Catholics — a major limit.
necesisttt?s e:::tz,wle::;tig:nllii::ml:obbes liberal toleration, but not without exclusions.
\& C I \s
4 7 p )
Dissolution of government & right of revolution Scholars, influences & standard comparisons
* When rulers act against the trust, they dissolve Scholar / Thinker T“’k“’j”"’y : :
government, not society itself. Sabine ‘;})Ckcin::iti?io ':’;‘IStli;:fi‘tfs'ﬁf“L gheonies
* Tyranny begins where law ends and arbitrary Mbzokarson Possessive individualism; property-
will begins. P centred Lliberalism.
o If the legislature is o.lte.red, elections sup?r.essed., Laslett gﬁﬁfﬁfscitfs T;ma;iﬁltsemjr ic';ntf:t.
orproperty attacked, resistance becomes legitimate. T.H. Green / rights require social conditions, not
* The people resume their original authority and welfare liberals | mere non-interference.
may constitute new government. Nozick strong rights and limited state draw
® Thus revolution is not anarchy; it is restoration ::nstotC::::aLs ei;::::zhfnd i
of 'iSh*M a“fh"ify- Rawls liberties inherit the Lockean Lline.
® This becomes the classic theoretical background. Hobbes contrast point: absolute sovereign
of the Glorious Revolution and later liberal vs t“"‘":‘d f;““' - -

| relutons J[Tosae Jrmnt o e et ||

( “ . \
“Where there is The end of law is “Every man has a “Tyranny is the
no law, there;, is "‘Ltt“to"'“rl;trx ;‘iimm' property in hii exercise of power
no freedom. enlargep Besadiin® own person. beyond. right.

L — Second Treatise — Second Treatise L — Second Treatise — Second Treatise )
TR TR IS EESEEE SRS One Insight =cs=s=ssssssscas=s=== y
: Locke’s constitutionalism works because power is always conditional. Legislature, executive, |
| prerogative and even revolution are all judged by one standard: do they preserve the rights :
| for which government was trusted with power? |

SIR - 1.50 - 3/4
L (PsIR 3y
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John Locke (1632-1704) — Critiques, Legacy & Contemporary Relevance
Page 4 - the liberal tradition after Locke

i o x: N ¢ : : &
Critiques — the limits of Locke Legacy — from Glorious Revolution to liberal democracy
o Property theory privileges possessive individualism o Canonical theorist of constitutionalism, consent and
and can legitimise inequality. limited government.
o The labour theory sits uneasily with inheritance, money o Powerful influence on the American Declaration and
and capitalist accumulation. revolutionary constitutionalism.
o Consent can become fictional where tacit consent is o Shapes the lanquage of natural rights, representative
too easily assumed. government and rule of law.
o His toleration is incomplete because atheists and o Becomes a foundational source for classical liberalism and
C'atholics are wCMeJ. : : ' later human-rights discourse.
o Liberal equality coexists with colonial and class blind spots. * Deep influence on welfare liberalism, constitutional courts
o The right of resistance may invite instability if not and trust-based public law.
institutional channelled. o The modern democratic state still speaks Lockean
o Cl’l.thS from Marx to Macpherson see class power vocabulary: rights, consent, accountability.
L behind the language of rights. J y
- : N o g
Key doctrines — at a glance Think beyond the syllabus — interlinkages
[ Doctrine Bssenice Key e Exin e ( Paper I-A M Paper 1-B b Paper 11-A 1 ﬁPaper -8 |
Nisturalh laag moral order prior rights are grounds limited
o fas Pm-POlltM_l n 9:vernmefnt Hobbes, liberalism, Fundamental | | human rights,
Natural rights | Lfe, liberty, estate | 9y °er” 865 | (h& 2% Rousseau, wnstf;g‘tt:cs O Rights, liberal
Procect labour + self-ownership to | critique via Mill, vy @l | 0T law, || international
perty appropriation ownership inequality 6 welfare state. i i
Consent legitimacy through | no rule without | anti-divine-right o [N AR constitutional e
agreement consent answer India note: momlity, democratic
bt body politic must | consent becomes democratic Articles 14, 19, 21; -~ i
M"'Jmtﬂ/"”le s 52(:&1& i pourblic authority bridge‘ = tl:xation without limited leﬂ‘tlm“f:g’(
Trust = ol rulers are constitutional 1o t. ropert
limited, state | fiduciary poer trustees accouln;xbilitg r;;:‘;;znzt:zr, gt LOT ]
- resistance to ople resume Glorious Revolution i oPment'
Revolution. | (00 e st | | fut»wraty logic g il 2 frus. L L i
W\ 2) O J
p = N . i
Contemporary relevance / India-first lens Scholars & comparison lines
* Fundamental rights jurisprudence echoes Locke’s claim that " Name Use in answer ]
rights precede government in moral importance. Sabi Titutional liberaliser’s ‘classic theorist
* Constitutional government as limited and accountable power e SO N SOSRNISIE S CRstic, [Peopist
remains a Lockean design, Laslett historical context of the Two Treatises.
* Public office as brust resonates with anti-corruption, fiduciary Macpherson |  possessive individualism critique.
governance and. public accountability. : , : =
* Property remains contested — from welfare redistribution to Nozick rights /' self-ounership / minimal state.
market liberalism. Raiils later Liberal constitutionalism and equal
* Toleration and pluralism remain central in o diverse basic _liberties.
constitutional democracy. Marx property, inequality and bourgeois rights critique.
* Resistance today is institutionalised through elections, courts, G tive oo il Gocileods v
L Jjudicial review and constitutional amendment. P reen iESitive veesom social conditions critique. | /)
r : S it S b e ekl R R
Quotes quick recall § Remember for UPSC ‘|
* "Every man has o property in his own person." | o Start with Hobbes — Locke correction: ordered nature, not war. |
* “Where there is no law, there is no freedom.” : o Moxfe from rights — property — consent — trust — :
* “The end of law is not to abolish or restrain, but to | h'.mt.ed .9ovemment' '
aid ailicse Losdosi” | ® Distinguish state of nature from state of war. |
preserve enlarge : e :
* G £ s g = " . | & Mention majority rule, separation of powers and I
overnment has no other but the preservation | right of revolution. I
BN S AL o i L B Bl « et
Locke’s enduring message: freedom is safest when power is limited,
* consented to, legally structured, and always answerable to rights. [PSIR - 1.50 - 4/ 4])




“The State
is the march
of God on

earth.”
— Hegel

" HEGEL (1370-1831)

Paper I-A - Western Political Thought - The idealist hinge to Marx

INTRO - THE CONTESTED IDEA

Supreme philosopher of German Idealism; writing after the French Revolution
(= freedom entering history). Wager: history is not accident but reason /
Geist unfolding toward freedom. Two examinable faces: a standalone idealist
and the launchpad for Marx (“stood Heged on his feet"). Text: Philosophy
kof Right (1820).

G. WF Hegel =
1¥70-1831

THROUGHLINE (MEMORISE THIS STRIP)

( Nadural State of nature Inconveniences: Social contract: Government as Right to Sum =
ed by no common judge / limited surrender fiduci trust . LIBERALISM
Foed | govern judge/ | o ary e 5
s Lo, of Natsre settled law / impartial of EXECUTIVE (consent, limited; icion han (rights + rule of law
equality : ; Al trust is breached :
(Reason, not war) executive power to community majority rule) + toleration)

CENTRAL MIND-MAP

TIMELINE - THE MAN AND THE MOMENT
1#%0 Born, Stuttgart, Germany; early education in theology & classics.

17#90s Witnesses the French Revolution — freedom enters history.
1801 Professor at Jena - begins major philosophical works.

1. State of Nature
— free, equal, moral;
only inconvenient

(Foil to Hobbes' war)

6. Right to Revolution

— breach dissolves
government, not 180%-08 Phénomenologie des Geistes — the science of experience of Spirit.
society; power g N ¥ B

1820 Philosophy of Right — his political masterpiece.
1831 Dies, Berlin - legacy runs to Marx and beyond.

CORE DOCTRINES (KEY + PYQ-TAGGED)

1. Dialectical method [PYQ 1996]
THESIS — ANTITHESIS — SYNTHESIS — (new thesis...)
upward spiral. Aufhebung = preserve + cancel + transcend.

2. Dialectical Idealism / Geist [PYQ 2004)
Reality is Spirit / Idea primary, matter its objectificati
“What is rational is real, and what is real is rational.”

3. Objectification in history [Pya@ 1999]
The Idea makes itself actual in laws, customs, states.
Cunning of reason — a Napoleon serves a universal purpose
he never intended. Owl of Minerva flies at dusk.

returns to people

— self-ownership —
labour — mixing;
provisos; money —
accumulation

5. Limited Government
= trust; majority rule;
legislature supreme
but bounded; separation
of powers; no tax
without consent

Outer Ring: Toleration + Rule of Law
= Father of Liberalism

4. Freedom as rational self-realisation (PyY@ -]
DIALECTIC - THE ENGINE OF HISTORY j Not negative liberty but self-determination in institutions,
won through recognition (master-slave dialectic: labouring
(Hests > (antrTrests ) —» (synTHesIs | ((vew THEsLS...)) e e ity = Mics ler) (Histisg B 68 progeiss
Contradiction is the very moving principle of the world. Change is endogenous. °f Uw . ress of Freed (one = some > all free).
Hegel's logic is impersonal/historical ~ vs Socratic person-to-person dialectic. 5. Civil society vs. the State [pva —]
J Civil society = markets, classes, particular interest —
but self-divided; breeds rty / atomism.
ITT Y ; poverty
S LICHKEIT - ETHICAL LIFE (THE WHOLE) —_ Marx borrows it; revived in late~-20C democratic theory.
[ FAMILY ] ( cvi soczervj »[ STATE £ et m ey
(love) (system of needs) (the universal / ethical Idea) ) “The actuality of the ethical Idea”, “the march of God on earth”: [PYQ 2000)
LFalmly = i diate — Civil i lar interests — State = universal good highesé bodi ¢t of r ,’frcedom — not rights-instrumcnt
—_——— = — (contrary to Locke) or necessary evil; organic, not contractual.
" ONE INSIGHT ) ((exam TRAPS W tleg'el's intent: :ational constitutional monarchy with a
Hegel is the bridge from idealism to materialism. ! * State = despotism for Hegel; it is ethical, L universal class bureaucurcy = not despotism. J

constitutional, not merely coercive.
+ Freedom = positive (self-realisation), not
mere non-interference.

