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Observe the complete mind map. Take in the whole plate before reading any single

branch — the layout itself is the memory.

RECALL

Close the book and reproduce its branches from memory. Say the headings aloud. What
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THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER | - SECTION A

SECTION A

Western Philosophy

PAPER | - HISTORY AND PROBLEMS OF PHILOSOPHY

PLATES IN THIS SECTION

Plato's Philosophy 3

Hierarchy of Ideas « Allegory of the Cave « Theory of the Divided Line . CERE UPSE THENIE

Aristotle's Four Causes 4

Material - Formal - Efficient « Final | Comparison with Sankhya and Modern Science - CONE UPSE THEME

Hume's Philosophy 5

Rational Psychology « Cosmology « Theology « Problem of Induction « Kant's Response % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

Kant's Philosophy 6

Transcendental Aesthetic « Analytic « Dialectic « God and Morality * HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

Hegel's Philosophy 7

Concrete Idealism ¢ Dialectic « Three Triads « Real and Rational « Negation as Movement % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

Husserl's Phenomenology 8

Anti-Psychologism « Epoché - Reduction « Eidetic Insight « Transcendental Consciousness % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

THE THREAD OF THIS SECTION

Plato — reality lies above appearance. Aristotle — reality is explained through matter, form, agency and end.
Hume — experience gives no necessity. Kant — the mind supplies the necessity experience cannot. Hegel — the
whole develops through its own contradictions. Husserl — return to how things are given to consciousness.

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA 2
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Plato's PhllOSOphy * CORE UPSC THEME

4 S
=
i THE
IAS AKADEMIA
—  We Are Because You Are
~ PLATO’S PHILOSOPHY
|
Hierarchy of Ideas + Allegory of the Cave * Theory of the Divided Line — |
/

2 N - S—

HIERARCHY OF IDEAS | o ALLEGORY OF THE CAVE

Plato’s World of Reality: An Ascent to the Good

@ 1LLUSION
THE HIGHEST o “The highest Farm. Prisoners chained in
REALITY, Source of truth, | a cave see only TRUTH ‘
TRUTH & THE FORM being and value. s:-_:dm_s on the wall, & THE GOOD
KNOWLEDGE OF THE GOOD Gives reality and mistaking them for
intelligibility to all reality.
other Forms.
3 ) IGNORANCE
/T REALITY
. They are unaware of
Forms of number, the real objects and KNOWLEDGE
J 9 MATHEMATICAL geometry and the fire behind them. (NOESIS)
relations.
ASCENT OBJECTS Eternal, abstract, ® EDUCATION
TOWARDS A v —1r and intelligible. One prisoner is REASONING
released, turns DIANOIA,
THE GOOD f == =3 around and sees the { )
y Things of the fire and the objects
/| @ PHYSICAL physical world. causing the shadows.
OBJECTS They participate BELIEF
in Forms, © ENLIGHTENMENT (PISTIS) |
' Changeable, He ascends out of
imperfeet, the cave, s dazzled
at first, then sces the IGNORANCE
Copies of physical sun—the source of
oW opics (EIKASIA)
ﬂ::EFTf\?lT:ST objects [reflections, truth and the Good, ] = ; .
e shadows, images). S &r
CRNKIN S Moot doant tere || () RETURNTO THE CAVE : 3
IGNORANCE z E .
! truth; mere The enlightencd one
aAppearances. returns to help others,
i facing ridicule and — i
KEY IDEA | resistance. e— = = S
The soul must ascend from the world of becoming (appearance) “ : ) 3 .
10 the world of being (reality) through philosophical knowledge The cave represents the world of appearances; the ascent
guided by reason. | | represents the soul’s journey from ignorance to knowledge.
¢ — — y. e L - 99 S
HE DIVIDED LINE HOW THE THREE DOCTRINES
- e ARE CONNECTED
Plato divides reality and knowledge into four levels. The soul ascends from opinion (doxa) to knowledge (episteme). A e Ouini
LOWER REALITY HIGHER REALITY @ ‘;';(E:ow'{‘e’g'ge pion |
S = I VIS LE o 3 -
(VISIBLE REALM) o (INTELLIGIBLE REALM) oo sRade (Ekssls)
REALITY EIKASIA PISTIS DIANOIA NOESIS e e e ‘
(WHAT EXISTS) (IMAGINATION) (BELIEF) (THOUGHT) (INTELLIGENCE) o B .
| | | From Becoming |
KNOWLEDGE Opinion / Conjecture Opinion / Belief |  Discursive Thought / Knowledge / Intuition to Being
(STATE OF SOUL) Reasoning From changing physical
= things to eternal Forms. |
e | From the world of senses
‘i ‘ ﬁ to the world of reality.
: 3 e ; From Appearance
@ to Realit
OBJECT Shadows, Reflections, Physical Objects, Mathemarical Objects, Forms / Ideas, . From ilhtsil);ns of the cave
(WHAT 1S KNOWH) Images Sensible Things Abstract Entities The Good to the light of the sun.
—— | From what seems to what is.
VISIBLE REALM (APPEARANCE) INTELLIGIBLE REALM (REALITY) Philosophy is the love of wisdom

and the journey of the soul |
towards the Good.”

The Divided Line shows the gradual progress from the lowest opinion about shadows to the highest knowledge of the Good. — Plate

REMEMBER: THE GOAL OF PHILOSOPHY IS NOT INFORMATION,
BUT TRANSFORMATION OF THE SOUL TOWARDS THE GOOD.

THE IAS AKADEMIA :

We Are Because You Are ——
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Aristotle's Four Causes

P

APER |

* CORE UPSC THEME

o MATERIAL CAUSE
(What it is made of)

of motion or change
that produces

the thing.
Example: The
sculptor who
creates it.

THE

E

| FORMAL CAUSE.
[ @ rnp L |

(What it is) Uld
& @) i
I I m" Material

The matter or The form, essence, basis [
substratum out of structure or defining
which a thing is pattern that makes
made. it what it is. ,n:"; Form/
Example: Bronze Example: The
of the statue. shape and design bt O
of the statue.
EFFICIENT cause e FINAL CAUSE W, Efficient
(What brings it X (What it is for) / agency
into being) EXAMPLE:
BRONZE STATUE The end, purpose ¥ Y Purpose/
The agent, source or goal for the \‘ll_,.(i. teleology

sake of which
the thing exists.

X View of
K_J causation

Example: To be
admired, to express
beauty and art,

Example

orienlntinn |

TO EXPLAIN A THING FULLY, ARISTOTLE ASKS:

@

IAS AKADEMIA

We Are Because You Are

ARISTOTLE’S FOUR CAUSES

— Material » Formal » Efficient * Flnal Cause | Comparison with Saikhya and Modern Science —

0 THE FOUR CAUSES © COMPARISON WITH SANKHYA

Seeks complete
explanation of a thing
through four causes.

Matter and form are both
real and inseparable in
substances.

Form (essence, structure)
gives identity and makes
a thing what it is.

Efficient cause is an
actual agent/source
of change.

Final cause is central;
nature acts for an end.

Explains by four causes
working together.

Explains individual
substances and their
purpose in nature.

TGS
9

\
A

el

4
LY

1

Emphasises Satkdryavdda:
the effect pre-exists in |
the cause.

Prakrti is the material
source of the world;
evolutes unfold from it.

Transformation is explained

through evolution of

tattvas rather than

Aristotelian form—matter

analysis. |

Purusa is conscious witness,
not a creator-God in the
ordinary sense.

Teleology is not central in
the Aristotelian sense.

Explains through Praksti’s
evolution under gunas
(Satkdryavada).

Explains cosmic evolution
from subtle to gross;
focus on tattva- sequence,

WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

What is it made of? What form does it have?
Who made it? For what end?

4

Aristotle gives a four-fold explanatory
model centered on form and purpose,
whereas Sankhya explains cosmic
evolution through Prakrti, gunas

and Satkdryavada.

Both seek rational explanation ofchnnst
and reject purely accidental becoming,

WHY IT MATTERS IN UPSC

Helps explain Aristotle's
- Matter or substratum Form/essence gives Agent or source of End or purpose for the @ doctrine of causation.
ARISTOTLE'S | 5 one of the four identity, structure change that brings sake of which the rhmg
VIEW necessary causes. and mle\llg!h]hty: . the thing into being. exists. @ Links metaphysics, physics,
: { E‘;- : Q biology and telecl
gy and teleology.
Science studies matter, Science studies structure, Science explains events Purpose-based r_xp]:mamm Useful for comparison—bascd
IN MODERN compasition, elements, pattern, organization, through mechanisms, is generally rejected in answers with Indian
SCIENCE particles, energy and mathematical form, forces, prior conditions, physical science. '_ e
material constitution. laws, models and F causal interactions and In biology, appears in philosophy.
systems. n/(} natural processes. limited or heuristic forms
-\_‘{ a (function, adapration, Can be connected with
(| & tekonomy). Sankhya, Satkdryavada and
Transformed and Strongest and central Mostly rejected in phy ; istic sci
1 jected in physics; modern mechanistic science.
s;éfgfé; mtzlsri\t:id Fhmush to scientific explanation. limited, conditional role
! maodels, laws an

in biology.

© ©)

mathematical structur
IS PRI-‘DOMNA\IL M
5 TELEOLC

SCIRE CAUSAS,
SCIRE VERITATEM.

SCIENCE ASKS MAINLY:
“How does it happen?”

ARISTOTLE ALSO ASKS:
“What is it for?”

WHEN MATTER, FORM, AGENCY AND END ARE ALL UNDERS

THE IAS AKADEMIA

——— We Are Because You Are

phy Optional
with Vikash Sir

Q) 8595269455
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Hume's Philosophy
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PAPER | - WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

*x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

THE

We Are Because You Are

IAS AKADEMIA

HUME'S PHILOSOPHY -~

%

Rational Psychology  Rational Cosmology « Rational Theology y
Problem of Indut;,f:ion e Kant’s Response

©o00

B

o0

¥

v

3

F® RATIONAL
PSYCHOLOGY IS
NOT POSSIBLE

¢ Hume rejects the idea of a
substantial, permanent self.

— }

* We never perceive a fixed soul;
we only experience fleeting
impressions and ideas.

¢ The mind is on[y a “bundle or
collection of different
Perceph'ons".

o Personal identity is a fiction
Produced by memory, habit

—
9 (2) RATIONAL

\\

COSMOLOGY IS
NOT POSSIBLE £

=0e =y

» We observe only constant
conjunction, not a necessary
connection,

¢ Cause-and-effect necessity is
not given in experience.
o The expectation that the future

will resemble the past comes
from habit or custom.

L4 Therefore reason alone cannof

establish me.taphysica.l'.

TR |
() RATIONAL M1/

£

THEOLOGY IS
NOT POSSIBLE

=0= =

Hume is most Power\ru[ in
criticising the teleological /4
desi_gn argumenf:.

From the world's order we
cannot validly infer an infinite,
Perﬁc{‘. God.

The a.nalosy between the

universe and human artifacts

is weak.
The world may show defects,
plurality, or ?imitcd intelligence.

and association. cosmalajg. o Human reason cannot prove God
through sPe.cula.five fheofogy.
R Wy ST WY LW ~ e e T e N M i e e e o i i
! Soul / self is not known as ‘Il "' Necessary relation between ; If jﬁf Birne ool awccitsh e
i a substance; the mind is @ | || | cause and effect is not L attacks the teleological !
I\ bundle of Per‘cepft'ons. ,’! 1\ perceived. l.’[ arsumenf: for God. }!
A ¥R e i b, k ““““““““““““ B/ A e v - o O P
@ 5 B ;
PROBLEM OF INDUCTION = KANT’S RESPONSE
b € >
Observe ! ¢ Induction assumes *_"“t o Kant famously said: “Hume awoke me
AinB /—\ Expect | unobserved cases will from my dogmatic slumber.”
s Ain future B|  resemble observed cases. ey i
o ~ i ¥ w it .
. N {iaiTlhis: cannob beinstified o Hume's criticism of causation forced
:Ci‘;;g;tggY \ : d::iur_tively. J Kant to rethink knowledge.
\\‘ d { o Tt also cannot be jusﬁﬂ!d + Kant rgsponds b"j arsu('ns for
e O 7 ; inductively without = . —— =
i circularity. [ Synﬂiefic A Priori J-udgmenfs. I
Assume future | * Hence scientific and everyday T
resembles Pasf : expectations rest on habit, 2 Causalltg 15 ftea‘f:ed'. by Kant _o‘s C c"!'tesorg
| not rational proof. of understanding, not something derived
mere[y from habit.

