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legal	terms	or	technological	measures	that	legally	restrict	others	from	doing	anything	the	license	permits.	You	do	not	have	to	comply	with	the	license	for	elements	of	the	material	in	the	public	domain	or	where	your	use	is	permitted	by	an	applicable	exception	or	limitation	.	No	warranties	are	given.	The	license	may	not	give	you	all	of	the	permissions
necessary	for	your	intended	use.	For	example,	other	rights	such	as	publicity,	privacy,	or	moral	rights	may	limit	how	you	use	the	material.	Imagine	a	world	where	every	decision,	big	or	small,	is	influenced	by	an	unseen	force	that	shapes	our	actions,	beliefs,	and	even	our	aspirations.	This	force	is	what	political	scientists	call	“power.”	But	what	exactly	is
power	in	political	science?	How	does	it	manifest,	and	what	impact	does	it	have	on	our	lives?	Let’s	dive	into	the	fascinating	world	of	power,	exploring	its	dimensions,	manifestations,	and	the	intricate	dance	between	power	and	authority.	Table	of	Contents	Power,	in	the	realm	of	political	science,	is	defined	as	the	ability	to	control,	influence,	or	command
others.	It’s	a	multifaceted	concept	that	can	be	seen	in	various	forms,	from	political	domination	to	economic	leverage	and	ideological	influence.	At	its	core,	power	is	about	making	things	happen,	often	through	the	actions	and	decisions	of	others.	Political	power	Political	power	is	perhaps	the	most	visible	form	of	power.	It	involves	the	ability	to	make
laws,	enforce	rules,	and	command	resources.	Political	leaders,	governments,	and	institutions	wield	this	form	of	power	to	shape	policies	and	direct	the	course	of	a	nation.	In	India,	for	instance,	political	power	is	exercised	through	democratic	institutions	like	the	Parliament,	where	elected	representatives	debate	and	pass	laws	that	impact	millions	of
lives.	Economic	power	Economic	power	is	another	crucial	dimension	of	power.	It	refers	to	the	control	over	resources,	wealth,	and	economic	opportunities.	Corporations,	financial	institutions,	and	wealthy	individuals	often	hold	significant	economic	power.	This	form	of	power	can	influence	political	decisions,	shape	markets,	and	determine	access	to
essential	goods	and	services.	For	example,	large	multinational	companies	can	impact	global	trade	policies	and	local	economies	through	their	investment	decisions.	Ideological	power	Ideological	power	is	subtler	but	equally	potent.	It	involves	shaping	beliefs,	values,	and	norms.	Religious	leaders,	media	organizations,	and	educational	institutions	often
wield	ideological	power.	This	form	of	power	can	influence	how	people	perceive	the	world,	what	they	consider	right	or	wrong,	and	even	their	aspirations.	In	India,	ideological	power	can	be	seen	in	the	influence	of	cultural	and	religious	traditions	on	societal	norms	and	behaviors.	The	pathology	of	ambition:	Arnold	Woofers	and	Abraham	Maslow	While
power	can	be	a	force	for	good,	it	also	has	a	darker	side.	Thinkers	like	Arnold	Woofers	and	Abraham	Maslow	have	explored	the	pathology	of	ambition	and	the	illusion	of	power.	They	argue	that	the	pursuit	of	power	can	lead	to	destructive	behaviors	and	outcomes.	Arnold	Woofers	on	the	illusion	of	power	Arnold	Woofers,	a	prominent	political	scientist,
delved	into	the	illusion	of	power.	He	argued	that	the	relentless	pursuit	of	power	often	leads	to	a	distorted	sense	of	reality.	Leaders	who	become	obsessed	with	maintaining	or	expanding	their	power	may	lose	touch	with	the	needs	and	aspirations	of	the	people	they	govern.	This	can	result	in	policies	that	are	more	about	consolidating	power	than
addressing	real	issues.	Abraham	Maslow’s	hierarchy	of	needs	Abraham	Maslow,	a	renowned	psychologist,	introduced	the	concept	of	the	hierarchy	of	needs.	According	to	Maslow,	individuals	are	driven	by	a	series	of	needs,	starting	with	basic	physiological	needs	and	progressing	to	higher-level	needs	like	self-actualization.	The	pursuit	of	power,	Maslow
argued,	can	sometimes	be	a	misguided	attempt	to	fulfill	these	higher-level	needs.	When	individuals	or	leaders	seek	power	for	its	own	sake,	they	may	neglect	their	own	psychological	well-being	and	the	well-being	of	others.	Manifestations	of	power	Power	manifests	in	various	forms,	each	with	its	own	implications	and	consequences.	Understanding	these
manifestations	helps	us	recognize	how	power	operates	in	different	contexts.	Political	domination	Political	domination	is	the	most	overt	form	of	power.	It	involves	the	ability	to	control	and	direct	political	processes	and	institutions.	In	democratic	societies,	political	domination	can	be	achieved	through	elections	and	the	exercise	of	legislative	and
executive	authority.	In	authoritarian	regimes,	it	may	involve	coercion,	repression,	and	the	suppression	of	dissent.	Economic	leverage	Economic	leverage	is	another	manifestation	of	power.	Those	who	control	economic	resources	and	opportunities	can	influence	political	decisions,	shape	markets,	and	determine	access	to	essential	goods	and	services.
Economic	power	can	be	used	to	create	dependencies,	manipulate	prices,	and	control	labor	markets.	For	instance,	large	corporations	can	use	their	economic	leverage	to	lobby	for	favorable	policies	and	regulations.	Social	and	ethical	constraints	Power	also	operates	through	social	and	ethical	constraints.	These	constraints	are	often	subtle	and	involve
the	shaping	of	norms,	values,	and	behaviors.	Religious	institutions,	cultural	traditions,	and	social	norms	can	exert	significant	influence	over	individuals	and	communities.	These	constraints	can	limit	individual	autonomy	and	shape	collective	behavior	in	ways	that	reinforce	existing	power	structures.	Power	and	authority	are	closely	related	but	distinct
concepts.	Authority	refers	to	the	legitimate	right	to	exercise	power.	While	power	can	be	coercive	and	forceful,	authority	is	often	seen	as	rightful	and	accepted	by	those	who	are	subject	to	it.	Legitimate	authority	is	based	on	the	consent	of	the	governed.	In	democratic	societies,	authority	is	derived	from	the	will	of	the	people,	expressed	through	free	and
fair	elections.	Elected	representatives	and	leaders	have	the	legitimate	authority	to	make	decisions	on	behalf	of	their	constituents.	This	form	of	authority	is	seen	as	rightful	and	is	generally	accepted	by	the	public.	Traditional	authority	is	based	on	long-standing	customs,	practices,	and	cultural	norms.	In	many	societies,	traditional	leaders	like	kings,
chiefs,	or	religious	figures	hold	authority	based	on	historical	and	cultural	legitimacy.	This	form	of	authority	is	often	deeply	rooted	in	the	social	fabric	and	is	accepted	because	it	aligns	with	cultural	values	and	traditions.	Charismatic	authority	is	based	on	the	personal	qualities	and	leadership	of	an	individual.	Charismatic	leaders	inspire	loyalty	and
devotion	through	their	vision,	charisma,	and	ability	to	mobilize	people.	This	form	of	authority	is	often	seen	in	revolutionary	leaders,	social	reformers,	and	influential	public	figures.	Charismatic	authority	can	be	powerful	but	is	often	less	stable	and	enduring	than	other	forms	of	authority.	Conclusion	Power	in	political	science	is	a	complex	and
multifaceted	concept	that	shapes	our	world	in	profound	ways.	Whether	it	manifests	as	political	domination,	economic	leverage,	or	ideological	influence,	power	has	the	ability	to	control,	influence,	and	command.	Thinkers	like	Arnold	Woofers	and	Abraham	Maslow	remind	us	of	the	potential	pitfalls	of	the	pursuit	of	power,	highlighting	the	importance	of
understanding	the	pathology	of	ambition	and	the	illusion	of	power.	Power	and	authority	are	intertwined,	with	authority	providing	the	legitimate	right	to	exercise	power.	Recognizing	the	different	forms	of	authority—legitimate,	traditional,	and	charismatic—helps	us	appreciate	the	diverse	ways	in	which	power	operates	in	societies.	What	do	you	think?