+ Civil society is necessary, not evil.

* Hegel # pro-war; war = a tragic but

He supplies the dialectic and the distinction |
between civil society and State; Marx inverts
idealism into materialism and turns the State
into an instrument of class power. |

limited moment in history.

\

QUOTE BAND - DROP THese IN “With Hegel the dialectic is
“What is rational is real, “Contradiction is the very “The State is the march “History is the progress of standing on its head; it musé be “The Owl of Minerva
and what is real is rational.” | moving principle of the world.” of God on earth.” the consciousness of freedom.” turned right side up again.” flies at dusk.
= Hegel | = Hegel = Hegel = Hegel ~ Marx = Hegel
'@ = R
NAMED CRITICS ~ HANDLE CRITICALLY T (" HEGEL — MARX INVERSION (HIGHEST-VALUE CORRELATION) r SCHOLARS AT A GLANCE )
« Popper (Open Soa'ety, 194S) ~ historicist; “enemy of : 5 = = — Mar = Doets Galstie = dialaesiial
:“ open s«;aety ’h‘tlw‘h‘P & d : Dimension HEGEL (wlenlnsi M_ARX (murml:sm)- | i eakies il cosiaty + alisnation
+ Hobh ‘Metaphysical Theory of the State, 1918) - . . . . . 2 3 s
seatc-o::lnbg “‘P‘Z‘am Rui:(y ﬂ_sP‘Tt /.Id.‘n (6‘.“‘), VMahnal //ssencmic conditions Popper / Hobhouse ~ Totalitarian / state-idolatry charge
« Standard charges — obscure; subordinates individual Mi“’: | Contradiction of ideas L Class struggle Taylor, Honneth  — Recognition — modern politics of
to State; teleological; idealism lacks empirical ground. State Ethical Idea, Instrument of the recognition / identity
+ Adorno ~ totalising universal. Nozick — minimal-state the universal ruling class Rk / Kojive - “End of history” (Hegelian, thymos) /
rebuttal. ke Method Dialectic Same dialectic, master-slave reading
+ Defence — a theorist of rational constitutional state and ( Marx) inverted base P - e sab eblichkei
modern freedom; rights and community. Right vs Left / — bt bg L - = A ::?;Tmi“ :v::ld‘m Sichide /)
Young Hegelians (Feuerbach, young Marx tum the method Marx keeps the dialectic, dumps the ideali J Y J

\__against the order).

THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS (INTERLINKAGES) — Marx —> IR Theory —> Indian Constitution —  Politics in India PSIR - 1.
Plato — Kant — ’ Dialectic, alienation, Hegelian dialectic |  Directive Principles, ‘ le socaety & pubh 60 - 1/2
_ Idea of the Good Freedom as autonomy civil society (realism’s history) welfare State J




THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS

o Hegel coined the civil-society /State distinction both
Marx and today’s democratic theory build on.

* Trace idealism: Plato — Hegel - Marx (Hegel
completes it, Marx breaks it).

® Hegelian freedom is positive — ancestor of the

\_ welfare / transformative State.

=) N\

5-MARK NUGGETS
o Aufhebunj = preserve + cancel + transcend
¢ Cunning of reason =

o Master-slave =
side drives history
* Right vs Left Hegelians

passions serve the universal
freedom needs recognition; labouring

i HEGEL (1#70-1831) il
Page 2 - Marx inversion, PYQs, scholars, India lens & exam use
\
(" THE HEGEL — MARX INVERSION (highest-value correlation) | PY ENGINE — FULL LIST + TREND )
(i Dimension HEGEL (idealism) MARX (materialism) ) ||[ Year [P aper | Q | Marks Ask
“Contradiction is th
Reality Spirit / Idea (Geist) Material / economic conditions 1396 I 1)) 20 m:,-:j P:""O‘"P‘: c;ct::'z,o,ug’
Motor Contradiction of ideas Class struggle 1999 I 1(c) | 20 | “-all human history is a process
whereby ideas objectify themselves
State Ethical Idea, the universal | Instrument of the ruling class in material reality.”
Method Dialectic (kept by Marx) | Same dialectic, inverted base 2000 | I | 1(d)| 20 | “State is a march of God on
\ / the Earth.”
% Marx keeps the dialectic, dumps the idealism: 2004 | I 3 60 || Explain Hagels thasryref
“With Hegel the dialectic is standing on its head; L dialectical idealism. )
it must be turned n'ght side up again." Trend : all 4 are pre-2014 (three 20-mark ‘Comment’
L e s T prompts + one 60-mark essay). Since 2014 UPSC
= Marx also takes alienation and the civl sadiety / ke iilinctun, folds Hegel into Marx / civil society / dialectics —
every Marx answer needs the Hegel preface.
\_ ) \_ The inversion is the most examinable correlation. »
N
( SCHOLARS AT A GLANCE (TobAY & THE INDIAN LENS [ LATEST UPDATES (2026) h
([ Sholar Position on Hegel | | * Hegel’s civil society is the live concept. o Ethical State vs liberal individualism resurgent —
Marx Inverts dialectic > dialectical materialism; * India has o vast associational sphe.re: free sz:l r:fra'm:l :s lt.hc antoloz:cal ”;tlce:f :rb::bm
takes civil society + alienation press, NGOs, panchayats /cooperatives, abstract individualism cannot grounc. n om;
ts. real freedom arises in durable institutions.
Popper / Hobhouse | Totalitarian / state-idolatry charge || o Yot the GoL, like Hegel, treats the State as | | (Cambridge APSR; HegelCourses, Mar 2026.)
Ta)’lor, Honneth Recognition — modern politics of bearer of the universal / national. interest. o “Sittlichkeit to simulation” (2026) — H‘jd
recognition / identity * FCRA regulation of NGO funding and the vs digital collectives: online structures breed
transformative welfare state of the fragmentation /manipulation, not the mutual
Fukuyama / Kojéve | “End of history” (H.e_gelian, thymos) / Di.rativc Principles reflect a H'e‘qclian recognition real institutions compel.
master-slave reading primacy c‘»f the State over self-interested || | EDh et it il Elbevimancancaidss
civil society. : AR =
Habermas, Putnam | Public sphere as modern Sittlichkeit /|| | , Recomnition th . e liberal democracy is “far more fragile and
civil-society revival ScogmtionTheme echoes in caste, dignity reversible”; the threat is internal: polarisation,
\ J)\ fons iy sl | illiberalism and resentment over recognition. |
(r N )

e

« ahins .
Contradiction is

QUOTE BAND

History = “the

N

over civil saciety.

o

bt § ki | Cmibhes ;o i Marx: “turned | “The Owl of
o il e very movi : i ress t R ; ' 5 :
rational is real...” | prina'pl{ :}ot':z E the march of Sl C: ‘Zscious:ess < i n_qht' s:;le up E Minerva {l,:es

L b erld ® : God on earth. Y W | again. : at dusk. 4

“Nulf &

([ INTRO A \(  Ivtro B CONCL A K CONCL B 3
For Hegel, “'-Stf”)' is reason From ,the Ph"l‘fs"l"‘/v of Right, A profound architecture of Apex of idealism or seedbed
(Geist) unfolding through H.ejcls .State SOV reason in history — contested of Marxism, Hegel’s twin
contradiction — a systcm nghtstmstrument bu't the , o atabitm (P"PP”’ Hobhouse), le_gacy eindires — the
fusing a method, the dialectic, “t“d‘f)’ of the etlf:c.al Id“‘ = defensible as modern dialectical grammar of social
with a metaphysics, idealism, the un.ufersal.reconulmj family constitutional freedom, and analysis and the civil-society/
in which the Idea objectifies o.‘nd vl spcitlyl, where ithe decisive as the dialectic Marx State distinction revived
itself in the world’s individual finds true freedom Y S e wherever democracy’s vitality

_institutions. P in, not against, the state. A J P ) \_is debated. )

- REMEMBER FOR UPSC ™)

Keep razor-sharp : dialectic is idealist in Hegel, materialist in Marx (the commonest confusion). ‘March
of God’ is not despotism in intent — give both the totalitarian charge and the constitutional defence.
Always deploy the two correlations : Plato—> Hegel — Marx idealism, and the Gol / national-interest State

\_
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KARL MARX (1818-1883)

Paper I-A - Western Political Thought « The radical hinge of modern thought

“Philssophers [ INTRO — THE CONTESTED IDEA |
have onl
,-m,,P,,eerl the Marx is philosopher, economist, historian and revolutionary; the contest over
world, in various | whether historical materialism is science or prophecy; Popper’s unfalsifiabilify
ways; the point, | charge; Bernstein on rising wages; Weber on class/status/party; whether the
i‘::ev:r'_t‘s,, b state withered away; final evaluative line that Marx is the unmatched
! (t.
2 Tfeses & diagnostician of capitalist exploitation and alienation, but India absorbed his
Eonerbazk diagnosis into the Directive Principles while rejecting revolutionary conclusions.
. J
~THE THROUGHLINE (MEMORISE THIS STRIP)
Dialectical Historical Superstructure| | Alienation (4 forms) Class & ; . : ogp a0 Communism
"‘?ﬁ"i“fis”‘ ”(‘“*‘d’e‘;“‘i‘;‘ Base | (“social being + Surplus value class |- Pm‘elt::.m D:Ftaﬂtf:ktp Y:fa‘;“;;g ( “Fro;n each
ege Moy determi iy revolution : according t
l.nvjs,.on) production) wm:u";‘;;ﬂ,) (exploitation) struggle proletariat | | the state | | abilt'};...?')
Q
[ CENTRAL MIND-MAP ) TIMELINE — THE MAN, THE TEXTS, THE MOMENT
i T Method >N\ == i 1818 Born, Trier.
525 dialectical materialism; ¥ 1844 Alernation & SP“.es bei
 State, revolution, Hegel inverted; . Historical "\ < : (eSO E3=0ENY:
y f Commz:,';,u o e Y iag:,f:‘;::r 3 Manuscripts | (PYQs 2009 / 2016 / 2021)
/’ bourgeois committee —> modes of production; W 1845
B iy fras v s /| | Theses on | prais turn.
{ communism T \ Feuerbach
' . Base & i » e i
E Supersfructure i 12::'5” afé t{rst;mcal materialism;
K economic base [ Tdeology iaeology.
| class-in-itself >

conditions state/

class-for-itself; law/religion /ideas.

