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Political theory: meaning and 
approaches  

Concept of Political Theory:  

Political theory is a set of specified relationships encompassing political matters that focus and 

organize inquiry  to describe, explain, and predict political events and behaviours. Political theory 

is considered as the basis and branch of political science which attempts to arrive at 

generalizations, inferences, or conclusions to be drawn from the data gathered by ot her specialists, 

not only in political science, but throughout the whole range of human knowledge and experience. 

From ancient Greece to the present, the history of political theory has dealt with fundamental and 

perennial ideas of Political Science. Polit ical theory reflects upon political phenomenon, processes 

and institutions and on actual political behaviour by subjecting it to philosophical or ethical 

criterion. The most dominant political theories realise all three goals such as describe, explain, 

and  predict. The theories are the results of thoughts and research of many scholars and exponents 

of political science. Thinkers on the subject formulate definitions of various political concepts and 

establish theories (D. K. Sarmah, 2007).  

 

Germino describe d that 'Political theory is the most appropriate term to employ in designating that 

intellectual tradition which affirms the possibility of transcending the sphere of immediate 

practical concerns and viewing man's societal existence from a critical perspec tive.' According to 

Sabine, ôPolitical theory is, quite simply, man's attempts to consciously understand and solve the 

problems of his group life and organization. It is the disciplined investigation of political problems 

not only to show what a political practice is, but also to show what it means. In showing what a 

practice means, or what it ought to mean, political theory can alter what it is.õ 

Numerous eminent theorists explained the nature of political theory.  

David Held described that "Political theor y is a network of concepts and generalizations about 

political life involving ideas, assumptions and statements about the nature, purpose and key 

features of government, state and society, and about the political capabilities of human beings." 
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WC Coker exp lained political theory as "When political government and its forms and activities are 

studied not simply as facts to be described and compared and judged in reference to their 

immediate and temporary effects, but as facts to be understood and appraised in  relation to the 

constant needs, desires and opinions of men, then we have political theory." According to Andrew 

Hacker, òPolitical Theory is a combination of a disinterested search for the principles of good state 

and good society on the one hand, and a disinterested search for knowledge of political and social 

reality on the other." George Catlin stated that òPolitical theory includes political science and 

political philosophy. While science refers to the phenomenon of control in many forms over all the 

processes of whole social field. It is concerned with the end or final value, when man asks, what 

the national good is" or òWhat is good society." John Plamentaz delineates political theory in 

functional terms and said that òThe function of political theory has come to be restricted to the 

analysis and clarification of the vocabulary of politics and the critical examination, verification and 

justification of the concepts employed in political argument." Another theorists, Norman Barry 

defined that òPolitical theory is an electric subject which draws upon a variety of disciplines. There 

is no body of knowledge or method of analysis which can be classified as belonging exclusively to 

political theory."  

Approaches of political theory:  

The study of political sci ence and in the process of search for political truth certain procedure 

must be followed. These procedures are defined as approaches, methods, techniques and 

strategies. Approaches to study political science are grouped as traditional and modern 

approaches  (D. K. Sarmah, 2007).  

Traditional approaches:  

Traditional approaches are value based. These approaches put emphasis on values more that 

facts. Advocates of this approaches believe that the study of political science cannot and should 

not be purely scienti fic. They stated that in social science such as facts values are closely related 

with each other. In politics, emphasis should not be on the facts but on the moral quality of 

political event. There are huge number of traditional approaches such as philosop hical, 

institutional, legal, and historical approaches (D. K. Sarmah, 2007).  

Characteristics of Traditional approaches:  

1.  Traditional approaches are largely normative and stresses on the values of politics.  

2.  Emphasis is on the study of different political str uctures.  

3.  Traditional approaches made very little attempt to relate theory and research.  

4.  These approaches believe that since facts and values are closely interlinked, studies in 

Political Science can never be scientific.  

Different types of traditional approaches:  

1. Philosophical Approach:  This approach is considered as the oldest approach in the arena of 

Political Science. The development of this approach can be traced back to the times of the Greek 
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philosophers like Plato and Aristotle. Leo Strauss wa s one of the main supporter of the 

philosophical approach. He considered that òthe philosophy is the quest for wisdom and political 

philosophy is the attempt truly to know about the nature of political things and the right or good 

political order.ó Vernon Van Dyke observed that a philosophical analysis is an effort to clarify 

thought about the nature of the subject and about ends and means in studying it. The aim of this 

approach is to evolve the standard of right and wrong, for the purpose of critical eval uation of 

existing institutions, laws and polices (Gauba, 2009).  

This approach is based on the theoretical principle that the values cannot be separated from the 

study of politics. Therefore, its main concern is to judge what is good or bad in any politica l society. 

It is mainly an ethical and normative study of politics and, thus, idealistic. It addresses the 

problems of the nature and functions of the state, citizenship, rights and duties etc. The supporters 

of this approach consider that political philos ophy is strongly associated with the political beliefs. 

Therefore, they are of the opinion that a political scientist must have the knowledge of good life 

and good society. Political philosophy supports in establishing a good political order (Gauba, 

2009).  

Historical Approach:  Theorists who developed this political approach focused on the historical 

factors like the age, place and the situation in which it is evolved are taken into consideration. 

This approach is related to history and it emphasizes on the study of history of every political 

reality to analyse any situation. Political thinkers such as Machiavelli, Sabine and Dunning 

considered that politics and history are closely related and the study of politics always should have 

a historical standpoint. Sabine stated that Political Science should include all those subjects which 

have been discussed in the writings of different political thinkers from the time of Plato. This 

approach strongly maintains the belief that the thinking or the dogma of every pol itical thinker is 

formed by the surrounding environment. Furthermore, history provide details of the past as well 

as it also links it with the present events. History gives the chronological order of every political 

event and thereby helps in future estima tion of events also. Therefore, without studying the past 

political events, institutions and political environment it would be erroneous to analyse the present 

political events. But critics of historical approach designated that it is not possible to under stand 

the idea of the past ages in terms of contemporary ideas and concepts.  

Institutional Approach:  This is traditional and significant approach in studying Political Science. 

This approach primarily deals with the formal features of government and politi cs accentuates the 

study of the political institutions and structures. Therefore, the institutional approach is 

concerned with the study of the formal structures like legislature, executive, judiciary, political 

parties, and interest groups. The supporters  of this approach includes both ancient and modern 

political philosophers. Among the ancient thinkers, Aristotle had significant role in shaping this 

approach while the modern thinkers include James Bryce, Bentley, Walter Bagehot, Harold Laski 

contributed to develop this approach.  

Legal Approach:  This approach concerns that the state is the fundamental organization for the 

formation and enforcement of laws. Therefore, this approach is concerned with the legal process, 

legal bodies or institutions, justice a nd independence of judiciary. The supporters of this approach 

are Cicero, Jean Bodin, Thomas Hobbes, Jeremy Bentham, John Austin, Dicey and Sir Henry 

Maine.  
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The various traditional approaches to the study of Political Science have been disapproved for 

bein g normative. These approaches were principled also as their concern went beyond how and 

why political events happen to what ought to happen. In the later period, the modern approaches 

have made an attempt to make the study of Political Science more scienti fic and, therefore, 

emphasize pragmatism.  

Modern approaches:  

After studying politics with the help of traditional approaches, the political thinkers of the later 

stage felt the necessity to study politics from a new perspective. Thus, to minimize the defic iencies 

of the traditional approaches, various new approaches have been advocated by the new political 

thinkers. These new approaches are regarded as the òmodern approachesó to the study of Political 

Science. Modern approaches are fact based approaches. Th ey lay emphasis on factual study of 

political events and try to arrive at scientific and definite conclusion. The aim of modern 

approaches is to replace normativism with empiricism. Therefore modern approaches are marked 

by empirical investigation of relev ant data.  

Characteristics of Modern Approaches:  

1.  These approaches try to draw conclusion from empirical data.  

2.  These approaches go beyond the study of political structures and its historical analysis.  

3.  Modern Approaches believe in inter -disciplinary study.  

4.  They emphasize scientific methods of study and attempt to draw scientific conclusions in 

Political Science.  

Modern approaches include sociological approach, psychological approach, economic approach, 

quantitative approach, simulation approach, system approac h, behavioural approach and 

Marxian approach (D. K. Sarmah, 2007).  

Behavioural approach:  

Among the modern empirical approach, the behavioural approach, to study political science 

grabbed notable place. Most eminent exponents of this approach are David Etson, Robert, A. Dahl, 

E. M. Kirkpatrick, and Heinz Eulau. Behavioural approach is political theory which is the result 

of increasing attention given to behaviour of ordinary man. Theorist, Kirkpatrick stated that 

traditional approaches accepted instituti on as the basic unit of research but behavioural approach 

consider the behaviour of individual in political situation as the basis (K. Sarmah, 2007).  

Salient Features of Behaviourism:  

David Easton has pointed out certain salient features of behaviouralism which are regarded as its 

intellectual foundations. These are:  

Regularities: This approach believes that there are certain uniformities in political behaviour which 

can be expressed in generalizations or theories in order to explain and predict political p henomena. 
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In a particular situation the Political behaviour of individuals may be more or less similar. Such 

regularities of behaviour may help the researcher to analyse a political situation as well as to 

predict the future political phenomena. Study of s uch regularities makes Political Science more 

scientific with some predictive value.  

Verification: The behaviouralists do not want to accept everything as granted. Therefore, they 

emphasize testing and verifying everything. According to them, what cannot b e verified is not 

scientific.  

Techniques: The behaviouralists put emphasis on the use of those research tools and methods 

which generate valid, reliable and comparative data. A researcher must make use of sophisticated 

tools like sample surveys, mathematical models, simulation etc.  

Quantification: After collecting data, the researcher should measure and quantify those data.  

Values: The behaviouralists have put heavy emphasis on separation of facts from values. They 

believe that to do objective res earch one has to be value free. It means that the researcher should 

not have any pre -conceived notion or a biased view.  

Systematization: According to the behaviouralists, research in Political Science must be 

systematic. Theory and research should go toget her.  

Pure Science: Another characteristic of behaviouralism has been its aim to make Political Science 

a òpure scienceó. It believes that the study of Political Science should be verified by evidence. 

Integration: According to the behaviouralists, Politica l Science should not be separated from 

various other social sciences like history, sociology and economics etc. This approach believes that 

political events are shaped by various other factors in the society and therefore, it would be wrong 

to separate Pol itical Science from other disciplines.  

It is recognized by theorists that with the development of behaviouralism, a new thinking and new 

technique of study were evolved in the field of Political Science.  

Benefits of behavioural approach are as follows:  

1.  Thi s approach makes Political Science more scientific and brings it closer to the day to 

day life of the individuals.  

2.  Behaviouralism has first explained human behaviour into the field of Political Science and 

thus makes the study more relevant to the society.  

3.  This approach helps in predicting future political events.  

4.  The behavioural approach has been supported by different political thinkers as it is 

scientific approach and predictable nature of political events.  

Despite of merits, the Behavioural approach has  been criticised for its fascination for scienticism 

also. The main criticisms levelled against this approach are mentioned below:  

1.  This has been disparaged for its dependence on practices and methods ignoring the 

subject matter.  

2.  The supporters of this appr oach were wrong when they said that human beings behave in 

similar ways in similar circumstances.  
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3.  This approach focus on human behaviour but it is a difficult task to study human 

behaviour and to get a definite result.  

4.  Most of the political phenomena are i ndeterminate. Therefore it is always difficult to use 

scientific methods in the study of Political Science.  

5.  Furthermore, the scholar being a human being is not always value neutral as believed by 

the behaviouralists.  

 

Post behaviour approach:  

In the mid of  1960s, behaviourism gained a dominant position in the methodology of political 

science. Relevance and action were the main slogans of post behaviourism. In modern social 

science, behaviourism approach has shown increasing concern with problem solving of t he 

prevailing problems of society. In this way, it is largely absorbed the post behavioural orientation 

within its scope (Gauba, 2009).  

Distinction between behavioural and post behavioural approaches   

The Issue  Behavioural Approach  Post -Behavioural Approac h  

Nature of inquiry  
Search for pure knowledge and 

theory  
Search for applied knowledge and practice  

Purpose of inquiry  
Knowledge for knowledge sake; 

not interested in action  

Relevance of knowledge to satisfy social 

needs and action for problem solving  

Focus of study  

-   Micro level analysis, focus on 

small units  

-   Process of decision making  

Macro level analysis; focus on role of big 

units  

Content of the decision  

Attitude towards 

Values  
Value Neutral  Interested in the choice of values  

Attitude towards 

social change  

Interested in status quo, not 

interested in social change  

Interested in social change for solving social 

problems  
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System approach developed by David Easton (Source: Gauba, 2009)   

 

The political system operates within an environment.  The environment creates demands from 

different parts of the society such as demand for reservation in the matter of employment for 

certain groups, demand for better working conditions or minimum wages, demand for better 

transportation facilities, demand f or better health facilities. Different demands have different levels 

of support. Easton stated that 'demands' and 'supports' establish 'inputs.' The political system 

receives theses inputs from the environment. After taking various factors into considerati on, the 

government decides to take action on some of these demands while others are not acted upon. 

Through the conversion process, the inputs are converted into 'outputs' by the decision makers in 

the form of policies, decisions, rules, regulations and la ws. The ôoutputsõ flow back into the 

environment through a 'feedback' mechanism, giving rise to fresh 'demands.' Consequently, it is a 

cyclical process.  

Structural functional approach:  According to this approach, society is considered as a single 

inter rel ated system where each part of the system has a certain and dissimilar role. The 

structural -functional approach may be considered as an outgrowth of the system analysis. These 

approaches accentuate the structures and functions. Gabriel Almond is a follower  of this 

approach. He explained political systems as a special system of interaction that exists in all 

societies performing certain functions. His theory revealed that the main characteristics of a 

political system are comprehensiveness, inter -dependence and existence of boundaries. Like 

Easton, Almond also considered that all political systems perform input and output functions. The 

Input functions of political systems are political socialization and recruitment, interest -

articulation, interest -aggression  and political communication. Almond made three -fold 

classifications of governmental output functions relating to policy making and implementation. 
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These output functions are rule making, rule application and rule adjudication. Thus, Almond 

affirmed that a  stable and efficient political system converts inputs into outputs.  

