
 

 

Political Sociology PYQ 2019 

 

Q1. Critically analyse the Weberian notion of power and authority.  

Ans. Max Weber, a prominent sociologist, developed a comprehensive framework for understanding 

power and authority in society. His ideas on these concepts remain influential and have been widely 

analyzed and critiqued. Here's a critical analysis of Weber's notions of power and authority: 

Weber's Notion of Power: 

1. Power as the Ability to Influence: Weber defined power as the ability of an individual or a group 

to influence or control the behavior of others, even against their will. This definition is broad and 

encompasses various forms of power, including political, economic, and social power. 

2. Types of Authority: Weber categorized authority into three ideal types: traditional, charismatic, 

and legal-rational. While this typology provides a useful framework, some critics argue that it 

oversimplifies the complexity of authority forms in practice. 

3. Critique: One criticism of Weber's concept of power is that it tends to focus on the individual or 

the group exercising power, neglecting the structural and systemic aspects of power relations. 

Power is not solely a product of individual or group attributes but is also embedded in social 

structures and institutions. 

4. Influence of Institutions: Power often derives from positions within institutions, such as 

government, corporations, or religious organizations. Weber's framework doesn't always capture 

the interplay between institutional power and individual/group power. 

5. Subjectivity: Weber's concept of power is subjective, as it relies on the perception of those being 

influenced or controlled. This can be problematic as perceptions can vary widely, and some 

individuals or groups may not recognize their own subjugation. 

Weber's Notion of Authority: 

1. Traditional Authority: Weber described traditional authority as based on long-standing customs 

and traditions. While this concept is valuable, critics argue that it can reinforce existing 

hierarchies and inequalities by legitimizing outdated norms. 

2. Charismatic Authority: Charismatic authority is founded on the personal qualities and charisma 

of a leader. Critics note that this type of authority can be unpredictable and may lead to 

authoritarianism or cults of personality. 

3. Legal-Rational Authority: Weber saw legal-rational authority as the most stable form, grounded 

in laws, rules, and rational procedures. While this type of authority can provide stability and 

predictability, it can also perpetuate injustices if the legal framework is flawed or biased. 

4. Overemphasis on Authority Types: Weber's typology of authority has been critiqued for 

oversimplifying the diversity of authority systems in practice. Many real-world authority 

structures exhibit a mix of traditional, charismatic, and legal-rational elements. 

5. Cultural and Historical Context: Critics argue that Weber's framework does not sufficiently 

account for cultural and historical variations in authority systems. What constitutes legitimate 

authority can vary significantly across societies and eras. 

6. Gender and Intersectionality: Weber's analysis of power and authority tends to overlook the 

intersections of power relations, such as gender, race, and class. It does not fully address how 

these intersecting factors shape authority and influence. 



 

 

In conclusion, Max Weber's notions of power and authority provide a valuable framework for 

understanding social relations. However, they are not without limitations. Critics argue that his 

concepts may oversimplify the complexities of power dynamics, underemphasize structural factors, 

and not adequately consider cultural and historical variations. Nevertheless, Weber's work remains a 

foundational contribution to the study of sociology and power relations, and it continues to be a 

subject of scholarly debate and refinement. 

 

 

Q2. How did Citizenship rights come into being? Discuss. 

Ans. Citizenship rights, as we understand them today, have evolved over centuries and have been 

shaped by historical events, social movements, legal developments, and changes in political thought. 

The concept of citizenship rights did not emerge fully formed but evolved gradually through 

various stages: 

1. Ancient Roots: The idea of citizenship has ancient origins in civilizations such as Greece and 

Rome. In Athens, for example, citizens had certain rights and responsibilities, including the right 

to participate in the political process and serve in the military. However, these rights were limited 

to a small portion of the population, excluding women, slaves, and non-citizens. 

2. Medieval Feudalism: During the Middle Ages in Europe, the concept of citizenship was largely 

tied to feudalism. Rights and privileges were often based on social hierarchies, with peasants 

having fewer rights than nobles. This period saw limited civic participation and individual rights. 

3. The Enlightenment: The Enlightenment, a period of intellectual and philosophical development 

in the 17th and 18th centuries, had a significant impact on the evolution of citizenship rights. 

Thinkers like John Locke and Jean-Jacques Rousseau promoted the idea of natural rights and the 

social contract, which laid the foundation for modern notions of individual rights and the role of 

government. 