How	do	you	see	power	manifesting	in	your	own	life	and	community?	Can	you	identify	instances	where	the	pursuit	of	power	has	led	to	positive	or	negative	outcomes?	Power	and	authority	are	perhaps	the	most	vital	aspects	of	all	organisations	in	general	and	political	organisations	in	particular.	Power	is	related	to	taking	of	decisions	and	for	the
implementation	of	those	decisions.	No	organisation,	whatever	may	its	nature	be,	can	do	its	duty	or	achieve	objectives	without	power.Robert	Dahl	in	many	of	his	works	has	defined	power	and	analysed	its	various	aspects.	In	his	A	Preface	to	Democratic	Theory	Dahl	calls	power	a	type	of	relationship	in	respect	of	capability	and	control.	Take	a	very	simple
example.	There	are	two	men—A	and	B.	If	A	possesses	the	capability	to	control	B	then	it	will	be	assumed	that	A	has	the	power.	So	power	involves	a	successful	attempt	to	do	something	which	he	could	not	do	otherwise.In	any	society	there	are	diverse	interests	and	all	are	alike.	When	there	are	conflicts	among	them	one	interest	proceeds	to	dominate	over
the	other	and	the	interest	which	prevails	upon	the	other	the	former	may	be	called	powerful	interest.Karl	Deutsch	says	that	power	means	the	ability	to	be	involved	in	conflict,	to	resolve	it	and	to	remove	the	obstacles.	Though	Deutsch	defines	the	concept	in	the	background	of	international	politics,	its	relevance	to	national	politics	is,	however,
undeniable.	In	domestic	politics	or	pluralistic	societies	there	are	many	competing	groups	and	all	struggle	to	capture	power	or	to	influence.	The	group	which	succeeds	finally	will	be	called	powerful.D.	D.	Raphael	(Problems	of	Political	Philosophy)	has	analysed	power	from	various	aspects.	He	believes	that	generally	power	means	the	ability.	Raphael	says
that	in	French	there	is	a	word	“Pouvoir”.	In	Latin	“Potestas”	is	commonly	used.	Both	these	words	(these	are	verbs)	mean	“to	be	able”.Raphael	is	of	opinion	that	the	English	word	power	is	derived	from	these	two	words	and	naturally	power	may	be	used	to	mean	ability	and	hence	his	definition	of	power	is	specific	kind	of	ability.	Why	specific	kind?	Let	us
quote	him:	“The	ability	to	make	other	people	do	what	one	wants	them	to	do”.Some	political	scientists	want	to	mean	that	there	is	a	special	type	of	power	which	may	be	designated	as	political	power.	For	example,	Alan	Ball	feels	that	power	may	generally	be	used	in	political	sense.	Hence	political	power	may	broadly	be	defined	as	the	capacity	to	affect
another’s	behaviour	by	some	form	of	sanction.	Leslie	Lipson	(The	Great	Issues	of	Politics)	thinks	that	power	is	nothing	but	the	ability	to	achieve	results	through	concerted	action.Hague,	Harrop	and	Breslin’s	definition	is	slightly	different:	“In	a	broad	sense	the	power	is	the	production	of	intended	effects”.	A	sociologist’s	definition	of	power	is:	the
possibility	of	having	one’s	own	decision,	select	alternatives	or	reduce	complexities	for	others.	Thus,	power	means	the	capacity	to	make	decisions	binding	and	ability	to	discharge	responsibilities	and	perform	certain	functions.Nature	of	Power:	From	the	definitions	of	power	noted	above	we	can	get	certain	features	and	the	first	such	feature	is	it	is	used	in
relational	sense.	When	there	is	only	one	actor	or	element	the	issue	of	power	does	not	arise.	It	is	because	power	implies	ability	to	influence	or	control	others	or	to	get	things	done	by	others.	Naturally	power	relates	to	the	relationship	or	interaction	between	two	or	among	more	than	two	elements	or	actors.	So	power	is	always	viewed	in	the	background	of
relationship.In	the	second	place,	“power	is	disaggregated	and	non-cumulative	it	is	shared	and	bartered	by	numerous	groups	spread	throughout	society	and	representing	diverse	interests”.	In	any	pluralist	society	there	are	numerous	groups	and	they	all	compete	among	themselves	at	various	levels	to	capture	political	power	or	to	influence	the	agencies
who	exercise	their	influence.Hence	it	is	observed	that	power	is	not	concentrated	at	any	particular	centre.	Again,	all	the	centres	of	power	do	claim	to	have	equal	or	almost	equal	amount	of	power.	In	other	words,	there	is	an	unequal	distribution	of	power	like	an	unequal	distribution	of	wealth.Thirdly,	in	a	class-society	there	are	diverse	interests	and	each
power	centre	represents	a	particular	interest.	This	point	may	further	be	explained.	In	any	capitalist	society	there	are	several	classes,	both	major	and	minor,	and	each	class	strives	for	the	realisation	of	its	own	interests	which	are	generally	economic.But	there	may	be	political	interests.	However,	the	conflicts	among	the	classes	sometimes	lead	to	the
other	conflicts	and	this	is	the	general	characteristic	of	capitalist	society.	But	the	advocates	of	the	capitalist	system	argue	that	this	conflict	does	not	create	an	atmosphere	of	class	struggle.	There	are	processes	of	peaceful	resolution	of	all	conflicts.	At	least	Talcott	Parsons	and	many	sociologists	think	so.	According	to	these	persons	the	capitalist	system
is	so	structured	that	the	conflicts	do	not	create	any	impasse.Fourthly,	Maclver	is	of	opinion	that	power	is	a	conditional	concept.	Power,	Maclver	says,	is	an	ability	to	command	service	from	others.	But	this	ability,	he	continues,	depends	in	some	measure	upon	certain	conditions	and	if	the	conditions	are	not	fulfilled	properly	power	cannot	function.	Power
is	not	something	which	is	permanently	fixed.	It	is	subject	to	change	and	it	has	source.If	the	source	dries	up	power	generation	or	enhancement	will	stop.	Again,	mere	existence	of	sources	cannot	cause	the	rise	of	power.	The	holder	of	power	must	have	the	ability	to	use	or	utilise	the	sources	of	power.	All	these	conditions	establish	the	fact	that	power	is
conditional.Fifthly,	power	(used	in	political	science)	is	a	very	complex	notion.	How	it	is	used,	what	consequences	it	produces,	how	it	is	to	be	achieved-all	are	in	real	sense	complex.	No	simple	analysis	can	unearth	the	various	aspects	of	power.	Different	people	use	different	terms	to	denote	power.	For	example,	Dahl	uses	the	term	‘influence’	to	mean
power.Corporatist	Theory	of	Power:	Definition	of	Corporatist	Theory:	In	recent	years	political	scientists	are	taking	and	showing	added	interest	about	corporatist	character	of	power.	A	corporatist	theory	denotes	that	in	a	capitalist	society	there	are	many	classes	and	groups	and	an	organic	unity	and	class	harmony	among	them	are	essential	among	them
all	and	this	is	essential	for	the	proper	functioning	of	society	as	well	as	for	its	betterment.On	experience	it	has	been	found	that	up	to	the	Second	World	War	(1939-1945)	pluralism	was	enormously	encouraged	because	it	was	thought	that	through	the	competition	society	will	get	the	scope	of	rapid	development.	But	in	the	seventies	of	the	last	century	the
feeling	traversed	along	a	different	path.	Harmony	and	unity	were	stressed	as	key	to	power	as	well	as	to	progress.Corporatist	theory	thus	stresses	that	the	diverse	elements	of	society	are	to	be	unified	into	one	body.	This	will	form	one	corpus	or	the	word	Corporatism.	Corporatism	is	nothing	but	the	unification	of	various	diverse	elements	of	pluralist
society	into	one	body	or	corpus.	The	main	purpose	is	to	make	a	powerful	organisation.Corporatist	theory	of	power	does	not	take	pluralism	as	harmful	for	social	progress,	because	pluralism	invites	competition	and	division	and	this	finally	weakens	the	society.	Pluralism	envisages	division	in	interests	and,	at	the,	same	time,	keen	competition	among
them.	It	also	admits	of	independent	existence	of	the	interests.Corporatism	Defined:	A	recent	analyst	(Schmitter)	defines	corporatism	in	the	following	language:	Corporatism	is	the	specific	political	structure	which	typically	performs	the	post-liberal	advanced	capitalist,	organised	democratic	welfare	state.	Contemporary	corporatism	is	generally
“Conceived	as	a	system	of	interest	representation	in	which	the	constituent	units	are	organised	into	limited	number	of	singular,	compulsory	hierarchically	ordered	and	functionally	differentiated	categories	recognised	by	the	state	and	granted	a	deliberate	representational	monopoly”.The	fact	is	that	during	the	last	few	decades	corporatism	has	advanced
rapidly	and	it	has	become	a	salient	feature	of	a	capitalist	society.	The	origin	of	corporatism	can	conveniently	be	traced	to	the	strong	urge	for	survival.	The	different	business	organisations	and	industries	were	fighting	among	themselves	to	keep	their	physical	existence	intact.	But	the	unhealthy	competition	ultimately	foiled	their	attempts.So	the
organisations	decided	to	form	a	harmonious	and	unified	corporation	so	that	they	can	fight	unitedly	against	all	odds	and	evils.	The	organisation	of	the	corporate	body	created	a	power	centre	in	society.	The	corporate	body	began	to	influence	the	policy	making	and	policy	implementing	functions	of	the	state	authority.Thus,	in	a	capitalist	society	there	are
at	least	two	(and	in	many	cases	more	than	two)	centres	of	power—one	is	state	and	the	other	is	corporate.	Thus	the	most	important	aspect	of	corporatism	is	the	existence	of	different	centres	of	power	should	lead	to	any	perceptible	damage	of	capitalist	system.Corporate	Body:	Role:	Ralph	Miliband	has	given	us	a	very	beautiful	and	vivid	account	of
corporation	or	corporate	body	in	advanced	capitalist	countries.	With	the	advancement	of	capitalism	the	powers	and	importance	of	corporate	bodies	have	increased	at	an	unprecedented	rate.	The	small	and	medium	sized	industries	have	failed	to	cope	with	the	growing	problems	of	economy.	Miliband	says,	the	advanced	capitalism	is	synonymous	with
giant	enterprise.It	has	been	estimated	by	experts	that	in	employment,	investment,	research,	development,	military	activities,	policy	making	the	corporatism	has	been	able	to	establish	its	overwhelmingly	disproportionate	importance.	In	fact,	the	corporate	bodies	are	the	chief	or	potential	sources	of	power	and	authority	and	the	situation	has	reached