/ 1848 class struggle; “Workers of

b Communist

bourgeoisie vs L)
’ZICW"‘“&- labour-powerchmmodity,- A Manifesto the world, unite!
N unpaid surplus; cure = abolish /’ 1867 [ [ I ¢
RS ruﬁ ideas = ivate ’ 2% . surplus value, laws o
\\\ m'lgg class. prhesiprerees ——"VJ ; Dﬁlﬁp'w motion of capital.
e N - r; : ,
_______________________ . Poppe’s ’ Dies, London. Legacy to Lenin,
CRITIQUE & RELEVANCE: Bems’cfm:t ppé 1883 Frankfurt School, critical IR,
L Gramsci, Althusser; Piketty J R Piketty, Oxfam. J

.
DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM — THE HEGEL INVERSION (KEYSTONE CORRELATION)

* Same dialectical engine but opposite motor.

* Hegel = ideas / Spirit drive history, State as march of God on earth.

° Marx = anatomy of civil society saugkf in political economy.

o Contradiction between forces and relations of production.

e Memorise the line: Hegel’s dialectic was standing on its head and had to be turned right side up.

G -\ ([ W
MARX — DEFENCES & ENDURING POWER SCHOLARS & CONTEMPORARY READINGS MARXISM IN A NUTSHELL
° Unmatched diagnosis of exploitation and alienation. Gramsci Hegemony; civil society; organic intellectuals. o Historical materialism: modes of
o Uncovered hidden structures behind law/politics /ideology. Althusser Structural Marxism; ideology; state apparatuses. production shape history.
e A . . 5 Hadhert Mareusel | Ore=dirersional > T o Base .det'crmme.s superstructure.
o Tools for analysing inequality, crises, commodification. man; society critique Exploitation by surplus value.

Alienation dekumanises labour.
Class struggle is the motor.
Revolution —» dictatorship —>

wiékering away -> communism.
S

o i leachiBicon ding to his ability, to eack according t A?fom'o Negri Em;fire ;.mulﬁfudc ; constituent power.
. » . . Ke ﬂP( n centu ; ineaguall wea .
his need” remains moral horizon. Piketty Capitallia, 217 Veontiany;finaquality, & maatéh

] Nl : ; g g ; David Harvey Spatial fix; accumulation by dispossession.
o India retains critique of inequality but rejects violent revolution. Bk Ol Wright | Class analysi; real wlopies; explation Ty

\E S N\ J J
( \ e e e e il =\
THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS (INTERLINKAGES) 5-MARK NvGGeTs | | ONE INSIGHT
e ~ 7 \ N ([ \ I N N\ : =

Hegel Feuerbach Marx Lenin Gramsci IR theory Indian conftxt‘ : '::':; 32‘:;;"5 “‘: )s(u:“lis :

dialectic; praxis; materialism; imperialism; hegemony; world-systems; | | DPSPs; plaxning; (1] Base—supersf:ructarc piLasisny P
; Sk ) g Wi I value, alienation, class |
Idea; |f humanism; || class strugole; |p] vnnguard M| civil society; Wp dependency; | inequality; 0 Four forms of alienation U stiniacloh Tikia réiscts |
teleology. religion as political party; war of global labo c kés: T v |

jecti luti iti itali ur (1SS (3] Surplus value | his revolutionary

projection. ca::omy. revolution. position. capitalism. social justice. ] tonclisiobib ot |
23 i S 00, O Class-in-itself vs for-itself | incorporates his :

. o ; ial - justice di ;
§2 || 1 || dmd ETD (|| 0 puttuop o poa | | et g |
(\ 7 '\ =) '\ ) I\ \ J ' ) /) ) \\pl:nn_inl. ______ ’/
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(

CORE DOCTRINES I — HISTORICAL MATERIALISM, BASE/SUPERSTRUCTURE,

S, ALIENATION

=

CLAS
=

(% R
1. HISTORICAL MATERIALISM — ( THE MODE OF PRODUCTION — AT A GLANCE
THE MATERIALIST CONCEPTION OF HISTORY o EE el Relations of Contradiction &
(1997 / 1992 / 2006] 9 Production Production Outcome
e Mode of production = forces of production
+ relations of production. Primitive simple tools, common ownership, harmony.
e Contradiction arises when forces become fettered Communism | communal labour equality
by existing relations. Slaven improved tools, slave-owner slave revolts,
* Revolution resolves the contradiction and produces J agriculture relation transition.
a new mode of production. :
5 TEive stages &F Biman his{'ory: Beudalism land, ploughr Iord-s.erf rise of towns
. X . craft production relation & trade.
Primitive Communism — Slavery —> Feudalism —
Capitalism — Communism. Casitalisss machines, industry, | private ownership, class struggle
e Memorise: “It is not the consciousness of men science wage labour & revolution.
::af defe.rr:ur:st thjr{ be-rtg, b“:’; "’" the ‘_‘°"{"’°"fl»" iz advanced common ownership; | classless, stateless
eir social being determines their consciousness. productive forces FE S society.
\ /NS Y,
g D\ N
2. BASE & SUPERSTRUCTURE — STATE & REVOLUTION -> COMMUNISM
‘SOCIAL BEING DETERMINES CONSCIOUSNESS’ e . ) .
[1997 / 2015) + State under capitalism = “a committee for managing
e Base = forces + relations of production; the anatomy the affairs of the bourgeoisie”.
of civil society. * Proletarian revolution overthrows the bourgeois state.
s f‘-‘P‘CI"S*"::hf;e = state, law, politics, religion, media,  Dictatorship of the proletariat = transitional state of
amily, art, ideas. h . [Gset
e The economic base conditions the superstructure. the worl.cmg o - 4
e Do not present as crude one-way determinism. * Not parliamentary democracy of today; it is a coercive
e Tdeology = ruling ideas of the ruling class. transition to dismantle class power.
iy & S e e * Withering away of the state once classes disappear.
orrectives: :
1. Gramsci — hegemony and consent; civil society " Comm.unfsm & Classitss, [stateless, iImoneyless
has real autonomy. association of free producers.
2. Althusser — economy is determinant only in the * Motto: “from each according to his ability,
last instance; superstructure is relatively to each according to his needs.”
autonomous / over-determined.
S 2N\ J
-

3i

Exam Trap: Do not reduce Marx to class alone; contrast
with Weber — society has class + status + party.

CLASS, CLASS STRUGGLE & REVOLUTION |

Class is defined by relation to means of production,
not by income or status.

(1)
(2)

Class-in-itself (objective position) vs class-for-itself

p
4. ALIENATION — THE HUMAN COST OF CAPITALISM
From the 1844 Manuscripts. Labour under capitalism alienates the worker in four ways:

[2009 / 2016 / 2021] |

From the Product — the product belongs to the capitalist, not the worker.
From the Process of Production — labour becomes forced, repetitive,
mechanical drudgery.

(conscious collective agent). (3) From Species-being (Gattungswesen) — humans are creative, free, purposive
Capitalism polarises society into two main classes: beings; alienated labour reduces them to mere survival.

bourgeoisie (owners) vs proletariat (workers). (4) From Fellow-humans — competition, division and ownership create hostility
Proletariat is the “gravedigger of capitalism”. among people.

“The history of all hitherto existing society is the
history of class struggles.”

* Labour is species-being (Gai'{'ungswesen); capitalism degrades it to a means.

* Capitalist “freedom” is illusory; worker is “free” only to sell labour-power.

Cure: Abolish private property in the means of production; end wage labour; overcome
division of labour; end commoedity fetishism; build a classless society.

Enrichments: Marcuse / Fromm / Lukdcs — develop the idea of alienation and

reification in modern capitalism.

I\ )
~ N\ /7 ~
5. SURPLUS VALUE & EXPLOITATION — EXAM TRAPS
THE ECONOMIC CORE [PYQ-RELATED] ) ) e &
p ) . * Reducing Marx to crude economic determinism; ignoring politics,
. Labour-?pﬂg{ is a commodity under capitalism. culture and ideology.
: :::Lt?:{'e':c:a}dni:zs:::;e liorrbit;;—e;ower o Confusing class with income; class is about relation to means of
; tion.
* Worker creates more value in the working day Pmdu? b " . e - :
o the a5t &f Nlabeur-power: . Reldx;c..mg :2ena{;:n :o mere psychology; it is rooted in social
) ; 4 relations production.
. | |
I::it:;}::-: SS::EF:‘: Gad :er:‘r;roprm*ed by ithe o Treating “dictatorship of proletariat” as today’s election victory;
) ) H - . -{. I . 1
» Exploitation is structural, not just a moral accusation. fills a. Eranaifiond i coercive (state . .
¢ Tendency to concentration and centralisation of capital ¥ F°r3°&m3 Gramsci / Althusser correctives and over—sfahns
and periodic crises of overproduction mechanical base - superstructure model.
& ) '\ =7
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CORE DOCTRINES IL, CRITIQUES, SCHOLARS & THE HEGEL CONTRAST

s N\ = =\
6. SURPLUS VALUE, EXPLOITATION & IDEOLOGY || THE HEGEL — MARX INVERSION (IDEALISM — MATERIALISM)
e In capitalism, labour-power becomes a commodity. Axis Hegcl (idealism) Marx (materialism)

e The worker is paid the value of labour-power (wascs),
but produces value beyond it during the working day. Motor of Idea / Spirit (Geist) Matter / mode of
o The surplus value created is appropriated by the history realising itself production
capitalist as profit, interest, rent. A % 0 3 - g
o Exploitation is the structural logic of capitalism: ialectic " eajs, {:hes:s-. s.ame ev:«sme, sc :3
the unpaid labour of the worker is the Source of profit. antithesis - synthesis side up; material forces
e Surplus — accumulation — reproduction and expansion The State [ Emarch ot (God lon Commities for managin
of the capitalist class and relations of production. crth® ethizal Tdea the affairs of the J
. Ideolos = “The ruling ideas of each age have ever aitaalised bourseoisie", elass
been the ideas of its ruling class.” hstaent
. Reliaion, law, morality, education and media mask : > : : 3 :
i i S Consciousness | drives bema social being determines
exploitation and legitimate the existing order. g
consciousness
o Result: False consciousness — workers accept their
subordination as natural or just. End-point rational State stateless, classless
communism
) Marx keeps the dialectic, dumps the idealism.