4. American and French Revolutions: The American Revolution (1775-1783) and the French 

Revolution (1789-1799) were pivotal in advancing the concept of citizenship rights. Documents 

like the United States Constitution and the Bill of Rights enshrined fundamental rights such as 

freedom of speech, religion, and assembly. The French Revolution introduced the Declaration of 

the Rights of Man and of the Citizen, which asserted the principles of liberty, equality, and 

fraternity. 

5. Expansion of Suffrage: In the 19th and early 20th centuries, many countries began to expand 

suffrage rights, granting the right to vote to a broader segment of the population. This expansion 

of suffrage was often accompanied by the recognition of other political and civil rights. 

6. Women's Suffrage: The struggle for women's suffrage was a significant part of the broader civil 

rights movement. Women's suffrage was achieved in various countries during the late 19th and 

early 20th centuries, and it marked a crucial step toward gender equality in citizenship rights. 

7. Post-World War II Era: The aftermath of World War II saw the development of international 

human rights norms, with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948) being a landmark 

document. It laid out a broad range of civil, political, economic, social, and cultural rights that 

were recognized as fundamental for all individuals, regardless of their nationality. 

8. Civil Rights Movements: Civil rights movements, such as the American Civil Rights Movement of 

the 1950s and 1960s, played a pivotal role in securing and expanding citizenship rights for 

marginalized groups, particularly racial minorities. These movements brought about legal and 

social changes aimed at ending segregation and discrimination. 



 

 

9. Globalization and Transnational Citizenship: In the contemporary era, globalization has 

challenged traditional notions of citizenship as individuals and groups increasingly engage in 

transnational activities. Issues like migration and refugees have raised questions about the rights 

and responsibilities of individuals across borders. 

10. Ongoing Struggles: The struggle for citizenship rights continues in many parts of the world, with 

debates over issues like LGBTQ+ rights, indigenous rights, and the rights of refugees and migrants 

shaping the contemporary discourse on citizenship. 

In summary, citizenship rights have a complex and evolving history that reflects the changing 

dynamics of societies, politics, and thought. They have been shaped by historical events, political 

philosophy, social movements, and legal developments. The recognition and expansion of citizenship 

rights have been marked by progress and setbacks, and they remain central to the ongoing quest for 

social justice and equality in diverse societies. 

 

 

Q3. Who are the power elite? Do they form a cohesive group?  

Ans. The concept of a "power elite" refers to a small, interconnected group of individuals who hold 

significant political, economic, and social power in a society. This idea was popularized by sociologist 

C. Wright Mills in his 1956 book "The Power Elite." According to Mills, the power elite in the United 

States consists of leaders from three key sectors: 

a) Political Leadership: This group includes high-ranking government officials, such as the 

President, members of Congress, and senior bureaucrats. It also encompasses influential 

figures in political parties and campaign finance. 

b) Economic Leadership: The economic elite consists of leaders of major corporations, banks, 

and financial institutions. These individuals wield substantial economic power and often 

influence government policies to serve their economic interests. 

c) Military Leadership: The military elite includes high-ranking officers in the armed forces, as 

well as defense contractors. This group plays a critical role in shaping defense and foreign 

policy. 

Mills argued that these three sectors were interwoven, forming a cohesive power structure that 

made important decisions and controlled the direction of the country. He contended that this power 

elite operated largely behind the scenes, influencing policy and maintaining the status quo. 

 

However, the idea of a cohesive and conspiratorial power elite has been the subject of debate and 

critique: 

Critiques and Challenges: 

a) Lack of Coherence: Critics argue that the power elite is not a monolithic or cohesive group 

with a single, unified agenda. Instead, it may consist of various individuals and factions with 

competing interests. For example, economic elites may have conflicting goals within their 

own class. 

b) Changing Dynamics: Societies are dynamic, and the composition of the power elite can 

change over time. New leaders emerge, and power structures can shift due to economic, 

technological, and political developments. 



 

 

c) Pluralism: An alternative view to Mills' power elite theory is pluralism, which suggests that 

power is dispersed among various interest groups, and decision-making is the result of 

competition and negotiation among these groups rather than the domination of a single 

elite. 

d) Transparency: While some aspects of decision-making may occur behind closed doors, many 

political and economic processes are subject to public scrutiny, media coverage, and 

oversight. This transparency can limit the ability of a secretive elite to control everything. 

e) Globalization: In an era of globalization, power and influence extend beyond national 

borders. Transnational corporations, international organizations, and global networks also 

play significant roles in shaping policies and decisions. 

