
 

 

Themes in Comparative Political Theory PYQ 2017 

 

SET-A 

Q1. Analyse the distinctive features of the Indian and the Western Political Thought. 

Ans. Indian and Western political thought have distinct characteristics rooted in their respective 

historical, cultural, and philosophical traditions. While both traditions explore concepts of 

governance, power, justice, and individual rights, they approach these concepts from different 

perspectives. Here are some distinctive features of Indian and Western political thought: 

Indian Political Thought: 

Spirituality and Morality: Indian political thought is deeply influenced by spiritual and moral values. 

Concepts such as dharma (righteousness), karma (actions and consequences), and moksha 

(liberation) shape the understanding of political and social life. The emphasis is on ethical conduct, 

duty, and the pursuit of spiritual well-being alongside worldly affairs. 

Holistic Perspective: Indian political thought takes a holistic approach, considering the 

interconnectedness of individuals, society, and nature. It recognizes the interdependence of various 

elements and emphasizes harmony, balance, and the well-being of the collective rather than 

individualism. 

Diverse and Pluralistic: Indian political thought acknowledges and celebrates the diversity of 

cultures, religions, and traditions within the country. It promotes the coexistence of multiple 

perspectives and encourages dialogue, tolerance, and mutual respect. 

Concept of Kingship and Ideal Rulership: Traditional Indian political thought emphasized the role of 

a just and virtuous ruler, who acted as a guardian of dharma and ensured the welfare of the people. 

The concept of Rajadharma (duty of the king) emphasized benevolence, compassion, and the pursuit 

of justice. 

Western Political Thought: 

Individualism and Liberty: Western political thought places a strong emphasis on individual rights, 

freedom, and autonomy. Concepts like individual liberty, equality, and property rights are central to 

the Western tradition, emphasizing the protection of individual interests and limiting state authority. 

Rule of Law: Western political thought emphasizes the rule of law as a means to protect individual 

rights and ensure fairness and justice. It emphasizes the importance of a legal framework that 

governs the behavior of both citizens and the government. 

Separation of Powers: Western political thought often advocates for the separation of powers 

between the legislative, executive, and judicial branches of government. This separation is intended 

to prevent the concentration of power and ensure checks and balances within the political system. 

Rationality and Secularism: Western political thought has been strongly influenced by 

Enlightenment ideas, emphasizing reason, logic, and empiricism. It promotes a secular approach, 

separating religious and political institutions, and advocates for the use of reason in decision-making 

and governance. 



 

 

It is important to note that these characteristics are generalizations and not absolute. Both Indian 

and Western political thought contain a diverse range of thinkers and ideas, and there can be 

variations within each tradition. Additionally, with globalization and the exchange of ideas, there has 

been an increasing convergence and cross-pollination of concepts between Indian and Western 

political thought in contemporary discussions.  

 

 

Q2. Examine Aristotle's concept of Citizenship. 

Ans. Aristotle's concept of citizenship is a foundational aspect of his political philosophy. In his work 

"Politics," Aristotle explores the nature and role of citizenship within the framework of the city-state 

(polis). Here are key aspects of Aristotle's concept of citizenship: 

Political Membership: For Aristotle, citizenship is the highest form of political membership in a polis. 

He argues that individuals are inherently political animals and that participation in the affairs of the 

city-state is essential for human flourishing. Citizenship involves actively engaging in political life, 

contributing to the common good, and participating in decision-making processes. 

Membership in a Polis: According to Aristotle, citizenship is tied to membership in a particular polis. 

He believed that a city-state should be small enough for citizens to personally know one another, 

fostering a sense of community and shared identity. This local focus enables citizens to actively 

participate in political life and be directly involved in governance. 

Political Rights and Obligations: Aristotle viewed citizenship as a reciprocal relationship between 

individuals and the polis. Citizens have rights, such as the right to participate in political decision-

making, hold public office, and access justice. However, citizenship also entails obligations, including 

the duty to contribute to the welfare of the city-state through military service, paying taxes, and 

fulfilling civic duties. 