\ S 5

- /" N
7. THE STATE, REVOLUTION & COMMUNISM CRITIQUES & NAMED CRITICS
PYQ 2022: “Explain Marx’s idea of Revolution in Permanence.” o Eduard Bernstein — revisionism; capitalism has improved
e The state is an instrument of class domination, not a neutral arbiter. workers’ condition; reform through democracy.

* Copitalism can end only through proletarian revolution. o Karl Popper — historicism; unfalsifiable prophecy ; pseudo-science.
. Workers‘ seize state power; establis‘h the dictatorship of the * Max Weber — stratification is class + status + party; ideas
proletariat —the rule of the working class. and values can drive change.
> Wi:h“;n.s o ddththe;:atér(Enael.s / ‘:.nin): gnee class o Gramsci | Althusser — sympathetic critics; rescue Marx
qragesms 1an S cotraion [Cisappear: from economic determinism via heﬁemony/ relative autonomy.
¢ Communism: abolition of private property in the means of 2
production; end of exploitation, alienation and class. o Post-Marxists:
- 4 ~ 2 - N - Foucault: power dispersed in discourses and institutions.
REVOLUTION IN PERMANENCE - Baudrillard : consumption, sign and simulation.
¢ Origin in Marx; developed by Trotsky. - Laclau & Mouffe: radical democracy beyond one class subject.
e Revolution must keep advancins—-political power —> economic - Habermas: communicative reason and democratic public sphere.
transformation — cultural/social transformation. - Judith Butler: identity / performativity and power.
¢ Pair with Gramsci’s War of Position (build hegemony in civil = Bifek: ideology as unconscious fantasy; the “big Other”.
society) and War of Manoceuvre (direct state confrontation). * Standard Charges:
¢ Contemporary enrichment: David Harvey (spatial / uneven ~ Economic reductionism; neglect of culture, ideas and agency.
L development), J.B. Foster (ecoloaical Marxism). - Prediction of failed revolution in advanced capitalist societies.
> )< - Witherina away of the state disproved in practice.
SCHOLARS AT A GLANCE - Neglect of nationalism, religion, ethnicity and environment.
Scholar Position / contribution > <
Engels Collaborator ; withering away of the state; edited Kapital TI-III. QUOTE BAND
Lenin State and Revolution; dictatorship of the proletariat; “The ruling ideas of each age have ever been the ideas
yenguerd, pary: of its ruling class.”
Trotsky Penvu.znent r?volution-—revolution nwst: Ibefcontintious: ™ ([Hl} = 2= b Tl SHVE SIS o i o i i e i s i e
:"d mum_at“_m,al' = = “Workers of the world, unite! You have nothing to lose
Gramsei egemony ; civil society autonomy; War of Position / i 4
War of Manoeuvre. but your chains.
Althusser Relative autonomy; determination in the last instance; | | == === === oo oo
Ideological State Apparatuses (ISA). “The anatomy of civil society is to be sought in its
?::‘::‘,/ Eenenarian I/ pejhoRgicall extrangenen)/ reification Poyf-wl:ainﬁm?_ ________________________________________
Lukacs « . . o Le . .
Bomatein | balooties . (GH6e) e et G, e ey R
Popper / Weber Historicism charge / multi-causal stratification. (Critics) ___~‘_s_‘__‘2':_y_ _______ ﬁf__s_ _r:‘__s_s_ff_ ______________________________
FW';/M:““‘:"';‘/ Post-Marxists. “The dialectic is standing on its head. For it to discover
Laclou - — the rational Kernel within the mystical shell, it must be
Piketty Empidedl fihequality fecho- turned right side up again.”
=7\ J
' N\ N
THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS (INTERLINKAGES) INDIA LENS
. Heael — dialectic; Marx takes the method, changes the material. o Maixigt diagnostic vocubularg (class,
o Gramsci — hegemony; culture and consent complement coercion. ¥, o : ; ]
’ . T exploitation, alienation) informs debates
* Dependency / IR Marxism — world-systems, core-periphery exploitation. ]
e 3 . ) on welfare, labour rights, land reforms.
o Ambedkar’s critique (Buddha or Karl Marx) — equality vs liberty/fraternity; ) ¢ ;o
rejects violence and dictatorship of the proletariat. ¢ India choo.'ses democratic, conshtu('nonal
e Plato contrast — division of labour as justice vs alienation in capitalism. and pluralist means —not revolution.

N N\ E
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PYQ ENGINE, INDIA LENS, UPDATES & EXAM USE

(i )
PYQ ENGINE — FULL LIST (1992-2022) INDIA LENS — WHY MARX MATTERS
1992 1/1(d) 20 s “The anatomy of civil society is to be 1| | @ Directive Principles (Art. 38, 39), land reforms, labour laws,
sought in its political economy.” right to work, social security — constitutional answer to
1992 /3 60 == Marx treats individual as member of class; Marxian inequality.
critically examine ‘economic man’. e Planning Commission and planning reflected socialist pattern;
lanning to welfare state.
1994 1/4 60 — Critically examine Marxian theory of P av:mlng b i - = p ’
social stratification. o India chose democratic path, not violent revolution —
= = ballot over barricade.
1997 1/1(d) 20 - social being determines their consciousness.” : o p g
— - — - e Today: inequality, jobless growth, informal labour, gig economy —
2003 1/3 60 — 'hlstory of all hitherto existing society Marx remains best interpreter.
is the history of class struggle.” A . . n g
— = e M.N. Roy: humanist Marxism, radical democracy, anti-authoritarian
2006 1/1(d) 20 — anat(:;ny of ?:'ul s.locnety has"to be socialiem:
n ca :
sou? : 'po '_' economy‘ e E.M.S. Namboodiripad: Marxist scholar-statesman; planned
2009 173 60 = ::d""_g a::"at'on and reaching development with democratic politics (Kerala model roots).
-alienation.
— ¢ Naxalism/Maoism as the revolutionary reading India rejected;
2015 /3(b) L - relat:o:shclf betweanibassiand Home Minister declared India Naxal-free in Parliament,
i i 30-31 March 2026.
2016 1/3(b) 15 - Human Essence and Alienation. - ~/
& )
294 N WeLl B, | S _ilfcorcmtioficegs: LATEST UPDATES (To JUNE 2026)
2021 1/4(b) 15 — alienation as essential part of capitalism. o Oxfam, Resisting the Rule of the Rich (Jan 2026): billionaire wealth
2022 1/1(c) 10 = Revelitioniin/Permanence. . rose >16% in 2025 to $18.3 tn; richest 1% own =~43.8% world
~ wealth; super-rich convert money into political power.
( A ) | ® Al & the working class (2026): ~1 in 6 employers expect
2 Al'ena.tw_" e tested; ?h.en CI?SS; the.n. Base-Superstructure/ Al-driven headcount cuts; fresh face of alienation and surplus
= gdate;u.ahs? Hlséory; th.en rj‘.lvnl S:cuetRy/ P(;'It{C&' Economy; then extraction:
e esdoniEcongic Haw, [Hisa BeveldHion. ¢ India's Four Labour Codes in force 21 Nov 2025: gig/platform
o Format shift: from quote-comments (20/60) to analytical 10-15 workers recognised, social security, aggregator contribution
markers (2020-2022). 1-2% turnover — reformist democratic answer.
o Always pair Marx answer with: Hegel inversion + named critic + * Piketty (20_25)5 progressive wealth tax up to 90% discussed;
Indian illustration. empirical heir to Marx.
¢ One-liners: UBS Global Wealth Report 2025: top 1% own =~45%
\& J global wealth, platform work grows >40% in many economies.
N >,
1 MODEL APPROACH (20 MARKS
3 N\
( ) 5-MARK NUGGETS
ALIENATION CONCEPT OF CLASS BASE & | REVOLUTION IN R A As :
(2016/2021) (2020) SUPERSTRUCTURE ‘ PERMANENCE 1. Hegel inversion: idealism — materialism; mind — matter.
« Define: estrangement of |  Class = relation to (2015) (2022, 150 WoRDS) 2. Five stages: Primitive Communism — Slavery — Feudalism —
worker from product, means of production; | ® Base: productive forces E Eevo;ubon Iztsmtfm Capitalism — Communism.
Cal o S?If' gthers. Aot ipcome/status. ;urelatnomofpmducbm. ‘ p::.,c':;:._a i | [| 3. Base-Superstructure: economic base determines political,
+ Causes: e » | e Boul isie vs . rstructure: state, i i i
o IabWP"V:‘divP'isimWoftY Prole?::'at :emersmp lawﬁereligion, idealogy, | * Permanence = class | legal, ideological superstructure (last instance).
labour, commodity form. | s non-ownership. culture. S"”in':m continues in 4. Four forms of alienation: from product, process, self, others.
. mg’l,::s: :Zsssness, o Class-in-itself — * Base determines \ ;i.\:d contsi.nuous ‘ 5. Surplus value: unpaid labour appropriated by capitalist.
i ) : rstructure i ® ‘ 3 o
de-humanisation. Class-for-itself through i i vigilance against new | 6. Class-in-itself — Class-for-itself: from objective position to
« De-alienation: class struggle & organisation. | last |r.\stance. forms of domination. conscious collective action.
struggle, collective : Sflahs.s Suegglmotor’ ' Relat::r:x:\eomy o |« Aim: classless, human | || 7. False consciousness: ideology that masks real exploitation.
i istory. su ; —_—
W"en‘.’h'p'. e = emancipation: | || 8. Determination in the last instance: economy is decisive,
emancipation. ‘ ) foushinot hani "y
- | — e L J\___ though not mechanically. )
( SAMPLE INTRO (USE ANY ONE) \(  SAMPLE CONCLUSION (USE ANY ONE)
1. Karl Marx inverted Hegel's dialectic from ideas to material life: 1. Manx's revolutionary timﬁbl.dee:aliled. :1““ —i c::agnosti’c;of
T - 3 z exploitation, alienation and ideology, Marx is sharper than
ior:dh;"l;:s - ":::’fﬂ‘.’"’dl."“ﬁ ;:’::"' /g motor of history: ever in 2026; India takes his diagnosis, but keeps the ballot
99 o over the bullet.
2. Marx offers a materialist theory of society where economic 2. The future will not be written by inevitability, but by organised
relations shape politics, law, and ideology; his critique of people; Marx gives us the map of power, we must choose
L capitalism remains the sharpest lens to read inequality today.) L the path of democracy, justice and h ipati i
-
@ QUOTE BAND ) REMEMBER FOR UPSC b
* ‘“Philosophers have only interpreted the world... [] Open from Hegel inversion; show why materialism is not crude economic reduction.
the point is to change it."
« “The history of all hitherto existing society is [V] Class is relation to means of production, not income or status.
the history of class struggles.” [V] De-alienation is not self-help or leaving religion; it is collective transformation of conditions.
+ “It is not th i of that
det:;ines :h::_n::';::n:;sthe;: ::ciala being [V] Add Gramsci (hegemony), Althusser (ideological state apparatus) to avoid economic determinism.
that determines their consciousness.” [V Add critique (Popper/Weber/Bernstein) + Indian illustration (gig labour, labour codes,
+ "“The ruling ideas of each age have ever been DPSPs, Oxfam 2026 data).
the ideas of its ruling class.”
« “Hegel’s dialectic was standing on its head; [V] Close with Plato contrast: Aristotle’s human good vs Plato’s division of labour fix—
I have discovered the rational kernel by Marx replaces moral prescription with material explanation and emancipatory praxis.
turning it right side up.”
— ~ N\ 2)
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J. S. Mill (1806-1873)

