
 

 

Political Sociology PYQ 2020 

 

Q1. Differentiate between power and authority. What are the three kinds of authority according to 

Weber?  

Ans. Power and authority are related concepts in sociology and political science, but they have 

distinct meanings and characteristics: 

Power: 

Power refers to the ability or capacity to influence or control the behavior, actions, or decisions of 

others, even if they resist. It is the capacity to make things happen and to achieve one's goals, often 

through coercion, persuasion, or force. Power can be both formal and informal and may not 

necessarily involve legitimate authority. Power can be wielded by individuals, groups, organizations, 

or states. 

Key points about power: 

• It is often associated with the ability to enforce one's will, even against resistance. 

• Power can be legitimate or illegitimate, depending on the means and methods used to exercise 

it. 

• Power may or may not be based on authority. 

Authority: 

Authority, on the other hand, refers to the legitimate or recognized right to exercise power or control 

over others. It is the belief or acceptance by individuals or society that a person or entity has the 

right to make decisions and give orders. Authority is typically associated with legitimacy and is a 

socially sanctioned form of power. 

According to Max Weber, there are three types of authority: 

a) Traditional Authority: Traditional authority is based on long-standing customs, traditions, and 

hereditary rights. It is typically found in traditional societies where power is passed down from 

generation to generation. The authority figure is respected and obeyed because they represent 

the historical continuity of the society's values and norms. Examples include monarchs and tribal 

leaders. 

b) Legal-Rational Authority: Legal-rational authority is based on a formal system of rules and laws. 

It is characteristic of modern bureaucratic organizations and institutions. People obey authority 

figures not because of their personal qualities or lineage but because they hold positions within 

a legally established hierarchy. Political leaders, government officials, and corporate executives 

often derive their authority from legal-rational systems. 

c) Charismatic Authority: Charismatic authority is based on the personal qualities, charisma, and 

exceptional attributes of an individual leader. Followers believe in the leader's extraordinary 

abilities, vision, or personality. Charismatic authority can be temporary and is often associated 

with social or political movements led by charismatic leaders. Examples include Martin Luther 

King Jr. or Mahatma Gandhi. 



 

 

In summary, power refers to the ability to influence or control others, while authority is the 

legitimate right to exercise power. Max Weber identified three types of authority: traditional, legal-

rational, and charismatic, each based on different sources of legitimacy and societal acceptance. 

These forms of authority shape how individuals and institutions exercise power within societies. 

 

 

Q2. Explore the linkages between citizenship, class relations and social struggles through history.  

Ans. The linkages between citizenship, class relations, and social struggles have been a central theme 

in the study of political and social history. These linkages highlight how class dynamics and social 

movements have shaped the concept of citizenship and the rights and privileges associated with it. 

Here is an exploration of these linkages through history: 

1. Ancient Greece and the Birth of Citizenship: 

• In ancient Athens, citizenship was closely tied to class relations. Only free, property-owning men 

were considered citizens and had the right to participate in the political life of the city-state. 

• The lower classes, including slaves and non-citizens, were excluded from citizenship rights and 

often engaged in social struggles to gain recognition and rights. Movements like the Helot revolts 

in Sparta and the struggles of metics in Athens exemplify this. 

2. Feudalism and the Estates System: 

• During the feudal era in Europe, the concept of citizenship as we understand it today was largely 

absent. Instead, society was divided into estates, with the clergy, nobility, and commoners (serfs 

and peasants) having distinct roles and rights. 

• Social struggles in this period often revolved around class relations, with peasant uprisings such 

as the Jacquerie in France and the Peasants' Revolt in England challenging the feudal order. 

3. Enlightenment and the Emergence of Modern Citizenship: 

• The Enlightenment era in the 17th and 18th centuries saw the development of modern ideas 

about citizenship, individual rights, and equality. Thinkers like John Locke and Jean-Jacques 

Rousseau argued for the rights of citizens regardless of their social status. 

• The American and French Revolutions in the late 18th century marked a turning point in the 

history of citizenship. These revolutions aimed to dismantle aristocratic privileges and establish 

the principle of citizenship based on equality before the law. 

4. Industrialization and Class Struggles: 

• The industrial revolution in the 19th century brought about significant changes in class relations. 

The emergence of a working class in industrialized societies led to labor movements and 

struggles for workers' rights. 

• Citizenship rights expanded to include labor rights, such as the right to organize, collective 

bargaining, and social welfare. These rights were often achieved through social movements and 

labor unions. 