\

S

@A

Challenges Questions substance, Foundations of Raises the classic Directly
rafiona?ist ! causation and empiricism and | problem of influences
mefaphgsics. natural fheology. skePﬁcfsm‘ induction. Kant.

= WHY HUME

'MATTERS =

@@

'@

g

T" PhllOSOPhy Opfiona[
W itk Vikash Sir
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o

THE

IAS AKADEMIA

We Are Because You Are

- KANT’S PHILOSOPHY -

A Classification of Kant's Critical Philosophy
CRITIQUE OF

E PURE REASON ﬁ
T

-

.' TRANSCENDENTAL 1= TRANSCENDENTAL BXE TRANSCENDENTAL w |
| AESTHETIC ANALYTIC DIALECTIC
(Sfudﬂ of Smsibi[iis_)‘ fS'EuA, of Undgrshndinaz (Cru'{-'q_uf. oﬂf Reasrm).
Deals with the forms of smsilzili{y Explains how the undersfanding thinks Examines reason when it goes l’:f.gorw{
H»\rouafn. which objects are given to us. objects of experience. the limits of possible experience.
) T:?ﬁfmi,é + C(‘L?ka':“ FHE 3 TRANSCENDENTAL lu.usl@

[ space | TIME | (@) SOUL -

| A priori fom nf A priori fm’m of Pﬂrﬂlosfsms- vf Pure Re.a.sm
! outer sense. inner semse. SYNTHESIS Reason derives false conclusions
Kn.owlulse. arises from the synthesis about the soul (e.g., simplicity,

of intuitions and concepts. immrtalitg} fmm the "I think". i
. J : (T R W T e e R y (b) WORLD — |
:: || (Eomcapts wifhaet aksnbingle i B Akinsonies of Pire Rasssr. || |
f- e ], d ittt pmigtt e Mindi Prason full ke comtindickins
l COPERNICAN REVOLUTION = about the world (finite finfinite,
1

1 . A . i necessary, etc.).

{% Not derived from experience. | : We do not conform. our knawledge o objects ny i e

84 Tlu.g are a priori and universal. : @ alone; rather, objects as experienced conform e 2 (¢) GOD -

iﬂ‘ Tlus make experience possible. i to the diti éf our cog iti i % ldeal ‘)t Pure Reason
S e e } Reason constructs an idea of a

» PHENOMENA: Objects as they appear fo us

— (within conditions o; upgrimwu.). :fuprgmgi{:fma as the 8rwmi
% TAKEANAY » NOUMEMA (THINGS-IN-THEMSELVES): Ob_jeds . |
as they are in themselves (beyond experience) ST Wit o g

Intuitions without °°"“Pt‘ are blind. 11-;3 are thinkable but not knowable. ¥ Reason wrongls seeks the unconditioned ! |
s (the absolute, infinite, toénlity) begond

i
!
i experience and generates metaphysical i

| % CATEGORIES: Pure concepts of the understanding

"
'
1

I
E # (12 in all) which structure and unify experience. | e I
1 # (E.g., Causality, Substance., Unity, Plurality, ete.) | 18 : H
| % J L% (Eg., Cousality, Substance, Unity, Plaraliby, ebe) | | (L2000 Al
1 o ~\
.. KANT AGAINST THE ONTOLOGICAL PROOF ( GOD AND MORALITY 5
| \\ |/ .+ Existence is not a real predicate. ¢ Theoretical reason cannot prove God
g = .Addine existence does not add any property + Practical reason, h , postulates God. |
to the concept of a tk.‘.-g, * God, Freedom, and Immortalﬂs are the three |
* 100 real thalers do not contain more conceptual P"’t“l'ﬁ't"s of Prat.ﬁr.al reasa
predicates than 100 possible thalers. . Mvralit‘g leads us to postulate a moral order in the
ol T1 ‘qf | the ol a. 1 arg L les world and the Hism{ Gend_. (Sum Bonu.m.).
=> God's existence cannot be proved by reason alone. 4 * Faith is the moral need of reason.
| =
i —- WHY KANT MATTERS - I
Reconciles : 4 i 1 I’ |
Rationalism & | EEJ _ | @‘@ : m (Eler;t:l‘:l: Moie‘;n |
EmPirl'dsm. = nd = ) ! P! 35 |
@ Grounds Limits Knowledge ' Dish’ngufskes ] Metaphysics |
Sgn{lu.h'r. to Make Room. ' Phenomena and . @
| L A Priori K:wwl&daf. fur Faith Noumena
X ] 1 ; e ey
dw |TIA| THE IAS AKADEMIA | & 8595269455 | (&) t.me/philosophy_op 5
UPSC ANSWER LENS - Define - Explain - Thinker /[ Argument - Critique — Evaluation
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Hegells PhllOSOphy * HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

THE

IAS AKADEMIA

_ We Are Because You Are
) TIA

~ HEGEL'S PHILOSOPHY =

Concrete Tdealism o Dialectic  Three Triads ¢ Real and Rational « Negation as Movement
( CONCRETE IDEALISM | )

* Reality is not a mere collection of isolated facts. w
* The Absolute unfolds through history, nature and spirit. Hegel’s idealism is
; : ik : concrete because
* The universal is concrete when it lives in particulars. thought is embodied
¢ Truth is the whole; each part gains meaning in in reality, institutions
relation to the whole. and history.

=/

(" — DIALECTICAL MOVEMENT — &
Immediate Negation / ] reco}igh:;on/ Rich
l ed | -5 on | Ly : —p| Richer
% position [ Contradiction [ {iﬁfjﬁsﬂnﬂ ) unity

" NEGATION IS MOVEMENT 6

]
I ]

| o Every stage generates its own contradiction. | De\;elopn;;nt k
|+ Negation is not mere destruction; '1 takes place throug
1 ]

it pushes thought forward. contradiction. 99

o Aufhebung cancels, preserves and
L . clovates The eorlier hage. - _______ =
N
[ THE REAL IS RATIONAL « THE RATIONAL Is REAL |[ /N cavrron )
* Reality is intelligible, not chaotic. Hegel means that
* Reason is realised in history, society and institutions. actuality reveals an
* What is truly rational has objective expression. inner rational structure,
s * This does NOT mean every existing thing is not that every
& automatically justified. J \__passing fact is good.
Y By
[ —THREE TRIADS £ WHY HEGEL MATTERS
—— Important Hegelian Triads (illustrative) —— Y ;
TRIAD 1 : TRIAD 2 : TRIAD 3 % 2 ¢ Central to German Idealism.
Bein | | Subjective Spirit : ¢ Influences Marx, existentialism
[ Nothi ] ! [ e S ] ! and modern political theory.
- (e T prit | ; A7 ¢ Helps explain history as
| [ . in histol
[ Becoming ) : M;sol’u{'e Spirit | | ail deven'opmfni‘ of freedom.
Meaning: Pure bei : Meaning: Spirit moves from Meaning: Forms of absoluf = , 1
resolve into becoming, | Social institutions to the |y conceptual (philosophy). 2 & *
He efl is r1::5”: ‘::‘:;F “*f’:;f“r_::’"‘*‘d ;i t 5:[; * Useful fur COMPM;SM
I oL Wi riadic developmen .

§ H&f Hhotah 4isih othuacies st be i casspully.” @ with Kant and Marx. )
= ~
A~~~ For Hegel, reality is a living rational process in which /

Y/~ = contradiction generates development and the whole gives @
L meaning to the parts. y

UPSC ANSWER LENS - Define - Explain - Thinker /[ Argument - Critique — Evaluation

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA 7
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Husserl's Phenomenology

WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

REQUENCY PYQ THEME

THE
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HUSSERL'S PHENOMENOLOGY -

N

> 000

and Primordial Consciousness

AIM OF PHENOMENOLOGY

e To describe phenomena as they are
siven in consciousness.

» To return “to the things themselves”.

e To establish Philosophg as a rigorous scfe.nc.e_.J

—

<]

@

V.

AVOIDANCE OF PSYCHOLOGISM
o Losic is not reducible to mental processes.
e Truth is objective, universal and ideal.
e Psychology studies facts of mind;

logic studies validity.

/Ju'r;, Anti-Psychologism, Epoche, Reduction, Merits, Drawbacks

*

L S £ k]
r ; =
MERITS © EPOCHE / BRACKETING DRAWBACKS
e S nd | t about th ternal
@) - Gives a rigos = ek b i = Breskling iy
A method for r_ e Put the natural attitude in brackets. —w [?] be difficult or
philosaphg, ¢ Focus only on how things appear artificial.
\_ to consciousness. Y
@ - Emphasizes - » Risk of
first - person ‘ﬁ’) ® PHENOMENOLOGICAL REDUCTION y idealism or
experience. vl o Shift from oan'ec\E as assumed real excessive
v > ¢ to object as experienced. subjectivism.
* Clarifies o Study intentional acts and their contents. _
‘“te"‘t"’"“-l‘fﬂ = Consciousness is a.lwaas consciousness @ ¢ Social and
and. meaning. of something. -4 historical
L = = ,J context mag be
09 ° Influences —| (5). ., EIDETIC INSIGHT / ESSENCES underplayed.
a@n cstentialism, Y " ¢ Move from particular experiences to
hermeneutics i@: essential structures. @ * Method can
and ¢ Discover invariant essences through seem abstract
Phenomenofosiml g = intuition and variation. 5 and. complex.
& sociologﬂ. N J
. PRIMORDIAL / TRANSCENDENTAL N
Ay CONSCIOUSNESS
= ¢ The pure field of consciousness revealed
= = after reduction.
< = o Basis for constituting meaning and objectivity.
¢ Source of intentionality and pure experience.
—
[ = NOTE: HUSSERL AND DESCARTES = T
lic. ~ =% Husserl - Descartes 2~ |
Both be.{'n with radical doubt/suspension Both begin with radical doubt/suspension
and. see certainf:_j_. - and s certainty.

[ Uses epoché not to deny the world) bt
to sfudg consciousness mthodicdf_lj.

(phenomena), not on things as they are.

Deve_lnps transcendental sul:_ject{vft; —
L the conditions of possibility of experience.
U

Focus on how things appear to consciousness

Method is descriptive and phenomenological.

bl

Moves to substance dualism and the
cogito as a 'thinkfng substance.

Aims at knowledge of real substances = |
God, mind and matter.

__M.e.tl'a i's_r;.t;ngsiml and deciuc'f:i\.re,

[ Affirms o thinkin
body

self as a substance
separate from JJ
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Compare Before the Exam

WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

PAPER | COMPARISON

PLATO < ARISTOTLE

PLATO ARISTOTLE

Forms / Ideas in the intelligible realm; physical objects
only participate in them

Where reality lies

Highest principle The Form of the Good — source of truth, being and value

Route to knowledge Ascent of the Divided Line: eikasia — pistis — dianoia —»

noesis
Method of Participation of things in Forms; the soul's ascent from
explanation becoming to being

Cave and Divided Line are one continuous ascent from
illusion to the Good

Comparative hook

HUME < KANT

Matter and form are both real and inseparable in
substances

The Final Cause — nature acts for an end

Full explanation by four causes: material, formal, efficient,
final

What is it made of? What is it? Who made it? For what end?