Po.per I-A - Western Political Tkougkt

+ the developmental liberal

( INTRO - THE CONTESTED IDEA

=

Mill is liberalism's most quoted and most contested thinker.
He defends ltberty, individuality and representative
government, but is criticised for tying E‘eedom to
education, character and utility. Liberty is not mere
non-interference; it develops the person. Mill stands at
the hinge between classical liberalism and welfare/
social liberalism.

His philosophical base is utilitarian, but Bentham revised.
Bentham'’s arithmetic of pleasure is too thin; Mill adds
individuality, character and public reason. He distinguishes
higher and lower pleasures and links liberty to human
development. ‘Over hunself over his own body and mind,
the individual is soverec.gn means self—regardmg Freedom
under the harm principle, not chaos. But liberty belongs
only to those capable of improvement through free and J

equal discussion; this is a key exam tension.

=

J. S. Mill
“Over himself, over his own body and mind,
the mdcvuiual is sovereign.
| Liberty as self-development, not licence.

THROUGHLINE (MEMORISE THIS STRIP) )
Liberty of Representative
Benthamite Htgher/ lower Har.m S ;‘ oir 4 0& Individuality | —> 3ocemment ;
utility pleasures principle 9 : ;
discussion women’s equality
Mill widens liberalism from pleasure to personality. i)
# CENTRAL MIND-MAP Wi TIMELINE ]
1. Revised e 1806 born in London.
utilitarianism 1820s L:‘nfense edu'co..t’i’on under James Mill;
2 Harm mental crisis”,
principle 1843 A System of Logic.
1848 Principles of Political Economy.
£ W e 1859 On Liberty.
P For o Considerations on Re tative (PYQ 2016 |
presentative | PYQ 201
gryernmat thought 1861 Government / Utilitarianism. -
1869 The Subjection of Women.
\ i 1873 dies in Avignon. |
@ =\l )
WHY MILL MATTERS LIBERTY AS SELF-DEVELOPMENT
=> bridge from classical to modern liberalism. | | = not freedom as mere absence of restraint.
> liberty tied to individuality and development. => liberty cultivates judgment, originality, autonomy.
5 h ¢ fordbs => individuality is ‘one of the principal ingredients of well-being’.
emocracy with competence safequards. : . : : : W
R . = anti-conformism: warning against the tyranny of the maJonty 3
=> feminism enters the liberal canon. —> liberty protects diversity of experiments in living.
- 7\ >,
(55 O e o AR T e e e iptes e el e e A o W W Y . g R T Y NE . R N e W e e Y
: ’ O N E Mill’s liberalism is developmental. He protects freedom :
: because human beings grow through choice, dissent and :
: INS' G H T experiment - and a society that silences eccentricity !
| silences progress. J

( PSIR-1.80 -




J. S. Mill (1806-1873)

Page 2 - core doctrines, comparison, quotes & exam use

o Bentham: quantity of pleasure;
Mill: quality matters.

o “Better to be a human bein
dissatisied than a pig satistied.”

* Higher pleasures = intellect,
imagination, moral sentiment.

o Utility now includes dignity,
cultivation, character.

o This lets liberal freedom sit

inside utilitarian ethics.

(= )
(1) UTILITARIANISM REVISED

(= \
. ) HARM PRINCIPLE
2016

o The only legifimai’e reason to
coerce someone is to prevent

harm to others.
° Self—regarding acts: protected.
° O{:her-regarding acts: requlable.

o Liberéy is denied to children
and ‘barbarians’
(serious criticism).

o Not licence - responsibility remains.

LIBERTY OF THOUGHT

:
® e
AND DISCUSSION 2003

o Even false opinions are useful :

they sharpen truth.
o If the silenced opinion is true,
society loses truth.

o If partly true, truth emerges
through collision.

o If false, truth avoids becoming
dead dogma.

“He who knows only

his own side of the case,

knows little of that.”
— On Liberty

O

MILL — KEY QUOTES

“Genius can only breathe
§ g freely in an atmosphere
k of freedom.”

— On Liberty

\s ) Nl NS =,
( r X% )
INDIVIDUALITY & \((5) RePreseTATIVE PYQ OMEN’ PYQ
EXPERIMENTS IN LIVING GOVERNMENT 2017 @ WOBEN SERERLITY 2020
* Originality is socially valuable. ® Best government promotes moral- ? Ti‘: i“lved‘[m ‘:f Wo.mfn
o Diversity of lifesfyles expands intellectual development of citizens. :ubtidinaﬁ:n ana socia
knowledge. * Participation educates. o R0 hierar:c hy R
o Custom is a standing enemy o Yet Mill fears pure majoritarianism. B O g
of progress. o Safeguard.s: proporfion'al representation, o Marriage must be a partnership
 Eccentricity has civilisational plunf.l.voém.g, open voting, competent of equals.
value. administration. o One of liberalism’s foundational
L JIe Local government as civic school. J L feminist texts. J
[ BENTHAM VS MILL 17 EXAM TRAPS )
: & Do not present Mill as :
51& Focus on QUANTITY of pleasure. igczs on QUALITY of pleasures; | unlimited negative liberty. :
igher pleasures superior. : % 7 ;
@, ATOMISTIC: pleasure is private, | PLEASURE WITH DIGNITY & CHARACTER; || ! & : Z“} ‘9"‘”;, &""Pe goe .
measurable, comparable. not merely quantity. : :i:"'; S {)C tdren, :
® © | formal equality before law; Equality + conditions for : kel :
®=® | 1ot concerned with development. | SELF-DEVELOPMENT of all. | & Do not forget his feminism |
€] Suspicion of individuality-talk; INDIVIDUALITY valued; experiments : and The Subjection :
@ | relies on uniform rules. in living enrich society. : of Women. !
: |
K Law & coercion as main tools LIBERTY + DISCUSSION + EDUCATION + I & Do not confuse open vofmg I
- of social improvement. PARTICIPATION as moral tools. ! (with transparency) with :
s J o _universal secreey. | _ Y
(r T

“The worth of the state,
in the long run, is the worth of
the individuals composing it.”

— Considerations on Representative Govemmenb

—— - e e . e e e S e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

! 7
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@ =)
J S Pq 9 l ' Philosopher, political
economist & liberal
] <] l (1806-18?3) thinker who defended
v ) liberty, individuality,
Page 3 - critiques, scholars, India lens & exam use di ol wlaats
equality. _J
D T

[ CRITIQUES

® Berlin: Mill is still too positive / developmental,
not purely negative liberé;.

Macpherson: possessive individualist strands remain.
Gray: tension between individualify and utilitarianism.

Feminist critique: despite radicality, class and

empire limits remain.

Major criticism: exclusion of ‘barbarians’
compromises universality.

Democratic criticism: plural voting violates
political equality.

Socialist criticism: underestimates structural
inequality.