Participation in Public Affairs: Aristotle emphasized the importance of citizens actively participating 

in public affairs. He believed that political participation and deliberation among citizens are crucial 

for the formation of the best policies and achieving the common good. Active engagement in public 

life enables citizens to exercise their rational faculties and develop virtues necessary for a well-

functioning polis. 

Political Virtue and Education: Aristotle viewed citizenship as a means to cultivate moral and 

intellectual virtues. He argued that political participation allows individuals to develop virtues such as 

prudence, justice, and courage. Furthermore, Aristotle believed that education plays a pivotal role in 

shaping virtuous citizens, as it provides the knowledge and skills necessary for effective participation 

in political life. 

Exclusion and Limitations: It is important to note that Aristotle's concept of citizenship had 

limitations. He believed in a hierarchical society, where some individuals, such as slaves and non-

citizens (metics or foreigners), were excluded from full citizenship. Aristotle justified this exclusion 

based on notions of natural inequality and the belief that some individuals were inherently suited for 

servitude or lacked the capacity for political participation. 

While Aristotle's concept of citizenship may be seen as limited or exclusionary by contemporary 

standards, his emphasis on political participation, civic engagement, and the cultivation of virtue 

continues to influence political philosophy and discussions on citizenship in modern times.  



 

 

 

 

Q3. Critically examine Lock's theory of Natural Rights. 

Ans. John Locke's theory of natural rights, as outlined in his influential work "Two Treatises of 

Government," has had a significant impact on political philosophy and the development of liberal 

thought. However, it is not without its criticisms. Let's critically examine Locke's theory of natural 

rights: 

Foundation of Natural Rights: Locke posits that individuals possess certain natural rights—life, 

liberty, and property—based on their status as human beings. These rights are seen as inherent, 

unalienable, and derived from natural law. Critics argue that Locke's theory lacks a clear justification 

for why these specific rights are considered natural or universally applicable. The concept of natural 

rights itself is subjective and open to interpretation. 

State of Nature: Locke's theory of natural rights is based on the state of nature, a hypothetical pre-

political condition where individuals are free and equal. In this state, individuals are entitled to their 

natural rights, and they can enforce them through self-defense. However, critics contend that Locke's 

state of nature is an idealized construct that does not accurately reflect the complexities of human 

nature and social interactions. 

Limited Government and Consent: Locke's theory advocates for the establishment of a limited 

government based on the consent of the governed. He argues that individuals enter into a social 

contract with the government to protect their natural rights. Critics question the assumption that 

individuals voluntarily consent to be governed and argue that power imbalances and coercion can 

undermine the notion of genuine consent. 

Property Rights: Locke's emphasis on property rights as a fundamental natural right has been a 

subject of critique. While property rights can provide incentives for productivity and innovation, 

critics argue that Locke's theory tends to prioritize the rights of property owners over other societal 

interests and neglects the concerns of economic inequality and distributive justice. 

Exclusionary Nature: Critics contend that Locke's theory of natural rights is exclusionary, as it fails to 

adequately address the rights and interests of marginalized groups such as women, slaves, and 

indigenous populations. Locke's theory reflects the context of his time, which was characterized by 

hierarchical social structures and limited recognition of equal rights for all individuals. 

Lack of Substantive Content: Another criticism is that Locke's theory of natural rights lacks 

substantive content beyond the protection of life, liberty, and property. It does not provide a 

comprehensive framework for addressing other important rights such as social, economic, and 

cultural rights. Critics argue that a broader conception of rights is necessary to ensure the well-being 

and dignity of all individuals. 

In conclusion, while Locke's theory of natural rights has been influential in shaping liberal thought 

and the idea of individual rights, it is not without its criticisms. Critics raise concerns about the 

foundation, justification, and limitations of natural rights as well as the exclusionary nature of Locke's 

theory. Contemporary discussions on rights and justice continue to build upon and refine these 

concepts, addressing the complexities of human societies and striving for a more inclusive and 

comprehensive understanding of human rights.  

 



 

 

 

Q4. Discuss the Marxist theory of the state. 