Compare with Sankhya satkaryavada and with modern
mechanistic science

HUME KANT

Self / Soul No permanent self; mind is a bundle of perceptions;
personal identity a fiction of memory and habit

Causation Only constant conjunction is observed; necessity is habit,
not experience

Metaphysics Rational psychology, cosmology and theology are all
impossible

God The teleological argument is weakest: universe # artifact;
the world shows defects

Knowledge Induction cannot be justified deductively, nor inductively

without circularity

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA

Paralogisms — reason draws false conclusions about the
soul from the 'I think'

Causality is a category of the understanding, not derived
from habit

Transcendental Dialectic — soul, world and God are
transcendental illusions

Existence is not a real predicate; ontological proof fails;
God is a postulate of practical reason

Synthetic a priori judgements — concepts without
intuitions are empty, intuitions without concepts are blind

©
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Compare Before the Exam (continued)

KANT < HEGEL

KANT HEGEL

Reason and its limits = Reason wrongly seeks the unconditioned beyond

experience and generates metaphysical illusion

Reality and thought Objects as experienced conform to the conditions of
cognition; things-in-themselves are thinkable but not
knowable

The whole Knowledge arises from the synthesis of intuitions and
concepts

Method Aesthetic — Analytic — Dialectic: a critique of the faculties

God, freedom and immortality are postulates of practical
reason

History and spirit

HUSSERL <> DESCARTES

Every stage generates its own contradiction; negation is
not destruction but movement

The universal is concrete when it lives in particulars;
reality is intelligible, not chaotic
Truth is the whole; each part gains meaning in relation to

the whole

Immediate position — negation — sublation (Aufhebung) —»
richer unity

The Absolute unfolds through history, nature and spirit;
reason is realised in institutions

HUSSERL DESCARTES

Starting point Begins with radical suspension and seeks certainty
What the method Uses epoché not to deny the world but to study
does consciousness methodically

Object of enquiry How things appear to consciousness — phenomena

Character of method = Descriptive and phenomenological

The self reached Transcendental subjectivity — the conditions of possibility

of experience

Begins with radical doubt and seeks certainty

Moves to substance dualism and the cogito as a thinking
substance

Knowledge of real substances — God, mind and matter
Metaphysical and deductive

A thinking self affirmed as a substance separate from body

“Hume awoke me from my dogmatic slumber.” — Kant

COMPARE, THEN EVALUATE — UPSC REWARDS THE SECOND HALF

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA
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5-Minute Recall

WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

PLATO

Hierarchy of Ideas? — Form of the Good? — Cave: five stages? — Divided Line: eikasia, pistis, dianoia, noesis? —»
Visible vs intelligible realm? — Why is philosophy transformation and not information?

ARISTOTLE

Four causes? — Bronze statue example? - What is it made of / what is it / who made it / for what end? —»
Comparison with Sankhya satkaryavada? — Which causes survive in modern science? —» Why is explanation
teleological?

HUME

Why is rational psychology impossible? - Bundle of perceptions? — Constant conjunction, not necessary
connection? — Problem of induction: the circularity? — Attack on the teleological argument? —» What did Kant say
Hume did to him?

KANT

Transcendental Aesthetic: space and time? — Transcendental Analytic: synthesis, categories, Copernican
Revolution? -» Phenomena and noumena? - Transcendental Dialectic: paralogisms, antinomies, ideal of pure
reason? —» Why does the ontological proof fail? —» Three postulates of practical reason?

HEGEL

Concrete idealism — why 'concrete'? — Truth is the whole? — Dialectical movement: position, negation, Aufhebung,
richer unity? - The three triads? — 'The real is rational' — what it does NOT mean? —» Why does Hegel matter for
Marx?

HUSSERL

Aim — 'to the things themselves'? - Why anti-psychologism? — Epoché and bracketing? - Phenomenological
reduction? — Eidetic insight and essences? — Primordial / transcendental consciousness? — Two merits and two
drawbacks? — Husserl vs Descartes in one line?

COVER THE PAGE - SPEAK THE CHAIN ALOUD - THEN WRITE IT

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA 1
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SECTION B

Indian Philosophy

PAPER | - HISTORY AND PROBLEMS OF PHILOSOPHY

PLATES IN THIS SECTION

Valid Sources of Knowledge in Indian Philosophy

Pramanas « Who Accepts Which « Svatah vs Paratah Pramanyavada % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

Nyaya Conception of Inference

Anumana - Vydpti » Pafcdvayava « Hetva@bhdsa - MIGH-FREQUENGY PYE

Theory of Error in Indian Philosophy

Khyativada « Nyaya « Prabhakara « Kumdarila « Sankara « Buddhism % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

VaiSesika Philosophy of Padartha

Bhdva and Abhadva - Six Positive Categories « Nine Dravyas « Four Absences . CERE UPSE

Yoga Philosophy

Citta - Klesas « Citta-vrttis « Astdnga Yoga « I$vara « Integral Yoga CORE UPSE

Sankaracarya vs Ramanujacarya vs Madhvacarya

Advaita « Visistadvaita « Dvaita — Brahman, Jiva, Jagat, Mayad, Moksa % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

THE THRE‘AD OF T.HIS SECTION. .
Sri Aurobindo: Tnvolution and Fvolution

Pramana asks how we know. Khyativada asks how we go wrong. Vaisesika asks what categories reality falls
into. Yoga asks how the mind is to be disciplined. Vedanta asks what finally is. Aurobindo asks what
consciousness is becoming.

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA
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Valid Sources of Knowledge in Indian Philosophy * HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

. THE IAS AKADEMIA

+——— We Are Because You Are

VALID SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE IN INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

Pramanas and the Nyaya—Mimamsa Debate on Validity of Knowledge

o WHAT IS PRAMANA? :
€ 2 Y |

v L/, « Pramina means a valid % _KEY TAKEAWAY I E Famanas are the )g}'

-

- source or means of knowledge. T g ' cjuzmw[s ﬂm‘)ugﬂ which

commonly discussed are:
¢ Different schools of Indian Pratyaksa, Anumana, Sabda,
philosophy accept different ' Upamina, Arthapatti ! T
numbers of praminas. L and Anupalabdhi. !

9 THE SIX VALID SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE

PRATYAKSA @ ANUMANA € sampa @) uramANA @ artairaTTi | () ANUPALABDHI
(Perception) (Inference) (Verbal Testimony) (Comparison / (Postulation / (Non-apprehension /
Analogy) (Implication) Non-perception)

o ', L=
= ’
= = !
|
~ iy ~ [ \
= L3

* Knowledge gained « Knowledge derived + Knowledge derived | » Knowledge obtai « Presumption made to | » Knowledge of absence
through direct sense from reasoning from from trustworthy by similarity or explain an otherwise through non-
perception. sign to the unseen. words or authoritative comparison. inexplicable fact. perception.

testimony. | - &

* Immediate awareness : £
through contact of &/Lﬂﬂf o In orthodox systems, ! a person who never
sense organs and smoke implies fire. Veda is supreme “ s by eals in the dez':“if
object. testimony. 4 remains stoul

| et at night

€ WHO ACCEPTS WHICH PRAMANAS?

PRATYAKSA ANUMANA UPAMANA ARTHAPATTI ANUPALABDHI
SCHOOL / SYSTEM (Perception) (Inference) (Comparison) (Implication) (Non-apprehension)

Y

Carvika
Buddhism
Vaisesika
Sankhya / Yoga
Nydya
[ Prabhakara Mlmaq’lsa
Bhitta Mimamsa

| v

RN @

SN

v

| Advaita Vedanta

@) DEBATE ON THE VALIDITY OF KNOWLEDGE
-

P = B r = = = A
SVATAH PRAMANYAVADA CORE PARATAH PRAMANYAVADA Central to Indian epistemology.
(lm.rmsu: Va!.lrhty) M.lmamsa DIFFERENCE (Extrinsic Validity) — Nyaya

Knowledge is valid by itself at the Validity of knowledge is known by Explains how truth, error and
moment of its rise. a later verification. certainty are understood
Cognition reveals both object and A cognition becomes certified as = ;
its own validity. valid when confirmed by successful Important for comparing Nyaya,

* Mimimsi: ey : Mimimsa and Vedanta.
Error is known later, when validity is activicy o correspondence. s

sublated by another cognition. self-established. Knowledge does not'canry its

validity by itself. Frequently useful in UPSC
Validity is intrinsic; invalidity Nyaya: Both validity and invalidity are Ph1loscphy Optlona] answers.

is extrinsic. validity is known through external conditions. e o
® Inportant nofe: Mamdmsa ” externally W ]”WM note: A,’E#ya stresses Helps connect pramanas with the

g fess deforted established. , confr and theory of truth and error.
with st in cop =" \_ causal conditions.

@ FINAL MEMORY BOX
)

T//k Indian philosophy studies not only the sources of valid knowledge, =

-

but also the question: when and why is knowledge valid? 3

6 Pramanas: Perception, Inference, Testimony, Comparison, Implication, Non-apprehension.

8 Philosophy Optional with Vikash Sir (@) 8595269455 & t.me/philosophy_op
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Nyaya Conception of Inference
'J-)}""

THE IAS AKADEMIA
—— We Are Because You Are A\

NYAYA CONCEPTION OF INFERENCE -

. —

L
LS

THE TAS AKADE

~" Anumana o Vyapti - Paficavayava. ¢ Hetvabhasa

OF A GOOD HETU

of agreement in presence (anvaya) and

= -
(7 = (7~
@ WA 15 INFERENCE (Awumine)? | @) ELEMENTS OF INFERENCE © TyPes of INFERENCE |
. infe:i:;l: :c tm“:fiis?ﬂ;‘f/::j:ﬁ:k —> subject under consideration { WORKED EXAMPLE : *E [A Svarthdnumana — inference for oneself ?
now i |« : ! T :
m_?;[abte concomitance (vyapti) with the IS A i The h::: _::: ir:;;‘"g l B. Prirarthindaden — inference for oth "'“J
o i | Under Pardrthanumana: Paricavayava
o Classic example: é::b — @ o rusan, maddle terme i N i (Five-member Nydya syllogism)
smoke —» fire. ¥ N e ! yz/ﬁ N {| [ @ | Pratijia — The hill is fiery.
L4 I”fem“ chw"‘{s from the known 5“5" 3 (MALTLEOe. CONCOmLAVCE t Paksa: hill i @ Hetu — because it has smoke.
to the unperceived probandum. e |: » Wﬁyﬂ= fire j (® | Vdaharana — wherever there is smoke,
o Inference is accepted as an independent Paksadharmata |[—> presence of the hetu =' o lebit= sncke : ﬂle.-re is fire, as in a kitchen.
pramana. in Nydya in the paksa ! o Vypti: wherser Ko @) | Upanaya — mftft "':.j jmuke
f . i 1 o nd.
AL -, 1 is smoke, there is fire. | f
o S O < k@ Nigamana — therefore the hill is fiery.
- W (= Older Nyaya classificati ion:
ydya. clas ification by causal relation:
@ CHARACTERISTLCS C_Pﬁrmmt ® Sesavat o Samﬁnyato-d_rétaj

Nyaya defends vyapti thro«?h repeated observation 1

1. Paksasattva — present agreement in absence (vyatireka).
in the paksa.

2. Sapaksasattve — present
paks pres

in similar cases.

UPADHI
(Limiting condition)
A hidden condition that
falsely restricts universality. @

Nydya insists valid vyapti
must be free from upddhi.

¢éia]

(A WITHOUT VYAPTT, NO VALID INFERENCE IS PoSSIBLE. % ]

ANVAYA

(Agreement in presence)

VYATIREKA
(Agreement in absence)

Where fire is absent,
smoke is absent.

Vyapti is grasped through observation, comparison of cases,
and elimination of upadhi (limiting condition).
¥

Where smoke (s seen,

fire is seen.
4. Abédhitatua — not

&-
contradicted by T

stronger knowledge. [

7| 5. Asatpratipaksatva —
s I
an equaﬂy sffong
opposing reason. )
" —
( HETVABHASA (FALLACIES oF INFERENCE)

3. Vipaksasattva — absent

in dissimilar cases.