In conclusion, the concept of a power elite remains a useful lens for understanding how power is 

concentrated in society, but it is not without its limitations and challenges. Whether the power elite 

is viewed as a cohesive group or a more fragmented and fluid network depends on the specific 

context and the perspective of the observer. Societies are complex, and power dynamics are 

multifaceted, making it difficult to provide a one-size-fits-all characterization of the power elite. 

 

 

Q4. Explain the concept of governmentality with suitable examples.  

Ans. Governmentality is a concept developed by the French philosopher and social theorist Michel 

Foucault. It refers to the way in which societies are governed, controlled, and regulated, not only by 

formal government institutions but also through a complex interplay of discourses, practices, and 

forms of knowledge. Governmentality focuses on the techniques and rationalities through which 

individuals and populations are managed and governed in modern societies. Here's an explanation 

of the concept with suitable examples: 

1. Historical Context: Foucault introduced the concept of governmentality as part of his broader 

examination of power and knowledge in modern societies. He was interested in understanding 

how power operates in diverse ways beyond traditional notions of state authority. 

2. Government as a Rationality: Foucault argued that modern government goes beyond the 

functions of formal institutions like the state. It represents a rationality that encompasses various 

techniques, strategies, and discourses aimed at shaping individual and collective behavior. 

3. Examples of Governmentality: 

a. Public Health Campaigns: A classic example of governmentality is public health 

campaigns. Governments, in collaboration with experts and institutions, use information 

and persuasion to influence individuals' health behaviors. For instance, anti-smoking 

campaigns that use graphic images and statistics aim to govern individuals by 

discouraging smoking. 

b. Education Systems: Education systems can be seen as a form of governmentality. They 

produce knowledge and practices that shape individuals' behaviors, values, and 

identities. The curriculum, standardized testing, and teaching methods all contribute to 

the governance of individuals within society. 

c. Criminal Justice System: The criminal justice system, with its laws, policing, and 

correctional institutions, is a clear example of governmentality. It governs individuals' 

behaviors by setting norms and expectations, imposing sanctions for rule violations, and 

attempting to rehabilitate offenders. 



 

 

d. Welfare and Social Services: Welfare and social services are designed to govern 

populations by addressing social issues such as poverty and unemployment. They 

provide financial support and access to resources while also shaping individuals' 

eligibility and behaviors through policies and regulations. 

e. Surveillance and Technology: Modern surveillance technologies, from CCTV cameras to 

online tracking, are forms of governmentality. They monitor and regulate behavior by 

creating a sense of constant observation and the potential for consequences. 

4. Bio-Politics and Bio-Power: Foucault also introduced the concepts of bio-politics and bio-power 

within the framework of governmentality. Bio-politics refers to the governance of populations, 

their health, reproduction, and overall well-being. Governments use technologies and policies to 

manage these aspects of life. For example, family planning programs can be seen as a bio-

political intervention. Bio-power refers to the mechanisms and strategies employed to exercise 

this governance. 

5. Resistance and Contestation: Foucault's concept of governmentality does not imply passive 

submission to power but rather recognizes the potential for resistance and contestation. 

Individuals and groups can challenge and redefine the techniques and norms of governance. 

In summary, governmentality is a concept that illuminates how power operates in modern societies 

beyond formal government institutions. It emphasizes the role of knowledge, techniques, and 

rationalities in governing individuals and populations. Understanding governmentality helps analyze 

how various aspects of life, from health to education to surveillance, are shaped and regulated by 

complex systems of governance. 

 

 

Q5. Discuss with examples the development of anthropological studies on tribes.  

Ans. The study of tribes has been a significant area of anthropological research, contributing to our 

understanding of diverse cultures and societies. Anthropological studies on tribes have evolved over 

time, reflecting changing theoretical approaches and research methodologies. Here is an overview 

of the development of anthropological studies on tribes with relevant examples: 

1. Early Ethnography and Evolutionism (Late 19th and Early 20th Century): 

Example: Lewis Henry Morgan's work on the Iroquois Confederacy in North America. 

Development: Early anthropologists often viewed tribes through the lens of evolutionism, 

categorizing them as "primitive" societies. They conducted ethnographic studies to document tribal 

cultures, focusing on kinship, social organization, and material culture. Morgan's study of the 

Iroquois is a classic example of this approach. 

2. Functionalism and Structural-Functionalism (Early to Mid-20th Century): 

Example: Bronisław Malinowski's research in the Trobriand Islands of Papua New Guinea. 

Development: Functionalism emphasized understanding the functions of cultural practices within a 

society. Malinowski's immersive fieldwork in the Trobriand Islands is a landmark example. He focused 

on the practical functions of rituals, economic systems, and kinship in tribal life. 