Ans. The Marxist theory of the state, as developed by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, provides a 

critical analysis of the state as an instrument of class domination in capitalist societies. According to 

Marxism, the state is not a neutral entity serving the interests of all members of society but rather an 

apparatus that upholds and perpetuates the interests of the ruling class. Here are key aspects of the 

Marxist theory of the state: 

Class Character of the State: Marxists argue that the state is a product of class society and functions 

primarily to protect the interests of the ruling class. In capitalist societies, the state represents and 

serves the bourgeoisie, the capitalist class, by maintaining the conditions necessary for capitalist 

accumulation and protecting private property rights. The state is seen as a tool of repression that 

enforces the dominance of the ruling class over the working class. 

State as a Power Apparatus: Marxists view the state as a centralized power apparatus with a 

monopoly on the legitimate use of force. It includes institutions such as the government, 

bureaucracy, judiciary, and military, which work in coordination to maintain the capitalist order. The 

state exercises its power through laws, regulations, and coercive mechanisms to preserve the existing 

social and economic relations. 

Economic Base and Superstructure: Marxism emphasizes the primacy of the economic base in 

shaping the superstructure, which includes political, legal, cultural, and ideological institutions. 

According to Marxists, the economic base, characterized by the relations of production and 

ownership, determines the nature and function of the state. The state serves to uphold and protect 

the interests of the ruling class, ensuring the continuation of the capitalist mode of production. 

Ideological Control: The state, according to Marxist theory, plays a crucial role in maintaining 

ideological control over the working class. Through education, media, and cultural institutions, the 

state disseminates ruling-class ideology, promoting the acceptance and reproduction of capitalist 

values, norms, and beliefs. This ideological control helps legitimize the existing social order and 

perpetuate class domination. 

Revolutionary Potential: While critical of the state in its existing capitalist form, Marxism 

acknowledges the revolutionary potential of the working class. Marxists argue that the working class, 

as the exploited and oppressed class under capitalism, has the potential to overthrow the capitalist 

state and establish a socialist or communist society. They advocate for the abolition of the capitalist 

state and its replacement with a proletarian state as a transitional phase towards a classless society. 

It is important to note that interpretations and applications of the Marxist theory of the state have 

varied among different Marxist thinkers and movements. There have been debates and divergent 

views on the nature of the state, the strategies for revolutionary change, and the role of the state in 

socialist construction. 

In conclusion, the Marxist theory of the state provides a critical analysis of the state as an 

instrument of class domination in capitalist societies. It sees the state as serving the interests of the 

ruling class and maintaining the capitalist order. Marxism emphasizes the revolutionary potential of 

the working class and envisions the establishment of a new form of state to pave the way for a 

classless society.  

 



 

 

 

Q5. Explain Kautilya's theory of the state. 

Ans. Kautilya, also known as Chanakya, was an ancient Indian philosopher, economist, and political 

strategist who authored the Arthashastra, an ancient Indian treatise on statecraft. Kautilya's theory 

of the state, outlined in the Arthashastra, provides a comprehensive guide to governance, 

administration, and foreign policy. Here are key aspects of Kautilya's theory of the state: 

Purpose of the State: According to Kautilya, the primary purpose of the state is to ensure the welfare 

and security of its subjects. The state exists to protect the interests of the king and the people, 

maintain law and order, promote economic prosperity, and defend against external threats. 

Centralized Authority: Kautilya advocated for a strong and centralized state authority with the king 

or the ruler at its center. He emphasized the need for a competent ruler who possesses qualities like 

wisdom, courage, and intelligence. The king was considered the ultimate authority responsible for 

decision-making, administration, and governance. 

Policy of Realism: Kautilya's theory reflects a pragmatic and realist approach to statecraft. He 

emphasized the pursuit of power, security, and the national interest. Kautilya believed in the use of 

both diplomatic and military means to protect and advance the state's interests, including the use of 

espionage, alliances, and war if necessary. 

Statecraft and Administration: The Arthashastra provides detailed guidance on various aspects of 

statecraft and administration. It covers topics such as taxation, public finance, law and justice, 

agriculture, trade, diplomacy, intelligence gathering, and military organization. Kautilya stressed the 

importance of a well-organized bureaucracy and effective governance for the efficient functioning of 

the state. 