Model of structural functional analysis (Source: Gauba, 2009 )  

 

Communication theory approach:  This approach explores the process by which one segment of 

a system affects another by send ing messages or information. Robert Weiner had evolved this 

approach. Afterwards Karl Deutsch developed it and applied it in Political Science. Deutsch stated 

that the political system is a network of communication channels and it is self -regulative. 

Addit ionally, he emphasized that the government is responsible for administering different 

communication channels. This approach treats the government as the decision making system. 

Deutsch described that there are four factors of analysis in communication theo ry which include 

lead, lag, gain and load.  

Decision making approach:  

This political approach discover the features of decision makers as well as the type of influence 

the individuals have on the decision makers. Numerous scholars such as Richard Synder and  

Charles Lindblom have developed this approach. A political decision which is taken by a few actors 

influences a larger society and such a decision is generally shaped by a specific situation. 

Therefore, it takes into account psychological and social aspec ts of decision makers also.  

Broadly speaking, several approaches to political science have been advocated from time to time, 

and these are broadly divided into two categories that include the empirical -analytical or the 

scientific -behavioural approach and the legal -historical or the normative -philosophical approach.  

Empirical Theory:  

In Simple form, empirical political theory explains 'what is' through observation. In this approach, 

scholars seek to generate a hypothesis, which is a proposed explanation for some phenomena that 
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can be tested empirically. After formulating a hypothesis, a study will be designed to test the 

hypothesis.  

Normative Theory:  

Normative political theory is related to concepts such as justice, equality, and rights. Historical 

political theory involves political philosophers from the past (e.g. Thucyides and Plato)  to the 

present (e.g. Wendy Brown and Seyla Benahabib), and may focus on how particular philosophers 

engaged political problems that continue to be relevant today. While the focus has traditionally 

been on Western traditions, that is beginning to change in  this field.  

Broadly speaking, empirical approach seeks to discover and describe facts whereas normative 

approach seeks to determine and prescribe value (Gauba, 2009).  

Difference between empirical and normative approaches of political theory (Source: Gauba , 2009):   

 

It is demonstrated in theoretical literature that the traditional empirical approach to political 

science is what makes it a "positive" science. The study of what is, as opposed to what ought to 

be, lends a certain respectability to political s cience that is not attached to opinion -writing or 

political theorists. While Plato and Aristotle sought to recognise the characteristics of a good polity, 

most modern political scientists seek to identify the characteristics of polities, their causes and 

effects, leaving aside moral judgments about their goodness or badness.  

To summarize, Political Theory is a separate area within the discipline of political science. Political 

theory is an outline of what the political order is about. It is symbolic represe ntation about the 

word ôpoliticalõ. It is a formal, logical and systematic analysis of the processes and consequences 

of political activity. It is analytical, expository and descriptive. It seeks to give order, coherence, 

and meaning to what is described a s ôpoliticalõ. Political theorists concentrate more on theoretical 

claims instead of empirical claims about the nature of the politics. There are different approaches 

which explains the political system which includes modern and traditional approaches. In 

behaviour approach, scientific method is emphasized because behaviours of several actors in 

political situation is capable of scientific study. Normative approach is linked to philosophical 

method because norms and values can be determined philosophically.  Another classification of 

political approach is empirical analysis of political events.  
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Concept of power, hegemony, 
ideology and legitimacy  

Since ancient time, social theorists tried to define the queries that people who lack economic power 

consent to h ierarchies of social and political power. They have used philosophy, hegemony and 

discourse as main notion to explain the intersections between the social production of knowledge 

and the continuation of power relations. The Marxist thought of ideology expl ains how the 

dominant ideas within a given society reveal the interests of a ruling economic class. Marx and 

others relate ideology to a vision of society dominated by economic class as a field of social power. 

However, theorists of gender and òraceó have questioned the place of class as the locus of power.  

 
Power:  

Power is a multifaceted notion. Power is a vital element of human survival and it has signs and 

manifestations in every aspect of social life, from interpersonal relations through economic 

transactions, to spiritual and political disagreements (Frank Bealey, 1999). Power is associated 

with politics, authority, and wealth. The idea of power is that of being able to influence the actions 

or decisions of another, whether there will be through t he use of soft -power tactics or blatant force. 

Historically, power has been considered by such criteria as population size and region, natural 

resources, economic strength, military force and social constancy. It is documented that the notion 

of power is t he most powerful in the arena of Political Science. Many theorists like Socrates. Plato, 

Aristotle have affirmed the importance of power in their own way. In India, Acharya Kautilya 

(Chanakya) gave importance of power in his famous book Kautilya Arthsastra  because it was the 

basis of whole human life (Frank Bealey, 1999).  

Many theorists explain the concept of power.  

Cline (2012) defined as òthe ability, whether personal or social, to get things done either to enforce 

oneõs own will or to enforce the collective will of some group over others. Power is therefore an 

ability or potential of an individual or groups of individuals to influence and compel action. Power 

can be force or influence of action whether accepted/recognised or no.  
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Probably the best known de scription of power is Webber theoretical model who characterize power 

as the chance of man or number of men to realize their own will in a communal action even against 

the resistance of others who are participating in action (Frank Bealey, 1999).  

Table:  Max Weber's typology of power:   

Type of power  

Coercion  Authority  

 Charismatic  Traditional  Legal -rational  

People are forced 

to do as they are 

told under threat 

of punishment( 

for example, in a 

prison or a school 

class room)  

People obey because of the 

personal qualities of the 

person doing the telling. 

Well known charismatic 

figures include Jesus 

Christ, Hitler, Chairman 

Mao and so forth. 

However, charismatic 

figures arise in any social 

grouping and such people 

assume positions of 

authority over others on 

the basis of personal 

qualities of leadership 

perceived in that individual 

by other group members.  

Those who exercise 

authority to do so 

because they 

continue a tradition 

and support the 

preservation and 

continuation of 

existing values and 

social ties ( for 

example, The Royal 

Family).  

Those in authority give 

orders(and expect they will 

be obeyed) because their job 

gives them the right to give 

orders. Anyone who fills the 

same position has right to 

give orders, which means 

this type of authority is not 

based upon the personal 

qualities of the individual. 

Orders are only to be obeyed 

if they are relevant to the 

situation in which they are 

given (for example, a teacher 

could reasonably expect the 

order to òcomplete your 

homework by Thursdayó to 

be obeyed by a  student in 

their class. The teacher 

could not reasonably expect 

that same order issued to 

the studentõs parent would 

be obeyed. Similarly the 

order to òGo down the street 

and get me a newspaperó 

would not be seen as a 

legitimate order for the 

teacher to g ive his/her 

student, hence student the 

student would not feel 

compelled to obey).  

This form of power is the 

typical form that exists in 

our society and is 

sometimes referred to as 

òbureaucraticó power since 

it is based upon status of an 

individualõs position in 

social hierarchy, rather than 

individual himself.  
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Russell said that power was the production of intended effect. Lukes argued that power is being 

exercised by hegemonies whose interest was to maintain status quo by fashioning peopleõs 

perception, be lief, and values so that their stated preferences were contrary to their interest (Frank 

Bealey, 1999).  

According to Laswell and Kaplan, "The concept of power is perhaps the most fundamental in the 

whole of Political Science, the political process is the s haping, distribution and exercise of power 

(in a wider sense, of all the deference values or of influence in general)". H. J. Margenthau stated 

that òpower politics was rooted in lust for power which is common to all men and for this reason 

was inseparable  from social life itself." In the view of Erich Kaufman, politics is inseparable from 

power. Slates and Government exist to exert power. In each country and in the world at large there 

is either a balance of power, as unstable balance of power, or no balan ce of power at all. But there 

is always power political power exists in the world and will be used by those who have it." Herbert 

and Edward Shills defined power as the ability to influence the behaviour of others in accordance 

with one's own ends. Catlin adopts Mas Weber's description of politics as "the struggle of power or 

the influencing of those in power."  

In the modern time, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Treitschke and Neitzche have emphasised the 

significance of power. Other famous theorists, Catlin, Charles Marriam, Harold Laswell, H.J. 

Morgenthau etc. have established power as one of the fundamental concept. According to Catlin, 

concept of power is basic in Political Science. MacIver is of the view that everything that is 

happening around us is in some way o r the other concerned with power. It is power which vests 

the state with order and peace.  

Power is related with prosperity and its use to gain social importance through bribe, cajole, support 

or block various forces in personõs own interest. The theory of power is also closely associated to 

that of realism. Since power provides a sense of security in holding with the logic that nobody can 

hurt/influence people when they have the ability to hurt/influence them. Therefore, each party 

should try to maximize an d combine its power. Power is one of the most essential and yet difficult 

concepts in international relations. òFew problems in political science are more confusing than the 

problem of social power. Despite extensive use, power remains a slippery and chall enging notion.  

There are some dispute upon basic definitions, individual theorists proposing their own more or 

less characteristic terminology, and unexpectedly little consideration of the implications of 

alternative usages. That some people have more powe r than others is one of the most blatant facts 

of human existence.  

In Western traditional thought, Power is major concepts about political phenomena. In general, 

power is aó Disappointing conceptó. According to H. Carr and Hans Morgenthau, power has been 

an important (some would say too important) variable in international political theorizing. 

Although some may regard power analysis as traditional and redundant, current modification in 

social science philosophy about power propose the possibility of invig orating this approach to 

understanding international relations.  

Sources of Power:  

Power comes from numerous sources, each of which has different effects on the targets of that 

power. Some originate from individual characteristics; others draw on aspects of an organization's 
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structure. There are six types of power that include legitimate , referent, expert, reward, coercive, 

and informational.  

Legitimate Power: It is also known as "positional power". This is the power individuals have from 

their role and status within an organization. Legitimate power usually involves formal authority 

delegated to the holder of the position.  

Referent Power: Referent power originates from the ability of individuals to attract others and build 

their faithfulness. It is based on the personality and interpersonal skills of the power holder. A 

person may be admi red because of a specific personal mannerism, such as charisma or likability, 

and these positive feelings become the basis for interpersonal influence.  

Expert Power: Expert power draws from a person's ability and knowledge and is especially strong 

when an organization has a high need for them. Narrower than most sources of power, the power 

of an expert typically applies only in the specific area of the person's expertise and credibility.  

Reward Power: Reward power comes from the ability to bestow valued mat erial rewards or create 

other positive incentives. It refers to the extent to which the individual can provide external 

motivation to others through benefits or gifts.  

Coercive Power: Coercive power is the menace and application of sanctions and other nega tive 

outcomes. These can include direct punishment or the withholding of desired resources or 

rewards. Coercive power relies on fear to induce compliance.  

Informational Power: Informational power derives from access to facts and knowledge that others 

find helpful or valuable. That access can signify relationships with other power holders and convey 

status that creates a positive impression. Informational power has numerous benefits in building 

credibility and rational persuasion. It may also serve as the ba sis for beneficial exchanges with 

others who seek that information.  

Power has various forms, and characteristics. It can be exercised with different degrees of intensity, 

with force and aggression or, on the contrary, with kindness and politeness. Nye dist inguished the 

power (1990).  

One form of power is hard power. In general, Nye defined power as the òability to affect others to 

get the outcomes one wantsó and command or hard power as coercive power wielded through 

inducements or threats (2009). Hard power  is based on military interference, coercive diplomacy 

and economic sanctions (Wilson, 2008) and relies on tangible power resources such as armed 

forces or economic means (Gallarotti, 2011). The efficacy of any power resource depends on 

context. Professor Joseph Nye, Machiavelli said that for a Prince it was safer to be feared than to 

be loved. Nye squabbled that it is better to be both.  

Soft power is the ability to create a centre of attention of people to one side without compulsion. 

Theorist defined that  soft power is the capacity to persuade others to do what one wants (Wilson, 

2008). According to Nye, persuasive power is based on attraction and emulation and òassociated 

with intangible power resources such as culture, ideology, and institutionsó (2009). Cooper 

emphasised the importance of legitimacy for the concept of soft power (2004). State activities need 

to be perceived as legitimate in order to enhance soft power.  

Legitimacy is therefore central to soft power. If a people or a nation believes object ives to be 

legitimate, then leaders are more likely to persuade them to follow their lead without using threats 
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and bribes. In other words, militaries are well suited to defeating states, but they are often poor 

instruments to fight ideas. According to Nye , òvictoryó depends on attracting foreign populations 

to our side and helping them to build capable, democratic states. Soft power is vital to gaining 

peace. It can be analysed that it is easier to attract people to democracy rather than to coerce them 

to be democratic.  

The effectiveness of hard and soft power approaches depends on the accessibility of power 

resources (Heywood, 2011).  

Another important feature of the hard -soft -power scale is time. It appears that generating hard 

power requires much less tim e as its resources are tangible. On the contrary, soft power takes 

comparatively long to build as its intangible resources develop over a long period of time. Similarly, 

the temporal dimension of the gain of hard power and soft power strategies differs. Wh ile military 

or economic coercion tends to result in an immediate but short -duration outcome, attraction and 

persuasion have the tendency to cause long -term change.  

Another type of power is smart power. It is òthe ability to merge hard and soft power into a winning 

strategyó. It involves the òstrategic use of diplomacy persuasion, capacity building, and the 

projection of power and influence in ways that are cost -effective and have political and social 

legitimacyó. Smart power means developing an incorporated strategy, resource base, and tool kit 

to achieve some key objectives, drawing on both hard and soft power. It is an approach that not 

only emphasizes the necessity for a strong military, force but also invests heavily in alliances, 

affiliation, and insti tutions at all levels to spread influence and establish legality.  

To summarize, power is the capability to influence or control the behaviour of people. The term 

"authority" is often used for power perceived as legitimate by the social structure. Power can  be 

seen as sinful or unjust, but the exercise of power is accepted as endemic to humans as social 

beings.  