5. Civil Rights Movement in the United States: 



 

 

• The mid-20th-century civil rights movement in the United States is a prominent example of the 

interplay between citizenship, class relations, and social struggles. African Americans, especially 

in the South, faced severe racial segregation and disenfranchisement. 

• Through nonviolent protests and legal actions, civil rights activists challenged racial 

discrimination and fought for equal citizenship rights, including voting rights and desegregation. 

6. Contemporary Globalization and Inequality: 

• In the context of contemporary globalization, class relations and social struggles continue to 

shape citizenship debates. Economic inequality, globalization, and the erosion of labor rights 

have sparked social movements advocating for workers' rights, environmental justice, and 

equitable citizenship. 

• The Occupy Wall Street movement, anti-globalization protests, and movements for racial and 

gender equality exemplify these struggles. 

In summary, the linkages between citizenship, class relations, and social struggles have evolved over 

history. Citizenship rights have expanded to encompass various dimensions, including political, civil, 

and social rights, often as a result of social movements and class-based struggles. These linkages 

illustrate how the concept of citizenship is deeply intertwined with the dynamics of class and social 

justice throughout history. 

 

 

Q3. Examine the role of state in everyday life. 

Ans. The role of the state in everyday life is extensive and multifaceted, as it plays a crucial role in 

governing society, providing services, and shaping various aspects of individuals' daily lives. Here is 

an examination of the role of the state in everyday life: 

Governance and Regulation: 

The state establishes and enforces laws and regulations that govern various aspects of daily life, 

including traffic rules, property rights, and consumer protection. These regulations create a 

framework for social order and safety. 

Justice and Legal System: 

The state operates the legal system, including courts, law enforcement agencies, and prisons. 

Individuals interact with the legal system in various ways, such as seeking justice, resolving disputes, 

or facing criminal charges. 

Education: 

State governments often oversee and fund public education systems, including schools and 

universities. Citizens access education through state-funded institutions, and the state sets 

curriculum standards and education policies. 

Healthcare: 

In many countries, the state plays a role in healthcare by providing or regulating health services. This 

can include public hospitals, healthcare programs, and public health initiatives aimed at disease 

prevention. 



 

 

Social Welfare: 

The state may provide social welfare programs, such as unemployment benefits, food assistance, and 

housing support, to help individuals and families in need. These programs are intended to alleviate 

poverty and improve the quality of life. 

Infrastructure and Public Services: 

The state is responsible for the construction and maintenance of public infrastructure, including 

roads, bridges, water supply, and sewage systems. It also provides public services such as public 

transportation and sanitation. 

Taxation and Revenue Collection: 

The state collects taxes from individuals and businesses to fund its operations and public services. 

Taxation affects citizens' financial decisions and expenditures and can have a significant impact on 

their everyday lives. 

Consumer Protection: 

States often enact consumer protection laws and regulations to ensure the safety and fairness of 

goods and services available in the market. This includes product safety standards and regulations 

against fraudulent practices. 

Environmental Regulation: 

The state plays a critical role in environmental protection and regulation. It sets environmental 

standards, monitors pollution, and enforces regulations to safeguard natural resources and mitigate 

environmental risks. 

National Defense and Security: 

The state is responsible for national defense and security, which includes the military, intelligence 

agencies, and law enforcement. Citizens rely on the state to protect them from external threats and 

maintain internal security. 

Civil Rights and Liberties: 

The state plays a central role in upholding civil rights and liberties, such as freedom of speech, 

assembly, and religion. The state's actions and policies can either protect or infringe upon these 

rights. 

Public Policy and Decision-Making: 

Citizens engage with the state by participating in elections, voting on policies, and advocating for 

their interests through various forms of political engagement. Public policy decisions made by the 

state can have far-reaching effects on society. 

In summary, the state's role in everyday life is extensive and covers a wide range of areas, including 

governance, regulation, public services, and social welfare. The state's actions and policies 

profoundly influence individuals' daily experiences, rights, and opportunities, making it a central 

institution in modern societies. 

 

 



 

 

Q4. Analyse Foucault’s theory of power and subject formation in modern societies. 

Ans. Michel Foucault, a prominent French philosopher and social theorist, developed a complex 

theory of power and subject formation in modern societies. His work challenged traditional 

understandings of power and how it operates in society. Here, we analyze Foucault's theory of 

power and subject formation: 

1. Power as Everywhere and Nowhere: 

• Foucault's theory begins with the premise that power is not a fixed entity held by a specific 

group or institution. Instead, power is dispersed throughout society and operates at multiple 

levels, from the state to institutions, organizations, and even individuals. 