_

[ SCHOLARS AT A GLANCE
60 Isaiah Berlin - negative vs positive liberty frame

m John Gray - internal tensions in Mill

@ Bhikhu Parekh — developmental liberalism
Q Susan Okin — feminism and its limits

Q} Nadia Urbinati = representative democracy,
é e public discussion

C. B. Macpherson — possessive individualism

&

[ THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS

[ INDIA LENS

{>j

Mill T Berlin: liberty tradition ® Free speech ang reaso}able restrictions: Mill’s
4 | ) harm principle frames India’s ongoing debate
Mill = Gr - / T. H Green: move toward (sedition, hate speech, online harms)q.
| social liberalism ; .
! ® Women’s equality and personal law reform:
Mill  ——> Rawls: public reason / pluralism echoes Mill’s feminist commitments remain a normative
' benchmark.
Mill E > feminism: Wollstonecraft to Okin ® Representative government + civic education:
; I . o vital for democratic intelligence in India.
Y : 9
Mill democracy link o partich atory theory ® Anti-conformism relevant to majoritarian politics:
L ) \_ need for dissent, pluralism and minority rights. ¢
(e D\ @
LATEST UPDATES (To JUNE 2026) @ PYQ ENGINE |
2@ A requlation / online speech: Mill’s defence of 2003 | Liberty of thought and expression
discussion vs harms of misinformation. 2016 Harm principle / freedom
@ Defnoeratic baeksli4in debates: tyranny of 2017 Representative government
majority lens still highly relevant. .
%O& Gend lit B a0l bt 2018 Utilitarianism
ender equality, care work and representation e =
- debates: beyond formal equality. 2020 OMEN Shequatisy
Platform power and public reason: who controls 2023 Liberty
& the space for open discussion? g\ )

& )
1 SAMPLE INTRO

Mill rescues liberalism from
both Benthamite flatness and
democratic conformism. He
defends liberty not merel
because coercion is bad, but
because individuality, dissent
and discussion are engines of
\_ human improvement.

equality and dem

tensions that later

(44 SAMPLE CONCLUSION
Mill’s great legacy is to widen

liberalism without abandoning
adding individuality, women’s

intelligence to the liberal

tradition, while leaving

\__and feminists had to resolve.

|

(€ 5-MARK NUGGETS
@ Harm # offence.

) Individuality = utility-enhancing.
® Participation educates.

@ Higher pleasures = dignity.
L@ Liberty + development = Mill.

it -
ocratic

behind

social liberals

[ v . REMEMBER FOR UPSC

! ,@\ Use Mill as the bridge from Bentham to
| / f— \

™ individuality, democratic safequards and

T ——————— — — - - ——————

modern liberalism: liberty is protected because

it develops the human person. Always balance liberty with the harm principle, discussion,

( PSIR - 1.80 -




Antonio Gramsci

ANTONIO GRAMSCI (1891-193%)

Paper I-A ¢ Western

Political Thought ¢ the cultural turn of Marxism

-
“The old world .

is dying, and the .
new world struggles
to be born; now is
the time of e
monsters.” s

INTRO — THE CONTESTED IDEA 2

Sardinian-born Italian Marxist; co-founder of the Communist Party of Italy.
Jailed by Mussolini in 1926 — “we must stop this brain from working for
twenty years.”

Wrote 33 Prison Notebooks in prison, reworking Marx through culture,
consent, and civil society.

Key wager: in the developed West, ruling classes endure not by force alone
but by consent manufactured in civil society.

Hence revolution in the West requires a “war of position”, not only

L 1891-1937 = Cosmse) frontal assault.
L’ He is the fountainhead of Western / Neo- Marxism. y
f THROUGHLINE (MEMORISE THIS STRIP) )
. Rule works b)’ Consent is Strategy = q
Failed I\I:?stem CONSENT, o B T Rt =S Led by ORGANIC - Build o cou;te(;;
revolution nib irce taline CIVIL SOCIETY POSITION INTELLECTUALS HISTORIC BL
- 2,
g T o
CRETRALTIND G 2. CIVIL SOCIETY (CONSENT) TIEMTE&;‘;: —T ::EMMA';;”
r Hfh T , oM
1. HEGEMONY vs DOMINATION Schools, church, media, parties, =
H = leadershi unions, associations; 1891 Born, Sardinia.
ey & ik monufactures consent
by consent (soft). X 1911 To Turin University;
Domination = coercion 3. POLITICAL SOCIETY (C%RCIO@ turns communist; n
(hard). ¥ 3 linked to workers
\ & ﬁ""}" police, courts, movement.
ureaucracy; -
(?' INTERREGNUM / HEGEMONY enforces domination. P 1921 g:;:"“";‘l_ﬁ;"m“’"“
CRISIS OF AUTHORITY the master concept: R &
When the old is dyn'ng ,wersmp B consent 1922 Mussolini’s March
4 el i 4 . HISTORIC BLOC i
Lbe born. ’ 1924 Elected deputy to
Base (economy) + superstructure Ttalian Parliament.
(6. ORGANIC vs TRADITIONAL (ideas, culture, politics) 1926 | Arrested despite
INTELLECTUALS 5. PASSIVE REVOLUTION fused in a concrete a"fancb parliamentary
Organ'ic = i{ass-link;d Change from above to immunity.
organisers of new order. ik : :
Traditional = inherited elites zbs"b d:"d =y §929735 | WWiites ithe (Prison
@ ideologues. emands. Notebooks in Jm/.
&193? Dies, aged 46.

7

( 1. HEGEMONY (Pva 2008, 2016, 2019)

® Cultural, moral and intellectual
leadership through which a dominant
class secures active consent of
subordinate classes.

® Power as half-consent, half-coercion;
in stable Western states consent

CORE DOCTRINES (PYQ-TAGGED) — PART I

(2. CIVIL SOCIETY vs POLITICAL SOCIETY h
(pYa 2019)
o Political societ coercion
(state: police, courts, burmcmcy).
® Civil society = the network of “private”
institutions (schools, church, media,
parties, unions, family) where

J
N

(3. HEGEMONY vs DOMINATION (pva 2013)
® Domination = force / coercion as
over adversaries.
® Hegemony = leadership by consent

over allies and the wider

e D T g S S ——

LEADS and force stands in reserve. SoRSRaTl (6 CrgR et : social bloc.
o Gool T ® East (Tsarist Russia): state = everything,
o 'T’"s: = INemee civil society thin; West: civil society =
(Saticaliheight )\ fortresses ‘and earthworks behind the state. | | J)
PRY T T Ty TR S SR W N S TR, Y S e W e g, SR e g D
[~ =N
! = ONE INSIGHT : Common sense is the terrain of rule; good sense is the seed of counter - hegemony. !

MARX —

ideology / civil society:
ideas are material
forces.

THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS
LENIN —

party and revolution ;
capture the State,
seize power.

RAL
ARRRR

INDIAN POLITICS —
media, caste, culture,
education and consent:
where hegemony is made.

PSIR-1.90-1/3 }




ANTONIO GRAMSCI (1891-1937)

Page 2 - core doctrines, critiques, scholars and PYQs

CORE DOCTRINES (PYQ-TAGGED) — PART Il

-
4. WAR OF POSITION vs e Vs S 17
WAR OF MANOEUVRE (PYQ 2004) 5. ORGANIC vs TRADITIONAL 6. HISTORIC BLOC 7. PASSIVE REVOLUTION
e P s, el INTELLECTUALS (pya 2017) (PYQ 2011, 2018) (PYQ 2004)
assault on the state, viable * Organic intellectuals arise from * Concrete fusion of base and * Change from above by the ruling
where civil society is thin. a class, articulate its experience, superstructure. bloc to incorporate limited demands,
* War of position = prolonged organise it and give it direction. absorb o ition and transform
9 9 PPos!
trench warfare in civil society, + Economic, political and cultural property relations without a mass
building counter-hegemony in * Traditional intellectuals present forces unite in a stable alliance. democratic rupture.
culture, unions, parties, education, th t as ab l but
dia and iations. usually reproduce old ideclogy. * When the bloc cracks, hegemony | |, Examples: Risorgimento, Fordism,
* |n the devel ped West, revolution . Even_’ class that aspires to wealiens and @ counter-bloc reforms that neutralise d‘““"'ﬁ‘-
: il . . : can emerge.
is fought in civil society first, hegemony must create its own
then the state is delegitimised. organic intellectuals.
i\ I\ ZN\s J
— - = =7
7 N =\
CRITIQUES & LIMITS (NAMED) SCHOLARS & CONTEMPORARY READINGS
* Over-focus on superstructure? Critics say culture may overshadow economy. Scholar Position / Relevance
Louis Althusser breaks with economic determinism; ideology
* Underplays direct coercion/exploitation if read too softly. anidlovers determinationt
« Elitism/intellectualism? Over-relies on intellectuals as agents of d\ange Stuart Hall media, culture and neoliberal common sense.
; : | Ernesto Laclau & 3 s 2 .
. Conccptual vagueness / over-breadth: kegemons can become Chantal (Mouffe discourse, articulation, radical democracy.
all-encompassing.
Ranajit Guha subalternity and dominance without hegemony.
° . - 7 . wiim . .
Eurocentric modernism? Built on Western civil society dens:ts. Gayatri Chakravorty silbaltarn €annct speak? stress limits
Spivak of representation.
* Yet strength: explains why advanced capitalism stabilises
through consent. David Harvey neoliberalism and consent in late capitalism.
— 7 N
f W =\
PYQ HIGHLIGHTS (GRAMSCI)
Year Paper Marks PYQ Theme / Ask
2004 1 20 Critically examine the concept of Passive Revolution.
2008 1 20 Explain the concept of Hegemony in the context of Gramsci's theory.
201 1 20 Criticallq_., examine the concept of Historic Bloc.
2013 1 20 Distinguish between hegemony and domination in Gramsci.
2016 1 20 “Gramsci’s concept of hegemony is hiahls relevant even todas.” Discuss.
2017 1 20 Organic intellectuals.
2019 1 20 Civil society / political society and hegemony.
\ —— — — — ——
f ~ ™
QUOTE BAND — DROP THESE IN
( a 3 : \ N /" = , = - ~
The old world is dying, The crisis consists precisely Every relationship of “The sbake i ethical
and the new world “Pessimism of the intellect, | | in the fact that the old hegemony is necessarily = i‘ e,t's': _.lw", \
: » i as it i ive,
strus‘slcs to b¢ born: optimism of the will. ‘ is dying and the new an educational PR A
now is the Q::me cannot be born.” relationship." g v
of monsters. — Gramsci — Gramsci
= Gramsci — Gramsci — Gramsci i
8 e 2\ )2\ e J e i YN )
7~ RN g - TOATTT - ) A\
ANSWERS AT A GLANCE
Define Hegemony Civil vs Political Society War of Position Historic Bloc
Leadership by consent. Consent vs coercion. Trench warfare in civil society. | Alliance of structure & superstructure.
Key cue: Consent + leadership + Civil Societg: schools, media, Long-term: culture, ideology, Class interests + ideology + culture
everyday life. "“9;"‘, unions, families, NGOs. institutions, alliances. fuse into a stable hcgemonic bloc.
Example: Neoliberal common sense Political Society (State): law, Aim: build counter-hegemony Breaks open crises; counter-bloc
in media, education, lifestyle. police, courts, army, bureaucracy. = before challenging State. builds alternative hegemony.
N ! =
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-
1. SAMPLE INTRO (10 MARKS)