Hegemony:  

The notion of hegemony is especially difficult to enumerate both in concrete political terms and in 

a less tangible philosophical manner. I t is the political, economic, or military predominance or 

control of one state over others. In Ancient Greece (8th century BCE - 6th century CE), hegemony 

signified the politico -military supremacy of a city -state over other city -states. The dominant state 

is known as the hegemon.  

In the 19th century, hegemony represented the "Social or cultural predominance or ascendancy; 

predominance by one group within a society or milieu". Afterwards, it could be used to mean "a 

group or regime which exerts undue influen ce within a society." Also, it could be used for the 

geopolitical and the cultural preponderance of one country over others, from which was derived 

hegemonism. It means that the Great Powers meant to establish European hegemony over Asia 

and Africa. In the oretical viewpoint, hegemony is the expression of society's ruling classes over the 

majority of the nation or state over whom they propose to rule. Gramsci (1971) describes hegemony 

as, òa conception of the world that is implicitly manifest in art, in law, in economic activity and in 

all manifestations of individual and collective life.ó 

Five dimensions of the concept of hegemony:  
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There are five basic dimensions of hegemony that range from obvious to more subtle. These are 

explained as under:  

1.  Military: The hegemon has the strongest military in the world, considerably stronger than 

any of its rivals. Its military alliance system is significantly stronger than any rival military 

blocs.  

2.  Economic: The hegemon has the biggest and most technologically advanced eco nomy in 

the world. It is a major trading partner of most of the nations of the world, including most 

of the major powers.  

3.  Political: The hegemon has array of political allies, and friendly relations with most 

nations and major powers.  

4.  Institutional: The hegemon, working with its associates, makes most of the rules that 

govern global political and economic relations. The hegemon, along with its allies, usually 

controls most of the international institutions. Thus, most of the policies of the 

international institutions favour the hegemon and its partners.  

5.  Ideological: The hegemon mainly determines the terms of discourse in international 

relations. Marx wrote, "The ruling ideas of any age are the ideas of the ruling class." 

Currently, the predominant ideas ab out globalization are the ideas of hegemon.  

The Marxist theory of cultural hegemony, related particularly with Antonio Gramsci. It is the idea 

that the ruling class can influence the value system and customs of a society, so that their view 

becomes the wor ld view (Weltanschauung). According to Terry Eagleton, "Gramsci normally uses 

the word hegemony to mean the ways in which a governing power wins consent to its rule from 

those it subjugates". Contrasting to authoritarian rule, cultural hegemony "is hegemon ic only if 

those affected by it also consent to and struggle over its common sense". Gramsci defines cultural 

hegemony, which was of particular significance when he was writing in the 1930's, in a world that 

was dominated by ideological concerns. This kind  of hegemony and cultural control is a persistent 

political reality that has been a feature of culture and society since the first recorded migrations 

of man.  

Athenians made hegemony an everyday feature of the ancient world, whereby people were defined 

thr ough their status within the broader Greek political and cultural hierarchy. The Greeks 

emphasised their cultural ideal of hegemony with language and politics, especially the concept of 

citizenship, which is the major feature in the study of political and cultural hegemony. The United 

States uses its visa system, for example, to distinguish between alien visitors from within the wider 

plates of the hegemony that it has created.  

In the ancient world, Plato and Aristotle categorized the several types of hegem ony together to form 

'civilisation'. Therefore, to be an Athenian Greek was to be a civilised member of the hegemony of 

the emerging nation state; to be a 'barbarian' was to be an uncivilised member of the outposts of 

society, the parts where hegemony had previously failed to infiltrate as a paradigm and as a 

cultural and economic force. This phenomenon has since been reflected in the twenty first century 

with President Bush's 'with us or against us' stance to global terrorism, where hegemony was once 

again  used as the primary force in the continuation of the dominant military, political and 

economic power of the period.  

http://www.educatererindia.com/


GAUTAM SINGH                         UPSC STUDY MATERIAL ς POLITIACL SCIENCE 0 7830294949 

THANKS FOR READING ï VISIT OUR WEBSITE www.educatererindia.com  

 

It becomes obvious that hegemony must co -exist with the comprehensive notion of empire, which 

is itself constructed upon the concrete found ations of economic dynamism harvested through the 

procurement of resources. The notion of empire changed irreversibly during the beginning of 

modern history where industrialisation proved to be the catalyst for the significant, seismic shift 

in the view of  hegemony as cultural, economic and political benchmark. The nineteenth century 

was certainly a crisis in terms of the redrawing of the conceptual limitations of hegemony. The 

Victorian period observed the traditional European empires of France, Belgium, B ritain and 

Germany use their vast military and economic superiority to carve up the undeveloped world 

amongst each other with the procurement of raw materials and economic resources utilised as the 

main motivation for extra territorial action.  

Ideology:  

Ideology has been the subject that caught great attention during the last half of the twentieth 

century. Ideology has recurred as an important theme of inquiry among social, personality, and 

political psychologists. Ideology is one of few terms to have origi nated in political science, having 

apparently been developed by Count Antoine Destutt de Tracy, who survived the revolution to 

publish Elements dõIdeologie in 1817 (Hart 2002; Head 1985). The term has been contentious 

almost from its inception (Sartori 196 9). 

In fundamental term, an ideology is a belief or a set of beliefs, especially the political beliefs on 

which people, parties, or countries base their actions. It is a plan of action for applying these ideas.  

In wider perspective, ideology can be explain ed as the way a system a single individual or even a 

whole society rationalizes itself. Ideologies may be idiosyncratic (Lane 1962), impractical, or even 

delusional, but they still share the features of coherence and temporal stability. In the view of 

Erik son & Tedin (2003), ideology is a òset of beliefs about the proper order of society and how it 

can be achievedó. 

Napoleon used òideologueó as a nickname to indicate irrational dedication to democratic principle. 

By the mid -nineteenth century, the main prin ciple of the ideologues popular sovereignty was 

attacked from both the right (divine right) and the left (dictatorship of the proletariat). Marxist 

theory used the concept of ideology to define the process through which the dominant ideas within 

a given so ciety reflect the interests of a ruling economic class. However, ideology has established 

a problematic notion, as many of its advocates have treated it as a relatively stable body of 

knowledge that the ruling class transmits wholesale to its subordinate c lasses. Marx confronted 

liberal democratic ideology, criticising it as a rationale for class oppression. The negative 

implication of ideology was reinforced by Karl Mannheim, who contended that ideology was 

inherently conservative because it derived its id eal model of society from the past and who 

contrasted it with utopian thinking, which he deþned as future-oriented (Geoghegan 2004). David 

McLellan (1995) stated that ôIdeology is the most elusive concept in the whole of the social 

sciences.õ 

Stuart Hall ( 1992) appraised several moments of theoretical òinterruptionó in cultural theories of 

ideology. These include the discourse theories of post -structuralism and postmodernism, on one 

hand; and the impact of feminist and critical òraceó scholarship, on the other. The disruption of 

post -structuralism is important for foregrounding the salience of language as a medium of social 

power. In contrast, feminist theory contributes a notion of the personal dimensions of political 
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power and highlights questions about ge nder. Similarly, critical òraceó theory focuses on racialized 

patterns of power and destabilizes the class subject of ideology theory.  

In the start of the twentieth century, the term ideology was rarely employed beyond limited 

references concerning politic al philosophy. This obscurity was apparent in the pages of the Review.  

Basically, a political ideology is a belief system that provides a perspective on various political 

issues, such as the proper role of elected officials and the types of public policies  that should be 

prioritized.  

 
Legitimacy:  

In political science, legitimacy is the widespread acceptance of an authority, usually a governing 

law or a regime. Political legitimacy is considered a rudimentary condition for governing, without 

which a governm ent will suffer legislative impasse and collapse. In political systems where this is 

not the case, unpopular regimes survive because they are considered legitimate by a small, 

influential choice. In Chinese political philosophy, during the historical perio d of the Zhou Dynasty 

(1046ð256 BC), the political legitimacy of a leader and government was derived from the Mandate 

of Heaven, and unjust rulers who lost said mandate therefore lost the right to rule the people.  

Types of legitimacy:  

Legitimacy is "a valu e whereby something or someone is acknowledged and accepted as right and 

proper". In political science, legitimacy generally is understood as the popular acceptance and 

recognition by the public of the authority of a governing regime, whereby authority has  political 

power through consent and mutual understandings, not pressure. German sociologist Max Weber 

explained the three types of political legitimacy  

1.  Traditional  

2.  Charismatic  

3.  Rational -legal  

Traditional legitimacy derives from societal custom and habit that highlight the history of the 

authority of tradition. Traditionalists understand this form of rule as historically accepted, hence 

its continuity, because it is the way society has always been. Therefore, the institutions of 

traditional government usua lly are historically continuous, as in monarchy and tribalism.  
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Charismatic legitimacy originates from the ideas and personal magnetism of the leader, a person 

whose authoritative persona charms and psychologically dominates the people of the society to 

agreement with the government's regime and rule. A charismatic government usually features 

feeble political and administrative institutions, because they derive authority from the persona of 

the leader, and usually disappear without the leader in power. Howev er, if the charismatic leader 

has a successor, a government derived from charismatic legitimacy might continue.  

Rational -legal legitimacy evolves from a system of institutional procedure, wherein government 

institutions establish and enforce law and order in the public interest. Therefore, it is through 

public trust that the government will abide the law that confers rational -legal legitimacy (O'Neil, 

Patrick H., 2010).  

Significance of legitimacy:  

Legitimacy is significant for all regimes. Legitimacy sustai ns political constancy as it establishes 

the reasonableness of a regime, or says, provide reason for the regime to exist. Weber point out 

that regime must arouse legitimacy belief of the people if they tend to maintain their rule. Election, 

a significant e lement of democracy, is very important in the process of legitimization. Authoritarian 

regimes also tend to continue election, even non -competitive election. It is because election 

contributes to provide justification for the existence of a regime, thus co nsolidates its legitimacy 

(Heywood, 2002).  

Another device for regime to get legitimacy is constitution. Being a set of rules which lays down a 

framework in which government and political activity are conducted, its legitimization function 

can be analysed o n two ways. First, constitution is almost a prerequisite for a state to be recognized 

by other states, where the external legitimacy comes from. On the other hand, constitution can be 

used to promote respect and compliance among the domestic population, th us building up internal 

legitimacy.  

According to Samuel Huntington, a regime with strong legitimacy must have three kinds of 

legitimacy (1993).  

1.  First is ideological legitimacy, that is, the value proposition of regime must be generally, 

voluntarily recogni zed by the people. Enforced ideological indoctrination is difficult to 

sustain such kind of legitimacy.  

2.  Second is procedure legitimacy. The formation, change and operation of regime must be 

checked by citizen's vote. The ruling authority is limited and res tricted by constitution or 

legal procedures.  

3.  The third is performance legitimacy, which means that a regime supported by people 

should have satisfied performance.  

For a regime that only based on single legitimacy, if her performance is unsatisfied, people may 

question the value and procedures which the regime based on, thus legitimacy crisis would occur. 

Therefore, he stated that economic crisis is a political barrier that makes difficult for authoritarian 

regimes to come across. It can be said that Politic al legitimacy is the peopleõs recognition and 

acceptance of the validity of the rules of their entire political system and the decisions of their 

rulers.  
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Theories of the state: Liberal  

The State  

A state is a planned political structure that operate under a government. States may be categorized 

as independent if they are not dependent on, or subject to, any other power or state. States are 

considered to be subject to external dominion, or hegemony, if their ultimate sovereignty lies in 

another state. An ama lgamated state is a territorial, constitutional community that forms part of 

a federation. Such states differ from sovereign states, in that they have transferred a portion of 

their sovereign powers to a federal government.  

Most political theories of the s tate can approximately be grouped into two categories. The first, 

which includes liberal or conservative theories, treats capitalism as a given, and concentrates on 

the function of states in a capitalist society. Theories of this variety view the state as a neutral 

entity distinct from both society and the economy.  

Liberalism is a phrase used in several ways in political thought and social science. Liberalism is 

best characterized as many arguments that have been classified as liberal, and recognized as such 

by other self -proclaimed liberals, over time and space.  

The indispensable characteristic of the liberal theory of the state is the dogma of jurisdiction. That 

is, the idea that there is such a thing as a limited area of power and authority for the sta te, a 

delimitation of its proper sphere, beyond which, it is inadequate for the state to trespass. This 

principle is essentially the sole preserve of liberals. Only liberals seriously think about it. 

Revolutionaries discard the state altogether. Socialists  are simply not concerned about limits of 

state power. Modern socialist governments may introduce market based transformations. The 

stirring factor is that of economic efficiency and not appreciation of the importance of individual 

liberty and limited gove rnment.  

 

The first principle of the liberal theory of the state is that the state is not superior to other 

institutions. However, the state will generally be substandard to other institutions in the respective 

fields of special competence of those other institution s. The state is inferior to the church for 
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elaborating moral values or the conduct of ecclesiastical government. The state is simply one social 

institution amongst many. Each has its proper sphere. The state has its proper sphere. It should 

not appropriate  the spheres of other institutions. This might be described as a rule of internal 

management: a presumption that each institution is the appropriate authority for the management 

of those matters which pertain to it.  

The second principle of the liberal theo ry of the state is that the state ought to respect the fault 

principle. The state ought not to punish or impose any detriment upon any man except on the 

basis of his fault, strict liability being applicable in exceptional circumstances. The state ought not  

to recompense those who are responsible for their blameworthiness. The state ought not otherwise 

promote guilty conduct or attach disincentives to virtuous conduct in any way. If these principles 

were observed within the welfare sector, that sector would be structured very differently. Welfare 

would be restricted to the genuinely needy.  

The third principle of the liberal theory of the state is the sovereignty of law and adherence to 

established, proper procedures.  

The fourth principle of the liberal theory  of the state represent that the power of the state ought to 

be split and distributed amongst many centers. This principle is founded on the observation 

expressed in Lord Acton's aphorism that "Power corrupts: absolute power corrupts absolutely". It 

is by minimizing the concentration of power in any one center and by setting up many alternative, 

counterbalancing centers of power, that the standard of "everything open and above board" is more 

nearly attained and opportunities for corruption are minimized.  

