
 

 

Classical Political Philosophy PYQ 2020 

 

Q1. What are various approaches to the study of Texts in classical political philosophy? Discuss. 

Ans. The study of texts in classical political philosophy involves analyzing the writings of influential 

philosophers from ancient and early modern times to understand their political theories, ideas, and 

contributions to the field. There are several approaches to studying these texts, each providing 

unique insights into the philosophical concepts and historical contexts. Here are some key 

approaches: 

1. Historical Contextualization: 

This approach focuses on understanding the political philosophers within their historical and cultural 

contexts. It involves examining the social, political, and intellectual circumstances that shaped their 

ideas. By understanding the events and ideologies of their time, researchers can better grasp the 

motivations and concerns behind the philosophers' writings. For example, understanding Plato's 

dialogues in the context of Athenian democracy and Socratic philosophy helps interpret his ideas on 

justice and governance. 

2. Philosophical Analysis: 

This approach involves delving into the philosophical arguments and concepts presented in the texts. 

Researchers critically analyze the logical structure, premises, and conclusions of the philosophers' 

ideas. They may engage in debates about the validity and coherence of these arguments. For 

instance, examining Aristotle's "Politics" involves analyzing his concepts of citizenship, justice, and 

the best form of government. 

3. Comparative Studies: 

Comparative analysis involves studying multiple philosophers' texts to identify similarities and 

differences in their political theories. Researchers may explore how different thinkers address similar 

themes, such as justice, authority, or human nature. Comparing Plato's ideal state in "The Republic" 

with Thomas More's vision in "Utopia" highlights varying approaches to governance and societal 

ideals. 

4. Reception Studies: 

Reception studies focus on how the ideas of classical political philosophers have been received, 

interpreted, and adapted by later thinkers, movements, and societies. Examining how thinkers like 

Machiavelli or Rousseau engaged with the works of Plato and Aristotle sheds light on the ongoing 

relevance of classical thought. 

5. Ethical and Normative Analysis: 

This approach involves evaluating the ethical and normative implications of classical political texts. 

Researchers explore whether the philosophers' ideas provide guidance for contemporary ethical 

dilemmas and political debates. For example, discussing the relevance of John Locke's theories on 

property rights and government in the context of modern debates about individual rights and state 

authority. 



 

 

6. Textual Critique and Translation: 

Analyzing the textual authenticity, translations, and interpretations of classical works is crucial for 

ensuring accuracy in studying these texts. Scholars engage in textual criticism to identify possible 

errors or alterations in ancient manuscripts. Translating classical texts accurately is vital to grasp the 

original meanings of philosophical concepts. 

In conclusion, studying classical political philosophy texts involves multiple approaches that 

contribute to a holistic understanding of the philosophers' ideas, historical context, philosophical 

insights, and contemporary relevance. These approaches collectively enrich the exploration of 

timeless questions about governance, justice, liberty, and the nature of political communities. 

 

 

Q2. Describe the salient features of Plato’s scheme of Education. Do you agree with Rousseau that 

Plato’s Republic is the finest treatise on Education? Give reasons for your answer.  

Ans. Plato's scheme of education, as outlined in his work "The Republic," is a comprehensive and 

influential proposal that aims to shape the character, values, and abilities of individuals in a just and 

harmonious society. The scheme is an integral part of Plato's broader exploration of an ideal state, 

where education plays a pivotal role in creating philosopher-kings who lead the society with wisdom 

and virtue. While Rousseau's view that "The Republic" is the finest treatise on education is 

subjective, it's worth examining both the salient features of Plato's educational scheme and the 

reasons for Rousseau's perspective. 

Salient Features of Plato's Scheme of Education: 

Three Classes of Citizens: Plato's education system categorizes citizens into three classes: rulers 

(philosopher-kings), guardians (warriors), and producers (workers). Education is tailored to each 

class's role in society. 