such	a	pass	that	the	corporatism	is	in	unrivalled	position.	Miliband	concludes	that	there	is	every	reason	to	believe	that	the	giant	enterprise	or	corporatism	will	accumulate	more	and	more	power	and	importance	in	the	coming	years	and	there	is	no	agency	in	advanced	capitalist	country	to	halt	its	growth.Corporatism	is	controlling	all	the	key	centres	of
power	in	advanced	capitalist	states.	Miliband	is	of	opinion	that	this	tendency—gargantuan	nature	of	corporate	body—is	inevitable.	In	capitalist	society	the	domestic	economy	and	politics	cannot	be	thought	of	corporatism.Corporatism	in	International	Field:	The	growing	importance	and	increasing	role	of	the	corporate	body	are	not	confined	within	the
national	area	of	the	state.	Simultaneously	the	internationalization	is	on	the	advanced	stage.	The	multinational	corporations	have	intensified	their	functions	in	numerous	forms	in	various	developing	countries	of	the	Third	World.This	is	quite	unavoidable	because	the	developing	states	require	both	investment	and	sophisticated	technologies	for	rapid
development	and	for	these	they	are	to	depend	on	MNCs.	The	MNCs	are	not	only	controlling	the	economy	and	other	elements	of	development	but	also	the	politics.The	governments	of	the	Third	World	states	are	practically	forced	to	accept	the	terms	and	conditions	of	the	corporate	bodies	and	if	they	refuse	that	will	result	in	the	withdrawal	of	help.	This
tendency	has	become	more	and	more	pronounced	in	the	age	of	globalisation.	Many	Third	World	states	are	inviting	the	big	corporations	of	the	industrialised	nations	to	take	the	task	of	rapid	economic	development.The	nation	states	of	the	earlier	epochs	are	being	cornered	by	this	advancement	of	large	corporate	bodies.	Ralph	Miliband	rightly	says	that
the	power	equations	of	the	present	generation	are	to	be	understood	and	analysed	in	the	background	of	corporate	bodys’	growing	influence.	This	is	the	central	idea	of	corporatist	theory	of	power.	The	corporatist	theory	is,	however,	not	free	from	weakness.	It	is	faced	with	challenge	posed	by	domestic	policies	and	Industrial	Corporation	of	developing
nations.Definitions	and	Nature	of	Authority:	“The	right	or	the	capacity	or	both	to	have	proposals	or	prescriptions	or	instructions	accepted	without	recourse	to	persuasion,	bargaining	or	force”.	Concise	Oxford	Dictionary	of	Politics-	defines	the	term	in	the	following	words:	the	power	or	right	to	give	orders	and	enforce	obedience,	the	power	to	influence
others	based	on	recognised	knowledge	or	expertise.“Authority	can	most	simply	be	defined	as	legitimate	power……..	Authority	is,	therefore,	based	on	an	acknowledged	duty	to	obey	rather	than	on	any	form	of	coercion	or	manipulation.	In	this	sense	authority	is	power	cloaked	in	legitimacy	or	rightfulness”.R.	S.	Peters’	definition	is:	“Authority	is	derived
from	the	Latin	word	auctoritas	and	auctor.	…	An	auctor	is	he	who	brings	about	the	existence	of	any	object	or	promotes	the	increase	or	prosperity	of	it	whether	he	first	originates	it,	or	by	his	efforts	gives	greater	permanence	or	continuance	to	it”	(Authority.	by	R.	S.	Peters,	published	in	Political	Philosophy.	Edited	by	Anthony	Quinton).In	the	opinion	of
Maclver	“By	authority	we	mean	the	established	right	within	any	social	order	to	determine	policies,	to	pronounce	judgments	or	relevant	issues	and	to	settle	controversies	or,	more	broadly,	to	act	as	leader	or	guide	to	other	men”	(The	Web	of	Government).“Authority	is	the	right	to	rule.	It	exists	when	subordinates	acknowledge	the	right	of	superiors	to
give	orders.	Authority	is	more	than	voluntary	compliance”.D.	D.	Raphael	offers	a	very	precise	definition	of	authority.	He	says:	“To	have	authority	to	do	something	is	to	have	the	right	to	do	it”.	Authority	is,	therefore,	a	kind	of	right	to	do	something.	But	Raphael	explains	the	term	right	in	the	following	manner.	Here	the	word	right	carries	a	lot	of
significance	and	that	is	why	he	elaborates	it.	In	his	opinion	the	right	has	two	meanings.An	authority	or	a	man	has	right	implies	that	he	may	do	something	or	he	is	permitted	to	do	something.	It	may	be	that	the	person	has	been	licensed	to	do	the	job	or	take	an	action.	Here	the	term	right	is	used	in	the	sense	of	freedom.	According	to	Raphael	right	has
another	meaning.	This	meaning	proposes	that	right	means	to	receive	something.	Right	also	means	the	claim	to	something.	Let	us	explain	it.	An	individual	can	claim	to	have	something	from	another	person	or	source.	When	right	is	used	in	this	sense	we	call	it	right	of	recipience.Hence	we	find	that	authority	is	used	in	both	senses.	An	individual	can	do
something	and	when	he	is	challenged	by	others	he	will	meet	the	challenge	by	saying	that	he	has	the	authority	to	do	the	work.	He	receives	this	authority	either	from	the	established	law	or	from	the	consent	of	the	people.	This	consent	may	be	unanimous	in	character	or	majority	opinion.	Here	authority	is	cloaked	by	legitimacy.Power	and	Authority:	The
readers,	I	am	sure,	have	acquired	preliminary	ideas	about	two	vital	concepts—	power	and	authority.	It	is	now	high	time	to	go	through	the	relationship	between	them.	Power,	in	its	broadest	sense,	is	the	ability	to	achieve	desired	results.	Power	also	means	the	ability	to	do	something.These	are	the	common	interpretations	of	power.	But	this	ability	may
not	be	legitimate.	An	individual	or	a	military	general	may	by	physical	force	seize	political’	power	but	behind	that	there	may	not	be	sanction	of	law	or	constitution.	In	that	case,	the	person’s	ability	to	force	others	to	do	something	is	also	not	authorised	by	law.	So	it	is	held	that	power	is	not	legitimate,	the	authority	is	always	legitimate.	Behind	every	act	or
decision	of	the	authority	there	shall	be	approval	of	law.	Law	and	constitution	always	stand	behind	an	authority.A	person	having	power	may	demand	obligation	from	other	persons.	But	if	they	refuse	to	act	accordingly	the	holder	of	power	legally	or	constitutionally	cannot	force	him	to	show	obligation.	Behind	power	there	lies	coercion	or	application	of
coercive	measures	or	physical	force.	But	people	show	obligation	to	the	authority	on	the	ground	that	it	is	legally	entitled	to	claim	obligation.In	explaining	authority	we	have	seen	that	the	holder	of	authority	is	empowered	to	do	something	or	claim	something.	It	means	that	authority,	whatever	may	its	nature	be,	is	always	based	on	law	or	legitimacy.	So	it
is	said	that	the	authority	is	not	only	legal	but	authorities	claim	is	based	on	right.	In	other	words,	authority	has	full	freedom	to	demand	something.	We	can	say	that	authority	has	freedom.But	this	conception	is	not	applicable	to	power.	This	relation	between	power	and	authority	has	been	stated	by	Leslie	Lipson	in	the	following	words.	“What	demarcates
authority	from	power	is	that	the	former	is	power	recognised	as	rightful.	Authority	is	government	that	all	accept	as	valid.	Its	exercise	is,	therefore,	sectioned	by	those	who	approve	the	particular	act	or	agent	and	is	tolerated	by	those	who	disapprove.	…	Authority	is	power	clothed	in	the	garments	of	legitimacy”.The	relationship	between	the	two	can	be
explained	still	from	another	angle.	Raphael	observes	that	authority	can	exist	without	power.	This	may	be	illustrated	in	the	following	way.	A	man	may	be	invested	with	authority	of	an	office	in	accordance	with	law	or	formal	rules.	Naturally	he	can	take	any	decision.	But	he	fails	to	exercise	his	authority	on	the	ground	that	majority	men	do	not	support	or
recognise	him.This	may	be	due	to	the	popular	mass	upsurge.	On	the	other	hand,	power	can	exist	without	authority.	This	frequently	happens	in	many	countries.	The	military	rulers	demand	obligation	from	citizens	though	he	has	not	that	authority.	But	people,	out	of	tear,	obey	the	order	of	the	person	who	holds	and	exercises	power.	This	is	a	very
common	feature	of	many	Third	World	states.Weber’s	Classification	of	Authority:	Max	Weber,	the	doyen	of	sociology,	has	classified	authority	on	the	basis	of	legitimacy	Authority’s	claim	to	do	something	and	to	demand	allegiance	from	the	citizens	are	based	on	arguments	which	Weber	calls	legitimacy.	Needless	to	say	that	Weber	uses	the	term
legitimacy	in	the	light	of	greater	and	wider	perspective.There	are	three	types	of	authority.	The	first	is	traditional	authority.	Second	is	charismatic	authority	and	the	third	is	legal-rational	authority.	This	classification,	though	not	fool	proof	one,	is	still	recognised	and	accepted	by	majority	people.The	above	mentioned	types	of	authority	are	explained
below:	1.	Traditional	Authority:	The	first	type	of	authority	is	called	traditional	authority	because	authority	is	based	on	customs	and	traditions	which	are	long	established.	That	is,	people	of	a	community	show	respect	to	a	particular	authority	on	the	ground	that	their	forefathers	did	the	same	and	naturally	they	cannot	violate	the	tradition.In	earlier
epochs	authority	existed	and	received	obedience	from	the	citizens.	The	tradition	continues.	The	authority,	in	this	way	is	sanctioned	by	the	tradition.	An	aspect	of	the	traditional	authority	is	that	there	is	no	legal	sanction	behind	such	authority.	Simple	customs,	traditions	and	conventions	have	made	the	authority	legitimate.The	records	of	the	activities	of
the	traditional	authority	are	to	be	found	in	the	pages	of	history.	Weber	says	that	in	ancient	time	and	even	in	middle	Ages	in	many	political	systems	the	traditional	authority	existed.	There	was	also	traditional	authority	in	tribal	societies	of	all	countries.	This	was	due	to	the	fact	that	political	system	in	its	present	form	did	not	develop	in	the	tribal	societies.