-\

HETVABHASA MEANING EXPLANATION EXAMPLE

Savyabhfr.&m ‘/ @ TInconclusive, Hetu is found in both similar “The hill is ﬁer’? because it is
ikantik ; ; and dissimilar cases; fails to be | perceivable.” (Perceivable things

Anaikantike [rreg“w £ invariable. like lake are not ffer_y.)

. \( Contradictory reason | Hetu establishes the absence “The hill is not fiery because it
Viruddha proving ti\:?ppnsfle. of the sidhya. has smoke.” (Smoke indicates fire,

so this proves the opposife.)

Safpmﬁpaksn E #i Countered by an A rival hetu of equal strength “The sound is eternal because if is Hefv&bhisa.

equally strong
oppesing reason.

Unproved middle /

establishes the opposite
conclusion.

Hetu is not established in the

infdfgiﬁ!e"' Countered by: “It is
non-eternal because it is produced.”

“The sky-lotus is fragrant

leads to error
ond fallacious

Asiddha {7}

= reason not paksa (or sapaksa) or is because it has a fragrance.” .
= tablished intelligibl ((Sky-lotus ifself is not established.) conclusion.
3 - " - - s ,/-'--_-_
Badhita Contradicted by Hetu is overruled by perception Fire is cold (because it is like e
stronger evidence. or other pramdna. water).” (Perception shows fire

(o] o] o o] ofF]

is hot; reason is contradicted.) J

@ WHY NYAYA INFERENCE MATTERS = €) FINAL MEMORY Box * =

@ It gives a rigorous logic of reasoning. = - : B

- | Nyaya inference is valid when a properl =
33 It connects epistemology wi ; : ]
G0 1k eistunbyy itk debaly gud procf established hetu, grounded in vyapti and -
&  Vyapti is central to Indian logic. —

INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

*x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

el present in the paksa, leads to the knowledge
A\ Hetvabhisa helps evaluate bad arguments. | of the sadhya. Invalid inference arises

m Very useful for UPSC comparisons with fram hetvabhasa.

Buddhism, Mimimsa and Western logic.

Gn©

i ™

p
o
&
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Theory of Error in Indian Philosophy

UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL

PAPER | INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

* HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

THEORY OF ERROR IN INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

Khyativada ¢ Nyaya e Prabhakara ¢ Kumarila * Saiikara ¢ Buddhism

THE

AKADEMIA !

We Are Because You Are

IAS

o WHAT IS KHYATIVADA?

Theories of error (khyativada) attempt to
explain illusion or erroneous cognition,
such as seeing silver in nacre

or a snake in a rope.

i ——

THE PROBLEM OF ERROR )

CLASSIC ILLUSION EXAMPLES [

T o e e . -

-2 Q-8

Rope —— Snake

| &

° s

Nyaya —
Anyathakhyativada
In illusion, a real object experienced
elsewhere is misapprehended as
present here; error arises from
misrelation and memory.

Example:
Silver previously experienced
elsewhere is wrongly presented
in nacre.

-' -' : P 3
HOW THE SCHOOLS DIFFER ' @ WHY THIS TOPIC MATTERS

KEY TAKEAWAY ‘
Different schools explain illusion
| differently depending on how they |
‘ understand reality, cognition and
non-apprehension. ,.‘

Nyiya Prabhakara Kumarila Sarikara / Buddhism
o, Mimamsa Bhatta Advaita Vedinta
e @ 7 | wx | & |
Pribhikara Mimamsi — NumasiaBliatte— | | S_aﬁkara_ / Buddhism —
Akhyati Viparita-khyativada Advaita Vedanta — Atmakhyativada

i Shell — Silver

{ I ‘ ! |
(L 2] (3] o e

Anirvacaniya-khyativada
Error is due to non-discrimination | Yy ya

or failure to distinguish
perception from memory; both
elements are valid but their
difference is not grasped.

Error is a positive wrong cognition,
a misapprehension in which
one thing is taken as another.

The illusory object is nothing
external; what appears is a
projection of consciousness |
itself. Error arises because

The illusory object is neither real
nor unreal, but indeterminable
(anirvacaniya); illusion is

superimposition (adhyisa) internal cognition appears
due to avidyd.

o o | as external object.

Example: Tixampfl:: : ; : i e e

Perceived nacre + remembered
silver are not distinguished.

Example:
What appears as snake is
only a mental projection.

Example:
Snake on rope appears empirically
but is sublated by right knowledge.

Nacre is positively
cognized as silver.

Aspect 3\]‘);‘1}'3 o
n wdtivada
What appears | Object experienced
in error? clsewhere
Source Misrelation and
of error memory
Status of Real (exists
illusory object elsewhere)
- ;
Example Silver seen in

nacre is remembered

i 3
explained how? silver from elsewhere

(6) MEMORY BOX

6 The debate on error reveals how each school understands
cognition, reality and illusion.

i,

(111

Nyaya—Anyatha | Prabhakara—Akhyati | Kumarila—Viparita |
Sankara—Anirvacaniya | Buddhism—Atmakhyati

Pribhikara Kumarila Saiikara / = 5
Mimémsa Bhatta Advaita Vedinta 5 B\If:h.ls?'ﬂ"d Useful for_undersrandlng
Akhyati Viparita-khyitivdda = Anirvacaniya-khyativida s okl Gl [>~] Indian epistemology
Perecived o6 (theory of knowledge).
TCEIVECpec + Other object Indeterminable object Consciousness itself s T
remenbered object stivel (neither real nor unreal) as an object 4 :
(undiscriminated) POSRIEN. yec ; ® Often asked in comparative
)
Hoidiaclcalnaston Positive wron, Avidya (ignorance) and Projection of S e
of perception and 10 s iy (gl jection

Philosophy Optional.
cognition LS 2

adhydsa (superimposition)  internal cognition

memory

Connects theory of knowledge
with metaphysics and
nature of reality.

Not external
(only internal)

Real (both elements
are real)

Real (as mistaken
for another)

Anirvacaniya
{indeterminable)

<

Seen nacre and Nacre is Snake on rope appears Snake is only a e i et s e s SR ek
remembered silver positively taken but sublated by mental projection d' Essential for Writng
not distinguished as silver right knowledg: of i deeper, analytical answers

in the exam.

QUICK REVISION TIPS
Focus on the core idea of each theory.

2 Use the rope—snake and shellsilve les
5 pc snake and she suver mp es.

Learn the Sanskrit terms — they are key in answers.

Draw comparisons in table form for clarity.

=N
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VaiSesika Philosophy of Padartha * CORE UPSC THEME

THE

IAS AKADEMIA

— — We Are Because You Are

= VAISESIKA PHILOSOPHY OF PADARTHA <

 Bhava and Abhava CIassxﬁcatton of Categories © Substance, Quality, Motion, Universals, Particularity and Inherence

- A iy
) 1. WHAT IS PADARTHA? 2. MAIN CLASSIFICATION
. o Padartha means “that which
has meaning or object of valid
knowledge” (artha-padartha).
o Vaisesika classifies all that
exists and does not exist for
metaphysical analysis.
* It provides a framework to
understand reality in terms
of categories. - -
e S8 BHAVA ABHAVA
i Vaisesika is a pluralistic and | (Positive / Existent) (Non-existence / Absence)
: realistic system that classifies |
I reality into categories ;
\‘_ ____________ 2 _______ g ______________ AN J
ra = N E ~
3. BHAVA — POSITIVE / EXISTENT CATEGORIES 4, ABHAVA — NON-EXISTENCE / ABSENCE
[ I = < : : )
0 9 PRAGABHAVA Example:
(Prior non-existence) i A pot does not
Absence of an effect i exist before it
: before its production. ] is created. )
7 : = = 2 = ; ; !
DRAVYA GUNA KARMA || SAMANYA || VISESA SAMAVAYA " PRADHVAMSABHAVA ' Example:
{Snbsraamuaﬁlﬂ ﬁor{nnf (Universal) || (Particularity) | (Inherence) : (Postertor nn;—existence} A pot dai Kot
The substratum || Qualities like | ACtIGlIJ Universal Ultimate Inseparable { exist after it
in which || color, taste M tor differentiat || relation that S it Absence Of an effect : : ﬂ
qualities and || mumber, || action that || enabling class || especially of || inds entities; || [\ ; after its destruction. 1 is broken.
motions reside. || magnitude etc.; | produces | concepts and eternal e.g. substance- (= ‘ & L [ _ 1 )
depends on ‘| fhﬂ".‘}l. located cognition. substances | |quality, universal- 9 ¢ ATYANTABHAVA i Example:
[ )\ substance. in Sulstance; 1 L (atoms, self). N particalar. © (Absolufe non-existence) Color does not
Total absence of something :  exist in sound
DRAVYA — THE NINE SUBSTANCES \  acrossall timesandinall |  at any time.
1. PRTHVE 2. APAH ({'\&5 3.TEIAS | 9, 4.ViYy 5. st ||\ : relations. ' |
(Farth) | == (Water) © N¥ (Fir)  —0° (Air) (Ether) f e : ANYONYABHAVA : Example: i
@ 6. KALA : 7. DI§ (@ 8. ATMAN 9 MANAS ¢ . (Mutual non-existence) Cloth is not a pot;
(Time) - (Space) (Self) (Mind) : One thing is not i pot is not cloth,
- . another; mutual
L : distinctness. : /)
[ @ .
. HOW THE SYSTEM WORKS 6. WHY VAISESIKA MATTERS
* Bhava explains what exists positively in the universe 2 o Crucial for Indian metaphysics and ontol
r 4 il n Iysics and ontology.
G-) j:;::gﬁ el caliginis: o m'“' o Systematically explains categories of existence
. va accounts for absence and negation in four fhasm i
{.} distinct forms. A frilsenletely 0
¢ Together, they provide a complete and balanced = Esse"“:! f:; llJ'PSC comparison with Nydya
;‘[?mﬁmg? : afrefzfir)t (T"'é) :v';{w?:; —rmh:y (m"fi}‘ g:rz:ie:ral‘n:::?pammdnuv&da} realism
is enables precise analysis, nd reasoni Q ! , )
L abiaute Ee woﬁ;f o ot i v universals (samanya) and inherence (samavdya). )

&)

For Vaiesika, philosophical understanding begins by classifying reality
into what exists (Bhava) and what is absent (Abhdva). 99

@ Philosophy Optional with Vikash Sir ‘ @\) 8595269455 ‘ (@ t.me/philosophy_op
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— YOGA PHILOSOPHY ~

Citta » Kledas o Citta-vritis » Astarga Yoga + Tivara o Comparison with Integral Yoga. of Sri Aurobindo

= = = T = —— e ——
(1. WHAT IS YoGA? (2. CITTA (THE MIND-STUFF) | (3. THE FIVE KLESAS |

¢ YOﬂah citta-vrtti-nirodhah. —> fundamental ignorance
AHAMKARA
(Ego-sense)

* Yoga. aims at cessation of mental modifications =2 Cgeim
! INW e c!:m ing to !(fi/
but accepts Livara. » (itta is the internal organ (antahkarana) in ABH ESA 3 Y duth

(vrttis), leading to concentration, discrimination RAGA ) —> attachment
and kaivalya (liberation). BUDDHI % :
K -DVESA —
. Yajo. is cf'aselz connected with Sm’lkkya, (Intelect) e

r KEY TAKEAWAY: Yoga is practical g“sc;!,{lﬂ which vetlis arise and which nwsf be afr'scipi:‘ned ST T T
: . gy t itt
L aimed at mastery of mind and liberation &ﬁ' Pu!rfed citta mﬂe(.fs cmscrousmss cieartir,l Misgbmd 5::3 ;:t;:r(P:,ms:J J
———— v\

YAMA PRATYAHARA|| DHARANA | DHYANA || SAMADHI |\ vipaka and ddaya.

dg
imagination /
(3 VIKALPA mge e

construction

breath || of senses Wi’-i"li”:j and object of devotion (bhakt:) and
concentration.