Principles of Good Governance: Kautilya highlighted the principles of good governance, including 

impartiality, accountability, and efficiency. He advocated for a just and fair administration, with a 

focus on reducing corruption, ensuring access to justice, and promoting economic development. 

Foreign Policy and Security: Kautilya emphasized the significance of a strong defense and robust 

foreign policy. He advocated for strategic alliances, maintaining a strong army, and the use of 

diplomacy to protect the state's interests. Kautilya recognized the importance of intelligence 

gathering, covert operations, and the cultivation of spies for the security and stability of the state. 

It is important to note that Kautilya's theory of the state reflects the context of ancient Indian 

society and the nature of political governance at that time. It is often seen as a practical and 

realistic approach to statecraft, addressing the challenges and concerns of governance, 

administration, and security. 

Kautilya's theories and principles continue to be studied and debated, and they have influenced 

subsequent Indian political and administrative thought. His emphasis on effective governance, 

national security, and the pursuit of the national interest remains relevant in contemporary 

discussions on statecraft and governance.  

 

 

Q6. Critically examine Gandhi's views on Swaraj. 



 

 

Ans. Mahatma Gandhi's concept of Swaraj, meaning self-rule or self-governance, is a central theme 

in his political and philosophical thought. Swaraj represented Gandhi's vision for India's 

independence and his broader ideas on social, political, and economic transformation. While 

Gandhi's views on Swaraj are often revered, they have also been subject to critical examination. 

Here, we will critically examine Gandhi's views on Swaraj: 

Emphasis on Moral and Spiritual Transformation: Gandhi believed that achieving Swaraj was not 

merely a political objective but also a moral and spiritual one. He emphasized the need for individual 

and societal transformation, including non-violence, truthfulness, simplicity, and self-discipline. 

Critics argue that this emphasis on personal virtues and moral purity can be idealistic and may not 

fully address complex social and political challenges. 

Decentralization and Self-Sufficiency: Gandhi advocated for decentralization of power and the 

promotion of self-sufficiency at the village level. He envisioned a society where local communities 

would have the autonomy and capacity to meet their needs through self-reliance and self-

governance. Critics argue that Gandhi's focus on village-based economies may not be feasible in a 

rapidly urbanizing and interconnected world, and may hinder economic growth and development. 

Non-Violence and Satyagraha: Gandhi placed non-violence (ahimsa) and the practice of satyagraha 

(nonviolent resistance) at the core of his philosophy. He believed that non-violent methods could be 

more powerful and transformative than violence. Critics contend that while non-violence has moral 

and ethical appeal, it may not always be effective in addressing complex political and social conflicts, 

particularly in the face of oppressive regimes or violent movements. 

Critique of Modern Civilization: Gandhi criticized Western modernity and its associated values of 

industrialization, materialism, and consumerism. He advocated for a return to traditional Indian 

values and the revival of village-based economies. Critics argue that Gandhi's rejection of modernity 

and technology may hinder progress and limit opportunities for social and economic development. 

Inclusivity and Social Justice: Gandhi emphasized the importance of inclusivity, social equality, and 

the empowerment of marginalized sections of society. He advocated for the upliftment of Dalits, 

women's rights, and the eradication of untouchability. Critics argue that Gandhi's approach to social 

justice may not adequately address structural inequalities and systemic oppression, and that his 

views on caste and gender may be limited by the social context of his time. 

Influence on Independence Movement: Gandhi's concept of Swaraj played a crucial role in 

mobilizing the masses and shaping the Indian independence movement. His emphasis on non-

violence and mass civil disobedience inspired movements around the world. However, critics argue 

that while Gandhi's approach may have been effective in the context of the Indian independence 

struggle, it may not be universally applicable or effective in all contexts. 

In conclusion, Gandhi's views on Swaraj represented a unique blend of political, social, and 

spiritual ideals. While his emphasis on non-violence, self-reliance, and moral transformation has 

inspired many, his views have also faced criticism for their idealism, potential limitations, and their 

compatibility with contemporary social and political realities. Gandhi's ideas continue to be studied, 

debated, and interpreted in the context of modern-day challenges and aspirations for social and 

political transformation.  