But	this	did	not	adversely	affect	the	functioning	or	management	of	tribal	societies	or	political	systems	of	earlier	epochs.In	hereditary	social	and	political	systems	the	traditional	authority	exists.	In	many	countries	of	Africa	(or	West	Asia)	there	are	hereditary	systems	or	dynastic	rulers.	The	son	or	daughter	of	a	ruler	becomes	ruler.	The	rulers	of	the
hereditary	system	have	built	up	the	tradition	and	that	tradition	continues.The	governing	system	of	Saudi	Arabia,	Kuwait	and	Morocco	provide	the	examples	of	traditional	authority	and	hereditary	system.	In	some	industrialised	countries	the	hereditary	systems	still	prevail.	These	states	are	Britain,	Spain,	Belgium	and	the	Netherlands.	Britain	has	no
written	constitution,	but	there	is	a	constitutional	system	or	framework	based	on	tradition,	customs,	convention	etc.	and	British	people	obey	them	and	give	them	legal	sanction.	The	British	parliament	also	obeys	these	customs	and	conventions.	In	some	countries,	customs,	conventions	and	written	laws	and	constitution	all	are	mixed	together.2.
Charismatic	Authority:	Charismatic	authority	is	Weber’s	second	type	of	legitimate	authority.	People	obey	the	authority	or	show	allegiance	mainly	due	to	the	charisma	possessed	by	the	authority.	An	individual	creates	tremendous	impact	upon	the	mind	of	the	people	by	dint	of	his	personality	or	charisma.	Not	all	individuals	or	men	holding	power	possess
such	type	of	personality	or	charisma.	If	we	open	the	pages	of	history	we	shall	find	that	few	leaders	such	as	Hitler,	Mussolini,	Nepoleon,	Ayatoallah	Khomeini,	and	Fidel	Castro	possessed	he	charismatic	power.The	charisma	is	so	powerful	that	people	do	not	go	into	the	legal	aspects	of	the	power.	With	the	help	of	charisma	the	authority	exercises	power
and	people	accept	it.	Charismatic	authority	is	not	always	supported	by	law.	Charisma	is	a	special	quality	or	gift	of	God.	Sometimes	charisma	and	legality	are	to	be	find	a	single	person.	For	example,	de	Gaulle	of	France,	Margaret	Thatcher	of	Britain	had	exceptional	qualities	to	influence	people.Nehru	of	India	had	the	same	qualities.	But	all	these
persons	came	to	power	through	legal	and	constitutional	means.	Not	in	reality	it	is	not	always	clear	who	is	simply	a	charismatic	authority	and	legal	or	constitutional	authority.	This	is	specially	correct	if	we	consider	the	regimes	of	Hitler	and	Mussolini.	Hitler,	Mussolini	and	even	to	some	extent	de	Gaulle	forcefully	seized	political	power	and	they
remained	in	power	with	the	help	of	charisma.3.	Legal-Rational	Authority:	Weber’s	final	classification	is	legal-rational	authority.	In	almost	all	the	modern	states	this	type	of	authority	is	generally	found.	It	is	legal	because	the	formal	authority	is	supported	by	existing	laws	of	the	constitution.	It	is	rational	on	the	ground	that	the	posts	and	positions	are
clearly	defined	by	law.	Power	and	duty	are	also	clearly	stated	Rational-legal	authority	is	the	explicit	form	of	a	right	to	give	orders	and	to	have	been	obeyed.The	core	idea	of	the	legal-rational	authority	is	the	holder	of	the	authority	has	the	right	to	issue	orders	or	to	take	decisions	and	also	the	authority	(sanctioned	by	law)	to	implement	them.	When	the
authority	is	challenged	by	rebellion	or	recalcitrant	elements	the	authority	has	the	power/ability	to	take	legal	action.	Everything	is	cloaked	with	legality.An	important	aspect	of	legal-rational	authority	is—it	cannot	do	anything	or	take	any	decision	on	its	own	accord.	Whatever	the	authority	wants	to	do	it	must	have	legal	sanction.	Legal-rational	authority
can	be	called	a	type	of	limited	form	of	government.	John	Locke	contemplated	such	type	of	government.	Later	on	legal-	rational	authority	laid	the	foundation	of	liberal	form	of	government.The	government	cannot	whimsically	interfere	with	the	freedom	of	citizens.	The	central	theme	of	the	legal-rational	authority	is	law	and	rationality	is	the	vital	points.
There	is	no	place	of	whims	and	the	rationality	in	such	authority.Upload	and	Share	Your	Article:	By	the	end	of	this	section,	you	will	be	able	to:	Define	power	as	it	applies	to	international	relations.	Describe	the	different	types	of	power	political	actors	may	possess.	Simply	defined,	in	international	relations,	power	is	the	ability	of	a	state	to	prompt	its
preferred	outcome	in	a	given	situation.	States	aim	to	protect	their	sovereignty—their	authority	to	govern	themselves—and	guard	against	attacks	from	other	countries.	Growing	and	projecting	their	strength	is	the	means	through	which	they	achieve	this	goal.	The	way	a	state	sees	its	place	within	the	larger	system	based	on	the	worldview	its	policy
makers	adhere	to	serves	as	the	foundation	for	the	state’s	power.	The	theories	discussed	in	this	chapter	will	help	illuminate	the	role	power	plays	in	international	interactions.	They	describe	the	different	methods	states	use	to	exert	their	power	and	how	the	application	of	the	levers	of	state	power	can	lead	to	an	increase	in	a	state’s	ability	to	chart	its	own
course	and	to	induce	other	states	to	support	its	attainment	of	its	preferred	outcomes.	At	the	same	time,	the	theories	describe	how	other	states	characterize	the	state’s	actions	and	determine	their	responses	to	those	actions.	A	state’s	power	includes	its	military,	political,	economic,	and	soft	power.	The	more	states	attend	to	and	invest	in	the
development	of	each	of	these	elements	of	the	power	they	wield,	the	greater	their	potential	to	have	an	impact	on	the	international	stage.	States	that	function	with	a	general	sense	of	self-preservation	and	a	broad	mistrust	of	other	members	of	the	international	community	see	the	military	as	the	most	important	means	for	the	projection	of	their	power.	The
application	of	military	power	can	be	active,	in	the	form	of	an	outright	attack	or	an	invasion,	or	it	can	be	passive,	as	when	a	state	illustrates	its	ability	to	prevail	in	a	military	confrontation	without	actually	engaging	in	one.	Traditionally,	states	have	launched	military	offensives	against	selected	targets	to	secure	state	power.	A	more	passive	way	states	can
exert	their	power	is	through	deterrence,	the	buildup	of	military	might	to	such	a	level	that	an	adversary	state	or	states	reconsider	the	use	of	their	own	military	against	the	primary	state.	If	state	A	thinks	it	has	a	military	advantage	over	state	B,	state	A	may	be	motivated	to	attack	state	B,	especially	if	an	important	resource	or	other	key	objective	is	at
stake.	Should	state	B	begin	to	expand	its	military	power,	state	A	might	be	motivated	to	reconsider	its	course	of	action.	In	this	clip,	Council	on	Foreign	Relations	Adjunct	Senior	Fellow	for	National	Security	Studies	Richard	Betts	and	Adjunct	Senior	Fellow	for	Defense	Policy	Stephen	Biddle	describe	how	states	use	deterrence	to	avoid	war.	North	Korea
is	an	example	of	a	modern	state	that	leans	on	deterrence	through	military	means.	North	Korean	leader	Kim	Jong	Un	chooses	to	divert	a	substantial	portion1	of	the	country’s	relatively	meager	GDP	toward	the	military	to	throw	off	any	plans	that	any	other	country	might	have	of	attacking	it.	He	does	this	even	at	the	expense	of	much-needed	domestic
spending	on	things	like	food	and	social	services.	Figure	14.2	As	this	propaganda	poster	photographed	in	Pyongyang	in	2011	shows,	in	North	Korea	the	military	is	the	first	priority.	(credit:	“Propaganda”	by	Michael	Day/Flickr,	CC	BY	2.0)	A	state	can	also	obtain	military	protection	by	entering	into	a	security	pact,	an	agreement	among	multiple	states	to
support	each	other	in	case	of	a	military	attack,	such	as	NATO	or	the	Warsaw	Pact.	(For	more	on	NATO,	see	the	discussion	of	collective	security	in	14.5:	The	Realist	Worldview	and	Chapter	15:	International	Law	and	International	Organizations.)	A	state	can	have	both	internal	economic	power,	with	a	strong	domestic	economy	marked	by	increasing
gross	domestic	product	(GDP)	and/or	a	currency	that	allows	the	state	to	purchase	goods	and	services	at	a	relatively	low	cost,	and	external	economic	power,	with	leverage	in	international	economic	relationships.	Externally,	a	state	can	project	its	economic	power	to	the	rest	of	the	world	in	its	international	trade	relationships	and	its	participation	in
international	economic	organizations,	such	as	the	World	Trade	Organization,	the	International	Monetary	Fund,	and	the	World	Bank.	States	can	also	increase	their	economic	power	relative	to	other	states	by	controlling	more	of	the	basic	factors	of	production.	There	are	four	basic	factors	of	production,	that	is,	four	levels	of	economic	development:
primary,	secondary,	tertiary,	and	quaternary.	The	primary	level	of	economic	development	focuses	on	agriculture,	the	secondary	focuses	on	manufacturing,	the	tertiary	focuses	on	the	service	industry,	and	the	quaternary	focuses	on	research	and	development.	When	one	state	controls	more	of	the	basic	factors	of	production	and	can	create	a	particular