A vakinin o
@ = s -"l -s::s. g‘g o MM, » O is His designation.
SMRT' = MLEMOTY S "m : <g:i> ® B & o Thara- Pmmdﬁana (surrender to
AR Tévara) is a pmrfuf means to

. rahi I' . e
@ Ya 4. seeks nirodha, not mere destruction, s ;:m L L ) ) | it attain Samadhi. B :
— = = = A —— . . -, . \
[ I it iy od sy o Wi |~ libs — i, dhyina, samidni—led v higher cocenraton. | [ ié Helie SilcE Sixkiga, Yge gjtes ]
\C

—_—— >
(4. THE FIVE CITTA-VRTTIS ) Qj ASTANGA YOGA (7he eicur-Limgeo paTh) ) (6. RoLE OF Gob (I$vARA) IN YoGA )

7 valid cognition |
0 PRAMANA )—> (right k;?w!edjz) N Yoga .t.c:.epfs Tivara as a staI pumsa
O | 0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0 | 3, FEL
VIPARYAYA )—> &rrer / 1as i 30 " e Heis u.ni‘audwd by klesa, karma,

NIYAMA (| ASANA || PRANAYE A o
ethical [ observances || posture ulation || withdrase] draion| | meditation || absarplioe /| + Tévara rsasprnf’uﬁl aid, ideal teacher,

£ Tt tey s alld SMYARAComb i) nd spos e v e i a significant practical place to God. ) )
f )
== 7. YoGA AND SRI AUROBINDO'S INTEGRAL YOGA — —
ASPECT PATANJALA YoGA INTEGRAL YoGA (SRI AUROBINDO)
@ AIM Kafmfjm. [ liberation of purusa fmm prakrti. Supramental fransfamnﬁon and divine ﬁfe on earth.
@ WoRLD-VIEW Withdrawal from citta-vrttis and bondage. Transformation of b’fa matter, and consciousness.
Astanga discipline leading to nirodha Integral synthesis of knowledge ( jRana), devotion (bhakti),
ﬁ)} MeTHoD of citta- W‘!‘tﬁ I uofg (ka;m) and psychme:gxrrfia( fmns;formafwn
37 Tévara as special purusa, untouched and Divine as dynamic, creative reality to be realized
30 RoLE of GoD aid to wnmié;ufron and, samadhi. in life andymmrfesteo{ !
S END STATE | Tsolation liberation (Kaivlye) of purasa. P e
More ascetic-psychological discipline; Evolutionary and world-affirming spirituality;
L/%/}“\ ORIENTATION emphasis on s’; ﬂmg n% mind., 3 integrates Iq e rather than re;effspzf % )
fm Both emphasize spiritual dlsmpfrm’. but Pﬁ.fanjafa. Yoga aims at mmdha. and kmmfyﬂ., PN 1]
L H us whereas Infejmf Yoj'a seeks ft‘ansformfmn of the whol'e cm3 : /Q\) J
o 3
ahar ——— 8. REMEMBER & RECALL ———
A«t)~ For Yo 94; bondage begins with disturbed citta and Klesas; From citta-vrtti-nirodha
:17emfron comes fhmuj’h dtsupfme concentration and samadhi, " ’\\\ to M
A i = J
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*x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

Sankaracarya vs Ramanujacarya vs Madhvacarya

THE IAS AKADEMIA

We Are Because You Are
= O ——

SANKARACARYA vs RAMANUJACARYA vs MADHVACARYA
Advaita - Visistadvaita ° Dvaita
~—=>>  Brahman / Iévara + Soul + World - Maya - God-World Relation * Liberation <=
(4. THE THREE SCHOOLS ]

,
N L Sarnkara

Madhva

Advaita Vedanta

Viéistadvaita Vedanta

R&m&nuja

Dvaita Vedanta

—> Al three accept Vedanta and Brahman/Iévara, but interpret reality differently.

JRac

2. COMPARATIVE TABLE
-

ASPECT

SANKARA (Advaita)

RAMANUJA (Viéistadvaita)

MADHVA (Dvaita)

_‘Ci)f_ Brahman /

o 2
T Tévara

Nirguna Brahman is ultimate

reality; Saguna Idvara is Brahman

associated with maya at the
empirical level.

Bmhman/jémm (Nﬁriyana)
is personal, qualified, with
infinite auspicious attributes.

Visnu is supreme, personal,
independent, and absolutely

distinet from all else.

@ Soul (Jiva)

Jiva is ultimately identical
with Brahman; individuality
is due te avidg&/ upadhi.

Jiva is a real mode/part of
Brahman, dependent yet
distinct; capable of devotion.

Jivas are eternally distinct
from God and from one
another; lﬂl'e.rarchg among
souls is accepted.

@ World (Jagat)

World is empirically real but
ultimately mithya gneither
abso!u{dy real nor abso[ufefy

unreal).

World is real and is
the body of Brahman.

World is fully real and
distinct from God.

(@ Maya / Avidya

W&rl&/avidy& causes
superimposition and
appearance of multiplicity.

Rejects maya as illusion in
the Advaita sense; world
is qenuinelg real.

Rejects Advaitic maya
doctrine; plurality and

difference are real.

Vivarta /aPFarenf manilcesfa‘h'on;

Aprthak - siddhi-sambandha ;

Parca-vidha-bheda; five

God without losing individuality.

God-World relation explained through inseparable relation of real differences—God/soul,
Relation il isia mad e irica? Brahman with cit and acit, God/world, soul /world,
i Ea.rance P often explained as body-soul one soul/anocther, one
PP E relation. ob‘jecf/a.nofher.
; : Liberation th h irana: Liberation through bhakti, Liberation through devotion
Liberation r;ari::fl;:\ O,Frai:seﬂﬂ;anu?J prapatti, and divane grace; to Visnu and _qr?u:c; eternal
(Moksa) aban and Bra.hmar? soul enjoys communion with difference remains even

in moksa.

L Famous Formula

“Brahma safgam Jasan mi‘l’l‘lyi,

jive brahmaiva naparah.”

“Qualified non-dualism” /

Brahman with real attributes
and modes.

“Difference is real” /
Dvaita based on real
P{urah'f:f.

i KEY DIFFERENCES AT A GLANCE '

p=

Sarkara: non-dualism,

4. QUICK MEMORY HOOKS

5. WHY THIS COMPARISON MATTERS

Saikara = Idenfifa #r Essential for Vedanta comparisons. ﬂ l ]E
knowledge-centered, world as mithya. % L : J j

=1 ﬁ [R' anu b ¢ UseFuI in UPSC PHIIIQSQFkH
Ramanuja: unity-in-difference, i amanuja g

Qualified Unif.] Optional answers.
devotion-centered, bady-sou:! relation. | ! T
' 515 [Madhm = @

Dif‘ference;] #r Connects metaphysics with

- epistemology and soteriology.
ir One reali{y, Q“'““F'.‘d reo.lifg, ~]| * He{Ps compare J'ﬁina, bhakti,
| = divided realify. == I and grace.

A

Madhva: strict dualism,
bhakti-centered, fivefold difference.

e e

}-ji O__ Sarkara seeks identity, Ramanuja teaches unity with qualification, 0 th
and Madhva defends eternal difference. f

‘f.me/Phi[osopthoP

7 Philosophy Optional with Vikash Sir | e 8595269455 | 4
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Sri Aurobindo: Involution and Evolution CORE UPSC THEME

THE

[IAS AKADEMIA

L . ——— We Are Because You Are ————

SR AuroBINDO: INVOLUTION Anp EVOLUTION

“eo+ Supermind © Mind ¢ Matter ¢ Divine Life © Difference from Advaita Vedanta .~

e 2 == — j — w
(1) WHAT IS THE BASIC IDEA? EVOLUTION S RoiE o SWERHDD
~ = > Realif)f is Sachchidananda descandinﬂ (Ascent of Consciousness) S AEA BT
oy T into matter thfough involution, afui Supramental | i integral transformation of o Harmonizes unity and
- ~  then re-emerging through evolution. Transformation /| nature; manifestation of maltiplicty.
Divine Life | diin e o carth, B
ot : ® Knows by identity, not division.
Evolution is the ascent of consciousness
truth-consciousness o Makes divine manifestation

already involved in matter.

(2 INVOLUTION TS ) it o
(Descent of Consc?ousnes#) e Wit ot it —

e ey 15 i T (B *““""““”“‘* Bafidtin. ROLE OF MIND

e e | (g s e | D

knows by identity. possible.

e,

¢ Produces ignorance by
manifestation.

fragmentation.
Overmind 1 cosmic consciousness that J

allows mu[t:’pﬁcity.

development of mental

capacity and. thought. o Necessary stage in evolution

but rot the highest.
emergence of life-force, o Must be exceeded toward

i i
; ind
1\
Mind
T
Life desire, vitality. L P tal consci

: division, analysis, partial :

J

¢ dynamism, force, desire, Sl et A
aliy. strtg it of ewlin. | | //\\ ROLE OF MATTER

¢ most involved, concealed form preemersee e s ! o Lowest term of involution.

b, r wom i 7L Blutin i ot rtin fom i | | @ Appers inert bt sl

it is the contains consciousness.

Ve

(= -..\ In involution, higher consciousness veils itself & | SEarkina poisk oF Terrectrial
: @ and becomes Encreasfnj{y concealed in lower forms. ﬂ:j;:imygmo{wﬁuf Ma{m{vf evoiuf?fn.}mm P i
L e PN ale S| e Must be transformed, rat
/ \__mre[y abandoned. )
r \
(5) Kev CoNcePTS /MEMoRY Box .52 &% AUROBINDO vs ADVAITA VEDANTA ~&
R A B owbing aresousy AUROBINDO ADVAITA VEDANTA
% Involution explains how the higher ; = : .
becomes. hididen: in the lower: 1. World wn'.% is ru}l and. meaningful u.r?n'.d is ultimately
% Evolution explains how the hidden manifestation. mithya. / appearance.
consciousness re-emerges. ignorance is partial consciousness avidya /maya causes
% Qoal }s not onl_yfmo:’sha but 2 Maya/Ignaane 3ithin evoh;t,::n.! : su;g'impr:si);?on. :
transformation of life.
' SoP Aursbinds a4 dua life 3 Goal S‘fPf"“‘“e':‘t“t transformation and lzbe.mfta:u fhn?zgh knowledge
on earth. divine life. of identity with Brahman.
\ )
; matter /world is transcended
((7) Wiy This Topic MATT &) | 4. | Adttude toMater | mabter must be transformed. in realization.
ATTERS
e Important for modern Indian T : il il
phloiophy. 5. | Brohwan ad Beconing f;‘g:;:g_*s £ el | gk ‘f:?ﬁf;?’fo
g g:::;:;si‘: ‘::;ai;:‘f?tiaﬁt}r, empirical appearance.
¥ ﬁj’i‘:‘fiﬂ{‘{,’eﬁ:a"”"“ Bich Sri Aurobindo is world —af{im::g and. evolutionary, whereas classical Advaita is
o Frequently relevant in 'pr:'mal‘ily liberation -centered a Woi‘u-fmnscending.
philosophy” optional answers. Wl 5 = J

PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL | © 8595269455 | @ t.me/philosophy_opj
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Compare Before the Exam

INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

SVATAH <> PARATAH PRAMANYAVADA

MIMAMSA (Intrinsic) NYAYA (Extrinsic)

When is validity By itself, at the very moment of the cognition's rise By a later verification of the cognition

known?