• Power is not just about repression or coercion but is also productive, shaping norms, values, and 

behaviors. This concept challenges traditional notions of power as solely oppressive. 

2. Discourse and Knowledge: 

• Foucault emphasizes the role of discourse and knowledge in the exercise of power. Discourse 

refers to systems of knowledge, language, and communication that shape our understanding of 

reality. 

• Power operates through the control and manipulation of discourse. Those in power control what 

is considered "truth" or "knowledge," and this shapes how individuals perceive themselves and 

the world around them. 

3. Bio-Power and Governmentality: 

• Foucault introduced the concept of "bio-power" to describe how modern states and institutions 

govern populations. Bio-power involves the regulation of life and populations through 

mechanisms such as healthcare, education, and social services. 

• "Governmentality" refers to the techniques and strategies that states and institutions employ to 

manage and control populations. This includes surveillance, classification, and the use of 

statistics to govern more efficiently. 

4. Subject Formation: 

• Foucault's theory explores how individuals are formed as subjects through power relations. He 

argues that individuals are not pre-existing entities with fixed identities but are constructed 

through various discourses and power mechanisms. 

• The subject is not an autonomous, self-determining entity but rather a product of historical, 

cultural, and social forces. Foucault calls this the "subjectivization" of individuals. 

5. Discursive Practices and Social Norms: 

• Foucault emphasizes the role of discursive practices in shaping social norms and identities. For 

example, medical discourses shape our understanding of health and illness, and legal discourses 

shape our notions of justice and morality. 

• These discursive practices influence how individuals perceive themselves and their roles in 

society. They also set the boundaries of what is considered acceptable or deviant behavior. 

6. Resistance and Subversion: 



 

 

• While Foucault's theory highlights the pervasive nature of power, it also recognizes the potential 

for resistance and subversion. Individuals and groups can challenge dominant discourses and 

power structures. 

• Foucault is not prescriptive about resistance but believes that it can take various forms, from 

direct political action to subverting dominant narratives through art, literature, and other cultural 

practices. 

In summary, Foucault's theory of power and subject formation challenges conventional notions of 

power as solely repressive and hierarchical. He argues that power operates in dispersed, productive 

ways through discourses, knowledge, and institutions. Individuals are not autonomous entities but 

are shaped by power relations and constructed as subjects through various mechanisms. Foucault's 

work has had a profound impact on critical theory, sociology, and cultural studies, influencing how 

scholars and thinkers understand the dynamics of power in modern societies. 

 

 

Q5. What is the three-dimensional view of power? What are the strengths and limitations in 

understanding power relations.  

Ans. The three-dimensional view of power, often associated with political scientist Steven Lukes, 

offers a nuanced perspective on the concept of power in society. This view goes beyond the 

traditional one-dimensional understanding of power and recognizes multiple layers and dimensions 

of power relations. Here, we explore the three-dimensional view of power and its strengths and 

limitations: 

Three Dimensions of Power: 

1. First Dimension: The first dimension of power, often referred to as "overt" or "visible" power, 

involves the ability of one party to directly influence or control the behavior of another party. 

This dimension is evident when one group or individual can make decisions that affect the 

interests and actions of others. It is about who gets what and how decisions are made. 

2. Second Dimension: The second dimension of power, sometimes termed "hidden" or "latent" 

power, focuses on the agenda-setting process. It involves the ability of dominant groups or 

individuals to shape the political discourse and prevent certain issues or alternatives from being 

discussed or considered. It is not just about winning decisions but also about controlling the 

decision-making process itself. 

3. Third Dimension: The third dimension of power, often described as "radical" or "invisible" power, 

delves into the ability of the powerful to shape the beliefs, preferences, and consciousness of 

others to the extent that they accept and conform to the interests of the powerful. This 

dimension is about influencing people's perceptions, so they don't even realize their interests 

may differ from those in power. 

Strengths of the Three-Dimensional View of Power: 

1. Complexity: The three-dimensional view recognizes that power is not limited to overt actions or 

visible decisions. It acknowledges the subtle and often concealed ways in which power operates 

in society. 

2. Captures Manipulation of Agendas: It highlights the importance of controlling the political 

agenda and framing issues, which can be as influential as making decisions. This dimension 

addresses the potential for manipulation in democratic systems. 