Gramsci saw power not merely
in the barrel of a qun but in the
circulation of ideas. Hegemony
is leadership by consent and is
the invisible cement of modern

(2. SAMPLE CONCLUSION (10
Gramsci teaches that the

for society is first a battle of
ideas; against hegemonic common
sense, Counter-hegemony must

organise, educate and build

(3. 5-MARK NUGGETS
3 Hegemony = ludership by consent.
2. War of Posfﬁon in West.

3, Orgam'c intellectuals
agents of change.

4. Historic bloc

N
MARKS)
battle

alliance.

s ANTONIO GRAMSCI ( )
Page 3 + India lens, current relevance, exam use and conclusion tools
(-
INDIA LENS & CURRENT RELEVANCE LATEST UPDATES (to June 2026) EXAM TRAPS

e Indian dmocruy works Iargely through consent — culture, symbols, o Global resurgence of right-wing populism and authoritarianism * Do :°t reduce Gramsci

media, textbooks, narratives — not only through coercion. shows how ciil society can be colonised to mandfacture onsent,| | o " culture over
econom .

* Hegemony of neoliberalism: India today; growth, consumerism, ® Culture wars, algorithmic attention economy, misinformation | | o DisfingZish hegemony
entrepreneurship, aspirational media shape common sense and and influencer politics = new sites of hegemony. from mere manipulation.
S icnsai ® Education policy, media control and nationalism = key terrains | | © Do not ignore organic

o Counter-hegemony from below: farmers’ movements, student of consent-building in India. intellectuals.

ts, Dalit-Bahujan assertions, femini s iti

mo\fmn a ujan assertions, feminist movements  Peasant protests (2020-21), CAA-NRC. protests, shuent * Apply war of position

environmental struggles. k s i, it il ol to the West / dense
movemen =e.xampes war Pos:onmawsoae. wi iety.

o Civil society is a key I»fﬂlﬂrounA of iJealogy and legitimacy. cifl sacet'y ;

o Platform capitalism and digital culture intensify hegemeny | | @ Treat passive revolution
o Gramsci helps explain why states endure without constant violence. through everyday life. as reform-from-above
L to prevent revolution.
. I 4 ),
~
( ANSWERS AT A GLANCE (MODEL STRUCTURE)
Q Type Keywords / Content Approach
[();ﬁ(;e 22;’3;""’"7 consent, civil society, leadership define + elements + example.
?;:,IQ vzso ﬁ;;ahcal Socnety consent vs coercion exp'm'n both + functional distinction.
War of Position vs Manoeuvre Hrench Folii It Wb & contest + Westrn: aselicabilit
(PYQ 2004) war VS ftron assau erine Con es applicability.
I-(I;).f%n;ozl;c base - superstructure alliance define + composition + example.
Relevance Today media, culture, education, neoliberalism apply to contemporary context.
L (PYQ 2016) )
=\ ™\ 1 )

4. REMEMBER FOR UPSC

Build the answer as:
concept —> mechanism —>
contrast = relevance —

India example.

5. Passive revolution =
states. alternative institutions. reform from above.
\. I\ I A J
[f U A T T R R T R S T e :
pr====me=n=n==S=S== il it i Sl e e u e it b e
o “Pessimism of the intellect, | ® “The old world is dying... e “Every relationship of hegemony | o “Common sense is not
optimism of the will.” : The new wa;ld struggles : is an educational relationship.” i something rigid and
= Crazaci : to be born. : ; : immobile.”
amsci | = (Graméci I — Gramsei | — Gramsci
\s ] H - J
s M
THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS
Marx Lenin Foucault Habermas Indian politics
2 PAe Q prony
education,
ideology party dispersed public citizenship.
and class. and revolution, power. sphere.
e -/
PSIR - 190 - 3/3
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Hannah Arendt

" HANNAH ARENDT (1906-1975)

German-—Jewish political theorist < Contemporary WPT anchor

Topic 1.100 + Paper |-A « Ch 1 Western Political Thousht .
6 direct PYQs: 2003-2025 « last asked 2025

Identity + method / contested idea

+ German-Jewish; student of Heidegger and
Jaspers; fled Nazism in 1933, reached the
US in 1941,

» Method: phenomenology + ‘thinkina
without a banister’.

* She bv.l.onss to no neat ‘-ism’; can be read
as a modern republican recovering politics
against totalitarianism.

+ The 20th-century catastrophe—Nazism,
Stalinism, Holocaust, statelessness—is the
wound behind her concepts.

+ Project: recover the dignity of politics / action
that the tradition since Plato buried under the
contemplative life, and defend the public realm.

Key texts

» Origins of Totalitarianism (1951)
* The Human Condition (1958)

» Eichmarn in Jerusalem (1963)
* On Revolution (1963)

+ On Violence (1970)
+ The Life of the Mind (unfinished)

"

—

“Power is never the property of an
individual; it belongs to a group and

remains in existence only so Inng as

»

the group keeps together.”

Power = to act in concert

Throughlines + mind-map spine

' ) "\
1) Vita activa ladder
Labour (life / animal laborans) PUBLIC REALM
- Work (worldliness / homo faber) FACULTIES ‘ PLURﬂ-ILY ’ space of
- Action (plurality / freedom / natality). OF MIND e e appearance
Modernity inverts this: labour-consumerism Thinking . \rJilLin‘l} .
crowds out action; ‘rise of the social' — .Tucfging
world alienation.
8 J
k 2) Vit conbemelati - ) Hannah Arendt's ACTION
I contem, wa. mirror hs ] =
& e 5 A VICTIM: STATELESSNESS political project: ffsicip gl
inking illing - Judging. . ‘right to have rishts' recover poli’cics among equals
Their failure produces the banality of evil ; / : -
the triad and Eichmann form one foundation of all rights o.gamst
L continoous argument. y totalitarianism
~ ~\
3) Power « violence /
Power is concerted, collective, fragile, AGENT: BANALITY b 4 POWER
< el SO tho htf: EWL " Il g S
s 5 s w s bureaucra i i
I\ can destroy power but cannot create it. y ‘rsule of malid® TOTALITARIANISM collective, ‘Fmglle
- . J ideology + terror on
4) Answer spine atomised mass
Plurality (‘men, not Man’) — public realm
= action = power. Em.mg: totalitarianism
= ideology + terror on atomised mass.
Agent: thoughtless bureaucrat ! banality
of evil. Victim: stateless person [/ ‘right to
have rights'. Correlates: Weber / Mao,
\ Popper, Habermas, Foucault. Y,
-
Life & intellectual journe
1906 ;4 51'913.3 1941 1951 1958 1961 WP B
[ ] L ] L ] L ] L ] L ] L ] —
Born in Studied with Fled Nazism, Reached US; Orisins of The Human Covering On Vidlence Died in
Hanover, Heidegger lost academic taught at several Totalitarianism Condition Eichmann trial published New York
Germany & Jaspers position universities Published published in Jerusalem
\_
B A
Core doctrines (1) " w N\
’ N r 3 z
1. Labour / Work / Action [2019; 2025] 2. Public realm & plurality [2012] 3. Power vs violence — anti-Weberian move [2014]
Labour = cyclical bio-survival, repetitive, shared The political is NOT administration, economics Power = ability to e‘lct in concert; springs up
with animals (condition: life). or interest-management. It is the ‘space of :?*m“ f‘**‘-‘PLed- i:ﬂ_ts‘hes when the group hnats
Work = fabrication of durable artefacts; a appearance’ where persons act as equals yet Ulrsperaes, YT pamacys ﬂ:ot, e it Scatin.
. A iolence = instrumental, multiplies strength by tools,
man-made world; means-end; partially free distinct. k
andrtions i ) Pillars: pluralit bli can destroy power but never create it.
;:::?o; ':"- “‘"';‘ :":5;- i s WianEl puwaiy ¥ pusiic fhace. Key line: ‘Power and violence are opposites; where
distingts jrs?l.:ses w:c = ;5‘3 s:}lt :F ye Politics is d!snl\(‘l&d nnd. creative, rwt o the one rules absolutely, the other is absent.’
'Free‘d.cnmJ + natality; highest mt:d'q. (condition: sa.ry eT'L.’_deﬂrud'm ?F public space is Anatomy: distinct from violence, relational, -Fraail.e,
_ plurality). ktotahta.rw.msms deepest crime, kleaitimncy—deptndent. y
: One Insight :
. Arendt's centre is not ‘state power’ but public freedom: politics lives when plural citizens appear, speak and act together. |
|\ Totalitarianism is the organised destruction of the shared world in which judgement and action become possible. J
N PSIR - 1.100 - 1/3 /
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HANNAH ARENDT — core doctrines continued / conceptual tables

Keep concepts distinct: action is not behaviour; power is not force; evil is not excused by banality.