3. Cultural Ecology and Cultural Materialism (Mid-20th Century): 



 

 

Example: Julian Steward's research on the Shoshone and Paiute tribes in the Great Basin of North 

America. 

Development: Cultural ecology and cultural materialism examined the relationship between a tribe's 

culture and its environment. Steward's work emphasized how environmental factors influenced 

subsistence strategies and cultural adaptations among the Shoshone and Paiute tribes. 

4. Symbolic and Interpretive Anthropology (Late 20th Century): 

Example: Clifford Geertz's study of the Balinese cockfight. 

Development: Symbolic and interpretive anthropology explored the significance of symbols, rituals, 

and cultural meanings within tribes. Geertz's work in Bali exemplifies this approach, where he delved 

into the deeper cultural meanings associated with the cockfight as a symbol of social status and 

power. 

5. Postcolonial and Indigenous Anthropology (Late 20th Century to Present): 

Example: The study of indigenous tribes in various regions, such as the Amazon rainforest or 

Australian Aboriginal communities. 

Development: Anthropological studies on tribes have increasingly emphasized the importance of 

respecting indigenous perspectives and collaborative research with tribal communities. These studies 

often focus on issues of identity, cultural preservation, land rights, and the impact of globalization on 

tribal societies. 

6. Political Ecology and Contemporary Concerns (Late 20th Century to Present): 

Example: The study of indigenous tribes' interactions with state governments, NGOs, and 

environmental conservation efforts. 

Development: Political ecology examines how tribal societies navigate contemporary challenges 

related to resource management, conservation, and political representation. Research in this area 

often addresses issues of power dynamics and environmental sustainability. 

7. Digital Anthropology (21st Century): 

Example: Ethnographic studies of online tribal communities, such as gaming clans or internet 

subcultures. 

Development: Digital anthropology explores how tribal-like communities can form and interact in 

the virtual realm. Researchers study online tribes to understand the dynamics of identity, belonging, 

and social organization in digital spaces. 

In summary, the study of tribes within anthropology has evolved from early evolutionary and 

functionalist approaches to more nuanced, culturally sensitive, and interdisciplinary perspectives. 

Researchers continue to investigate tribal societies while recognizing the importance of ethical 

considerations, collaborative research, and the changing realities faced by tribal communities in the 

modern world. 

 

 

Q6. How do totalitarian regimes exercise political rule? 



 

 

Ans. Totalitarian regimes exercise political rule through a highly centralized and authoritarian system 

of governance that seeks to exert control over nearly every aspect of society. These regimes are 

characterized by their extreme concentration of power, suppression of dissent, manipulation of 

information, and the use of coercive measures to maintain control. Here's how totalitarian regimes 

typically exercise political rule: 

1. Centralized Authority: Totalitarian regimes concentrate power in the hands of a single leader or 

a small ruling elite. These leaders often have unchecked authority, and decisions are made by a 

select few without meaningful checks and balances. 

2. Ideological Control: Totalitarian regimes typically have a dominant ideology or belief system that 

serves as the official state doctrine. This ideology often glorifies the ruling party or leader and 

justifies their absolute authority. Citizens are expected to conform to the prescribed ideology. 

3. Suppression of Opposition: Totalitarian regimes ruthlessly suppress any form of political 

opposition or dissent. This includes the persecution, imprisonment, or even execution of political 

dissidents, activists, and perceived enemies of the state. 

4. Censorship and Propaganda: Totalitarian governments tightly control the flow of information. 

They censor media, control education, and manipulate propaganda to shape public perception 

and maintain ideological conformity. State-controlled media outlets serve as propaganda tools. 

5. Surveillance: Totalitarian regimes often employ extensive surveillance mechanisms to monitor 

the activities and communications of their citizens. This includes the use of intelligence agencies, 

informants, and advanced technology for tracking individuals. 

6. Control of Institutions: Totalitarian governments extend their control to various institutions, 

including the judiciary, military, and law enforcement agencies. These institutions are often used 

to enforce the regime's will and suppress dissent. 

7. Election Manipulation: In some cases, totalitarian regimes hold elections, but these are typically 

tightly controlled and manipulated to ensure the ruling party's victory. Opposition parties may be 

banned or marginalized, and voter intimidation can be widespread. 

8. State Economy: Totalitarian regimes often exercise control over the economy through state 

ownership of key industries and resources. This allows the government to exert influence over 

economic activities and reward loyal supporters. 