The positive liberal theory of the state emerged from the problem of the protection of liberty. 

Liberalism avoids the absolute state, confirming the superior value of individual liberty but it also 

recognizes the dangers of chaos in the context of a human ra ce which is polluted with evil. The 

declaration that the human race is fouled with evil, is intended to communicate the awareness 

that there exist standards of virtue and perfection and the human race as a whole fail on these 

standards. The liberal philoso phy is skeptical of every claim that humanity or human nature can 

be made to be righteous. It is the very suspicion of evil, and the belief in the unreliability of those 

who claim to be both virtuous and all -knowing which directly drives liberalism to supp ort the 

limitation and decentralization of power. Lord Acton's aphorism bears repetition ("Power corrupts: 

absolute power corrupts absolutely"). Liberalism confirms moral values and opposes relativism. It 

does not capitulate to the false doctrine of moral neutrality.  

The modern state greatly surpasses the liberal model of limited government.  

Whether the theory is liberal or conservative that is not major concern. Main concern is that if the 

state is liberal to what extent and in which style the state adopts  liberal methods and processes 

for the administration and representation of laws. Liberalism means to avoid conservativeness or 

avoid restrictions in policy making, enactment and administration of state.  

It has been presumed that the restrictions or any ty pe of conservativeness adopted by the 

government will control the liberty and, simultaneously, the spontaneity of the individuals leading 

to the slow -down of development of man's personality individuality and intrinsic qualities.  

Therefore, a liberal state  signifies a limited government or limited state. It can also be called a 

theory of limited state presented by a number of philosophers. The term limited state may be 

confusing. It exactly means limited functions and role of the state or non -intervention o f state.  
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The notion of liberal state can also be elucidated from another perspective. It has been maintained 

by a recent opponent that all elements of liberal era converse certain rights and privileges upon 

persons and these must be protected at any cost. So a liberal state is one which gives importance 

to the cause of the individuals. In the controversy 'individual vs state' liberal state always favours 

the interest/cause of individuals.  

The liberal state is contradictory to conservative, authoritarian and  totalitarian state. The meaning 

of liberal is respectful and accepting of behaviour or opinions, different from others. A state is 

liberal when it recognises the opinions, attitudes and behaviour of individuals and does not think 

these as a hazard to the existence and administration of state.  

There are differences among the political theorists and political scientists as to the functions of 

liberal state, but there is a common element among them all and it is that individuals must have 

maximum liberty so t hat their free development does not receive any hindrance due to state policy 

or action.  

Features of the Liberal State:  

A liberal state can easily be identified from an authoritarian or totalitarian state and this is because 

of certain exclusive features o f such a state are as under:  

1. A liberal state always accepts a liberal approach towards the rights of citizens. The most vital 

precondition of individual's development is granting of rights and privileges to all individuals 

justifiably. If any inequality  or discrimination is to be followed that must be for the general interest 

of the body politic and to the least disadvantage of anybody. By resorting to this system, the 

authority of the liberal state will be in a position to ensure the progress of the ind ividuals. In 

defined term, liberalism implies what is granted in the forms of rights and privileges to one shall 

also be granted to others.  

2. Liberal state presumes the existence of many groups and organisations and the typical feature 

of a liberal state is that they are involved in cooperation and conflict among themselves. These 

groups are termed in various ways such as "power elite" "ruling elite" etc. There are also many 

interest groups.  

Under normal and nonviolent conditions, liberal state does not no rmally intend to impose 

restrictions upon their activities. In an authoritarian state, the predominance of such a situation 

cannot be imagined. Plurality of ideas and organisations is a prohibited fruit in such a state.  

3. The liberal state upholds a neutr ality among all these groups. Since diversity of groups and 

organisations and cohabitation among them are the distinguishing features of a liberal state, any 

conflict of interests can also be regarded as foreseeable consequence. The liberal state maintains  

utmost neutrality. This is the claim of the votaries of a liberal state. The liberal state generally does 

not favour any particular class or elite group in the case of conflict. Though the state maintains 

neutrality the state is quite aware of clash of in terests between classes and groups. As a provider 

of check and stability in the political system, the state espouses reforms so that disruption cannot 

occur. A liberal state can sensibly be called a reformist state. Through frequent reforms a liberal 

state  brings about changes in the political system. In fact, liberalism or liberal state is strongly 
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related with reforms and in that sense, it is based on reformism. It accepts liberal attitude to 

improvements.  

4. Vital feature of a liberal state is that it is  accountable to the people which means that all its 

activities, decisions and policies are to be accepted by the body politic. The consent and 

accountability is the matching ideas related with the liberal state. It means that the decision of 

the state is n ot final even though it is for the general welfare of the community. It is because what 

is welfare and what is not, is to be decided for whom it is meant. There is no scope of imposing 

anything upon the individuals against their will.  

5. Liberal state is n ever a one -idea state. It embraces diversity of ideas, views and existence of 

numerous groups and parties. This finally indicates a competition among them. Competition 

involved seizure of political power through constitutional means, legal procedure and de mocratic 

ways, competition in views and philosophies. It is believed that the truth will emerge only from 

this struggle of words and ideas. That is why, in a liberal state, such a competition is always 

encouraged. J. S. Mill strongly supported for the comp etition among the different shades of views 

and ideas.  

6. A liberal state always have numerous political parties. In any liberal state, there are number of 

philosophies of political parties and they struggle to capture power. Here lies a major difference 

between a liberal state and authoritarian state. A liberal state is occasionally called a pluralist 

state because of the plurality of ideas and organisations.  

A competitive party system is a very important aspect of a liberal state. One party captures power , 

while the other party or parties sit in the opposition and in this way, the change in power takes 

place which does not normally occur in dictatorial state. It has been upheld by a critic that modern 

parties are mass organisations with extra -parliamentary  structure.  

7. Separation of power is major feature of liberal state. A liberal state means limited state and it 

again infers the three organs of the state, will discharge this function keeping themselves within 

the confinement decided by law and constitut ion. When this is applied, no organ of the government 

will interfere with the functions and jurisdiction of another organ. But the separation of powers 

need not be the only requirement of being liberal. For example, Britain is a liberal state but the 

separ ation of powers has been unsuccessful to be an integral part of state mechanism. But some 

forms of separation of power must exist in all liberal states.  

8. A liberal state does not sanction the supremacy of a particular philosophy, various opinions or 

ideo logies work and exist side by side. It is a state of multiple ideas, ideals ideologies and views 

and all of them use opportunities and atmosphere for work. In a non -liberal state, such a situation 

is unimaginable. In authoritarian governments, the state -sponsored dogma dominates over all 

other philosophies. Both fascism and communism fall in this category. The citizens are free to 

select any one idea or ideology and application of force is non -existent.  

9. In all liberal states, there are mainly two centres of power, one is economic and the other is 

political. But economic power -centre controls the political power. Marx highlights this aspect of 

liberal state. After appraising history, he understood that the owners of the sources of production 

and the controllers of distribution in all possible means control the political power for the 

continuance of the interest of the capitalist class. They control parties, pressure groups, send their 
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own persons to repr esent people, the legislatures enact laws to protect the interests of the 

dominant class.  

10. There is no fixed form of liberal state.  

Development of Liberal State:  

Hobbes:  

The notion of liberal state is an ancient. The exact advent of a liberal state cann ot be determined 

which can satisfy one and all. However, many scholars had suggested about the liberal state. This 

ideology can be found in the literatures of social contract theoretician Thomas Hobbes (1588 -

1679). In his two noted works, De due (1642) and  Leviathan (1651), he made definite statements 

and comments which lay the foundation of liberal thought or about the liberal state. The basis of 

the state or civil society is the individuals who are free and equal. It suggests that these free and 

equal ind ividuals without being induced or forced by external authority or power decided to build 

up a civil society.  

The state envisaged by Hobbes is liberal because it is based on the agreement of all the individuals. 

Hobbes's individuals lived in an imaginary pl ace called state of nature which was considered by 

insecurity and in order to get rid of it, they laid the foundation of state.  

 

Hobbes also regarded a state which would be based on rules and law. His state is a legitimate one. 

Today, when people talk of a liberal state, legitimation always occupies a major portion in human 

mind. Though, Hobbes is normally portrayed as an illiberal intellectual who wanted an 

authoritarian government, his writings foreshadow a limited government. He said that though the 

dom inance is absolute, he cannot prevent a person from taking food, medicine and take action 

against any attack.  

Sovereign has no power to impose any injury upon any individual. It cannot prevent anybody from 

practising religious acts and following particular  faiths. In simple language, Hobbes thought of a 

limited state which is a liberal state. His concepts about liberal state or liberalism are different 

from the present day thinkers.  
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Locke and Liberal State:  

John Locke (1632 -1704) is another philosopher who developed theoretical framework for liberal 

state. In fact, his entire Second Treatise (1690) is full of numerous statements and comments 

which displayed that he was a great advocate of liberal state.  

Important traits of Lock's doctrine:  

1. The civil socie ty or body politic is the product of the contract which is based on the consent of 

all men. The consent is a basic element of any liberal state.  

2. The state/body politic/civil society would be administered on the principle of majority opinion 

and this pri nciple is followed very strictly in any modern liberal state.  

3. The councils of the body politic must follow the terms and conditions laid down in the body of 

the contract and any failure will be followed by the removal of the governors from the authority  

and this would be done by people.  

4. It is the main function of the state to take required action for the protection of life, liberty and 

property. Today these rights are basic and no responsible government can evade the responsibility.  

The defence of the se basic rights enforces restrictions upon the governors of state. Locke concluded 

that people of the state of nature because of the non -existence of proper authority and clear law, 

could not enjoy the right to life, liberty and property and this stimulate d them to form a state.  

5. Significant element of liberal state is constitutionalism. It has been demanded by protagonists 

of liberalism that Locke is the ancestor of constitutionalism. He passionately claimed that the 

authority of the civil society must d ischarge its responsibility strictly in agreement with the 

constitution of law. It is the most influential limitation on state.  

6. Locke greatly supported the revolution, bill of right and settlement of 1688. The purpose of all 

these was to impose constitu tional limitations upon the authority of the Crown in England. He 

sturdily opposed the concept of Leviathan devised by Hobbes. Locke's idea about revolution is 

different from today's thought. People will revolt if authority fails to act in accordance with,  the 

terms of contract.  

7. Locke's state is a fiduciary trust and the core idea of trust is its powers are which very limited 

by the terms contained in the trust. The persons in charge of the trust have no power to disrupt 

the rules. It can be said that a liberal state is to some extent a trust which performs certain duties. 

The state cannot do anything beyond what it has been asked to do. This point has been explained 

by J. C. McClelland in his History of Western Political Thought.  

8. Key component of libe ral state is the concept of society vs the state. Locke regarded of a society 

which was pre -political but not pre -social. Locke's society had no political colours or political 

function but it possessed all the social features. Some philosophers have conclu ded that Locke 

gave priority to society than the state.  

Society was prior to state. Society was more important than the state. In such a situation, the 

state cannot be permitted to supersede the society. Today, all the protectors of liberal state think 

in such manner. It can be said that Locke offered coherent defence of liberal state (Ruth W. Grant, 

2010).  
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Liberal State and Utilitarian Philosophers:  

Utilitarian intellectuals such as Jeremy Bentham (1748 -1832), James Mill (1773 -1836) and J.S. 

Mill (1806 -187 3) considered a state whose main function would be to defend the democratic rights 

of the citizens and guarantee, through the adoption of measures, the free functioning of 

democracy. It is the function of the state to protect the citizens from all sorts of  harassment.  

From the functions of different states, it is found that the citizens are subject to different forms of 

coercion, and tyrannical measures and it is the responsibility of the state to provide maximum 

protection to all of them. David Held in his  noted work Models of Democracy has drawn our 

attention to this aspect of democracy. A liberal state cannot perform all types of functions; its main 

duty is to protect the democratic rights.  

The utilitarian thinkers persuasively debated that the individual  is the ultimate determiner of the 

policy and decisions of the government. This he will do on the basis of utility which he expects to 

receive from the policy adopted by the state. The utilitarian theorists stated that all types of law 

or decision must be judged by its capacity to provide satisfaction. That is, to what extent the law 

is capable of fulfilling the demand of the citizens. The implication is very simple.  

The state authority is underprivileged of the power to do anything or implement any policy.  The 

utility is a criterion which imposes restrictions upon the functions of the state. The utilitarian 

theorists had no faith on social contract, natural rights and natural law. It is because all these do 

not deal with the utility or necessity of the indi viduals.  

Bentham, James Mill and John Stuart Mill jointly have provided the basis of liberal democratic 

state which will create amiable atmosphere to implement democratic rights and liberties and the 

individuals will have abundant scope to follow their own  interests effectively. The utilitarian 

theorists did not anticipate of separation of powers as per Montesquieu (1689 -1755) but they felt 

that concentration of powers under single person or branch is damaging for the realisation of 

democratic principle.  

In  order to establish people's right and the expansion of the scope of participation of all of them 

vehemently advocated for periodic elections, granting liberty to press and other media, importance 

of public opinion. Not only the rights and interests of the  individuals are to be protected but also 

the interests of the community in general are to be sustained. Both Bentham and J. S. Mill 

supposed that the representative form of government could be solution to all problems from which 

democracy/liberal state su ffered. It is observed that liberal state was always active in the minds 

of the utilitarian thinkers.  

Minimum State vs. Limited State:  

Most liberals, and all the classical liberals, recognise that the liberal state may have array of service 

functions, goin g beyond rights. Protection and the maintenance of justice, and for this reason are 

not advocates of the minimum state but rather of limited government. Many supporters of liberal 

state do not argue for the minimal state. The role of the state shifted in t he eighties of the 

nineteenth century. In spite of this J. S. Mill is regarded as the principal advocate of liberal state 

because he was in favour of limiting the powers of state.  
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The role or the functions of the liberal state changed drastically. The ch anges were perceptible 

during the eighties and nineties of the nineteenth century.  

There are several causes to these changes:  

1. Due to the industrial revolution that occurred in the second half of the eighteenth century 

unparalleled growth took place in v arious sectors, some of which were setting up of new industries, 

amount of commodities produced, development in the transport sector, foreign trade etc. 