Early Training: Plato emphasizes the significance of early childhood education. Children are taken 

away from their families at a young age to be raised and educated collectively, minimizing the 

influence of individual parents and ensuring a uniform upbringing. 

Physical Education: Physical training and sports are integrated into the curriculum to develop 

physical prowess, discipline, and teamwork among guardians. 

Music and Arts: Music and arts are essential components of education, as they cultivate aesthetic 

sensibilities, emotional balance, and moral virtues. Plato advocates for censorship of art forms that 

may negatively influence character. 

Mathematics and Philosophy: Advanced education focuses on mathematics and philosophy, aiming 

to develop critical thinking, reasoning, and the ability to grasp abstract concepts. 

Dialectical Training: The highest stage of education involves dialectical training, where individuals 

engage in philosophical inquiry and contemplation to attain wisdom and understanding of ultimate 

truths. 

Guardians' Education: Guardians undergo rigorous training that emphasizes courage, self-discipline, 

and an aversion to luxury. They are taught to prioritize the common good over personal interests. 



 

 

Rousseau's Perspective on Plato's "The Republic": 

Jean-Jacques Rousseau, in his work "Emile," praised Plato's "The Republic" as the finest treatise on 

education. Rousseau admired Plato's ideas of molding individuals through a carefully designed 

education system that shapes their character and values. However, Rousseau also had reservations 

about certain aspects of Plato's approach: 

Natural Development: Rousseau believed in the importance of a child's natural development and 

spontaneous learning. He criticized Plato's early separation of children from their families, asserting 

that family interactions are crucial for emotional and moral development. 

Individuality: Rousseau valued individuality and criticized the idea of categorizing individuals into 

distinct classes early on. He believed that education should respect individual inclinations and 

potentials. 

Sensory Experience: Rousseau emphasized sensory experience and hands-on learning. He was 

skeptical of Plato's emphasis on abstract philosophy, preferring practical skills and direct interaction 

with the environment. 

State Control: Rousseau's ideas on education stressed the importance of parental involvement and 

autonomy in educating children. He was concerned about the state's extensive control over 

educational institutions, which he believed could lead to uniformity and indoctrination. 

In conclusion, while Plato's educational scheme in "The Republic" is comprehensive and influential, 

Rousseau's endorsement of it as the finest treatise on education is not universally agreed upon. 

While Rousseau admired Plato's emphasis on shaping character through education, he also 

highlighted areas where he disagreed, particularly regarding the role of family, individuality, and the 

balance between state control and personal autonomy in education. The comparison underscores 

the complexity of educational theories and their implications for shaping individuals and societies. 

 

 

Q3. Explain the significance of the Golden Mean in Aristotle’s writings. How is it reflected in his 

idea of the best practicable state?  

Ans. The concept of the "Golden Mean" is a central element in Aristotle's ethical and political 

philosophy. It refers to the idea of finding a balanced middle ground between extremes in various 

virtues and actions. Aristotle believed that virtue lies in moderation, avoiding both excess and 

deficiency. This principle is essential for achieving moral excellence and harmonious living, and it also 

has implications for his idea of the best practicable state. 

Significance of the Golden Mean: 

In Aristotle's ethical theory, he identifies virtues as a mean between extremes. For example, 

courage is the mean between recklessness (excess) and cowardice (deficiency). Generosity is the 

mean between wastefulness and stinginess. The Golden Mean is significant for several reasons: 

Moral Excellence: Aristotle believed that living a virtuous life leads to moral excellence (eudaimonia), 

which is the ultimate goal of human existence. Virtue involves finding the right balance in actions 

and attitudes, resulting in a well-lived life. 



 

 

Avoiding Extremes: Excess and deficiency in virtues lead to vices. By adhering to the Golden Mean, 

individuals avoid extremes that can harm themselves and others. It promotes a stable and 

harmonious character. 