What certifies it? Cognition reveals both the object and its own validity Successful activity and correspondence certify it

Status of error Error is known later, when sublated by another cognition Both validity and invalidity are known through external
conditions

Core position Validity intrinsic, invalidity extrinsic; trust unless defeated = Validity externally established; examination and causal

conditions matter

FIVE THEORIES OF ERROR AT A GLANCE (Rope—Snake, Shell-Silver)
SCHOOL KHYATIVADA CORE IDEA IN ONE LINE

Nyaya Anyathakhyativada A real object experienced elsewhere is misapprehended as
present here

Prabhakara Akhyati Perceived and remembered elements are both real; their

Mimamsa difference is not grasped

Kumarila Bhatta Viparita-khyativada A positive wrong cognition — one thing is positively taken
as another

Sankara / Advaita Anirvacaniya-khyativada The illusory object is neither real nor unreal; adhyasa due
to avidya

Buddhism Atmakhyativada Nothing external — internal cognition appears as an

external object

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA 20
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Compare Before the Exam (continued)

PAPER | COMPARISON

SANKARA <> RAMANUJA <> MADHVA | PATANJALA YOGA <> INTEGRAL YOGA

FIRST SECOND

Vedanta in one word  Saikara = Identity

Ramanuja = Qualified Unity

Qualified reality (world is Brahman's

Through bhakti, prapatti and divine

THIRD
Madhva = Difference
Divided reality (pafca-vidha-bheda)

Through devotion to Visnu; difference
remains in moksa

Reality One reality (jagat mithya)
body)
Liberation Through jiiana — identity of atman
and Brahman grace
Yoga: Aim Patafijala — kaivalya, isolation of Integral — supramental

purusa

Yoga: Orientation Ascetic-psychological; stilling of

citta-vrttis

VAISESIKA PADARTHA AT A GLANCE

transformation, divine life on earth

Evolutionary and world-affirming;
integrates life rather than rejecting it

BHAVA — WHAT EXISTS ABHAVA — WHAT IS ABSENT

The categories Dravya, Guna, Karma, Samanya, Vi$esa, Samavaya

The nine substances  Prthvi, Apah, Tejas, Vayu, Akasa, Kala, Di§, Atman, Manas

Worked example Samavaya — the inseparable relation binding substance

and quality

Visesa — the ultimate differentiator of eternal substances
(atoms, self)

Worked example

Why it matters Pluralistic realism; clarifies atomism (paramanuvada),

universals and inherence

Pragabhava, Pradhvamsabhava, Atyantabhava,
Anyonyabhava

Pragabhava — a pot does not exist before it is created

Anyonyabhava — cloth is not a pot; pot is not cloth

Together they classify reality into what exists (satta) and
what is absent (asatta)

Learn the Sanskrit terms — in Indian Philosophy they are the answer, not the decoration.

COMPARE, THEN EVALUATE — UPSC REWARDS THE SECOND HALF

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA
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5-Minute Recall

INDIAN PHILOSOPHY

PRAMANA

Six pramanas? —» Who accepts how many — Carvaka, Buddhism, Vai$esika, Sankhya-Yoga, Nyaya, Prabhakara, Bhatta,
Advaita? — Arthapatti example? — Anupalabdhi example? — Svatah vs paratah pramanyavada?

NYAYA INFERENCE

Paksa, sadhya, hetu, vyapti, paksadharmata? — Svartha vs parartha? — Five members of the syllogism? — Five marks
of a good hetu? — Anvaya, vyatireka, upadhi? — Five hetvabhasas with examples?

THEORY OF ERROR

Rope-snake and shell-silver? — Anyatha, akhyati, viparita, anirvacaniya, atmakhyati — who holds which? - What is
the status of the illusory object in each? —» What is the source of error in each?

VAISESIKA

Padartha — meaning? — Bhava: the six positive categories? —» The nine dravyas? — Abhava: four absences with one
example each? — ViSesa and samavaya — why are they needed? — Satta and asatta together?

YOGA

Yogah citta-vrtti-nirodhah? — Citta: buddhi, ahamkara, manas? — Five kleSas? — Five citta-vrttis? — Astanga: which
three form samyama? — I$vara as purusa-visesa? — How does Yoga differ from strict Sankhya?

VEDANTA

Brahman / I$vara? — Jiva? — Jagat? — Maya and avidya? — God-world relation in each school? » Moksa and its
means? — The three famous formulae?

AUROBINDO

Involution: Sachchidananda — Supermind — Overmind - Mind — Life » Matter? — Evolution: Matter — Divine Life?
— Role of Supermind, Mind, Matter? — Five points of difference from Advaita Vedanta?

COVER THE PAGE - SPEAK THE CHAIN ALOUD - THEN WRITE IT

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA 22
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PAPER 11

SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY & PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

SECTION A Socio-Political Philosophy

SECTION B PhilOSOphy of Religion

SEE « RECALL « CONNECT « WRITE

23




THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il - SECT

SECTION A

Socio-Political Philosophy

PAPER Il - SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY & PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

PLATES IN THIS SECTION

Rawls: Justice as Fairness

Original Position « Veil of Ignorance « Two Principles « Sen « Macpherson % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

Sovereignty

Meaning « Bodin « Austin « Laski « Kautilya CORE UPSC

Forms of Government & Democracy

Forms « Narrow and Wide Democracy « Models « Paradox and Challenges - CORE UPSE

Marx: Dialectical Materialism, Freedom, Alienation & Revolution

Historical Materialism « Freedom - Four Alienations « Class Struggle < Revolution x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

Crime, Punishment & Capital Punishment

Theories of Punishment « Thinkers « Capital Punishment: For and Against % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

THE THREAD OF THIS SECTION

Justice asks how goods should be shared. Sovereignty asks who finally decides. Forms of government ask how
power is organised. Marx asks who owns the conditions of life. Punishment asks what the state may do to a
person.

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA
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UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL

Rawls: Justice as Fairness

PAPER Il -

SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

*x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

THE

IAS AKADEMIA

We Are Because You Are
TIA

sesnsns

“Ideas are
weapons in the
struggle for justice.”

RAWLS : JUSTICE AS FAIRNESS

Or{ginal Position o Veil of Ignorance ¢ Two Prina'pfes 0 Co.-npan'son with Amarfya Sen and Macphers:m

(@) WHAT IS JUSTICE AS FAIRNESS? |

 Rawls tries to define principles of justice
for a fair democratic society.

o Justice is the first virtue of social
institutions.

o A just society is one whose basic
structure would be accepted by free
and equal persons.

@ KEY TAKEAWAY
1 Justice principles are chosen
under fair conditions.

J

(@ orIGINAL POSITION

e Jtisa hypofheh’ml' choice situation.

e Free, rational and equal persons choose
principles for the basic structure of society.

o It is a device of representation, not a
historical event.

free and Fair Principles
Eqm! Choice of
Persons Situation Justice

000

W o 5

(@ Vel oF TaNoRANCE )

o People do not know class, caste, income,
gender, talent, religion, social status,
conception of good, or place in society.

* Because of ignorance of personal
advantages, chosen principles are
impartial.

T Caste e
i‘ﬂ\; T 6 Income
iﬁ? Talent

fion

[
Q) of ood
Social Status
w Place in Society @

[NOTE: This prevents bias and privilege. ] )

(@ THE TWo PRINCIPLES OF JUSTICE

i 5

(@ PrimARY Goods

PRINCIPLE 1: Equal basic liberties for all.

' Rights

0.

(“ e pelitical participation, rule of law.

Lib:dg of conscience, speech, association,

g:? Liberties

are just only if:

fair equality of opporfunity.

PRINCIPLE 2: Social and economic inequalities
(2) offices and positions are opea o all under

(b) they work fo the greatest benefit of the
least advantaged (Differeace Principle).

»m Opporfunif-'es
é@ Income and Wealth

r@ WHY RAWLS MATTERS @,

o Revives normative political philosophy.

* Defends equality with liberty.

o Critiques utilitarian sacrifice of minorities.

® Important for welfare stafe, redistribution
and democratic justice.

(Cg] Social bases of L
self-respect

LEXICAL PRIORITY (ORDER OF PRIORITY)
o First principle has priority over second.
o Fair equality of opportunity has priority over

A ——————
I

These are what rafional
persons want irrespective

I
| I
i I
i ]
1 I
I

-
||| @ COMPARISON TABLE (s.c o)
...... B\ of dhairlife plans; 1 ]

e e ettt &
c==o— @ COMPARISON: RAWLS vs AMARTYA SEN vs MACPHERSON ~<=
(" Aspest || RAWLS AMARTYA SEN MACPHERSON
Core fcus e ceLFn of et Bt bl s e
Eguality o o 1o s it | ot e sl e || s et i
Method ey syl L o el o il

Equal basic liberties

View Gf frudom plus fair opportunity.

Freedom as capability.

Freedom should mean development of
human capacities, not only market choice.

Criticism of Rawls /
difference from Rawls
L

Rawls is too transcendenfal and
institution- focused; jusﬂ'aa must
compare actual lives.

Rawls remains within liberal mpifafism
and does nof sufficienty overcome
inequalities creafed by possessive
individualism.

—

€2 MEMoRY BoX

& Original Position = fair cheice sifuation
v Veil of Ignorance = no personal bias
v Principle 1 = equal liberty

v Sen = capabilifies and comparative jusfice

v Princple 2 = fair op'aurhuﬁfy + difference paho'rofc

v Macpherson = crifique of possessive individualism

@ EXAM VALUE
o Useful for pm'l'fr}:nf philosophy, justice,
liberalism, qua{ify, welfare sfafe.
* (ood for comparison answers with
ufilitarianism, Nozick, Sen and
Marxist critiues.

66 Quick QUOTE To REMEMBER

| " Justice as Fairness is the oufcome of

| choice under fair conditions, ensarin

1 . . n
‘\ that no one can claim unfair advantage.

1 — John Rawls

<a Philosophy Optional with Vikash Sir I ™ 8595269455 | @ t.me/philosophy_op
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Sovereignty

PAPER Il

SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

CORE UPSC THEME

)
- f

IAS AKADEMIA

We Are Because You Are

\S

H E

_ Meam'ng e Bodin e

Austin o Laski e Kau'h'fya

e
ﬁ 1. WHAT IS SOVEREIGNTY? W

* Meaning: Sovereignty is the supreme
power or ultimate authpn'fj in the state.

s Two dimensions:

— Internal Sovereignty: Supreme aufhorl'fy
within the state over persons and
institutions.

— External Sovereignty: Independence of
the state in external matters.

state.

ﬁ 2. JEAN BoDIN

o One of the earliest 535femﬁc theorists
of sovereu'gnfg.

o Somignt is the absolute, perpetual,
indivisible and supreme power of the

o It is above ordinary
with divine and natural law which sets

—

AIQ 3, JoHN AUSTIN

o Austin ‘Dresenfs the fggni or mfjﬁml
fﬁwry of suvtrtl:gnfy.

T

 Sovereign is a deferminate human .sufacn'or
habl'fuaﬂg cbeged bg the bulk of sodef:f,
and who does not habifual{j' abcy

law but is associated angone else.

* Sovereignty rests on command, backed

i ;ﬂi 4. HAROLD LASKI

o Laski offers a pluralist critique of monistic mwmbnfy.

o Socfa‘l‘j contains many associations — ﬁlml'!‘(j) church, trade unions,
economic bodies, local communities, etc. The state is not the om“:.f
source of mthon'tg_

. Snv&m@nfg is not absolute or indivisible in practice.

* The state is limited by social groups, public opinion, morality,
economic forces and international relations.

* Key Phrase: “The state is one association among many, though

an a'mpcrfan‘f one.”

. o

. tures: s
Ky F;m ,.,::.,s = Hiiksct moier sbovesall mrs lmits. by sanction, and followed by obedience.
‘ﬁl’ o;irs :??hin H—?z sfﬂﬁ . Sovereign law is the expressr'm of the ; ket i

Fi'miify — Final decision-maker in 50"8’8{9“ will. H So:ere'fnjy e ANEIVISIENE e oz
political life. untimited.
@ Independ — Not subject to any =7 ———— S
higher earthly authority. | HisToRICAL CONTEXT | ————————————————- \
Unhfcrsaiif.‘g - Exfcm‘is over the entire : Bodin wrote during the 16% century E ! CRITICISM !
tsrnt‘or# and population of the..sfate. I ol , a period of religious wars | ! P iicid e iadtarteal !
& Authority — Legally and effectively | and political disorder. He argued | || | ) bl i
= commam?s obedience. I B o s foa e gl I' ! Ignores constitutional democracy, |

T T e TR e R ~ : bri b w; a:: s:b:l‘é | | plural institutions, public opinion :

[~~~ KEY TAKEAWAY: Sovereignty answers | i "9 rdly, oeser ] ekl | and moral restraints. Unrealistic 1

Ie e b g i i Iﬂyl the foundation of the 1 | : s i

| theﬁ,,:“:tlm: W?? ha!s :;‘:? final EJ i ] | i in_modern complex societies. i

I authority i itical life? I 2 J % K

\ SRR ek o Yl podsieay Hies / \_'\ ———————————————————— NS e et e )

S\ TE B

5. KAUTILYA

7

E Kautilya (Chanakya) presents a practical and realist view of sm.rsrea'gnfy
in the Arthashastra.