Manufacturers garnered profit which was unconceivable in earlier periods.  

2. Workers migrated from vill age homes and to crowded cities for jobs and all of a sudden the 

supply market of the workers increased significantly.  

3. The demand for the employees at the initial stages of industrial development was upward moving 

and there was no problem of joblessness . But later on the demand for labour declined causing the 

fall in wage rate.  

4. Huge gap between demand and supply was fully exploited by the capitalists. They paid less 

wages to the employees and the latter were forced to accept the terms and conditions s et by the 

capitalists. The scope of employment decreased enormously. The capitalists had already 

established their stronghold in various sectors of government.  

The greater part of the population was effectively underprivileged of benefits and was subject t o 

abject poverty, diseases etc. All the industrialised countries of Europe were the victims of industrial 

revolution. But the greatest victim perhaps was London. The industrial revolution in Europe 

seemed as a curse and this brought about a gloom in the mi nds of many people and particularly 

the idealist thinkers.  

The Role of the State was reassessed during that time. Green and many theorists started to think 

over the issue seriously. They wanted to save the "underfed denizen of a London Yard" and to take 

measures against moral deprivation. They thought that stern steps would be taken to solve the 

issues of poverty, miseries, and diseases, and to check the downward movement of ethics. Without 

moral development, society cannot develop. Green believed that all these could be done through 

the bold leadership of the state.  

Sabine stated that "Accordingly for Green, politics was essentially an agency for creating social 

conditions that make moral development possible". Green asserted that the state has a positive 

role to play in the development of society and the term development includes both moral and 
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physical conditions. The state can never be a stranded onlooker of all incidents that were 

happening in its presence. If the state fails to do it, it will lose its r eliability as a state. T. H. Green 

restructured the role of the state and also the concept of liberalism.  

In the end of the nineteenth century, the liberal state was challenged with crisis of existence and 

crisis of trustworthiness. Different external and internal forces in Europe were about to challenge 

the very foundation of several liberal states of Europe. Predominantly, Marxism challenged the 

policies of liberal state.  

The European states were involved among themselves in continuous wars or armed strug gle which 

posed menace to the liberal state. Under such circumstances, the passionate protectors of liberal 

state were keen to effect a compromise between liberal and "anti -liberal" forces. Anti -liberal in the 

sense that there arose a strong urge to give m ore power to the state so that it can fight poverty, 

inequalities and diseases. But most of the liberal theorists where unwilling to make the state 

leviathan. This quandary between liberalism and the arguments against it demanded a 

compromise between the t wo. It was impossible for many to think of abandoning the liberal 

philosophy and the same persons thought that the state should do something. This finally resulted 

in a reformulation of liberal state.  

Sabine has observed that the state should perform numer ous functions concurrently. These are 

as follows:  

1.  - It will have to do those functions which could help to maintain free society.  

2.  - It must see that rights and liberties are properly protected.  

3.  - It must encourage the moral development.  

4.  - Basic requirement s of the citizens are met.  

5.  - The state should launch welfare schemes.  

6.  - Coercion should be reduced to the minimum.  

These functions emphasise that in order to prove its worthiness the state must do all these 

functions. These will protect the freedom of the individual which is the core concept of liberalism.  

Mode of Function:  
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It is a very significant characteristic of liberal state which can be stated in the following way. There 

are two ways to do the works. One is democratic or constitutional means such as  legal ways, 

reforms approved by those for whom the reforms are made, and to do everything according to the 

wishes of the people. Another method is called coercive method. In the case of any slightest 

reluctance the state, authority will proceed to apply c oercive measures. Coercion forces the citizens 

to do work reluctantly. Coercion is the sine qua non of the government/state. In this respect, a 

liberal state can reasonably be distinguished from an authoritarian state.  

The liberal state always makes sincer e attempts to limit the application of forcible measures. 

Unavoidable circumstances generally include when the state is aggressed upon by an external 

power or when the political stability is threatened by terrorist forces. In all political systems, there 

are many classes and liberal state is not an exception. But the authority of a liberal state has 

taken the existence of classes and the relations among them as the normal manifestation.  

Conflict and cooperation among the classes are the usual traits of any class society. A liberal state 

does not view the class relation in an antagonistic way. Obviously, a liberal state does not think 

of class struggle or revolution as a means of eliminating the class structure.  

A liberal state always emboldens people's parti cipation in the affairs of the state. Only through 

participation, people can think of transforming their political dreams into a viable reality. In such 

a state, participation is never limited. For participation the existence of parties, groups and 

organis ations is essential and a liberal state has been found to take care of it. In a real liberal 

state, there are multiple parties, groups and organisations and the government guarantee their 

free movement. The institutions, organisations and parties of a libe ral state are not isolated 

islands. All are interdependent and strictly connected with each other. "The political and economic, 

instead of being distinct areas, are interlaced institutions which are certainly not independent of 

one another and which ought ideally both to contribute to the ethical purposes of liberal society". 

It is understandable that a liberal state is not a non -functioning state or an over enthusiastic state 

in all affairs of the individual. While accomplishing its responsibilities, the l iberal state must 

understand that the spontaneity of the individuals gets reinforcement, morality is improved, rights 

and liberties are protected, and freedom of the society remains untouched. Conversely, welfare is 

fully realised, progress is not badly af fected. It is the duty of the state to finance compulsory 

education, health care programmes. The liberal state must indorse law for the better management 

and greater common good of society.  

To summarize, Liberalism highlights that the strong bonds among st ates have both made it 

difficult to define national interest and decreased the usefulness of military power. Studies have 

demonstrated that liberalism developed in the 1970s as some researchers began arguing that 

realism was obsolete. Liberal state rest on  the construction of human beings that exalts their 

autonomy and aspirations coupled to the assumption that a polity confabulated from such atoms 

can maximize their economic welfare and secure their freedom (Leonard V. Kaplan, 2010). The 

heart of liberal t heorizing concerns the definition of individual rights and state's role in protecting 

those rights, analysing such issues depends not only on how one views the source of individual 

rights but also on how one conceives the state itself.  
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Theories of the state: Neoliberal  

The philosophy of neoliberalism is usually considered as a modern alternate of classical economic 

liberalism. It is centred on a conviction in the self -regulating capacity of the market, and 

correlatively the need to restrict the scope of  action of the state. These twin principles highlight 

two features of this ideological tradition: the antinomies of state and market on the one hand, and 

of politics and economics as their respective spheres of operation on the other.  

Neoliberal thinkers d esired to limit government, but the consequence of their policies has been a 

huge development in the power of the state. Liberalising the financial system left banks free to 

speculate, and they did so with reckless eagerness. The result was a build -up of t oxic assets that 

endangered the entire banking system. The government was enforced to step in to save the system 

from self -destruction, but only at the cost of becoming itself hugely indebted. Consequently, the 

state has a greater stake in the financial sy stem than it did in the time of Clement Attlee. Yet the 

government is unwilling to use its power, even to curb the gross bonuses that bankers are 

awarding themselves from public funds. The neoliberal financial government may have collapsed, 

but politicians  continue to defer to the authority of the market. The role of the state in neoliberal 

theory is sensibly easy to describe. The practice of neoliberalization has developed in such a way 

as to depart significantly from the template that theory provides.  

Neoliberalism was evolved by the German scholar Alexander Rüstow in 1938 at the Colloque 

Walter Lippmann (Neilson L and Harris B, 2008). The conference defined the concept of 

neoliberalism as involving "the priority of the price mechanism, free enterprise, t he system of 

competition, and a strong and impartial state". To be "neoliberal" meant supporting a modern 

economic policy with state intervention (Javier Martínez, Alvaro Díaz, 1996). Neoliberal state 

interventionism brought a clash with the opposite laiss ez-faire camp of classical liberals, such as 

Ludwig von Mises (Jorg Guido Hulsman, 2012). Though, modern scholars tend to identify Friedrich 

Hayek, Milton Friedman, and Ayn Rand as the most important theorists of neoliberalism. Most 

researchers in the 1950 s and 1960s assumed neoliberalism as referring to the social market 

economy and its principal economic theorists such as Eucken, Ropke, Rüstow, and Müller -

Armack. Although, Hayek had intellectual bonds to the German neoliberals, his name was only 

occasiona lly mentioned in unification with neoliberalism during this period due to his more pro -

free market stance.  
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Neoliberalism offered a dogma based on the inexorable truths of modern economics. However, 

despite its scientific trimmings, modern economics is not a scientific discipline but the rigorous 

explanation of a very specific social theory, which has become so extremely entrenched in western 

thought as to have established itself as no more than common sense, despite the fact that its 

fundamental assumptions  are patently illogical. The basics of modern economics, and of the 

philosophy of neoliberalism explained by Adam Smith in his great work, The Wealth of Nations. 

Over the past two centuries, Smithõs opinions have been formalised and developed with greater 

analytical rigour, but the fundamental assumptions sustaining neoliberalism remain those 

proposed by Adam Smith.  

Adam Smith set the foundations of neo -liberalism with his argument that free exchange was a 

transaction from which both parties necessarily ben efited, since nobody would willingly engage in 

an exchange from which they would emerge worse off. As Milton Friedman indicated, neoliberalism 

rests on the òelementary proposition that both parties to an economic transaction benefit from it, 

provided the t ransaction is bilaterally voluntary and informedó (Friedman, 1962, p. 55). 

Subsequently, any restriction on the freedom of trade will reduce well -being by repudiating 

individuals the opportunity to improve their situation. Furthermore, Smith debated, the e xpansion 

of the market permitted increasing specialisation and so the development of the division of labour. 

The benefits gained through exchange were not advantages gained by one party at the expense of 

another. Exchange was the means by which the advanta ges gained through the increased division 

of labour were shared between the two parties to the exchange. The immediate implication of 

Smithõs squabble is that any obstacles to the freedom of exchange limit the development of the 

division of labour and so t he growth of the wealth of the nation and the affluence of each and every 

one of its inhabitants.  

During the past twenty years, the concept of neoliberalism has become widespread in some 

political and academic discussions. Numerous authors have even advoca ted that neoliberalism is 

the dominant ideology shaping our world today and that people live in an age of neoliberalism. 

Neoliberalism is a revitalisation of liberalism. This description proposes that liberalism, as a 

political ideology has been absent fro m political debates and policy -making for a period of time, 

only to emerge in more recent times in a revived form. It advises that liberalism has undergone a 

process of initial growth, intermediary decline, and finally a recent transformation. Alternativel y, 

neoliberalism might be visualized as a distinct philosophy. In this interpretation, neoliberalism 

would share some historical roots and some of the basic vocabulary with liberalism in general. 

This interpretation puts neoliberalism in the same category as American neoconservatism, which 

is an ideology or political persuasion somewhat similar to and yet evidently different from much 

conventional conservative thought, and often hardly recognisable as a sincerely conservative 

ideology (Fukuyama 2006).  

Saad-Filho and Johnston (2005:1) stated that òwe live in the age of neoliberalismó. Along with the 

other authors of the book, Neoliberalism, A Critical Reader, they share the quite common, but not 

necessarily factually accurate, view that power and wealth are, to an ever increasing degree, 

concentrated within transnational corporations and elite groups, as a result of the practical 

implementation of an economic and political ideology they identify as neoliberalism. They further 

describe neoliberalism as òthe dominant ideology shaping our world todayó. But in spite of its 

supposedly overshadowing importance, Saad -Filho and Johnston explored òimpossible to define 

neoliberalism purely theoreticallyó. Its foundations can be traced back to the classical liberalism 
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sup ported by Adam Smith, and to the specific conception of man and society on which he founds 

his economic theories (Clarke 2005). In this perspective, neoliberalism is thought of as an entirely 

new paradigm for economic theory and policy -making the ideology behind the most recent stage 

in the development of capitalist society and at the same time a revitalisation of the economic 

theories of Smith and his intellectual heirs in the nineteenth century. This argument is continued 

by Palley (2005), who debates tha t a great reversal has taken place, where neoliberalism has 

replaced the economic theories of John Maynard Keynes (1936) and his followers.  

Keynesianism, as it came to be called, was the dominant theoretical framework in economics and 

economic policy -makin g in the period between 1945 and 1970, but was then substituted by a 

more monetarist approach enthused by the theories and research of Milton Friedman (Friedman 

and Schwartz 1963). After that, it is believed that neoliberalism, i.e. monetarism and related 

theories, has dominated macroeconomic policy -making, as indicated by the tendency towards less 

severe state regulations on the economy, and greater emphasis on stability in economic policy 

instead of Keynesian goals such as full employment and the alleviat ion of hopeless poverty.  

Munck (2005) upheld that the possibility of a self -regulating market is a core assumption in 

classical liberalism, and an important belief among neoliberals as well. Proper allocation of 

resources is significant purpose of an econo mic system, and the most efficient way to allocate 

resources goes through market mechanisms which Munck defines as neoliberal economic theories. 

Acts of intervention in the economy from government agencies are almost always disagreeable 

because interventio n can weaken the logic of the marketplace, and thus reduce economic 

productivity. According to Munck, as the dominant philosophy shaping world today, neoliberalism 

wields great power over contemporary debates concerning improvements of international trade 

and the public sector. One is forced, either to take up a position against neoliberal reforms, or else 

contribute to their diffusion and entrenchment.  

Historical review:  

Modern literature advocates that neoliberalism is a new phenomenon, recorded usage of  the term 

stretches back to end of the nineteenth century when it appeared in an article by the well -known 

French economist and central ideologue of the cooperative movement, Charles Gide (1898). In his 

article, which is mainly a polemic against the so -cal led neoliberal, Italian economist Maffeo 
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Pantaleoni (1898), Gide suggests later usage of the term, where it is generally thought that 

neoliberalism is a reoccurrence to the classical liberal economic theories of Adam Smith and his 

followers. After Gide, ot hers also adopted his concept, and usage is unpredictable, as different 

authors seem to accentuate different aspects of liberalism, when they define more recent 

contributions to liberal theory as neoliberal (Merriam 1938). The first book discover, which us ed 

the term neoliberalism in its title, is Jacques Crosõs doctoral thesis, òLe n®o-lib®ralismeô et la 

r®vision du lib®ralismeó (Cros 1950). To Cros, neoliberalism is the political creed which resulted 

from a few efforts at reviving classical liberalism in the period immediately before and during World 

War II, by political theorists such as Wilhelm Röpke (1944; 1945) and Friedrich von Hayek (Hayek 

et al. 1935).  