1) CORE DOCTRINES (continued)

3 3 N =3
A. &4, Origins of Totalitarianism [2016] B. 5. Banality of evil — Eichmann €. 6. “Right to have rights” +
* A wholly novel form of rule, not [hiﬂh“Pmb' f]ﬂP] republico.n freedom
extreme tyranny. o Eichmann was not a sadistic monster * Statelessness strips the legal personhood
o Idgnlosg = “the logic of an idea” but terriﬁji",‘][ﬂ ordinary. that makes all other rights real; the
explaining all history by one key .y . fundamental human right is the right
(race /class), building a fictitious F‘"l'_ flowed Fr.om thoughtiessne’ss. to have rights.
consistent world that erases fact/fiction. mabllltﬁ‘ to. think 'F.rom another’s * Freedom is worldly and public —
s Terror = permanent and “ub‘jactive”; sta.ndpomf: and to Judﬂe' “to be free and to act are the same” —
strikes innocent and loyal alike; run by ¢ “The rule of nobody“ = bureaucracy not merely private non-interference.
a bureaucratic machine. diffuses respansfbi[ifg. * Institutional hope: council tradition.
* Ground: atomised, lonely mass; loneliness y . p
is its ground. * Exam trap: NOT “evil is normal / * On Revolution: American -Foundmg
* Lineage: antisemitism — imperialism — trivial / excusable”. iucceeds; Frenci:’ derailed by the
totalitarianism. social question”.
L 2N il e >y
2) COMPARISON / CONCEPT TABLES
s N % 2
Table 1: Vita activa ladder (rising) Table 2: Vita contemplativa mirror Table 3: Power vs Violence
(The Life of the Mind) (anatomy)
Mode | What it is | Condition | Core idea
T Faculty | Function Failure — consequence POWER VIOLENCE
Labour r.g.:“cal m#ﬁfﬁ‘“f
(animal | activity for ; ":“ i " dialogue of Acts-in-concert instrumental
Laborans) | biological i E;';'{L:fmti, Thinking | 1 with mysels; | thoughtlessness —
survival shared with examines banality of evil Springs up between needs tools &
animals what is anple external means
Work making means-end, ; : ; ” 4
(homo durable } creates a Willinﬂ :.:::;TEZ:’ weak will — Lasts znlgt:hth destrur:lic;,
faber) | things; Worldliness | nan-made Eealps ! follows orders / grouprtogtter never asnd
:u.rl'j._ ”ar':f‘i f promises nobody commands Needs legitimacy needs effectiveness
uilding partially free (not justification) (not legitimacy)
Action | speech + '{;5‘["5“ ) | standpoint of | failure to Judge =
(plurality) deed among | Plyrality ;" ° ;'“ “f’ Judging everyone else; | ;o bt to see Creates & sustains destroys power;
“i““tf "j"’"’ ﬂ:ﬁ{r : enlargin B otiers politics never creates it
L are distinct highest mode L mentality JAL J)
3) EXAM TRAP ALERTS
1. Do not write that 2. Power / violence 3. Do not reduce k. Labour / Work / 5. Do not confuse
“evil is normal” — are NOT the same; politics to Action: do not invert freedom with private
Arendt rejects that. a terror-state has admim's_tmtiﬂﬂ; the ladder; they non-interference
lost power. econcpiics or are distinct. alone.
L interest groups. )
4) QUICK CORRELATION STRIP
' N
With Weber: With Mao: With Popper: With Habermas: With Foucault:
power # power # shared defence of non-coercive power contrast with capillary,
legitimate force from open society against points toward pervasive power.
force. the gun. ideological closure. communicative action.
- medeTw=p=s=ocsoccos=- MUST=WRITE LINE ====s==s==css=sms=nsnsen 5
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"HANNAH ARENDT — critiques, scholars, PYQs, India lens: |

Marks come from correlation + critique + a tight India line, not bare description.

1.

CRITIQUES + NAMED CRITICS

" . " 3 \ [ N\ . X
A. Major critics / interlocutors B. Standard charges C. Defenders / interpreters
* Habermas: .sympa,thetic critic; takes e Labour / Work / Action may be too e Benhabib: recovers her for deliberative
her non-coercive power toward sharp and idealised. plural democracy; warns categories
communicative action / deli.be.tn.ﬂvel : o Marxists: labour is world-making. can be "averlg rigid”.
democracy; faults 'her 0‘.‘3?"'5{"‘5_ politics o Excluding the T . poverty, + Canovan: definitive unified reading.
and neglect of rational-discursive Bl . - A :
hecunl economy, body — looks elitist and ¢ Villa and Honig: agonistic / performative
w e T ’ nostalgic for the Greek polis. politics.
* Foucault: rival paradigm; power is
r.u.Piu,a.rﬂ, pervasive, productive — ¢ Public realm is aestheticised, thin on » Bernstein: strong against ideology but
disciplinary / bio-power — not episodic rights and distributive justice. underplays socio-economic constraints.
grﬂupfﬂ&ﬁf‘ﬂ- T . o Feminists, especially Adrienne Rich: * Also note Young-Bruehl, Kohn, Berkowitz,
. \f‘{olin: -Frfendlg critic; power is public/private split is blind to gender Beiner, Judith Butler.
dispersed in mass democracy; the and dhe Rodsehdld.
L heroic public realm is fragile. ) A y
2. SCHOLARS AT A GLANCE
B
(" Scholar Stance One-line takeaway
Weber / Mao Contrast target Power = monopoly of legitimate / organised violence — she splits what they fuse.
o) P 4 9 P i
Habermas Sympathetic critic Turns her power into communicative action; faults her agonism.
Jmp: P J
Foucault Rival Po.rn.d.igm Power is t;a.piua.r_g, pervasive, Producfi\fe — not epﬁsodic group—uction.
Wolin Friendly eritic Power is dispersed in mass democracy; heroic public realm is fragile.
d P ;| P 9
Popper Companion Open Society — open vs closed society; pair on ideology and backsliding.
PP P P Y P d: P 34 9
Benhabib / Canovan Defenders Recover her for deliberative, plural democracy; categories “overly rigid”.
Bernstein / Villa / Honi Interpreters Resisting ideology; agonistic politics; underplays socio-economic Llimits.
e ) P 9 995 29 P P2y J
3. QUOTE BAND — MUST WRITE
If_ L . - i [ | it . . ! \
Power is never b : ! ' : Banality of evil = !
the property of an | b o by .wolence ‘ “Men, not Man, | “To be free | f:houghiiessnass- : Megiad:
individual ; (t belongs | are opposites; ! ] * i ’ J i T fhfn.kf.ns
to a group and i where the one rules ! live on : and to act E Eichmann . Gikhad
remains in existence ! absolutely, the i the earth.” : are the same.” E “tzrriFgfnjly ! b
onl sielm-" = :ke other is absent.” : : ' normal.” i
(_ group keeps together. i : : : J
4. PYQ SNAPSHOT (2003-2025) 2 = Y
(" Year Paper Question theme ) y g
2003 I-A Discuss the political philosophy of Hannah Arendt. P M.oder'n.{e set (6 direct) but broad spread o Ma.rl3 ey
2012 I-A Public realm & plurality. pillar touched.
2014 I-A Power vs violence. [ Recent shi-Ft to am[gﬁcal 20/15‘-mm’kef5.
2016 I-A Origins of totalitarianism. o Banality of evil not yet asked directly — high probability.
2019 EAL | Dt 7 Mook f e, I ! y - S
2025 I-A Vit ityiat epohiad 7 Reward = arque + correlate; never bare description. 0

5. TODAY & THE INDIAN LENS

' . ™\
A. Power vs violence

Republican legitimacy rests on
consent and concerted citizen
m‘.ﬁan, not l:oam".nn; useful for

distinguishing legitimate associati

N\
B. Public realm & plurality

1 . ost-truth and democratic
Parlm.mznf, Gru.m Snu'la, Pubilc cacksiiding; SR
plural institutions, federal
checks, and an independent
public sphere; India's sharp

consultation, free press, and
Article 19 speech / assembly /

on are the architecture

(" C. Totalitarianism / ideology ]

Classic frame for disinformation,

[ D. B\a.mlﬂ:g of evil / right to have rishts )
Calls for the conscientious thinking
civil servant over mechanical

3 ‘just—ro“,owfn‘g-or&ers ": offers a
neutral lens on citizenship, refugees,

authority from insurgent /

terrorist violence.

N

of citizen action.

example of public-space
contraction = the Emergency,

L reversed in 1977,

S

J

legal personhood and belonging;

council tradition rﬁymss with
\_grassroots self-goverament. )

(.

b Wi

AN

-

g ¥
6. CONCEPT NUGGETS fs-mnrkr.rs)-\ THINK BEYOND THE SYLLABUS REMEMBER FOR UPSC ANSWER HOOK
- . = . o Aristotle (zoon polifikon}; public * Natality = city to beqin anew. Begin with the 20th-century
1. Define & “th Labour / Work /' Action. life of speech & deed. fo lFU Ca-pa 5_ v 3"‘.“ o catastrophe — Arendt 's recovery
2. Explain power vs violence with examples. ¢ Habermas / deliberative democracy: § ThasE e :{m ;'“m:ﬁ_ ec:;omcl of politics — key doctrine
g liids plurality + public space as ancestor CoNotnn Tisecing iShe: [pabucirealm. (power / plurality / totalitarianism /
3, Totalitarianism: uﬁob&.‘f + terror. of deliberative ulear * Keep the four distinct: strength # banality of evil / right to have
4. Banality of evil: meaning & significance. ¢ Soft power (Nye): power-as- power # authority # violence, rights) = India line —
5 “Rick A , » Lai attraction-and-concert prefigures contemporary relevance —
e Tl t to have "3“5 — exptain, soft power. s Power # violence is the Folnt conelusion,
N J \ J
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