= The ku'ns/séafc is the central nufﬁarl'fg, but suwre::‘}nfy is tied to
rajadharma, danda (authority), artha (material prasp:rify) and the
welfare of the people.

* Basis of Statecraft - Saptanga Theory (|THIQN): King (Swami),
Ministers (Amatya), Territor (.Tanapa‘o.), Fort (Dﬂrga), Treasur_y (Kosha),
Army (Danda/Bala), Ally (Mitra).

. Auﬁoﬂ'fy is Pracﬁml, sh-afegl'r. and welfare-oriented, not mcr\eij ftjmi

+ The ruler is Powcrfun‘., but Ie&fﬁmac&f de, on Profecfr'm of the
realm, order (vyavastha) and Prasperffy (yagaksﬁemq) of the P“’P""-

* Mandala Theory: Explains external sovereignty and interstate relations—

states as friends, enemies, agées and neutrals. Power must

o falll

neighbourin
L bcsbahnuj with sfrufegg, and dipli o.

Q, 6. COMPARISON AT A GLANCE

[ Thinker Nature of sowreignfy

Key idea

i ) J

Limitation / Critique B

Absolute, perpetual,

Central nufhorl'f3 of the state; above ordl'mzrbc

Too absolute; underestimates social

many ; sovereignty not absolute or indivisible.

indivisible . law but limited by divine and natural law. forces and moral constraints.
éré Austin Legal / Command- Determinate human superior; command, Unrealistic in modern democracies;
based. sanction and obedience; legally unlimited. ignores constitutional and plural institutions.
%Qa Laski Pluralist / Limited Many associations in society; state is one am Mfz weaken the authority needed for
3 3

tive governance in crises.

Ruler and reason

Practical / Statecraft /

of state; tied to re‘jndhnrma., Justifies strong state and realpolitik;

Welfare-oriented . artha and welfare; uses strateqy (Mandala). ethical ideal ends on wise ruler.
' Ay 3
@"’ 7. WHY THIS ToPic MATTERS L e, 8. MEMoRY Box
I -~ -
& Central to Poh‘ﬁ‘m{ ih.f.ory — defines power and mfhorr'fg. i - 1., ‘6 Bodfn makes sovcrefgniy absof‘t.t,‘{'e.JI
@ Helps compare Monism (Bodin, Austin) vs Pluralism (Laski). I Austin makes it feja'{; Laski makes it
(] Br}djef Western and Ind-um Fo{-haaf ﬂwughf. 0 i Pfﬂm{, andKaubilia makes:it
@ Essential for undcrs’bandmj state, power, law and legitimacy. i B b and ) e
§ @ Useful in essays, answers il -irderviiis. ..\ practica wel far&-onen. ed. 29
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FORMS OF GOVERNMENT & DEMOCRACY

SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

* CORE UPSC THEME

Features + Merits & Demerits + Thinkers + Narrow & Wide Democracy « Fabian, Nehruvian & JP Medels « Paradox, Challenges & Solutions

€ WHAT ARE FORMS OF GOVERNMENT? @ MAJOR FORMS OF GOVERNMENT
Forms of government are the ways in which political D /
power is organized and exercised. MONARCHY ARISTOCRACY / DEMOCRAC % ICTATORSHIP
CLASSIC BASES OF CLASSIFICATION 3 * '&i OLIGARCHY E 7 AUTHORITARIAN RULE
* Number of rulers - one / few [/ many MEANING Rule by a single person, Rule by the noblest / Rule by the pe Power concentrated in an
.5 of legitimacy - divine, traditional, popular often hareditary. best er by o fow. through their representatives. | individual or a small group.
legal - rational FEATURES | * Unity & continuity * Rule of elite [ few * Popular sovereigriy * No political freedom
+ Relation between exccutive and legislature 1 (z-2) * Symbolic M-d * Wealth, birth or merit * Political equality * Centralised contrel
+ Degree of popular participation & S ik * Limited particig * Rule of low & Fights * Suppression of dissent
_ = MERITS . Shhilil, * Expe d leadership . A tability * Quick decigions
¥ Aristotle's classic classification — monarchy, (2) * Guick decisions * Efficiency in decisions * Respects human dignity + Order & discipline
‘ aristocracy, polity and their corrupt: forms: DEMERITS | » Arbitrary rule possible | » Elitism & inequality + Decision-making slow + Abuse of 3
tyranny, oligarchy, democracy (in the ancient @ * No popular accountability | = Expleitation of masses | » Risk of majoritarianism * No freedom & rights
| criticat sense), THINKER / Hobbes / Plato (Aristocracy) / Lincoln / Machiavelli (Prince) /
EXAMPLE | UK (Corstitutional Monarchy) Modern Oligarchies India Hitler Regime
=
© MODERN INSTITUTIONAL FORMS @ DEMOCRACY: NARROW vs WIDE MEANING
PARLIAMENTARY PRESIDENTIAL Q;? UNITARY FEDERAL T WIDE MEANING KEY THINKERS
GOVERNMENT IIHH GOVERNMENT GOVERNMENT GOVERNMENT (FORM OF GOVERMMENT) | (WAY OF LIFE / SoctAL ORDER) | | w Lincoln — Gowt. of
+ Executive from legish ‘E scparate * Single constitution | * Division of powers . D = ; the people, by the
' « Collective mpms':wt, from logislature . n:.i.— concentrated between wnion & states of 4 0 ': form B“““:' il L|'_|";:5' pecple, for the
« Flexible & accountable | * Fined tenure at centre * Written constibution grasmmen Equelity, i fratemmiby peple:
* President is head + One legislature » Supreme court » Based on periodic * Participation in all * Bryce - Democracy
= = = = ——— e e lecti spheres of life is a way of life.
MERITS * Accountability * Stabality = Unity & simplicity * Unity in diversity Row
) sipge . 2 = g % - sseau ~ Popular
* Executive-Legislative * Clear separation * Streng decision-making | * Local autonomy * Majority rule * Respect for rights 5 ignty, general
coordination of powers o Representative & dignity will. ;
DEMERITS | * Instability possible * Deadlock possible * Ouer-eentralisation * Complex & costly institutions + Deliberation, tolerance * Laskj — Freedom,
ulf * Party pressure * Less flexible * Neglect of local needs -_Cih:iah_mﬁ-di » Political q.“,jggj. & social Jjustice equality, fratemity.
EXAMPLES | UK, India, Canada, USA, Braail, France, Japan, India,, USA, Canada, : z;r‘*-wt;
Australia Mexico UK (in unitary sense) Australia | democracy
— | - — —
© Tyres oF DEMocrACY )
— ¥ ’ * =i * ¥ T ¥ L2 7 ¥ p S
I DIRECT REPRESENTATIVE / LIBERAL ‘ PARTICIPATORY | DELIBERATIVE SociaL / SOCIALIST |  GRrAssrooTs /
DEMOCRACY INDIRECT DEMOCRACY DEMOCRACY DEMOCRACY Economic DEMOCRACY DECENTRALISED
DEMocRACY | 'DE.Mo:RMT - DEMOCRACY
2 G iy 1 ol e || @
== il M i ﬂﬂﬂﬂ { i
Pecple decide el Lk Protects individual Ackive participation | | Emphasis on reasoned | | Seeks social & Democracy with Pt ST L
directly on issues. vegrasebatives rights & froedoms of citisens. discussion & diologue. | | economic equality sacialist geals. self-governance.
FEATURE : FEATURE: FEATURE: FEATURE: FEATURE: FEATURE : FEATURE : FEATURE:
Direct participation Decision throwgh || Constitutional Limits Peaple irvelved in Quality of debate Welfare state, Common aunerthip, Panchayats, local
_(c.s., referendums), ) | elected inskibutions. | | on power. | decision-making. __besme decisi distributi - | econamic planning self - government -

=
@ IMPORTANT DEMOCRATIC MODELS _ || @ THINKERS AT A GLANCE
A. FABIAN DEMocRACY / B. NEHRUVIAN DEMOCRACY C. JP (JAYAPRAKASH NARAYAN) — ARISTOTLE Classified governments: better & their cormupt forms.
FABIAN SoclALISM Pk PARTICIPATORY OR PARTYLESS DEMOCRACY TRE Consant. of the geremed; limibed gevemment.
SR 5 . - &'-' 3 2} + Decentralisation & people’s participation = s
* Democratic. socilism < Ploesng o % e e e T.5. MILL ive mment; participation & iberty.
* Welfare state orientation AN * Moral politics & anti-cornuption e = = et
* Use of constitutional & peeceful methods F-R:J“‘I"‘ ; &“*“W*w - Critique of party deminakion 14 | rmsm,dmciﬁfeaduns sociol equality.
THINKERS: Sidney Webb, Beatrice Webb, i - “Total Revolution” ~ social, political, economic, | | " ACPHERSON ?;“m "’P."‘"i"“'nd‘f;“"ud. acy; ritique of
George Bernard Shaw ASSOCIATED WITH: Jawaharlal Nehru culbural & ranl transfarmalion | F TSR T ala
Y il
b — — J | aanoni Gram Swaraj; decentralised, moral democracy.
— L
© PARADOX OF DEMOCRACY © craLLenGEs To Demockacy |[ @) SOLUTIONS / WAY FORWARD @ Guick REVISION TABLE *
:F' :luhq_a_kmmy musk pﬂobed both fg Majoritarianism g Constitutionalism and rule of law — T —— STRENGTH (1 ove Lwve)
i Money power and corporate influence Strong independent institutions r geren e rer—
+ Domacracy values Frecdom, but uwestricted frecdom || 8 Criinalisation of pobitics (B)  Electoral reforms and transparency 4 nmal.?,.;‘.‘ =i 2
may undermine democracy, . @  Civic education Demockacy | Rule by the people Accountobility and
+ Majoity rule may suppeess minoriby rghts = :""“‘3' e P R . ; | thresgh reps. humn digalty.
lor mandake can empower anti-democratic forces. i sl T £l Protection of minority rights PARLIAHENTARY |  Exccutive from Aceountability &
* Electoral equality may coexist with social and B dentity politics and polarization @ Media leracy and informed citizenship ] eyt Puaibilly.
- fit Centralisation of power Q) Social justice and reduction of incquality RO E::"L;..:xk s,.:'bmmy.: :?;..m
T weak institutions # Inner-party democracy and accountability | | FeperaL [ Pewer divided bebucan | Uniby in diarsity &
P Secial and economic inequality €D Deliberative and participatory forums. | umion & states. cutonomy.
| g Populism UNITARY Power concentrated Unity, simplicity &
iy _— . at centre. strong mr.hrit,.
~EB)- MEMORY BoX / EXAM HOOKS
#¢ Democracy is not only elections #r Fabian, Nehruvian and JP models ¢ The health of democracy
vy ¥t Government can be classified by vt Democracy has both narvow but also rights, equality, and 3--& three different demo:rnl-: depends on instibutions,
TAT/T niers, structure, and participation.  and wide meanings participation. reform, d | civie virtue, and
P (wt-lutml.lsm ‘and pnrhcrpodnry sacial justice.
decentralisation.
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Marx: Dialectical Materialism, Freedom, Alienation & Revelutionavency rra treme
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MARX : DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM,
FREEDOM, ALIENATION & REVOLUTION

%g Dialectical Materialism ¢ Historical Materialism e Freedom e Four Tapes of Alienatio
= Class Strusale. e Theor\mj of Revolution e e
3

=
WHAT IS MARXISM ?