Main debate of Cros is that these neoliberals have sought to redefine liberalism by reverting to a  

more right -wing or laissez -faire stance on economic policy issues, compared to the modern, 

egalitarian of Beveridge and Keynes. Cros generally approve these neoliberals for speaking out 

against totalitarianism at a time when only few people did so, especi ally among intellectuals. He 

remains doubtful to their central thesis, common to most classical liberals, that individual liberty 

depends on there being a free -market economy, where the state has willingly given up its ability 

to control the economy for th e good of society as a whole, or the interests of its own citizens.  

After Cros, the concept of neoliberalism was used only infrequently, and then mainly to describe 

the situation in Germany, where it was occasionally used as a label for the ideology behind  West 

Germanyõs social market economy for which Ropke and other so-called ordoliberals served as 

central sources of inspiration (Friedrich 1955). Particularly, it is the German social theorist and 

Catholic theologian Edgar Nawroth (1961; 1962) who attempts , building in part on Cros, to focus 

his analyses of the political and economic developments of the Federal Republic around a concept 

of Neoliberalismus.  

In Nawrothõs studies, attempt was made by the first two West German Chancellors, Konrad 

Adenauer and L udwig Erhard, to combine a market economy with liberal democracy and some 

elements of Catholic social teachings which are labelled as neoliberalism and as a third way 

between fascism and communism. Nawroth remains sceptical to this rather eclectic ideology , and 

he is especially concerned by his insight that the open market economy motivates people to become 

acquisitive and self -centred, and hampering their moral development and abating the internal 

solidarity of German society. Briefly, Nawrothõs highly conservative critique of West German 

neoliberalism inaugurates a new tradition of using the term critically, even if he uses it to define 

an economic system which usually lacked the doctrinaire rigidity often related with neoliberalism 

in the critical literat ure in recent times.  

Concept of neoliberalism described by Cros and Nawroth was gradually expanded to the rest of 

the world. In the decade of  

1990, it gained the prevalence. It can be witnessed in the early stages of this movement in an 

article by the Belg ian -American philosopher, Wilfried ver Eecke (1982), which indirectly is an 

attempt to expand Cros and Nawrothõs concept of neoliberalism to the English-speaking world. 

Ver Eecke used in his text the concept of neoliberalism to define German ordo -liberalis m as well 

as American monetarism, which according to ver Eecke share a strong preference for a state which 

reserves for itself the right to intervene in the market only in order to maintain the market economy 

as such, for instance with the institution of a nti -trust legislation and monetary policies solely 

http://www.educatererindia.com/


GAUTAM SINGH                         UPSC STUDY MATERIAL ς POLITIACL SCIENCE 0 7830294949 

THANKS FOR READING ï VISIT OUR WEBSITE www.educatererindia.com  

 

intended at price stability. In his article, the concept of neoliberalism is seen in a more elaborate 

manner, compared to the expositions given by Cros and Nawroth.  

Under ver Eeckeõs understanding, neoliberalism is not an explanation of any kind of recent 

contributions to liberal theory, but rather a concept reserved for a particular kind of liberalism, 

which is marked by a radical commitment to laissez -faire economic strategies. Among the 

proponents of the se policies, one finds more uncompromising classical liberals such as Mises and 

Hayek, monetarists and other economists bent on forming and preserving what they perceive of 

as free markets, such as Friedman, and finally also those libertarians whose much -repeated 

persistence on individual liberty issues in a demand for a minimal or practically non -existent state, 

like Nozick and Rothbard. David stand out as being one of the few who tries, in his A Brief History 

of Neoliberalism, to give the comprehensive de finition of concept, which in part harks back to the 

analyses submitted by Cros, Nawroth and ver Eecke (Harvey 2005). His description illuminated on 

the phenomenon neoliberalism. This is explained as under:  

òNeoliberalism is in the first instance a theory of political economic practices that proposes that 

human well -being can best be advanced by liberating individual entrepreneurial freedoms and 

skills within an institutional framework characterized by strong private property rights, free 

markets and free t rade. The role of the state is to create and preserve an institutional framework 

appropriate to such practices. The state has to guarantee, for example, the quality and integrity 

of money. It must also set up those military, defence, police and legal struc tures and functions 

required to secure private property rights and to guarantee, by force if need be, the proper 

functioning of markets. Furthermore, if markets do not exist (in areas such as land, water, 

education, health care, social security, or environ mental pollution) then they must be created, by 

state action if necessary. But beyond these tasks the state should not venture. State interventions 

in markets (once created) must be kept to a bare minimum because, according to the theory, the 

state cannot possibly possess enough information to second -guess market signals (prices) and 

because powerful interest groups will inevitably distort and bias state interventions (particularly 

in democracies) for their own benefitó (Harvey 2005:2). 

Neoliberal political  philosophy: To thoroughly study neoliberalism, from the perspective of 

normative, political theory originated by Anna -Maria Blomgren (1997). In a critical analysis of the 

political thought of Friedman, Nozick and Hayek, she defines their respective politi cal and 

economic theories as representative of neoliberal political philosophy. Blomgren basic 

characterisations of neoliberalism overlay to a considerable degree with Harveyõs definition, but 

emphasise more evidently the internal diversity of neoliberal t hought. This denotes, òNeoliberalism 

is commonly thought of as a political philosophy giving priority to individual freedom and the right 

to private property. It is not, however, the simple and homogeneous philosophy it might appear to 

be. It ranges over a  wide expanse in regard to ethical foundations as well as to normative 

conclusions. At the one end of the line is anarcho -liberalism, arguing for a complete laissez -faire, 

and the abolishment of all government. At the other end is òclassical liberalismó, demanding a 

government with functions exceeding those of the so -called night -watchman state (Blomgren 

1997:224).  

In vast literature, it is observed that neoliberalism is a loosely demarcated set of political beliefs 

which most conspicuously and prototypical ly include the belief that the only legitimate purpose of 

the state is to defend individual, especially commercial, liberty, as well as strong private property 
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rights (Hayek 1979). This belief usually issues in a belief that the state ought to be minimal o r at 

least considerably reduced in strength and size, and that any wrongdoing by the state beyond its 

sole legitimate purpose is unacceptable (Hayek 1979). These beliefs could apply to the 

international level as well, where a system of free markets and fre e trade ought to be executed as 

well; the only acceptable reason for regulating international trade is to protect the same kind of 

commercial liberty and the same kinds of strong property rights which ought to be realised on a 

national level (Friedman 2006 ). Neoliberalism also includes the belief that freely adopted market 

mechanisms is the optimal way of organising all exchanges of goods and services (Norberg 2001). 

It is believed that free markets and free trade will set free the creative potential and th e business 

spirit which is built into the spontaneous order of any human society, and thereby lead to more 

individual liberty and well -being, and a more efficient allocation of resources (Hayek 1973).  

Neoliberalism could also include a viewpoint on moral virtue. It is believed by thinkers that the 

good and virtuous person is one who is able to access the relevant markets and function as a 

competent actor in these markets. He or she is willing to accept the risks related with participating 

in free markets, and to adapt to rapid changes rising from such participation (Friedman 1980). 

Individuals are also visualized as being merely responsible for the consequences of the choices 

and decisions they freely make. Instances of inequality and blatant social injusti ce are morally 

acceptable, at least to the degree in which they could be seen as the result of freely made decisions 

(Nozick 1974). If a person demands that the state should control the market or make reparations 

to the unfortunate who has been caught at t he losing end of a freely initiated market transaction, 

this is regarded as an sign that the person in question is morally immoral and underdeveloped, 

and scarcely different from a supporter of a totalitarian state (Mises 1962).  

Neoliberalism becomes a sla ck set of ideas of how the relationship between the state and its 

external environment ought to be organised, and not a complete political philosophy (Malnes 

1998). Actually, it is not assumed as a theory about how political processes ought to be organised  

at all. Neoliberalism is silent on the issue of whether or not there ought to be democracy and free 

exchanges of political ideas. Harvey (2005) designated that policies inspired by neoliberalism could 

be applied under the sponsorships of autocrats as well  as within liberal democracies. In fact, 

neoliberals just claim that as much as possible ought to be left to the market or other processes 

which individuals freely choose to take part in, and subsequently that as little as possible to be 

subjected to genui nely political processes. Advocates of neoliberalism are often in the critical 
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literature depicted as sceptics of democracy: if the democratic process slows down neoliberal 

transformations, or threatens individual and commercial liberty, which it sometimes  does, then 

democracy ought to be avoided and replaced by the rule of experts or legal instruments designed 

for that purpose. The practical application of neoliberal policies will lead to a transfer of power 

from political to economic processes, from the s tate to markets and individuals, and finally from 

the legislature and executives authorities to the judiciary (Tranoy 2006).  

Practically, neoliberalism has shaped a market state rather than a small state. Shrinking the state 

has proved politically impossib le, so neoliberals have turned instead to using the state to reshape 

social institutions on the model of the market -a task that cannot be done by a small state. An 

increase in state power has always been the inner logic of neoliberalism, because, in order  to 

introduce markets into every part of social life, a government needs to be highly invasive. Health, 

education and the arts are more controlled by the state than they were in the period of Labour 

collectivism. Autonomous institutions are intertwined in the machinery of government targets and 

incentives. The consequence of redesigning society on a market model has been to make the state 

ubiquitous.  

Theoretical framework demonstrated that the neoliberal state should favour strong individual 

private propert y rights, the rule of law, and the institutions of freely functioning markets and free 

trade. These are the institutional arrangements considered essential to assure individual 

freedoms. The legal framework is that of freely negotiated contractual obligati ons between juridical 

individuals in the marketplace. The sanctity of contracts and the individual right to freedom of 

action, expression, and choice must be protected. The state must use its monopoly of the means 

of violence to preserve these freedoms at all costs. To expand the concept, the freedom of 

businesses and corporations to operate within this institutional framework of free markets and 

free trade is considered as a fundamental good. Private enterprise and business initiative are seen 

as the major  factors to innovation and wealth creation. Intellectual property rights are protected 

so as to encourage technological changes. Constant increases in productivity should deliver higher 

living standards to everyone. Neoliberal theory holds that the elimina tion of poverty (both 

domestically and worldwide) can best be secured through free markets and free trade.  

Neoliberals are not revolutionaries, who object to any kind of government, or libertarians, who 

want to limit the state to the provision of law and o rder and national defence. A neoliberal state 

can include a welfare state, but only of the most limited kind. For neoliberals, using the welfare 

state to realise an ideal of social justice is an abuse of power Social justice is an ambiguous and 

contested i dea, and when governments try to realise it they compromise the rule of law and 

undermine individual freedom. The role of the state should be limited to safeguarding the free 

market and providing a minimum level of security against poverty.  

The thinkers wh o helped shape neoliberal ideas are differing extensively among themselves on 

many vital issues. Oakeshott's scepticism has very little in common with Hayek's view of the 

market as the device of human progress, for example, or with Nozick's cult of individ ual rights.  

It is debated that the neoliberal state is theoretically unstable. Others stated that social democracy 

is the only viable alternative. Neoconservatives have been among the loudest critics of 

neoliberalism. They debated that the unfettered marke t is amoral and destroys social consistency. 

A similar view has surfaced in British politics in Phillip Blond's "Red Toryism".  
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Inherent criticism can demonstrate that the neo liberal theory of the state is internally conflicting. 

It cannot elaborate how th ese contradictions are to be resolved and in fact neoliberals who have 

become influenced that the minimal welfare state they favour is politically impossible and do not 

usually become social democrats. Most opt for a conservative welfare state, which aims to prepare 

people for the labour market rather than promoting any idea of social justice.  

Neoliberalism has its strength to its philosophical appeal, but neoliberalism is not just an ideology, 

it purports to rest on the scientific foundations of modern lib eral economics. Modern neoliberal 

economics is no less doctrinaire than its nineteenth century predecessor in resting on a set of 

simplistic assertions about the character of the market and the behaviour of market actors. The 

economist opponents of neolibe ralism have constantly exposed how restrictive and unrealistic are 

the assumptions on which the neoliberal model is based. It is debated that the neoliberal model is 

impractical and somewhat to miss the point, since the neoliberal model does not purport so  much 

to describe the world as it is, but the world as it should be. The point for neoliberalism is not to 

make a model that is more adequate to the real world, but to make the real world more passable 

to its model.  

Appraisal of neoliberalism theory of sta te:  

In this theory, there is positive contribution for endogenizing the state into development theory 

(rather than treating it as an exogenous factor). Neoliberal arguments are based on the assumption 

that minimization of the State will create the conditio ns of òperfect competitionó. Generally the 

markets are prone to failures themselves such as tendency towards monopoly/oligopoly profits.  

Prerequisites of perfect competition do not exist because society already has a class structure 

where equal access to k nowledge and know -how does not exist; hence there is no equal grounds 

for fair competition. Consequently, gross inequalities in income distrinution or widespread poverty 

emerge as common outcomes. Even when competitive conditions exist, market may not prov ide 

the incentives for undertaking of necessary investments in infrastructure, social overhead capital 

(education and health system), technology R&D, etc.  