good	or	service	in	a	more	cost-effective	manner	than	a	second	state,	the	first	state	is	said	to	have	a	comparative	advantage	in	the	production	of	that	good	or	service.	Comparative	advantage	allows	a	country	to	strategically	invest	in	the	factors	of	production—land,	labor,	capital,	and	entrepreneurship—within	its	borders	in	order	to	develop	goods	or
services	that	make	it	a	preferred	resource	for	consumers	versus	other	countries.	Consider	one	classic	example	of	comparative	advantage.	If	England	needs	the	same	amount	of	resources	to	create	five	yards	of	cloth	as	it	does	for	the	country	to	produce	one	barrel	of	wine,	and	with	the	same	resources	Portugal	can	create	five	barrels	of	wine	but	only
one	yard	of	cloth,	then	we	can	say	that	Portugal	has	a	comparative	advantage	over	England	in	making	wine	and	England	has	a	comparative	advantage	over	Portugal	in	making	cloth.	Therefore,	it	would	be	better	for	England	to	focus	on	cloth	production	and	for	Portugal	to	focus	on	wine	production,	with	each	country	trading	for	the	goods	it	needs	that
the	other	country	can	produce	more	efficiently.	This	animated	video	clip	explains,	in	simple	terms,	how	comparative	advantage	works	in	a	free	market.	China	provides	a	contemporary	example	of	a	state	that	uses	its	place	in	the	international	economic	system	to	extend	its	power.	The	Chinese	government	has	taken	care	to	ensure	its	position	as	the
preeminent	global	resource	for	manufacturing.2	With	a	large,	educated	labor	force	and	a	government	that	has	a	tight	control	over	businesses	and	their	functions,	China	has	the	ability	to	turn	out	large	amounts	of	goods	at	a	relatively	low	cost	to	consumers.3	In	manufacturing,	it	has	a	comparative	advantage	over	other	states.	Internally,	a	state	can	use
the	levers	of	monetary	policy	to	alter	the	value	of	its	currency	to	encourage	domestic	consumer	spending	and	make	its	exports	relatively	more	attractive.	By	creating	economic	linkages	between	states	through	trade,	countries	are	able	to	expand	the	reach	of	their	goods	and	their	money,	increasing	their	country’s	economic	strength	relative	to	other
countries.	A	state	can	use	its	economic	power	to	build	a	relative	economic	advantage,	creating	an	environment	in	which	other	states	seek	to	join	the	state	in	mutually	beneficial	trade	relationships.	As	a	state	creates	more	economic	relationships	with	other	states,	it	solidifies	its	position	as	an	economic	power	and	is	able	to	use	access	to	other	states’
factors	of	production	or	comparative	advantage	to	further	cement	its	own	place	in	the	larger	system.	States	can	try	to	manipulate	the	political	institutions	of	other	countries	to	enlarge	their	sphere	of	influence	and	to	pressure	other	states	to	implement	their	preferred	policy	outcomes.	A	state	can	use	both	overt	and	subversive	means	to	influence
another	state	or	a	non-state	actor	in	order	to	gain	more	power	for	itself.	For	example,	a	state	can	influence	the	outcome	of	an	election,	supporting	the	candidacy	of	a	leader	who	is	friendly	to	the	state’s	preferences.	In	1911	and	1912,	the	United	States	did	not	hide	its	efforts	to	influence	elections	in	Nicaragua.4	In	1953	the	United	States	played	a	role
in	the	coup	in	Iran	that	removed	that	country’s	prime	minister,	Mohammad	Mossadegh,	who,	in	nationalizing	the	Iranian	oil	industry,	had	threatened	Britain’s	longstanding	control	over	oil	in	the	region.	After	the	ouster	of	Mossadegh,	the	last	Shah	of	Iran,	Mohammad	Reza	Pahlavi,	with	whom	the	United	States	believed	it	had	a	beneficial	relationship,
returned	to	power.5	Some	states	have	denied	prominent	accusations	of	interfering	in	other	country’s	elections,	as	Russia	has	in	response	to	accusations	that	it	interfered	in	the	2016	election	in	the	United	States.6	When	states	have	a	sense	of	power,	within	the	system	or	within	a	region,	they	will	do	what	they	can	to	create	an	environment	that
safeguards	and	even	expands	that	power.	In	this	clip,	Professor	Jo-Anne	Hart	of	Lesley	University	and	the	Watson	Institute	of	International	and	Public	Affairs	at	Brown	University	discusses	the	US	overthrow	of	Iranian	Prime	Minister	Mohammad	Mossadegh.	The	next	section	discusses	in	greater	depth	how	and	why	it	is	important	to	a	state	that	other
states	recognize	its	state	sovereignty.	Using	its	power	of	recognition,	a	state	can	welcome	into	the	international	system	and	its	institutions	another	state	that	it	believes	will	support	its	desired	goals,	thereby	increasing	the	likelihood	that	the	norms	of	the	international	system	will	align	with	its	preferences.	By	the	same	token,	a	state	can	withhold	its
recognition	of	another	state	in	order	to	maintain	better	relations	with	other	members	of	the	international	community.	In	the	case	of	Taiwan,	the	United	States	walks	a	fine	line	in	terms	of	recognition	and	interstate	relations.7	China	views	Taiwan	as	an	extension	of	China	and	expects	all	other	countries	to	treat	Taiwan	as	such.8	This	puts	the	United
States	in	a	tricky	position;	the	United	States,	for	economic,	military,	and	diplomatic	reasons,	seeks	to	maintain	a	positive	relationship	with	China,	but	its	broader	goal	is	to	support	countries	as	they	attempt	to	democratize.	Taiwan,	in	recent	years,	has	taken	many	steps	to	assert	its	autonomy	in	relation	to	China	and	to	implement	a	more	democratic
system.	China	sees	these	moves	as	a	direct	threat	to	its	own	position	of	power	and	does	everything	it	can	to	maintain	firm	control	over	the	Taiwanese	governmental	system	in	Taiwan.	China	views	any	US	actions	that	may	be	supportive	of	Taiwanese	independence	or	even	of	its	increased	autonomy	from	China	in	a	negative	light.	The	United	States	must
tread	carefully,	supporting	a	state	that	is	trying	to	move	toward	democracy	without	angering	a	key	economic	and	diplomatic	ally.	Above	all	else,	states	must	act	to	protect	their	sovereignty.	In	all	things,	states	find	themselves	most	reliant	on	their	own	strength	and	abilities.	In	an	environment	in	which	there	is	no	central	governing	body	to	set	and
enforce	rules,	countries	must	strategize	to	protect	themselves	at	all	costs.	Whereas	hard	power	involves	coercion,	soft	power	involves	more	friendly	interactions	that	seek	to	win	over	a	state	or	states	rather	than	force	them	to	comply	with	the	wishes	of	one	or	more	other	states.	Diplomacy,	in	either	a	bilateral	(engagement	between	two	countries)	or
multilateral	(engagement	between	more	than	two	countries)	setting,	allows	states	to	create	mutually	beneficial	agreements	to	protect	themselves	and	the	international	system	at	large.	The	idea	that	all	recognized	countries	find	themselves	on	equal	relational	footing	and	should	be	treated	as	such	in	any	sort	of	engagement,	a	concept	referred	to	as
reciprocity,	is	the	foundational	element	of	any	diplomatic	relationship.	An	example	of	a	reciprocal	arrangement	would	be	that	of	states	exchanging	ambassadors.	When	a	diplomatic	relationship	exists,	the	leaders	of	states	pay	official	visits	to	one	another	and	are	entertained	in	a	manner	that	shows	deference	to	their	status	and	prestige	in	the
international	system.	Allowing	for	state	visits	is	one	way	that	a	state	might	use	the	guise	of	entertainment	as	a	means	of	persuading	a	state	to	take	steps	that	meet	its	preferences.	The	principle	of	reciprocity	allows	for	states	to	enter	into	any	negotiation	on	a	level	playing	field;	it	intones	a	mutual	level	of	respect	between	the	states.	The	cultural
identity	of	a	state	is	still	another	way	that	a	state	can	expand	its	sphere	of	influence.	Globalization	has	allowed	for	the	spread	of	goods	that	are	clearly	identifiable	as	part	of	the	culture	of	a	specific	country.	As	cultural	identifiers	spread	throughout	the	world	on	the	back	of	global	commerce,	so	do	the	values	that	typify	the	originating	country’s	political
and	social	systems.	For	example,	the	global	spread	of	clearly	identified	American	brands	such	as	Levi’s,	McDonalds,	and	Coca-Cola	serves	to	spread	American	values	of	choice	and	product	competition.9	In	addition	to	increasing	the	amount	of	revenue	American	companies	see	from	the	sale	of	their	products,	the	spread	of	American	brands	spreads
American	ideals.10	Figure	14.3	This	McDonald’s	in	New	Delhi,	India,	is	an	example	of	the	reach	of	America’s	soft	power.	(credit:	“New	Delhi	McDonald’s”	by	Ryan/Flickr,	CC	BY	2.0)	Reciprocal	diplomatic	relationships	that	involve	entertaining	foreign	officials	and	the	spreading	of	cultural	values	to	exert	dominance	are	examples	of	the	exercise	of	soft
power—that	is,	using	attraction	and	persuasion	rather	than	coercion	to	achieve	goals.	Power	is	the	crux	of	politics,	local,	national,	and	international.	Since	the	beginning	of	human	power	has	been	occupying	the	central	position	in	human	relations.	To	comprehend	international	politics	and	relations,	studying	the	concept	of	power	in	political	science	is	a
must.	The	relation	between	the	state	and	power	is	very	close.	In	the	words	of	Hartman,	power	lurks	in	the	background	of	all	relations	between	sovereign	states.	In	this	way,	all	inter-state	relations	are	ultimately	relations	of	power	politics.	Politics	is	nothing	other	than	the	pursuit	and	exercise	of	power,	and	political	relations	are	mainly	power	relations.