9. Cult of Personality: Many totalitarian leaders cultivate a cult of personality, where they are 

portrayed as infallible and revered figures. This personality cult serves to consolidate their power 

and legitimize their rule. 

10. Isolationism: Totalitarian regimes may adopt isolationist foreign policies, limiting contact with 

the outside world and controlling international information flows. This isolation can help 

maintain their grip on power. 

11. Use of Force: When necessary, totalitarian regimes are willing to use force to crush opposition or 

suppress uprisings. This may involve deploying the military or paramilitary forces against 

protesters or perceived threats. 

12. Total Control of Social Life: Totalitarian governments extend their reach into all aspects of 

society, including cultural and social life. They may impose strict moral codes, control artistic 

expression, and regulate religious institutions to ensure conformity with the regime's ideology. 

It's important to note that not all authoritarian governments are totalitarian. While authoritarian 

regimes also exercise significant control, totalitarianism represents an extreme and all-encompassing 

form of authoritarian rule characterized by its complete domination of society and individuals. 

Examples of totalitarian regimes in history include Nazi Germany under Adolf Hitler, the Soviet Union 

under Joseph Stalin, and North Korea under the Kim dynasty. 



 

 

 

 

Q7. Write an essay on the nature of everyday state in India. 

Ans. The "everyday state" in India, often referred to as the "everyday bureaucracy," plays a crucial 

role in the lives of its citizens. It encompasses the various state institutions and agents at the 

grassroots level who interact directly with the people, delivering public services, implementing 

government policies, and mediating between citizens and the formal state apparatus. Understanding 

the nature of the everyday state in India is essential to grasp the complexities of governance and 

citizenship in this diverse and populous nation. 

Historical Background: 

The roots of the everyday state in India can be traced back to the British colonial period when the 

colonial administration established local-level bureaucracies to manage various aspects of 

governance, including revenue collection, law enforcement, and public service delivery. Post-

independence, India inherited and expanded upon these structures to create a vast and 

decentralized bureaucracy that reaches into the remotest corners of the country. 

Key Characteristics of the Everyday State in India: 

1. Decentralization: India's everyday state operates through a decentralized system, with officials 

and agencies at the district, sub-district (tehsil or taluka), and village levels. This enables local 

responsiveness and adaptation to specific regional and cultural contexts. 

2. Frontline Workers: Frontline state workers, often referred to as "babus" or "sarkari employees," 

are the face of the everyday state. They include teachers, healthcare workers, police officers, and 

administrative personnel who interact directly with citizens in their day-to-day lives. 

3. Service Delivery: One of the primary functions of the everyday state is service delivery. This 

includes education, healthcare, sanitation, public distribution systems, and various welfare 

programs aimed at poverty alleviation and social development. 

4. Local Governance: India has a three-tier system of local governance known as Panchayati Raj, 

which includes gram panchayats (village councils), panchayat samitis (block-level councils), and 

zila parishads (district councils). These local bodies play a significant role in grassroots 

governance. 

5. Corruption and Clientelism: The everyday state in India has been plagued by issues of corruption 

and clientelism, where state officials may demand bribes or engage in patronage networks to 

deliver services or resolve administrative matters. This has been a persistent challenge. 

6. Intersection with Caste and Religion: The everyday state often intersects with India's deeply 

entrenched social hierarchies, caste system, and religious diversity. Discrimination and bias based 

on caste, religion, or gender can affect citizens' experiences with the state. 

7. Challenges and Reform Efforts: The Indian government has recognized the need for reforming 

the everyday state to improve efficiency, transparency, and accountability. Initiatives like e-

governance, direct benefit transfers, and citizen charters aim to streamline service delivery and 

reduce corruption. 

8. Bureaucratic Red Tape: Bureaucratic red tape and excessive paperwork have been common 

complaints among citizens dealing with the everyday state. This can hinder access to services and 

create frustration. 

9. Local Variations: The nature of the everyday state can vary significantly across states and regions 

in India, depending on factors like governance capacity, political dynamics, and local cultures. 



 

 

Conclusion: 

The everyday state in India is a complex and multifaceted entity that influences the lives of millions 

of people. It is both a source of public services and a site of challenges like corruption and 

discrimination. Understanding its nature is essential for addressing the complexities of governance 

and improving the delivery of services to India's diverse and vast population. Reforms aimed at 

enhancing transparency, accountability, and efficiency are ongoing, reflecting the Indian state's 

commitment to better serve its citizens at the grassroots level. 