To summarize, neoliberalism has flourished well in political economy, and as a result, become 

overext ended to the point where pervasive concerns have been raised about its feasibility and 

relevance. Neoliberalism signifies a reaffirmation of the fundamental principles of the liberal 

political economy that was the principal political ideology of the ninete enth century in Britain and 

the United States. The arguments of political economy were based on intuition and statement 

rather than on rigorous analysis, but their strength rested on their political appeal rather than on 

their analytical rigour. Neoliberal ism appeared as an ideological response to the crisis of the 

ôKeynesian welfare stateõ, which was hastened by the generalised capitalist crisis related with the 

end of the post -war renewal boom and was brought to a head by the escalating cost of the US war  

against Vietnam at the beginning of the 1970s (Clarke 1988). The crisis revealed itself in a slowing 

of the pace of global capitalist accumulation, alongside rising inflation and a growing difficulty of 

financing government budget deficits, which forced g overnments to impose restrictive monetary 

policies and cut state expenditure plans.  
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Theories of the state: Marxist  

Marxist theory of state the most protruding theory. Marxist theoretical views challenges the basic 

concepts of liberal state as well as emphasises that it subjugates majority men of society to 

accomplish its objectives. It is to be abolished or smashed without which the emancipation of 

common men will never be possible. Though, a problem about academic analysis of Marxist theory 

of state i s that nowhere Marx has systematically analysed the theory. Marx stated that every state 

is a tyranny. It is said that every state is forced by extra -moral, extra -legal force.  

Marx (1818 - 1883) and his colleague Engels (1820 -1895) have distinct explanation s and 

statements which established state theory. In the Communist Manifesto, the state is the òPolitical 

power, properly so called, is merely the organised power of one class for oppressing anotheró. In 

the same book we find them saying, òThe executive of the modern state is but a committee for 

managing the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisieó. 

Hal Draper in his Karl Marxõs Theory of Upheaval explained that òThe state is the institution or 

complex of institutions which bases itself on the availability o f forcible coercion by special agencies 

of society in order to maintain the dominance of a ruling class, preserve the existing property 

relations from basic change and keep all other classes in subjection.ó 

Draperõs description of Marxist state is not basically different from the definitions given by Marx 

and Engels in the Communist Manifesto. The state is basically an instrument of class domination. 

In other words, the state is used by the bourgeoisie to exploit the common people and in that sense 

it is a mechanism for mistreatment. This idea has been expounded by Lenin.  

Origin of State:  

Marx, Engels and their supporters (particularly Lenin) had no faith on the social contract theory 

as the origin of state. They have observed the origin from a materialisti cõ viewpoint which 

emphasises that though the state is the formation of man, behind this there is no emotion, idea 

but the influence of material conditions which they termed as economic conditions.  
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They have divided the development of society into old comm unist social system, slave society, 

feudal society and industrial society. In the old communist society, there was no state because 

there was no existence of private property. The system of private property worked as a potential 

cause of the rise of state.  The owners of private property felt insecurity as to its protection and 

they felt the requirement of a super power which could provide protection eventually.  

1.  As soon as there was private property, two classes of men there appeared such as one was 

the owne r of property and the other was without property.  

2.  The conflict between them became prominent. Property owners wanted to subjugate the 

other class.  

3.  Property owners formed a force within the society and this force ultimately assumed the 

status of state.  

Marx  and Engels have established that the state for all practical purposes, was set up in the slave 

society. Because in the slave society, there were mainly two classes, the owners of slaves and the 

slaves themselves. The owners of the slaves required an organ isation to control and dominate 

slaves.  

Engels in his The Origin of Family, Private Property and State has intricately analysed the origin 

and development of state. The state is not something originated from the society. It is the product 

of society. It is  quoted that òThe state is, by no means, a power forced on society from without 

Rather it is a product of society at a certain stage of developmentó. 

People living in society laid the foundation of state for the realisation of their class interests. Engels  

in this book has firmly stated that the interests of the owners of property are at completely opposite 

to those who are not the owners; because of this there were rattles of interests between these two 

classes and the interests were irreconcilable.  

Simult aneously, there developed a hostility between these two classes and again this antagonism 

could not be settled. All these led to a situation which necessitated a state structure. The owners 

of the property came to be regarded as a separate class whose only  aims were to control the persons 

who were not the owners of property and to develop a mechanism to help the property owners. 

The state in this way was created as a public power.  

The man -made state had two main functions that include to provide security to  the owners of 

wealth or owners of means of production and to collect taxes from the members of society. Engels 

has observed that though the state is the product of society, gradually but steadily it became the 

owner of huge power and it stood above societ y. 

But though the state stood above the society, it was always responsive with the owners of property. 

It is to conclude that the state is the outcome of human contrivance and was made with specific 

aims. According Marx and Engels, the origin of the state has nothing to do with the social contract 

or the divine right theory. They have analysed the origin from materialistic standpoint.  

Models of the Marxist Theory of State:  

The Marxists have revealed two models of the Marxist theory of state. One is instrume ntalist model 

and the other model is relative autonomy model which is in opposition to the other model.  
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1. The Instrumentalist Model:  

Marx and Engels stated that the state was created to defend the economic interests (other interests 

are also included but economic interests are primary) and ultimately the state (along with its 

police, military and bureaucracy) was converted into an instrument used by the owners of 

property.  

From this vital function of the state, the Marxists have inferred a particular model  of Marxist 

theory of state which is called the instrumentalist model. The central ideology of this model is that 

the state is used as an instrument for the fulfilment of interests of a particular class or section of 

society. The chief representatives of t his model are Ralph Miliband, Sanderson, and Avineri. There 

are many others who have lent their support to this model. Even Lenin recognized this model in 

his highly praised famous work State and Revolution.  

In Class Struggle in France, Critique of Hegelõs Philosophy of the State, The Eighteenth Brumaire 

of Louis Bonaparte Marx highlighted this aspect of state. On the eve of Bolshevik Revolution Lenin 

published State and Revolution and in this book, he has said that the state is the result of the 

irreconcil ability of class resentment. The bourgeoisie used the state to eloquent the interests of 

the capitalists. From historical review, Marx has revealed that without using the state as an 

instrument, the bourgeoisie could not survive because its survival depend ed upon its ability to 

amass and guard wealth.  

Central Idea of Instrumentalist Approach:  

Marx said that the state is of the most powerful, economically dominant class. It means that the 

bourgeois state is totally controlled by the dominant class. This economically influential and 

dominant class uses the state to serve its own purposes. This is the instrumentalist character of 

state. In a class society, this special role of the state is foreseeable and this can be elucidated in 

the form of the following points:  

- In any class state/society there are two main classes (there are also other classes but two classes 

are main. Marx and Engels came to know this from the study of history).  

- Since the interests of these two main classes are opposite conflict betw een the two important 

classes is inevitable because the interests stand in direct opposition.  
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- Because of this, the interests are irreconcilable.  

- The two classes make preparations for aggravating the conflict. On the one hand there is the 

state and capi talist class and on the other hand there are workers.  

- The capitalist class uses the state machinery (particularly the police and army) to control the 

revolt fuelled by the working class.  

- If the state is not used as an instrument for dominating the work ing class, exploitation of the 

workers would not have been possible.  

Manifesto and German Ideology: In huge political literature, Marx and Engels have expounded the 

instrumentalist idea of state but analysts of Marxism had opinion that in the Communist 

Man ifesto and The German Ideology, the concept has importance. The bourgeois class gradually 

and steadily captured political power and finally established its authority over all aspects of 

governmental matters.  

In Declaration, Marx and Engels have said, òpolitical power, properly so called, is merely the 

organised power of one class for oppressing anotheró. 

The bourgeoisie, in order to establish its full control over the industry and the economy has 

constantly transformed the industry, mode of production. The bourgeoisie did it by presenting new 

machineries and improved techniques of production into industries. By doing this, the capitalist 

class has been able to articulate its full hold over all the branches of economy. The bourgeoisie 

has not only controlled the domestic economy and internal market but also the world market. òThe 

bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of the world market given a cosmopolitan character to 

production and consumptionó. It is assessed that the main aim of the bourgeoisie is to control all 

the divisions of government, the economy with all its ramifications and finally the world market. 

Marx had insistently said that the bourgeoisie has performed these tasks through state and in this 

way the state acts as an instrument.  

The instrum entalist approach to politics highlighted by Marx and Engels also has important place 

in The German Ideology (1846). This large book, consisting of more than 700 pages (Moscow 

edition), sporadically makes comments which throw light on the instrumentalist i nterpretation of 

politics. This book is the joint efforts of Marx and Engels. They have said òBy the mere fact that it 

is a class and no longer is an estate the bourgeoisie forced to organise itself no longer locally, but 

nationally and to give a general f orm to its average interestsó. The control of the bourgeoisie class 

is not limited within the local political arena but its influence spreads throughout the national 

politics. It can be said that the capitalist class is the regulator of both local and nati onal politics. 

In the Manifesto, they expressed almost the same words. The state is the form in which the 

individuals of a ruling class assert their common interests even the civil society is completely 

controlled by the bourgeoisie.  

Marx and Engels denote d civil society as numerous organisations and institutions and the social, 

political, economic, cultural aspects of society. Marx and Engels have further perceived that if 

there were no classes which means no private property, there would not arise the nec essity of any 

state system at all. There it can be concluded that the instrumentalist approach of Marxist political 

study is closely related with the development of private property and state structure.  
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Marx and Engels observed the entire episode from the viewpoint of exploitation inflicting untold 

miseries upon the workers and the capitalists overlooked it. Marx assessed the historical facts and 

specified that the state had always been used as an instrument of exploitation and he observed 

that during the e poch of industrialization this particular role of the state (that is as an instrument 

of exploitation) had earned additional momentum and it was so naked that it drew his special 

attention.  

Assessment of Instrumentalist Model:  

Critics have raised several o bjections against Marxõs instrumentalist interpretation of bourgeois 

state.  

Criticisms:  

1.  It is generally perceived that neither Marx nor Engels has stated clearly this concept. It is 

the interpretation of their followers. Their followers have thought that M arx and Engels 

might have thought on the line of instrumentalist approach.  

2.  The opponents further maintained that the state sometimes acts as an instrument to 

favour the bourgeoisie but not all times and on all events. In order to establish its 

òneutralityó or impartiality it does something in favour of the workers which goes against 

the interests of the capitalists.  

3.  Bob Jessop considers that there is vagueness in devising instrumentalist approach. 

Jessop further said that state is a simple and ordinary orga nisation and to impose 

instrumentalism upon it is quite unjustified. It is true that sometimes the capitalists use 

the state for the purpose of exploitation, but at the same time they use it for some other 

purposes. It is unlucky that Marx has ignored this  aspect.  

4.  Jessop has observed that at different times, Marx and Engels have stressed other roles, 

but their supporters have singled out this particular role and have over -emphasised it. 

This is not correct. In some countries, the capitalists do not act as a  dominating class. In 

those cases it is not applicable.  

2. Relative Autonomy Model:  

The relative autonomy model signifies that though the capitalist state works as an instrument 

under the dominance of the dominant class that is the bourgeoisie, it exercise s its power 

autonomously. That is, the state is not always dictated by the capitalists or it does not discharge 

its functions at the behest of the bourgeoisie. The independent functioning of the state away from 

the influence of the economically dominant cl ass is interpreted by the renowned Marxists as the 

relative autonomy of state. Therefore the words relative autonomy do not mean that the state 

always acts independent of dominating class.  

Marx closely observed the functioning of the capitalist states of h is time and after that he drew 

certain conclusions. The fact is that all the capitalist states of his time did not play identical role 

nor did they assume same character. The recent studies of Marxism have discovered that Marx 

and Engels did not repudiate the impartial role of state and this is evident in many literatures. 

Ralph Miliband is the supporter of relative autonomy of state. In Socialist Registrar (1965), 
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Miliband has said that though the instrumentalist approach is very important, the relative 

au tonomy model is not less important.  

It is demonstrated in political studies that the state generally admits those policies and tries to 

implement schemes which will give constructive results in the long run and will serve the purpose 

of the state as well a s that of the bourgeoisie in effective way. The state gives priority to long term 

interests over short term interests. Furthermore, in a pluralist society, there are a number of elite 

groups. Sometimes these are involved in conflict and the state authority  proceeds cautiously and 

judiciously. This suggests that the state acts independently. The same point has been stressed by 

another critic, òThe capitalist state, legislator of the Factory Acts, is, then, the eye of the otherwise 

blind capitalist, the stabi liser of a system capitalist activity itself endangersó. 

When investigating the causes, the state attempts to maintain neutrality or establish its autonomy, 

it is found that the reason, generally advanced, is that in a pluralist society there are different  

groups and factions of the ruling class and they are sometimes involved in conflict. The state wants 

to cohere all the factions together. This aim could not be achieved without the autonomous or 

neutral stand of the state.  

The different groups/factions o f the ruling class are very powerful and active and of the interests 

of some groups are neglected that group will raise hue and cry and interrupt the smooth 

functioning of the political system. The ôauthority of the state treats it as an unwelcome feature or 

development and will try to combat it. So the state tries to make balance among all the potential 

forces. Schwarzmantel has gave reason, òThe state in a liberal democratic system must have some 

autonomy in order to preserve its legitimacy. If the state was seen to be too closely bound up with 

and dominated by one set of interests it would not be able to maintain the belief that it represents 

the general interestsó. The fact is that though the state acts as a tool, in numerous cases it tries 

to maintain i ts autonomous character and it does so to enhance its image.  

Relative Autonomy in Marxõs writing: 

Marx did not directly denote to the relative autonomy of state, but The German Ideology, The 

Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte contain sufficient hints a bout this. During Napoleonõs 

rule, the French state was characterized by the powerful bureaucracy. It acted on behalf of the 

class rule of bourgeoisie. In consequent regimes, the state as an instrument of exploitation did not 

diminished its importance. Tha t is, the instrumentalist approach was quite valid. But, òonly under 
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the Second Bonaparte, the state seem to have made itself completely independent. As against civil 

society, the state machine maintained its position thoroughly that the chief of the socie ty of 

December 10 suffices for its headó. 

The Eighteenth Brumaire was written by Marx between December 1851 and March 1852 and 

during that period, he observed the two opposite roles of state that included, as an instrument of 

exploitation and as an imparti al organ of administration. The state amalgamated its power against 

the civil society because in the latter there was dominating influence of bourgeoisie and other 

factions of capitalists.  

Second Bonaparte took this drastic step not for the general betterm ent of civil society but for his 

own sake, to satisfy his own desire for more power. Miliband stated that this would appear to 

suggest the complete independence of the state power from all social forces in civil society. He has 

said that the state sometime s acts independently apparently to prove that it is not controlled by 

any class or group. Even in that situation an individualõs lust for power works. 