Cultivating Virtue: Aristotle's philosophy emphasizes the cultivation of virtues as habits. Practicing 

the Golden Mean helps individuals develop virtuous dispositions over time, contributing to their 

moral growth. 

Reflection in Aristotle's Idea of the Best Practicable State: 

Aristotle applies the concept of the Golden Mean not only to individual virtues but also to his 

political philosophy, particularly in his work "Politics." He outlines his idea of the best practicable 

state, which he calls the polity or the mixed constitution. 

Avoiding Extremes in Government Types: Aristotle analyzes different forms of government, 

including monarchy, aristocracy, and democracy. He finds that each pure form tends to degenerate 

into its extreme counterpart (tyranny, oligarchy, and ochlocracy). The best practicable state is a 

mixture or balanced combination of these forms, preventing the vices associated with extremes. 

Balanced Representation: Aristotle argues for a middle-class-dominated polity, as he believes that 

the middle class is less likely to pursue excessive wealth or power. This middle class acts as a buffer 

against the excesses of both the wealthy elite and the impoverished masses. 

Civic Virtue: Aristotle asserts that the citizens' character and virtue are crucial for the stability and 

success of the state. Citizens must practice the virtues of the Golden Mean to promote justice, 

cooperation, and the common good. 

Aim for the Common Interest: In the best practicable state, laws and institutions should aim for the 

common interest rather than favoring the interests of a particular class. This reflects the idea of 

finding a balanced approach that benefits the society as a whole. 

In conclusion, the Golden Mean is a foundational concept in Aristotle's philosophy, guiding 

individuals to seek moderation and balance in virtues and actions. This principle is reflected in his 

political philosophy as he advocates for a balanced and mixed constitution in the best practicable 

state. The pursuit of the Golden Mean at both the individual and societal levels contributes to the 

overall well-being, stability, and moral excellence of individuals and the state. 

 

 

Q4. Critically examine the principles of statecraft, as expounded by Machiavelli.  

Ans. Niccolò Machiavelli's principles of statecraft, as expounded in his seminal work "The Prince," 

have sparked debates and discussions for centuries. Machiavelli's pragmatic and often controversial 

advice on political leadership, power, and governance challenges traditional moral and ethical norms. 

Let's critically examine his principles of statecraft: 

1. Realism and Practicality: 

Machiavelli's political philosophy is rooted in realism. He believed that rulers should focus on the 

practical realities of maintaining power and stability, even if it means acting ruthlessly or resorting to 

deceit. He famously argued that rulers should prioritize effectiveness over morality. 



 

 

Critique: While Machiavelli's emphasis on practicality acknowledges the challenges of governance, 

critics argue that his approach can lead to unethical behavior, undermine trust, and neglect the 

moral dimensions of leadership. 

2. Ends Justify the Means: 

Machiavelli is often associated with the idea that the ends (achieving political stability and power) 

justify the means (even if those means are morally questionable). He argued that rulers should use 

whatever methods necessary to achieve their goals, even if it involves manipulation, violence, or 

betrayal. 

Critique: Critics contend that this approach can lead to abuse of power, corruption, and the erosion 

of ethical values. It neglects the long-term consequences of unethical actions and may result in 

public resentment and instability. 

3. Separation of Ethics and Politics: 

Machiavelli suggested that rulers should separate personal ethics from political decisions. He argued 

that rulers may need to engage in actions that are morally wrong if they contribute to the stability 

and strength of the state. 

Critique: Critics argue that the separation of ethics and politics can create a dangerous moral 

vacuum, allowing leaders to justify harmful actions without accountability. 

4. Fear and Love: 

Machiavelli discusses whether it is better for a ruler to be feared or loved. He concludes that it's safer 

to be feared, as love is fickle and easily lost, while fear can lead to obedience and deter challenges. 

Critique: Critics question the sustainability of ruling by fear alone, as it can lead to resentment and 

potential rebellion. Building genuine support and loyalty among subjects is vital for long-term 

stability. 