The	study	of	international	relations	reveals	that	power	has	been	the	most	crucial	means	for	achieving	national	interests.	That	is	why	every	nation	wants	to	attain,	maintain,	and	utilize	power.	It	is	both	an	end	as	well	a	means	of	international	politics.	The	position	of	a	state	in	the	comity	of	nations	is	determined	not	by	its	civilization	culture	or	literary
contribution	but	by	its	power.	Every	state	possesses	power	though	in	different	amounts	and	kinds.	Thus,	one	cannot	ignore	power	while	studying	international	relations.	Meaning	Nature	And	Concept	Of	Power	In	Political	Science:	Power,	Force,	Influence,	and	Authority	Power,	influence,	authority,	and	capability	are	related	terms	and	are	often	used
interchangeably	and	loosely.	Such	a	user	creates	conceptual	confusion.	An	attempt	has	been	made	to	remove	this	confusion	by	defining	each	term	separately	in	the	following	Paragraph.	In	ancient	India,	the	master	of	statecraft,	Kautilya,	wrote	about	power	in	the	fourth	century	B.C.	as	the	possession	of	strength	(an	attribute)	derived	from	three
elements:	knowledge,	military,	and	valor.	Twenty-three	centuries	later,	Hans	Morgenthau,	following	Kautilya’s	realistic	line,	preferred	to	define	power	as	a	relationship	between	two	political	actors	in	which	actor	A	can	control	the	mind	and	actions	of	the	actor.	Thus,	power,	in	the	words	of	Morgenthau,	may	comprise	anything	that	establishes	and
maintains	control	of	man	over	man	(and	it)	covers	all	social	relationships	that	serve	that	end,	from	physical	violence	to	the	most	subtle	psychological	ties	by	which	one	mind	controls	another.	Power	is	viewed	both	as	a	set	of	attributes	of	a	given	actor	and	a	relationship	between	two	actors.	The	simple	way	to	understand	the	concept	of	power	is	to	see	it
as	a	relationship	of	independent	entities.	Similarly,	the	best	way	to	Operationalize	and	measure	a	state’s	capacity	to	exercise	power	is	to	look	at	its	Specific	attributes	and	elements,	which	can	be	easily	measured.	Schwarzenberger	defines	it	as	the	capacity	to	impose	one’s	will	on	others	by	reliance	on	effective	sanctions	in	case	of	noncompliance.	He
distinguished	it	from	both	influence	and	force	by	considering	it	as	containing	a	threat	not	present	in	influence	and	stopping	short	of	force’s	actual	use.	While	defining	power,	Schleicher	also	makes	a	distinction	between	power	and	influence.	Power	is	the	ability	to	make	others	do	what	they	otherwise	would	not	do	by	rewarding	or	promising	to	reward
or	by	depriving	or	threatening	to	deprive	them	of	something	they	value.	But	influence	means	to	change	others’	behavior	through	their	consent	by	persuasion	rather	than	through	the	exercise	of	coercion.	In	his	own	words,	the	Power	relationship	is	marked	clearly	by	the	occurrence	of	threats;	the	influence	relationship	is	manifested	without	threatened
sanctions.	To	Dahl,	power	is	the	ability	to	shift	the	probability	of	outcomes.	According	to	him,	A	has	power	over	B	to	the	extent	that	he	can	get	B	to	do	something	that	B	would	not	otherwise	do.	Hartmann	observes	that	power	may	infest	itself	along	the	line	of	influence	beginning	with	latent	or	unintended	use	of	power	(that	is	to	say,	persuasion)
through	conscious	but	regulated	power	(that	is	to	say,	pressure)	and	reaching	up	to	its	final	gradation	(that	is	to	say,	use	of	farce).	In	brief,	Duchacek	defines	it	as	the	capacity	to	produce	intended	effects	to	realize	one’s	will.	Thus,	power	is	the	ability	to	control	others’	behavior	following	one’s	intentions	and	interests.	Couloumbis	and	Wolfe	define
power	as	an	umbrella	concept	that	denotes	anything	that	establishes	and	maintains	the	control	of	Actor	A	over	Actor	B.	Power,	in	turn,	can	be	seen	as	having	three	important	ingredients.	The	first	ingredient	is	force,	which	can	be	defined	as	the	explicit	threat	or	military,	economic,	and	other	instruments	of	coercion	by	Actor	A	against	Actor	B	in
pursuit	of	A	political	objectives.	The	second	ingredient	is	influence,	which	we	define	as	the	use	of	instruments	of	persuasion	short	of	force	by	Actor	A	to	maintain	or	alter	the	behavior	of	Actor	B	in	a	fashion	suitable	to	the	preferences	of	Actor	A.	The	third	ingredient	of	power	is	authority,	which	we	will	define	as	Actor	B’s	voluntary	compliance	with
directives	(prescriptions,	orders)	issued	by	Actor	A,	nurtured	by	B’s	perceptions	regarding	A-a	such	as	respect,	solidarity,	affection,	affinity,	leadership,	knowledge,	expertise.	They	thus	clarify	the	meaning	not	only	of	power	but	also	of	influence,	force,	and	authority.	They	also	depict	the	umbrella	concept	of	power	as	follows:	Capability:	Some	scholars
like	Lerche	and	Said	have	used	the	term	capability	instead	of	power	because	the	latter	lays	an	over-emphasis	on	coercion,	which	they	don’t	like.	According	to	them,	capability	is	always	the	ability	to	do	something,	to	act	purposefully	in	an	actual	situation.	Power	also	implies	this,	and	popularly	power	often	becomes	a	status	to	which	states	aspire	and
which	a	few	achieve.	Scholars	sometimes	think	of	a	powerful	state	in	the	abstract,	without	considering	how	much	they	can	do	in	an	immediate	action	situation.	Capability	preserves	the	necessary	nexus	with	policy	and	action	that	careless	use	of	power	often	overlooks.	For	these	reasons,	they	use	the	former	term	to	refer	to	the	overall	action
competence	of	states.	On	the	other	hand,	Couloumbis	and	Wolfe	prefer	to	interpret	capability	as	the	tangible	and	intangible	attributes	of	nation-states	that	permit	them	to	exercise	various	degrees	of	power	in	their	contacts	with	other	actors.	Technically	the	term	power	is	distinct	from	the	term	capability.	Most	scholars	prefer	to	use	the	term	power.
Respecting	this	preference,	we	will	adhere	to	the	term	power	in	subsequent	paragraphs.	National	Power	The	power	possessed	by	a	nation-state	is	known	as	a	national	power.	In	the	words	of	Padelford	and	Lincoln,	National	power	is	the	total	of	the	strength	and	capabilities	of	a	state	harnessed	and	applied	to	the	advancement	of	its	national	interests
and	attaining	its	national	objectives.	In	a	formal	sense,	agrarian	national	power	has	been	defined	as	the	strength	or	capacity	a	sovereign	state	can	use	to	achieve	its	national	interests.	This	power	alone	enables	a	state	to	defend	its	interests	in	the	long	run	and	produce	desired	results.	It	is	an	indicator	of	the	ability	to	influence	opinion,	human	behavior,
and	the	course	of	events	outside	its	frontiers.	According	to	Anam	Jaitly,	national	power	can	influence	people	domestically	and	other	nations	externally	toward	certain	desired	national	preferences	and	induce	a	favorable	response	from	these	sectors	for	accomplishing	these	preferences.	It	has	an	instrumental	value	for	understanding	higher	national
objectives	in	a	competitive	world.	In	the	Opinion	of	another	Indian	scholar	Jangan,	national	power	is	the	wherewithal	or	means	of	conducting	nations’	foreign	policies	or	pursuing	national	goals.	He	defined	it	as	the	capacity	of	nations	to	pursue	different	stakes	territorial,	political,	economic,	social,	cultural,	and	those	relating	to	prestige	and	goodwill.