 

 

3. Reveals Structural Inequities: The third dimension unveils the structural inequalities and 

socialization processes that maintain the status quo. It highlights how power can shape 

individuals' worldviews and preferences. 

Limitations of the Three-Dimensional View of Power: 

1. Subjectivity: The second and third dimensions of power can be highly subjective and challenging 

to measure. What one group sees as an attempt to control the agenda or shape perceptions, 

another may see as legitimate influence. 

2. Scope of Analysis: The three-dimensional view primarily focuses on the actions and influence of 

dominant groups or actors. It may not adequately address the ways in which marginalized or 

grassroots groups exercise power. 

3. Overly Negative View: Critics argue that the third dimension, by emphasizing the manipulation 

of consciousness, may paint an overly pessimistic view of power dynamics, potentially neglecting 

instances of resistance and agency. 

4. Practical Application: The three-dimensional view can be challenging to apply in empirical 

research and policymaking due to the complex and often covert nature of power. It may require 

sophisticated methods to uncover hidden and latent power dynamics. 

In conclusion, the three-dimensional view of power enriches our understanding of power relations 

by acknowledging the multifaceted ways in which power operates in society. While it offers valuable 

insights into the complexities of power, it also presents challenges in terms of measurement, 

subjectivity, and practical application. Despite these limitations, it remains a vital framework for 

analyzing and critiquing power dynamics in modern societies. 

 

 

Q6. Describe the changes in state – society relations that have occurred in the wake of 

liberalization in India. 

Ans. The process of liberalization in India, which began in earnest in the early 1990s, has brought 

about significant changes in state-society relations. Liberalization refers to the opening up of the 

Indian economy to market forces, foreign investment, and globalization, and it has had profound 

implications for various aspects of society. Here are some of the key changes in state-society 

relations in the wake of liberalization: 

Shift from a Regulated to a Market-Oriented Economy: 

• Before liberalization, the Indian economy was highly regulated, with the state playing a dominant 

role in economic planning and control. The state's role extended to industries, trade, and 

agriculture. 

• Liberalization brought about a shift toward a market-oriented economy, with reduced 

government intervention in various sectors. This change altered the relationship between the 

state and economic actors, such as businesses and entrepreneurs. 

Increased Role of Private Sector: 

• Liberalization encouraged the growth of the private sector, both domestic and foreign. As a 

result, private businesses gained prominence in the economy, challenging the state's traditional 

dominance. 



 

 

• State-society relations shifted as the private sector became a significant player in economic 

development, and new dynamics emerged in terms of business-government interactions. 

Impact on Labor and Workers: 

• Liberalization led to changes in labor markets, with greater flexibility and increased casualization 

of labor. Labor unions and workers found themselves negotiating with employers and the state 

under new economic conditions. 

• The relationship between labor unions and the state evolved as labor reforms and policies 

changed to accommodate the demands of liberalization. 

Civil Society and Advocacy Groups: 

• Liberalization coincided with the growth of civil society organizations and advocacy groups. 

These groups increasingly played a role in influencing state policies and holding the government 

accountable. 

• The state's engagement with civil society organizations became more complex, with both 

collaboration and conflict arising from differing perspectives and objectives. 

Globalization and Cultural Changes: 

• Liberalization facilitated increased cultural exchange and the flow of information through 

globalization. This brought about cultural changes and challenges to traditional norms and 

values. 

• The state had to respond to new societal dynamics arising from globalization, including cultural 

diversity, media influences, and evolving social norms. 

Impact on Agriculture and Rural Communities: 

• Liberalization also affected agriculture and rural communities, with changes in land ownership, 

agricultural practices, and access to markets. These changes influenced state policies related to 

rural development and agrarian reform. 

• The relationship between the state and rural communities shifted as farmers and rural residents 

adapted to new economic realities. 

Environmental Concerns and Regulations: 

• Liberalization raised environmental concerns due to increased industrialization and urbanization. 

Environmental advocacy groups and activists gained prominence, pressuring the state to enforce 

environmental regulations. 

• The state's role in environmental governance evolved as it sought to balance economic growth 

with sustainability and environmental protection. 

In summary, liberalization in India has brought about significant changes in state-society relations by 

shifting economic dynamics, empowering new actors, and leading to the emergence of civil society 

organizations and advocacy groups. These changes have necessitated adaptations in state policies, 

governance structures, and interactions between the state and various segments of society. The 

evolving state-society relations continue to shape India's socio-economic and political landscape. 