5. Flexibility and Adaptability: 

Machiavelli advises rulers to be flexible and adapt their strategies to changing circumstances. He 

warns against rigidity and emphasizes the importance of being responsive to new challenges. 

Critique: While adaptability is important, critics argue that an excessive focus on expediency can lead 

to inconsistency and erode trust among citizens and allies. 

6. Virtù and Fortuna: 

Machiavelli distinguishes between virtù (a ruler's skill, strength, and strategic intelligence) and 

fortuna (external factors beyond a ruler's control). He suggests that a successful ruler needs both 

qualities to navigate complex political situations. 

Critique: Critics note that relying on fortuna might undermine the ruler's agency and responsibility 

for decision-making, allowing external factors to overshadow effective leadership. 

In conclusion, Machiavelli's principles of statecraft challenge conventional notions of ethical 

governance and emphasize the pragmatic pursuit of power and stability. While his insights into 

political realities have enduring value, his ideas have been criticized for advocating unethical 

behavior and undermining the importance of moral leadership. The debate over Machiavelli's 

principles continues to shape discussions on the ethics and responsibilities of political leaders. 



 

 

 

 

Q5. Discuss Hobbes’s views on the State of Nature. Do they differ from that of Locke? Give reasons. 

Ans. Thomas Hobbes and John Locke were both influential philosophers of the social contract 

tradition, but their views on the state of nature, the hypothetical condition prior to the 

establishment of civil society, differed significantly. Let's examine their respective views on the state 

of nature and the differences between them: 

Hobbes's Views on the State of Nature: 

Hobbes's view of the state of nature is characterized by a bleak and pessimistic outlook. He 

famously described the state of nature as a condition of "war of every man against every man." In 

this state, individuals are driven by their fundamental desires for self-preservation and self-

interest. According to Hobbes, several key features define the state of nature: 

Equality and Scarcity: Hobbes argued that in the state of nature, individuals are relatively equal in 

terms of physical and mental capabilities. However, scarcity of resources and the fear of being 

deprived by others lead to competition and conflict. 

Insecurity and Fear: The absence of a central authority to enforce laws and settle disputes results in 

a constant state of insecurity and fear. Individuals are driven by a natural right to self-preservation, 

which can lead to violence and chaos. 

War of All Against All: Hobbes famously characterized the state of nature as a "war of every man 

against every man." In this condition, there are no enforceable rules or moral constraints, leading to 

a constant struggle for power and survival. 

Rational Self-Interest: Hobbes believed that individuals are motivated primarily by their own self-

interest. The pursuit of self-preservation is the driving force behind human actions. 

Locke's Views on the State of Nature: 

John Locke's view of the state of nature is more optimistic compared to Hobbes. Locke believed 

that the state of nature is characterized by a natural law that governs the behavior of individuals. 

While it is not without challenges, Locke's state of nature differs from Hobbes's in several ways: 

Natural Rights: Locke argued that in the state of nature, individuals have natural rights to life, liberty, 

and property. These rights are inherent and preexist any political authority. 

Limited Conflict: While Locke acknowledged the potential for conflicts over property, he believed 

that individuals have a natural duty to respect the rights of others. This duty helps mitigate the 

extreme violence and conflict described by Hobbes. 

Reason and Rationality: Locke believed that individuals possess reason and rationality, which enable 

them to understand the natural law and recognize the rights of others. This rationality leads to 

cooperation and the potential for peaceful resolution of disputes. 

Government for Protection: Unlike Hobbes, Locke saw the state of nature as not necessarily leading 

to chaos. However, he acknowledged that the lack of impartial judges and a reliable authority to 

enforce natural law might necessitate the establishment of civil society and government to ensure 

the protection of rights. 



 

 

Differences and Reasons: 

The primary difference between Hobbes and Locke's views on the state of nature lies in their 

assessment of human nature and the role of reason and natural law. Hobbes's pessimistic view 

emphasizes the harshness of human nature and the absence of moral constraints, leading to a war-

like scenario. In contrast, Locke's more optimistic view highlights the potential for rational 

cooperation and the recognition of natural rights, which can mitigate conflict. 