 

 



 

 

Q7. Discuss the relevance of Ambedkar views on social justice  

Ans. The views of Dr. B.R. Ambedkar on social justice hold significant relevance in the 

contemporary context, both within India and globally. Ambedkar, as a social reformer, jurist, and 

the chief architect of the Indian Constitution, dedicated his life to combating social inequalities and 

championing the cause of marginalized communities, particularly Dalits (formerly known as 

"untouchables"). Here are key aspects of Ambedkar's views on social justice and their relevance 

today: 

Annihilation of Caste: Ambedkar vehemently criticized the caste system, considering it a deep-

rooted social evil that perpetuates discrimination, inequality, and oppression. He advocated for the 

annihilation of caste and the establishment of a society based on equality and social justice. 

Ambedkar's ideas continue to inspire movements and discussions on caste-based discrimination and 

the need for its eradication. 

Reservation and Affirmative Action: Ambedkar strongly advocated for reservation policies and 

affirmative action measures to address historical injustices and uplift marginalized communities. He 

believed that such policies were essential to provide opportunities and representation for socially 

disadvantaged groups. The concept of reservation continues to be a topic of debate and 

implementation in various countries, highlighting the ongoing relevance of Ambedkar's views on 

social justice. 

Women's Rights and Gender Equality: Ambedkar emphasized the need for gender equality and the 

empowerment of women. He argued for the rights of women to education, property, and equal 

opportunities. Ambedkar's views on women's rights remain relevant today, as gender inequality 

persists in various societies, and efforts are ongoing to challenge patriarchal norms and promote 

gender justice. 

Education as an Instrument of Social Change: Ambedkar considered education as a powerful tool for 

social transformation. He believed that access to quality education was crucial for marginalized 

communities to break free from the shackles of social discrimination and achieve empowerment. His 

views on education continue to resonate, emphasizing the importance of inclusive and equitable 

education systems. 

Social and Economic Equality: Ambedkar stressed the significance of social and economic equality in 

achieving social justice. He highlighted the need for land reforms, equitable distribution of resources, 

and economic opportunities for marginalized communities. These views continue to have relevance 

today, as economic disparities and social inequalities persist globally, demanding attention and 

efforts to promote equitable development. 

Human Rights and Social Justice: Ambedkar's advocacy for social justice was firmly rooted in the 

principles of human rights. He believed in the inherent dignity and equality of all individuals, 

regardless of caste, gender, or social background. His views on social justice contribute to the 

broader discourse on human rights and underscore the importance of addressing social inequalities 

to realize a just and inclusive society. 

In conclusion, Dr. B.R. Ambedkar's views on social justice hold immense relevance in contemporary 

times. His ideas on caste eradication, reservation, women's rights, education, and economic equality 

continue to inform social and political movements, policies, and debates globally. Ambedkar's legacy 

as a social reformer and advocate for marginalized communities remains a source of inspiration in 

the ongoing struggle for social justice and equality.  



 

 

 

 

Q8 Write short notes on any two of following: 

(A) Pandita Ramabai on Patriarchy 

Ans. Pandita Ramabai (1858-1922) was an Indian social reformer, scholar, and women's rights 

activist who fought against various forms of oppression, including the patriarchal norms prevalent 

in Indian society during her time. She highlighted the detrimental effects of patriarchy and advocated 

for gender equality and women's empowerment. Here are some key perspectives of Pandita 

Ramabai on patriarchy: 

Critique of Patriarchal Norms: Pandita Ramabai criticized the patriarchal norms and practices that 

oppressed and marginalized women in Indian society. She highlighted how patriarchal systems 

limited women's freedom, agency, and opportunities for personal and intellectual growth. 

Education and Empowerment: Pandita Ramabai recognized education as a crucial means to 

challenge patriarchal structures and empower women. She advocated for women's access to 

education, emphasizing the transformative potential of knowledge and learning in combating gender 

inequalities. 

Economic Independence: Pandita Ramabai emphasized the importance of economic independence 

for women. She believed that economic empowerment could challenge patriarchal power dynamics 

by providing women with financial autonomy and reducing their dependency on male relatives or 

partners. 