In the Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, Marx further commented that, òAnd yet the state 

power is n ot suspended in mid -air. Bonaparte represents a class and the most numerous class of 

French Society at that small holding peasantsó. Marx had emphasized that the state did not exist 

is mid -air or in vacuum. It will always signify a class; it may be that th e class is not well articulated 

or well organised. But its existence cannot be ruled out. Even when a state acts independently the 

weakness or association of the state for a particular class or to any dominating group cannot be 

denied. Marx detailed that w hen the two dominant groups or classes are in perfect balance, in that 

situation the state might act autonomously. But this is a rare situation. In the Eighteenth 

Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte Marx had acknowledged that the autonomy or the affiliation of sta te 

is not something fixed.  

The state must study every situation and consider everything in the background of long term 

interests and smooth management of general management. If it considers that these two purposes 

would be properly served by remaining neut ral the state authority would do that. But if it thinks 

that supporting the economically dominant class would be for the better interests of the governing 

elite or would be better for the sake of enhancement of its power it would abandon its own 

autonomy. Marx did not argue in clear and unambiguous language.  

The State and the Ideology:  

Though Marx and Engels have visualized the state from the background of materialism, they have 

never ignored the philosophical aspect of state. The ideology has an important role in the 

management of state. In The German Ideology, Marx and Engels have emphasized that in every 

class state, the governing class always dominants in the economic, political, cultural and other 

aspects of state. This does not mean that the state will  always denote a particular ideology. 

However, the state will represent the views and ideas of the economically dominant class. The 

German Ideology quoted the following:  

òThe ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the ruling ideas, i.e. the class which is the ruling 

the material force of society is at the same time its ruling intellectual force. The class which has 

the means of material production at its disposal, consequently also controls the means of mental 

production so that the ideas of those who  lacks the means of mental production are on the whole 
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subject to it. The ruling ideas are nothing more than the ideal expression of the dominant material 

relationsó. 

In this writing, Marx and Engels have emphasized many points that are mentioned below:  

1.  A bourgeois state has always some philosophy.  

2.  This ideology is supported or fostered by the reigning class.  

3.  Ruling class is one that controls the material forces of production.  

4.  The ruling class through various means indoctrinates the common people. In other words, 

the ruling class converts the people in its favour and if it fails it tries to make them 

neutral. The ruling class adopts the methods of political socialisation.  

5.  The ruling class gives stress on the civil society.  

Ideology turns as a Defence:  

Marx a nd Engels have focused on the importance of ideology. Though, they are not quite clear 

about it. The purpose of the ruling class is always to exploit the workforces and other susceptible 

sections of society. But the exploiting class cannot expose the real character. The ruling class 

always uses the dogma to masquerade its real objective to exploit other classes. If the despicable 

motives of the ruling class appear that may cause embarrassment or displacement of the class 

rule. In other words, destabilizatio n may occur. To avoid any risk, the ruling class uses idea. 

Schwarzmantel observes: òEven in a situation when the old order is about to be overthrown, the 

defence of interest and privilege is conducted under the banner of ideasó. 

The capitalists want to sh ow that they rule not for their own benefits but for a dogma. To grab an 

ideology, the exploiters advance their explanation. The exploiters cannot openly declare their real 

motive or cannot say what they are doing. In this way ideology or ideas act as an i nstrument or 

masquerade. In The German Ideology they have believed: òFor each new class which puts itself in 

the place of one ruling before it is compelled, merely in order to carry through its aim, to present 

its interest as the common interest of all the  members of societyó. The bourgeoisie universalises 

the objective and ideas and also rationalises them. The capitalist class is quite conscious of the 

fact that if it fails to persuade the general people of the benefits of the bourgeois rule agitation is 

bound to arise.  

State, Reform and Revolution:  

The present structure of the state is to be transformed through reforms. Whether Marx supported 

reforms is not clear from his huge literature. Again there is a controversy on this issue. Interpreters 

of Marxõs thought had opinion that Marx thought that without revolution, fundamental change of 

society is not possible. But the success of revolution depends upon some prerequisites. The 

workers must be mentally and materially prepared for an uprising. They must form  a well -

organised and organized class. They must be conscious of the extent of the exploitation. The 

workers will appreciatively welcome all sorts of troubles and will make sacrifice needed for the 

success of revolution. Some criticizers have argued that M arx in various ways supported reforms. 

The purpose of the reforms would be to help the working class in its preparation for revolution. 

Improvements should not constitute the goals but they are temporary means to accomplish major 

goals. òAs far as Marx is concerned it can be said that in his standpoint, the workerõs movement 
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should indeed seek improvements within the limits of capitalism but these reforms were to be 

stages on the way or means for achieving complete transformationó. 

Seizure of State Power:  

Marx and Engels have constantly whispered that the liberation of the working class is never 

possible without the appropriation of state power and this can be done through protracted class 

struggle leading to revolution. It can be said that revolution is the  only resolution to all the 

problems that are found in a bourgeois state. Revolution will bring positive results. First of all, aim 

of revolution is to capture the state power from the bourgeoisie and to establish the complete 

authority of the working clas s which Marx and Engels have labelled as ôdictatorship of the 

proletariatõ. After that the working class will proceed to change the bourgeois structures radically. 

Thus, it can be said that the chief objective of proletariansõ revolution is to seize state power, Marx, 

Engels, Lenin, Stalin have stated that launching of a single revolution by the working class would 

not be sufficient to accomplish state goal.  

Revolution should be enduring. Revolution would continue till the communism is achieved. 

Marxist theory of state and the theory of revolution are thoroughly connected concepts. However, 

Marx and Marxists have made differences between different types of revolution. These differences 

may have great significance in the field of comprehensive analysis of Marxist theory of revolution.  

Marx, Engels and Lenin observed the state absolutely from different angle. They viewed the state 

not only a usurper of human independence but also an instrument of subjugating human beings. 

Such a state need not be eliminated forcibly. The state power should be detained compulsorily and 

at the same time, the supreme authority of working class should be established. At the same time, 

all classes would be abolished. When these two objectives are attained, there will be no importa nce 

of state because it was only the instrument of mistreatment.  

Assessment of the Theory of State:  

The theory of state stated and elaborated by Marx undergone criticism.  

1. Marx and Engels foreseen that the proletariat class through protracted class stru ggle and 

permanent revolution would succeed in arresting capitalist state and establish its overall 
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supremacy which would finally lead to the creation of a communist society. There are two 

predictions, one is the bourgeois state would, one day, be seized b y the working class.  

The other is communism would take the place of capitalism. Only in Russia the working class 

captured power. There were more matured capitalist states such as United States, Britain, France, 

and Germany. In these countries, working clas s has not been able to seize political power.  

So the first calculation remains unsatisfied. In the second prediction, it can simply be observed 

that there is doubt about to what extent Russia had thrived in establishing socialism not to speak 

of communism.  The òfirst socialist stateó in the world shrunken in 1991. Communist Party of 

China claims that China is a socialist state. But her acceptance of market economy casts doubt 

on that claim.  

2. Marx and Engels anticipated that state would weaken away. The hu ge state structure of former 

Soviet Union has falsified this tall claim of Marx and Engels. The Soviet state was as powerful as 

were Britain, United States during the prime of Cold War. Even after the recession of Cold War, 

the Soviet state was obviously t he super power along with United States of America. China is 

another socialist state and today it is a huge economic power.  

Though the orthodox Marxists interpreted the withering away of state and want to establish that 

Marxist idea is correct, it remains that, it is no longer a logical concept.  

3. Marx and Engels believed that only the establishment of the autocracy of the proletariat would 

be able to liberate the working class. Today, the working class is not only joint, its bargaining 

power has improved several times. From time to time the workerõs demands have been met by the 

capitalists. It can be deduced that the workers are still browbeaten, but it is also a fact that the 

extent of exploitation is much less than it was in Marxõs time. Todayõs workers are more interested, 

so far as the agitation is concerned, in democratic or constitutional methods than in revolutionary 

methods. The working class does not think of capturing state power for the fulfilment of the 

legitimate demands. It sits at a bargainin g table and settles all the disputes.  

The attitude of the workers and that of the capitalists have gone through major changes during 

the last century (from 1900 to 1999). Both the workers and capitalists have decided to avoid the 

conflicting situations and  both feel that all the disputes can be politely settled. But in Marxõs time, 

the capitalists took stubborn attitude towards the workers and the latter retaliated it. In this way 

conflict increased.  

4. There is a disagreement about the instrumentalist appr oach and the relative autonomy 

approach. If analysed the state structures of modern capitalist states, it can be established that 

the state acts on all important matters, independently. It is neither controlled nor dictated by the 

dominant class. There may  be an immoral nexus between the economically powerful class and the 

state. But bureaucracy, judiciary and legislature act in accordance with certain fixed principles 

laid down in the constitution of law book. The state gives priority to the general intere sts of the 

body politic.  

5. Many opponents indicated that Marxist theory of state is not ideal. The proletarians would 

capture state power and would bring everything of the capitalist state under its supreme authority 

is nothing but a Utopian thought. The seizure of state power is definitely not an easy task. The 

workers are united no doubt, but the capitalists are more united and would fight strongly to resist 
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all attempts of working class to capture state power. But a major part of his theory of state sta nds 

on the concept that working class through class struggle and revolution would seize state power.  

6. Marxist theory of state has other limitation. He has said that the classless society will have no 

state, it will weaken away. If that was the case then which authority will settle the disputes in 

such a society? The classless society will not be occupied by gods. Conflicts in classless society 

must appear and for their settlement a sovereign body is essential. Marxist theory of state did not 

give solution  to such cases. It is evaluated that Marx had opinion that the bourgeois was basically 

using the modern state for enhancing the lifestyle and prospects of the capitalist class of the 

society. One of the famous quotes from the Communist manifesto, Marx & En gels (1985. p.82) 

states òThe executive of the modern State is but a committee for managing the common affairs of 

the whole bourgeoisie.ó 

Marx also supposed that communism was the best resolution for such a capitalist society. The 

conflict among the classe s keeps increasing as the capitalism in the state develops, since the 

interests of the bourgeois are fostered by the state in capitalism. Additionally, capitalism also 

facilitates the bourgeoisie to give concessions to the proletariat, in scenarios where t here is a social 

uncertainty. The welfare state of the Scandinavian regions had similar views to the Marxist view 

of the state. Concessions such as unemployment benefits, free education, and free health check 

and pension schemes are given by the bourgeois to the proletariat in certain Scandinavian states.  

In short, Marx has been blamed of being a determinist and a reductionist. Many things are not 

related purely on economics, his awareness of the class system neglects to include the petty 

bourgeoisie, those  who own small businesses and only employ themselves. He did not predict the 

improvements of living standards for all of society or the impact of the middle class. He did not 

include countries such as Russia and China who might revolt and denounce communis m. He did 

not anticipate the fact that our society is a democratic one and that all have the right to equality 

and farness.  

To summarise, the Marxist theory represented that the state serves as an instrument for the rich 

and the middleclass classes, who at tempt continually to suppress the working classes or the public 

for its own personal welfares. The advocate of the Marxist theory, Karl Marx believed that most of 

the political power of the society is controlled by the bourgeois class. The modern state is also 

tremendously dependent on credits and taxes. Most of the credits and taxes are also borne by the 

bourgeois class. The media such as newspapers or television is also controlled by the bourgeois. 

This makes it easier for the bourgeois to enter politics and thrive in politics. The bourgeois state 

serves as a shared insurance pact which defends the interests of the bourgeois class at the expense 

of the exploited class (McLellan, 1971). Marx thought that politics is mainly a class conflict, and 

he explained  that political relations can be renovated into economic ones. Marxists recommended 

that politics is mainly associated with the concepts of fight for power, however Weber differs with 

the standpoint of Marx. It is concluded that Marxism is a political theo ry that maintains that social 

revolutions comes about through economic class struggle. Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels 

established the theory in the 19th century. Marxism formed the logical basis for the growth of 

communism in the early 20th century.  
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Theo ries of the state: Pluralist  

The Pluralist view of the state is distinct from the perspective of Marxist. The Pluralist does not 

hold that the state is essentially contradictory in nature, as the Marxist and the Elitist schools of 

thought consider. Instead , the Pluralist view of the state that it is neutral in nature. It is also 

supposed that the state is vulnerable to numerous influences from various groups in the society. 

The modern state is not only dominated by one class, that is the capitalist or the b ourgeoisie class, 

which dominates the political power, as believed by the Marxist philosophy. The modern state is a 

type of framework wherein interests of the society can be reunited.  

In simple term, Pluralism is an influential protest against the monisti c theory of sovereignty which 

endows the state with supreme and unlimited power. Pluralist theories indicate that political power 

should be regarded as analytically distinct from economic power and, in contrast to elitists, power 

is not concentrated in the  hands of a single group, but widely dispersed among a variety of groups 

and actors. The exponents of Pluralism are Harold Laski, J.N. Figgis, Ernest Barker, G. D.H. Cole, 

A. D. Lindsay, Duguit, MacIver and others. Pluralists stated that sovereignty reside s not with the 

state but it resides with many other institutions. There exist many social, political, cultural and 

economic institutions in society and many of these institutions are prior to the State. For example, 

Family and Church are prior to the State . 

According to the Pluralist view, the notion of the state is that there can be various sources of 

political power. Therefore, a single group do not have monopoly of political power. Although the 

capitalist class can have a very strong position in the soci ety, they cannot however have complete 

dominance over the working class, as anticipated by the Marxists. The proletariats can extend 

their power through labour unions or trade unions. According to the Pluralists, since the capitalist 

class cannot do withou t the labour class, the working class also exerts a strong influence on the 

capitalist class. The modern state is not actually a tool by which one class can control over the 

other class. It is rather a framework which helps in the reconciliation of diverse  society interests 

(Schwarzmantel, 1994).  

The central position of pluralist power is that all inhabitants have a chance to become politically 

active through either individual or group action. Views are signified in policy making not only 

through representa tive elections but also through the participatory mechanism of group politics. 
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