National	power	taken	in	this	sense	is	constituted	by	several	elements,	constituents,	or	factors.	Ebenstein	also	defines	national	power	in	terms	of	its	attributes	and	elements.	According	to	him,	National	power	is	more	than	the	total	population,	raw	material,	and	quantitative	factors.	The	alliance	potential	of	a	nation,	its	civic	devotion,	the	flexibility	of	its
institutions,	its	technical	know-how,	and	its	capacity	to	endure	privation	are	but	a	few	quantitative	elements	that	determine	the	total	strength.	These	elements	and	attributes	of	national	power	will	be	discussed	in	detail	in	the	next.	Discussion	on	the	nature	and	importance	of	power	can	be	summed	up	in	the	words	of	Organski;	Power,	then,	is	the	ability
to	influence	others’	behavior	to	one’s	ends.	Unless	a	nation	can	do	this,	she	may	be	large,	she	may	be	wealthy,	she	may	even	be	great,	but	she	is	not	powerful.	Kinds	Of	Power:	There	are	three	types	of	power,	which	are	explained	below:	1.	Physical	Power:	The	military	strength	of	a	state	is	known	as	physical	power.	Both	the	USA	and	the	USSR	are	top-
ranking	powers	owing	to	their	military	might.	The	government	of	a	state	enjoys	political	power	because	of	the	military’s	subordination	to	the	political	authority.	Whenever	this	subordination	is	disturbed,	military	leadership	or	commanders	snatch	political	power.	It	is	exactly	how	various	coup	detaches	occur	in	the	world	and	political	power	changes
hands.	As	a	result	of	rapid	technological	development,	the	state’s	physical	power	is	divided	among	its	different	wings	such	as	the	armed	force,	the	air	force,	the	navy,	and	of	late,	the	nuclear	force	with	its	missiles.	Separation	of	military	power	among	different	wings	has	provided	some	safeguard	to	political	authority	from	the	Usurpation	of	power	by
military	leadership.	It	is	also	the	cause	of	not	providing	any	unified	command	of	the	three	wings	in	India.	There	is	no	harm	in	increasing	and	consolidating	military	strength	as	it	further	enhances	a	nation’s	power.	But	at	the	same	time,	concrete	steps	must	be	taken	to	make	the	military	subordinate	to	political	authority.	The	military	should	not	be
allowed	to	indulge	in	political	affairs	and	activities.	2.	Psychological	Power:	It	is	a	power	over	public	opinion.	It	consists	of	symbolic	devices	that	are	utilized	to	appeal	to	the	emotions	of	men.	This	power	is	identical	to	that	of	propaganda.	It	is	an	endeavor	to	regulate	the	thoughts	and	actions	of	others	through	propaganda.	Propaganda	is	motivated	and
could	be	for	good	or	evil.	Power	over	opinion	is	essential	for	boosting	the	morale	of	the	people	at	home,	carrying	on	psychological	warfare	abroad,	and	acquiring	moral	leadership	everywhere.	Psychological	power	is	used	very	tactfully.	In	India,	the	Republic	Day	Parade	of	the	locally	made	tanks	and	weapons	is	meant	to	impress	upon	other	nations	its
growing	military	power.	The	Kremlin’s	display	of	rockets	and	tanks	on	the	occasion	of	the	October	Revolution’s	anniversary	was	also	a	use	of	psychological	power.	The	governments	use	propaganda	techniques	to	expand	psychological	power	among	the	rival	states’	population,	many	of	which	have	their	Special	broadcasting	services	for	overseas	people.
For	example,	All	India	Radio	has	external	services	in	Russian,	Chinese,	Hindi,	Bengali,	Urdu,	Pushtu,	Nepali,	English,	etc.	The	BBC,	Voice	of	America,	and	Tashkent	Radio	have	extensive	overseas	services	in	foreign	languages.	Psychological	power	is	usually	employed	to	weaken	the	opponent	countries	by	spreading	disloyalty	among	their	people	and
instigating	them	against	their	governments.	3.	Economic	Power:	Economic	power	is	the	ability	to	control	other	nations’	behavior	by	having	greater	control	over	economic	goods	and	services.	A	highly	industrialized	and	economically	sound	country	can	influence	the	needy	nations’	behavior	by	giving	them	economic	aid	and	rewards	and	offering	them
capital	and	technical	assistance.	Economic	development	enhances	a	nation’s	capacity	to	influence	others	through	persuasion	and	enables	it	to	resist	persuasion	and	punishment	by	others.	Both	of	them	are	important	methods	of	power.		An	economically	prosperous	state	possesses	the	ability	to	buy	and	sell,	and	both	are	used	to	increase	a	nation’s
power	through	international	trade.	A	state’s	foreign	trade	is	meant	to	increase	another	country’s	economic	dependence	upon	one’s	own.	Nepal	and	Bhutan	are	dependent	upon	India	for	their	trade.	The	US	multinational	companies	control	Latin	American	countries’	economies,	and	nearly	two-thirds	of	their	foreign	trade	is	with	the	United	States.	A
large	share	of	Western	Europe	and	Japan’s	foreign	trade	has	been	with	the	US,	and	thus	the	economy	of	these	countries	has	been	made	dependent	upon	smooth	political	ties	with	the	US.	The	developed	countries	follow	what	has	been	propagated	as	economic	aid	policy	towards	the	developing	countries.	This	aid	policy	has	created	a	large	stockpile	of
credit	for	developed	Western	countries	among	the	developing	countries	but	is	proving	to	be	of	dubious	political	advantage.	Methods	Of	Exercising	Power:	The	question	arises	how	can	Nation	A	influence	Nation	B?	How	can	it	exercise	power?	There	are	four	means	and	methods	by	which	one	nation	can	influence	or	control	others	as	per	its	desire.	These
are:	1.	Persuasion:	It	is	the	most	common	and	widely	used	way	of	exercising	power.	In	this	method,	what	Nation	A	does	is	influence	Nation	B	through	arguments	or	superior	logic	or	redefine	the	whole	situation	so	that	Nation	B	changes	its	mind	about	what	it	ought	to	do.	Most	of	the	delegates	of	international	organizations	employ	this	method	and
persuade.	Small	nations	largely	rely	on	this	less	expensive	method	because	they	lack	the	power	and	means	to	coerce.	2.	Rewards:	Nation	A	can	regulate	Nation	B	for	doing	what	Nation	A	wants	by	offering	its	various	rewards.	Rewards	for	compliance	may	include	psychological	manipulation,	material	support,	economic	aid,	military	assistance,	and
political	support.	A	diplomat	may	alter	his	stand	to	win	the	appreciation	of	his	fellow	diplomats	from	other	nations.	The	rewards	can	be	material	in	the	shape	of	territory,	military	aid,	weapons,	troops,	and	training	facilities.	The	rewards	may	be	economical	in	the	form	of	aid,	loans,	grants,	capital	supply,	technical	assistance,	etc.	Political	rewards
consist	of	support	for	another	nation’s	viewpoint	in	international	conferences	and	forums.		3.	Punishment:	Reward	and	punishment	have	a	close	relationship.	The	most	effective	punishment	is	to	with	an	old	reward.	Punishment	may	also	include	hostile	activities	like	unfriendly	propaganda,	diplomatic	opposition,	and	aid	to	the	enemy	of	the	state
concerned.	It,	however,	should	be	threatened	in	advance	and	not	carried	out.	The	most	effective	punishment	is	rarely	meted	out	because	the	very	threat	succeeds	in	preventing	the	action	that	the	punished	disapproves	of.	As	a	last	resort,	if	it	is	to	be	carried	out,	it	should	be	given	in	such	a	way	that	it	can	be	withdrawn	at	once	when	the	offending	party
changes	and	subscribes	to	the	way	shown	by	the	punishing	Party	4.	Force:	Punishment	is	Usually	threatened	as	a	preventive	measure,	but	it	becomes	the	use	of	force	when	it	is	carried	out.	Thus,	punishment	and	force	are	not	strictly	separated	from	each	other	through	some	distinction	from	the	viewpoint	of	prevention	and	actuality.	The	intensity	of
hostility	between	these	two	is	made	for	analysis.	The	most	extreme	form	of	the	use	of	force	is	war.	Force	is	always	used	as	the	last	resort	when	the	above	three	methods	prove	futile.	It	can	be	repeated	for	the	sake	of	clarification	that	the	first	two	methods,	persuasion	and	reward	constitute	influence	during	the	last	two,	punishment	and	force,	form
power.	The	analysis	of	these	four	means	reveals	that	what	distinguishes	power	from	influence	is	Coercion	or	force.	Dimensions	Of	Power:	Deutsch	gives	three	dimensions	of	power	that	can	be	easily	measured	and	allow	analysis	to	quantify	and	rank	the	nation-states’	actual	and	projected	capabilities.	In	brief,	these	dimensions	are	as	follows:	1.	Domain
of	Power:	Domain	answers	the	question,	over	whom	power	is	exercised.	Power	is	often	exercised	over	people,	territory,	and	wealth.	The	domain	can	be	divided	into	internal	domain	and	external	domain.	In	the	context	of	international	relations,	only	the	external	domain	is	relevant.	It	means	the	ability	of	nation-states	to	exercise	their	power	outside
their	territorial	limits.	For	instance,	the	US’s	external	domain	would	comprise	all	other	NATO,	ANZUS	Treaty,	and	OAS,	and	some	other	states	that	have	entered	into	bilateral	defense	pacts	or	understandings	with	the	US.	Like	the	concept	of	the	external	domain,	Rosenau	has	propounded	the	concept	of	penetration,	which	he	defines	as	a	process	in
which	members	of	one	polity	serve	as	participants	in	the	political	process.	Some	of	the	pointers	to	penetration	are	the	number	of	basic	facilities	a	country	maintains	in	other	states,	the	size	of	military	missions	in	other	states,	the	quantity	of	foreign	aid	given,	etc.	Penetration	manifests	itself	in	colonialism,	Neo-colonialism,	imperialism,	and
dependency.	2.	Range	of	Power:	Deutsch	defines	range	as	the	difference	between	the	highest	reward	(or	indulgence)	and	the	worst	punishment	(or	deprivation)	that	a	power	holder	can	bestow	(or	inflict)	upon	some	person	in	his	domain.	The	range	also	has	internal	and	external	components.	Within	its	territory,	a	state	may	control	its	people	by	benign