Gender Equality and Women's Rights: Pandita Ramabai fought for gender equality and advocated 

for women's rights on various fronts. She sought to challenge the unequal treatment of women in 

matters of marriage, inheritance, property rights, and social status. Her advocacy contributed to the 

early women's rights movement in India. 

Emphasis on Women's Agency: Pandita Ramabai stressed the need to recognize and respect 

women's agency and autonomy. She rejected the notion that women were passive objects or 

dependents, emphasizing their capacity for independent thought, decision-making, and 

contributions to society. 

Intersectionality: Pandita Ramabai understood that patriarchy intersected with other forms of 

oppression, such as caste and class. She recognized that women from marginalized communities 

faced multiple layers of discrimination and emphasized the need to address these intersecting 

oppressions for true gender justice. 

Pandita Ramabai's views on patriarchy were ahead of her time and continue to resonate in 

contemporary discussions on gender equality and women's rights. Her advocacy for education, 

economic empowerment, and women's agency serves as a reminder of the ongoing struggle against 

patriarchal norms and the importance of dismantling gender-based inequalities. Her contributions 

continue to inspire activists and scholars working towards a more equitable and just society.  

 

 

(b) Lohia on Socialism 



 

 

Ans. Ram Manohar Lohia (1910-1967) was an influential Indian socialist political leader and 

thinker. He played a significant role in the socialist movement in India and contributed to the 

discourse on socialism. Lohia's views on socialism were shaped by his commitment to social justice, 

anti-imperialism, and the upliftment of the marginalized. Here are some key perspectives of Lohia on 

socialism: 

Social Equality and Justice: Lohia emphasized the importance of social equality and justice as core 

principles of socialism. He believed that socialism should strive to create a society where wealth, 

resources, and opportunities are distributed equitably, and where the dignity and well-being of all 

individuals are protected. 

Decentralization and Local Governance: Lohia advocated for decentralized socialism, which involved 

devolving power and decision-making to local communities and grassroots institutions. He believed 

in the importance of empowering people at the local level, promoting participatory democracy, and 

reducing bureaucratic centralization. 

Anti-Imperialism and Anti-Colonialism: Lohia's socialism was closely intertwined with his anti-

imperialist and anti-colonialist stance. He viewed imperialism as a system that exploited and 

oppressed people, and he argued for the liberation of colonized nations from colonial rule. Lohia 

emphasized the need for economic and political independence to achieve true socialism. 

Importance of Cooperative Economics: Lohia believed in the significance of cooperative economics 

as a means to foster collective ownership and participation. He advocated for the promotion of 

cooperative societies, where workers would have a stake in the means of production and decision-

making processes. 

Amelioration of Social Inequalities: Lohia focused on addressing various forms of social inequalities, 

including caste-based discrimination and gender disparities. He called for the eradication of the caste 

system and the establishment of social justice and equal opportunities for all members of society. 

Democratic Socialism: Lohia's vision of socialism was rooted in democracy. He believed in combining 

the principles of socialism with democratic governance, allowing for the expression of popular will, 

and protecting individual freedoms and civil liberties. He emphasized the need to reconcile socialism 

with democratic values and institutions. 

Lohia's perspectives on socialism influenced the socialist movement in India and contributed to the 

broader discourse on socialism globally. His ideas continue to be referenced and debated in 

contemporary discussions on social justice, economic equality, and the intersection of socialism with 

democratic principles. While his specific policy proposals may be subject to scrutiny and varying 

interpretations, Lohia's contributions to socialist thought have left a lasting impact on political 

discourse in India and beyond.  

 

 

(c) Tilak on Swaraj 

Ans. Bal Gangadhar Tilak (1856-1920), also known as Lokmanya Tilak, was an influential Indian 

nationalist leader, social reformer, and one of the architects of the Indian independence 

movement. Tilak's views on Swaraj (self-rule) played a crucial role in shaping the discourse on Indian 

nationalism. Here are some key perspectives of Tilak on Swaraj: 



 

 

Asserting Indian Identity: Tilak believed in the importance of asserting India's distinct identity and 

cultural heritage. He emphasized the need for Indians to take pride in their history, traditions, and 

values, which he saw as integral to the quest for Swaraj. 