The differences in their views can be attributed to their distinct historical contexts and 

philosophical perspectives. Hobbes wrote during a period of political turmoil and upheaval (English 

Civil War), which influenced his skepticism about human nature and the need for strong central 

authority. Locke, on the other hand, wrote after the Glorious Revolution, a time of relatively more 

stability, which informed his belief in the potential for individuals to cooperate based on reason and 

natural rights. 

In summary, Hobbes and Locke's views on the state of nature differ significantly due to their 

perspectives on human nature, rationality, and the role of natural law. Hobbes's pessimism contrasts 

with Locke's more optimistic outlook on human behavior in the absence of political authority. 

 

 

Q6. Analyze the notion of consent and theory of resistance in Locke’s political writings. 

Ans. John Locke's political writings, particularly in his work "Two Treatises of Government," are 

known for their emphasis on the notions of consent and the theory of resistance. These concepts 

play a crucial role in Locke's justification for limited government, individual rights, and the legitimacy 

of political authority. Let's analyze Locke's notions of consent and the theory of resistance: 

Consent: 

Locke's theory of government is rooted in the idea that political authority derives from the consent 

of the governed. He argues that individuals are born with natural rights to life, liberty, and property. 

In the state of nature, individuals have the freedom to act according to their own judgments but 

must also respect the natural law, which prohibits harming others in their rights. 

1. Express Consent: Locke posits that individuals enter into civil society through an explicit or tacit 

social contract. Express consent involves a direct agreement to be governed by a specific authority. 

Tacit consent is given when individuals benefit from the protections and services provided by a 

government and choose to remain within its jurisdiction. 

2. Limits on Government: Consent is a crucial condition for political legitimacy. Government's 

authority is legitimate only if it is derived from the consent of the governed. Furthermore, Locke 

asserts that governments are established to protect individuals' natural rights, and if they fail to fulfill 

this purpose, individuals have the right to withdraw their consent. 

Theory of Resistance: 

Locke's theory of resistance is closely tied to the notion of consent. He argues that if a government 

violates its duty to protect natural rights and becomes tyrannical, individuals have the right to resist 

such government. Resistance, however, is not a license for rebellion at any sign of disagreement. 

Locke establishes criteria for justified resistance: 



 

 

1. Protection of Natural Rights: Government's primary responsibility is to protect individuals' natural 

rights. If a government violates these rights systematically and severely, individuals have the right to 

resist. 

2. Violation of Trust: When a government exceeds its rightful authority and acts contrary to the 

purpose for which it was established (i.e., protecting rights), it loses its legitimacy and individuals are 

no longer bound by their consent. 

3. Last Resort: Resistance is a last resort when peaceful means of addressing grievances are 

exhausted. Locke's theory discourages hasty rebellion and advocates for reasonable attempts to 

rectify the situation before resorting to resistance. 

4. Minimalist Approach: Locke's theory of resistance does not necessarily call for overthrowing the 

government entirely. It allows for corrective measures that restore government's proper function and 

respect for rights. 

Significance and Legacy: 

Locke's notions of consent and the theory of resistance were revolutionary in their time and have 

had a lasting impact on political thought and practice. They laid the foundation for the concept of 

popular sovereignty, the idea that governments derive their legitimacy from the consent of the 

governed. Locke's emphasis on individual rights and justified resistance influenced democratic 

movements and the development of constitutional government. 

In conclusion, John Locke's political writings underscore the centrality of consent and the theory of 

resistance in his philosophy. These notions emphasize the importance of legitimate political 

authority, the protection of natural rights, and the right of individuals to resist oppressive 

governments when their rights are violated. Locke's ideas have profoundly shaped modern 

conceptions of government, democracy, and individual rights. 