and	tyrannical	measures.	Governments	can	exercise	power	over	their	subjects	both	through	rewards	as	well	as	punishment.	The	rewards	include	welfare	measures,	democratic	rights,	facilities,	etc.	Punishment	can	be	given	to	those	who	disobey	the	government.	In	the	external	range,	colonialism	and	Neo-colonialism	could	be	regarded	as	the	external
analog	of	tyranny.	On	the	other	hand,	a	mutually	beneficial	alliance	or	an	equitable	economic	cooperation	structure	among	nation-states	is	more	akin	to	a	just	and	benign	national	government.	A	powerful	state	can	punish	a	weak	country	directly	or	indirectly	if	the	latter	does	not	follow	the	former’s	line.	Such	punishment	may	stretch	from	hostile



propaganda	to	military	intervention.	On	the	other	hand,	the	reward	can	be	in	the	form	of	economic,	military,	and	diplomatic	help.	3.	Scope	of	Power:	In	Deutsch’s	words,	the	scope	of	power	is	the	set	or	collection	of	all	the	particular	kinds	of	classes	of	behavior,	relations,	and	affairs	that	are	effectively	subjected	to	governmental	power.	This	collection
embraces	all	the	types	of	activities	a	government	seeks	to	control,	domestic	and	foreign.	The	technological	revolution	has	substantially	increased	the	internal	and	external	scope	of	power.	In	the	present	times,	external	control	has	taken	various	forms	and	become	subtle	and	complex.	A	powerful	state	can	now	exercise	power	over	the	other	state
without	firing	a	single	shot.	For	example,	most	Latin	American	countries	are	economically	and	politically	controlled	by	the	US,	albeit	they	are	not	formal	colonies.	Multinational	corporations	play	a	role	in	this	machination	of	dependency	and	interdependence.	Today,	countries	depend	on	one	another	for	such	important	things	as	technologies,	energy
materials	such	as	oil,	uranium,	and	natural	gas,	investment	capital,	managerial	personnel,	unskilled	labor,	military	equipment,	and	information	processing	systems.	Role	And	Use	Of	Power:	A	nation	may	use	power	in	international	relations	for	various	purposes;	the	chief	among	them	are:	National	security:	The	defense	of	its	territory	and	sovereignty	is
the	main	purpose	of	any	modern	state.	National	security	is	a	vital	national	interest	and	a	major	determinant	of	every	nation’s	foreign	policy.	Power	plays	a	significant	role	in	achieving	this	purpose	and	vital	interest.	Every	nation	has	a	department	or	ministry	in	charge	of	the	defense	of	the	country.	This	shows	how	all	states	feel	that	military	or	physical
power	must	be	possessed	in	the	interest	of	national	security.	Many	nations	have	fought	defensive	wars.	A	defensive	war	may	be	pre-emptive	or	preventive.	Pre-emptive	war	is	initiated	by	a	defensive	power	to	forestall	an	attack	believed	to	be	imminent.	Military	might	and	preparedness	are	essential	to	deter	opponents’	interference,	or	if	they	do	occur
to	stop	them.	During	the	Cold	War	days,	the	USA	justified	its	large	nuclear	stockpile	because	it	was	necessary	as	a	deterrent	power.	The	US	sought	to	deter	the	Soviet	Union	by	making	it	known	that	its	nuclear	striking	force	could	survive	a	surprise	attack	and	be	capable	of	taking	equally	destructive	retaliatory	steps.	During	the	Gulf	War	(1991),	the
US	protected	its	vital	interests	and	compelled	Iraq	forces	to	vacate	Kuwait	with	its	superior	and	sophisticated	defense	forces.	Preserving	Status	Quo:	The	status	quo	policy	aims	to	preserve	the	distribution	of	power	prevalent	at	any	time	in	history.	The	moment	in	history	taken	as	a	reference	for	pursuing	the	status	quo	policy	is,	often,	the	termination
of	the	war.	After	the	end	of	a	war,	a	peace	treaty	is	signed,	indicating	a	new	shift	in	power.	Nations	following	the	status	quo	policy	utilize	power	to	preserve	the	new	shift	in	the	balance	of	power.	For	example,	from	1815	to	1848,	certain	European	governments	pursued	a	status	quo	policy,	using	their	power	to	defend	the	Peace	Settlement	of	1815—the
U.S.A.	Monroe	Doctrine	(1823)	and	Truman	Doctrine	(1946)	are	other	examples	of	using	power	to	maintain	the	status	quo	in	the	American	hemisphere	and	Western	Europe,	respectively.	The	policy	of	the	status	quo	permits	minor	changes.	But	a	major	change	altering	the	nation’s	supreme	position	Pursuing	the	policy	will	not	be	tolerated	by	it.
Changing	the	Status	Quo:	Nations	also	use	the	power	to	change	the	status	quo	in	their	favor	or	pursue	a	policy	of	imperialism.	Any	effort	to	change	the	existing	distribution	of	power	in	its	favor	means	that	the	state	follows	a	policy	of	imperialism.	The	most	open	and	crude	type	of	imperialism	is	military	imperialism.	Today,	it	is	replaced	by	other	more
covert	forms	of	imperial	policy,	such	as	economic	and	cultural	imperialism.	Alexander,	Napoleon,	Hitler,	and	more	recently,	Saddam	Hussain	used	military	power	for	their	expansion.	At	times	even	nations	claiming	to	fight	defensive	wars,	as	the	allies	in	World	Wars,	may	be	tempted	to	have	a	treaty	that	not	merely	restores	the	pre-war	balance	but	a
new	balance	in	its	favor,	for	instance,	the	Treaty	of	Versailles	which	endeavored	to	keep	Germany	permanently	weak.	At	times,	the	existence	of	a	power	vacuum	or	weak	neighbors	may	tempt	powerful	states	to	take	an	interest	in	those	areas.	Military	adventure	as	a	method	of	using	power	is	a	gamble.	It	may	succeed	or	may	be	lost.	Economic
imperialism	or	neocolonialism	is	less	obtrusive.	Economic	expansion	may	be	controlling	foreign	markets,	exporting	capital,	providing	economic	aid	and	loans,	and	operating	multinational	corporations.	Another	Subtle	way	of	changing	the	status	quo	is	cultural	imperialism.	It	does	not	indulge	in	the	conquest	of	territory	and	its	forcible	retention,	nor
economic	penetration;	instead,	it	endeavors	to	change	the	existing	balance	of	power	by	conquering	people’s	minds.	This	is	achieved	through	propaganda.	Just	as	nations	find	it	necessary	to	be	armed	and	ready	to	meet	any	military	aggression,	they	also	use	their	power	to	counter	economic	and	cultural	expansion.	Use	in	Diplomacy:	A	nation’s
diplomats	also	utilize	power.	Diplomats	of	powerful	countries	act	more	confidently	in	their	diplomatic	activities	than	diplomats	of	the	less	powerful	states.	Power	helps	nations	at	the	negotiation	table.	It	enables	a	nation	to	advance	its	particular	claims	or	to	resist	the	claims	of	other	nations.	The	Chinese	leader	Mao	Tse-tung	once	wrote:	Political	power
grows	out	of	the	barrel	of	a	gun.	Likewise,	it	can	be	said	that	diplomatic	strength	comes	out	of	political	power.	If	a	country	is	powerful,	its	diplomats	can	effectively	employ	the	means	of	persuasion	and	reward.	Their	threat	of	punishment	and	use	of	force	will	carry	more	weight	during	diplomatic	negotiations	and	maneuvering.	Enhancing	Prestige:
Various	states	use	power	to	enhance	their	prestige	in	the	world.	Enhancement	is	related	to	the	show	and	demonstration	of	power.	For	this	reason,	nations	occasionally	display	power	and	strength	before	the	other	nations	of	the	world	in	various	ways.	On	such	occasions	as	Independence	Day	or	Republic	Day,	when	dignitaries	and	diplomats	are
watching,	military	demonstrations	serve	to	impress	on	them	the	country’s	military	preparedness.	When	the	USA	tested	the	atomic	bombs	in	the	Pacific	in	1946,	she	invited	many	foreign	dignitaries	to	see	the	fact	that	the	USA	was	bombing	a	group	of	ships	larger	than	many	of	the	world’s	navies.	Another	frequently	employed	method	of	demonstrating
power	and	at	the	same	time	solidarity	or	friendship	with	another	nation	is	the	exchange	of	fleets	or	visits	of	armed	ships	to	the	harbors	of	friendly	countries.	The	timing	of	such	visits	or	exchanges	is	also	significant.	If	just	before	the	outbreak	of	hostilities	or	when	a	country	is	being	threatened,	the	visits	are	meant	to	show	the	potential	enemy	that	he
will	have	to	face	the	combined	force	of	two	nations.	On	all	other	occasions,	such	exchanges	serve	to	show	the	world	that	the	country	is	interested	in	the	region’s	affairs	and	has	power,	which	it	will	use	when	necessary.	Finally,	a	nation	may	exhibit	its	power	and	will	to	use	it	by	calling	for	partial	or	total	mobilization.	When	it	feels	threatened	by	an
enemy,	a	nation	seeks	to	convince	the	enemy	and	the	rest	of	the	world	that	it	means	to	defend	itself	and	that	it	has	an	adequate	workforce	for	this	purpose.	Thus,	the	prestige	or	reputation	for	military	might	and	preparedness	is	used	by	countries	to	their	advantage.	But	sometimes,	there	should	not	be	a	wide	gap	between	the	apparent	prestige	and
real	power.	To	follow	a	policy	of	falsehood	is	perilous,	while	to	neglect	prestige	is	to	lose	the	opportunity	to	put	to	full	use	the	power	at	one’s	disposal.		Serving	National	Interests:	Power	is	used	to	fulfill	vital	national	interests	such	as	national	security	and	independence,	preserve	the	status	quo	and	prestige,	etc.,	and	accomplish	other	national
interests.	These	may	be	geographical,	political,	economic,	social,	educational,	scientific,	technical,	strategic,	cultural,	etc.	Each	country	may	have	its	national	interests	according	to	its	specific	needs	and	conditions.	Power	alone	can	help	achieve	all	these	interests.	The	more	powerful	a	country	is,	the	easier	it	will	be	to	achieve	them	than	the	other
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