Mass Mobilization and Agitation: Tilak advocated for mass mobilization and popular agitation as a 

means to achieve Swaraj. He believed in the power of mass movements, including public rallies, 

boycotts, and civil disobedience, to raise awareness, unite people, and put pressure on the British 

colonial authorities. 

Use of Vernacular Language: Tilak emphasized the use of vernacular languages, particularly Marathi, 

as a means to reach the masses and mobilize them for the cause of Swaraj. He believed that 

communication in the vernacular would enable wider participation and greater understanding of the 

nationalist movement. 

Emphasis on Self-Reliance: Tilak promoted the idea of self-reliance as a means to achieve Swaraj. He 

emphasized the need for economic independence, industrial development, and the promotion of 

indigenous industries. Tilak believed that economic self-sufficiency was essential for political and 

social empowerment. 

Unity and Hindu-Muslim Brotherhood: Tilak recognized the importance of unity among different 

religious and social groups in India. He advocated for Hindu-Muslim unity, emphasizing the need to 

overcome religious divisions and work together for the common goal of Swaraj. Tilak actively 

supported and participated in efforts to foster Hindu-Muslim harmony. 

Educational Reforms: Tilak emphasized the importance of education as a means to create an 

enlightened and politically conscious citizenry. He called for educational reforms that would promote 

critical thinking, national pride, and a sense of social responsibility among the youth. 

Tilak's views on Swaraj were instrumental in inspiring and mobilizing the masses during the Indian 

independence movement. His emphasis on self-reliance, cultural pride, and mass mobilization 

contributed to the growth of nationalist sentiment in India. While Tilak's vision of Swaraj was rooted 

in his time and context, his ideas continue to hold significance in the ongoing struggle for self-

determination, social justice, and democratic governance.  

 

 

(d) Rousseau on Civil Society 

Ans. Jean-Jacques Rousseau's views on civil society were central to his political philosophy, as 

outlined in his influential work "The Social Contract." Rousseau's perspective on civil society can be 

summarized as follows: 

Natural State and Social Contract: Rousseau posited that in the state of nature, humans are 

inherently good and free. However, as society develops, inequality, corruption, and the accumulation 

of private property emerge, leading to a loss of freedom. Rousseau argued that individuals can regain 

their freedom and achieve a just society through a social contract, whereby they willingly surrender 

their individual wills to the general will of the community. 

Sovereignty of the General Will: Rousseau placed great importance on the concept of the general 

will, which represents the collective interest and common good of the community. He believed that 

the general will, as expressed through direct democracy, should be the guiding principle of political 



 

 

decision-making. The general will is considered sovereign and must be followed for a legitimate 

government to exist. 

Role of Civil Society: Rousseau distinguished between civil society and the state. Civil society 

comprises the collective associations and institutions that exist outside of the political realm, such as 

families, communities, and voluntary organizations. Rousseau argued that civil society plays a crucial 

role in promoting social harmony and the development of moral and civic virtues. 

Individual Freedom and Civic Virtue: Rousseau emphasized the importance of individual freedom 

within civil society. He believed that individuals can find genuine freedom through active 

participation in civic life, engaging in public deliberation, and contributing to the common good. Civic 

virtue, characterized by a sense of civic duty and concern for the community, is essential for the 

proper functioning of civil society. 

Education and Socialization: Rousseau believed that education and socialization are crucial in 

shaping individuals within civil society. He emphasized the need for an education system that 

nurtures the development of both intellectual and moral faculties. Rousseau's concept of "natural 

education" emphasized learning through direct experiences and the development of empathy and 

moral sensibilities. 

Limits on Individualism and Property: Rousseau argued for limits on individualism and the 

accumulation of private property, which he saw as contributing to inequality and social division. He 

proposed that property should be regulated and limited to prevent extreme disparities and ensure 

that all members of society have access to basic necessities. 

Rousseau's ideas on civil society challenged prevailing notions of political authority and individual 

freedom during his time. His emphasis on the general will, civic virtue, and education continues to 

be influential in political philosophy and discussions on democracy, citizenship, and the role of civil 

society in contemporary society. 