* Marx combines philosophy, economics,
and revalutiomrﬂ politics.

. leit:., is material; social relations
Sha.Pa consciousness.

* Phulosophﬁ must c.lunst. the world,
not m!.rdﬂ interpret it.

* KEY TAKEAWAY:

Marx turns Philosoph:.j from
interpretation to transformation.

p
DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM

-

HISTORICAL MATERIALISM

* History develops through material conditions
and mode of production.

| Prochictive (Forees # Relibionsiof Hvudmm

4
L Economic Base
| Superstructure
Succession of stages in history:

(mode of production)
¥
P)&)@)-()-(5

danhpﬂlmﬁkm‘h'udicﬁmnrdd\mﬁg.

+ Dialectic is conflict, Maution,mm\*

and transformation.

[ contradiction li_’{ conflict ]
qualitative chanﬂe

« Marx aAo.Fis the dialectic in a materialist,
not idealist, direction.

Legal / Pelitical / Jdulogiea.l

(%)~()~(a89)

S T A [ @) Hoael siomd diskistic s stx haily | | [ Crembnn 7 Fitiits. Gt SOSARG o
| Marx set it back on its feet. Tl Bl s ;
L oL e e _J [+ Class struggle is the motor of history. 5
N ~
(@ marx's conceprion oF FreepoM FOUR TYPES OF ALIENATION
* Freedom is not abstract choice but emancipation Y
from exploitation, domination and alisnsted labour. 1. Alenabion from ‘ 2. Alienation from i 3. Alienation from Vil
= =S b the product of labour the process/activi species - being / y :
= . 1 bet y and freedom: of b ty I-nPu:mm;{e Y[\ other human beings
a freedom grows when human heinas coller.l:iu|:|
= control social conditions. The weorker's produr.{ Labour becomes Humans are Compeﬁﬁnﬂ,
« True freedom means: be.lonas to someone coerced, rq:etitivr. reduced to means indifference and
v Abolition of exploitation and domination else; it confronts and enforced, of survival, losing exploitation destroy
v Self - development of all individual him as an alien not self - expressive. creativity and human bonds and
v Communal cooperation and so{idarifa power. species - nature. so|idnrit5,
v Human Ffwrishins and full Pot!.ntid e O A e R e o I e T e A e R R e S B e e e S
L Pﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁoﬁ @@ Allznntwn is roo{:cd in Prlva‘l:e. F"’"P‘W{'j and caplta.llst Pmdud:uon

ra THEORY OF REVOLUTION

* Capitalism creates class polarization between bourgeoisie and proletariat.
+ Exploitation occurs thmush surplus value (unpmd labour).

WHY MARX MATTERS

o e | bl

2F

class, ideology, labour and exploitation.

R

@ + Provides a eritical fr k to

+ Allows comparison with Hegel, liberalism, socialism
and existential concerns about alienation.

+ Essentiol for analysing secial change, power,

§oas an:

aptd.m  Class Drgaﬂm._'
| Sat—

A J T

wither away in communism.

+ The state is an instrument of class domination and will

. H-'ahlnj relevant for UPSC Philosophy Optional
and Political Tl'lscrj answers.

ﬁ

J ;
(@ MEMorY Box / ExaM Hooks X
\ :
| m y* { @ [ F For Marx, human
R liberation requires
1. Matter over idea, | | 2: Class struggle 2 fotadom fraant ‘ 4. Coplal : 2 Konabin i . ch ing the material
Reality is material deives higtary. pason. i classless society. i l
*y || Conflicts create Froadam grows with | [ 1n all faur dimensions | | From exploitation conditions of life.
ol T new social orders. | | collective control. | t of human lfe. | | to human flowrishing. —
L. — ! s

-

Philosophy Optional
with Vikash Sir

®) 8595269455

<d tme/ philosophy _op

UPSC ANSWER LENS

Define — Explain - Thinker /[ Argument - Critique — Evaluation

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKA

DEMIA

28



THE IAS AKADEMIA UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

*x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ THEME

Crime, Punishment & Capital Punishment

THE
[IAS AKAADEMIA

—— We Are Because You Are

CRIME PUNISHMENT & CAPITAL PUNISHMENT

= Deﬁm'&:on ° Chara,ctensfrcs * Theories of Punishment ¢ 'ﬂxmkers * Capital Pumshmeni‘ For & Against <

€D WHAT 1S CRIME? | e ) C_HAR&CTERISTICS OF CRIME| e

o Crime is an act or omission forbidden | _lt
by law and punishable by the state. @

i
K

THEORIES OF PUNISHMENT

External act / omission

Mens rea. or ﬂullt:’ mind
(where r‘eqaurtd]

Harm to individual or society
Legally prohibited conduct
Punishable by the state

Public wrong, not I\'l!-l‘llg |
private immorality |

e In the Sociolosiml sense, it is a ‘
socially harmful conduct recogm‘zed. |
|

as an offence.

| KEY TAKEAWAY: i
Not every moral wrong is a crime; | | m
crime requires l:ﬁa{ Prnhib:‘tion

‘ and state sanction.

E\m{vinﬂ / relative across

| \ ) \ time and society J |
A. RETRIBUTIVE B. DETERRENT C. PREVENTIVE [ D. REFORMATIVE E. Mixep / um_mmpq
THEORY THEORY INCAPACITATIVE THEORY VIEW
* Punishment because | A * Punishment aims to THEORY * Punishment should - ;
the offender deserves it. prevent future crime ;  Protect society by reform the offender
o Stress on moral desert by fear. disabling the offender &\ml restore him to
and proportionate * General and specific from repeating crime. society. |
yunishmnf | deterrence. o Thinkers: Gandhi, ‘ ¢ Modern sgst«ms ‘nﬂ‘en
Thinkers: Kant, H:szl | Thinkers: Bentham, i Ea‘mmple.s:. i”{Pﬂlwnmmf’ modern penology, combine rctr;h“‘:'“""
~ Beccaria d*SQUd*f!mflOﬂ. criminological l deterrence, prevention
ifﬂ‘;rhﬂ:z ‘:""l:;'*::- | | R bgﬂ,e é----------- confinement. ‘ humanism. | and. reform.
s r to T ——
T : Kant | ! Prc\lrznt erimes than * Emphasis on { “Hate the sin, ) [ i::ksd?;::;-g :f
o "'::‘:: 1'112 :: ool | || to punish them.” social security. not the sinner.” | ub’l’i.; A
=3 9o it — Beccaria | | — Gandhi | P J
- Hegel ) l % T N o £ |

rehabilitation.

|

Y THI NKE-RS AT A

2 ‘ . = — [ o =
© GLANCE ' € CAPITAL PUNISHMENT: gé\ () CAPITAL PUNISHMENT: |
EwW |
(= SEHINEER | CORELVEEW: JUSTIFICATION FOR / ARGUMENTS AGAINST _
o el) Kont Strict re:rlhulwrim punishment is deserved N S N L %T
L2 | Ytsroﬂsﬂ 0 moral Nmﬂog « . . . . - . ol s : II II
B Tiokshonmnl actorss right Hiesqh the * Retributive justice in heinous crimes | * P:;s}ﬁ::"e:irrreurs ble
£ 9 | negation of wrony. = i * Sfr’ons deterrent claim | J el
@ Bentbinm Utility and deterrence; grea sfe.a{tsl hppm.es.s | % Violates di miH and. |
=/ | of the greatest number. * Protection of socidg 'F"OM risk{ to ll'?‘c
Beccaria ccr*‘""tjtwc; c;w:'liﬁ.e b ghoul st provent [ d‘“"ﬁem""s offenders * Deterrence not conclusively proven
= crime, not inflict suffering.
Gandhi Reformative humanism; transform the | % Public sense of Justice S * Can be discriminatory /
A | _offender, not “’t‘“} moral outrage class biased / politicized
E Defended } e in the || *9 2 . P°
. J.5. Mill | mm‘e of public mmua and pfntechm. || * Used in exceptional crimes: | * !{eform.o.éwe Justice becomes
l Ambedkar / Justice with due process, equality before I terrorism, brutal murder, IMPOSSIHg
ﬁ Modern l::,‘m e :;5,,;‘3'::‘““ {org_ treason in some 53shms * Risk of cruel, inhuman or
| &= Constitutionalism ' | = l desradms Pumshmen‘!:

\

1
€ MEMoRy Box / EXAM Hooks
Crime = legal wrong + state snnchon S
Punishment theories answer “why punish?”
Kant = deserve; Bentham = deter; Gandhi = reform
Capital punishment debate = justice vs dignity

@

INDIAN / CONSTITUTIONAL NOTE ‘

* In India, death penalty is constitutionally valid
but restricted.

* Supreme Court:

"Rarest of rare” doctrine. [

* Balancing of justice, due process
and mercy powers (Art. 72 & 161).

# Evolving towards greater judicial restraint "u

00 =

Best exam conclusion: modern Pcnaloﬂj Prcfers a
balanced, humane and mnstitutionall& limited approach.

éaé €) FNAL ConcLuston | ' = N
~ Punishment in a civilized socfefj must c’.zfend J'usfr'ce, '
| ? '\ protect Socfefy, and yet remain compatible with human dt‘gm’fj. J
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THE IAS AKADEMIA UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il - COMPARISON
SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY
RAWLS < AMARTYA SEN & MACPHERSON
RAWLS AMARTYA SEN MACPHERSON
Core focus Just institutions and ideal principles Comparative justice; reduction of Critique of possessive individualism
actual injustice and market-centred liberalism
Equality Fairness through principles; Capability equality — what people are = Real human development over mere
protection of the least advantaged actually able to be and do market possession
Method Original position and veil of ignorance = Public reasoning, capabilities, Historical and critical analysis of
real-world comparison liberal-democratic capitalism
Freedom Equal basic liberties plus fair Freedom as capability Development of human capacities,

opportunity

Too transcendental and
institution-focused; justice must
compare actual lives

Criticism of Rawls —

SOVEREIGNTY: BODIN < AUSTIN < LASKI < KAUTILYA

not market choice

Remains within liberal capitalism;
does not overcome possessive
individualism

Too absolute; underestimates social forces and moral

Unrealistic in modern democracies; ignores constitutional

May weaken the authority needed for effective governance

THINKER NATURE OF SOVEREIGNTY LIMITATION / CRITIQUE
Bodin Absolute, perpetual, indivisible — but limited by divine and

natural law constraints
Austin Legal / command-based — determinate human superior,

sanction, obedience and plural institutions
Laski Pluralist and limited — the state is one association among

many in crises
Kautilya Practical statecraft — rajadharma, artha, welfare; saptanga

and mandala

THEORIES OF PUNISHMENT | DEMOCRACY: NARROW <> WIDE

THEORY [ SENSE

CORE IDEA

Justifies a strong state and realpolitik; the ethical ideal
depends on a wise ruler

THINKER /| MARKER

Kant — “If he has committed murder, he must die”; Hegel

Bentham; Beccaria — “better to prevent crimes than to

Imprisonment, disqualification, confinement

Gandhi — “Hate the sin, not the sinner”

Retributive Punishment because the offender deserves it; moral desert
and proportionality — negation of the negation
Deterrent Punishment aims to prevent future crime by fear; general
and specific punish them”
Preventive Protect society by disabling the offender from repeating
crime
Reformative Punishment should reform the offender and restore him to
society
Democracy — A form of government: periodic elections, majority rule, Lincoln; Bryce
narrow political equality

Democracy — wide

A way of life: liberty, equality, fraternity, deliberation,
social justice

Rousseau; Laski; Macpherson

“Justice as Fairness is the outcome of choice under fair conditions.” — John Rawls

COMPARE, THEN EVALUATE — UPSC REWARDS THE SECOND HALF

Vikash Sir | Philosophy Optional | THE IAS AKADEMIA



THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il - RAPID RECALL

5-Minute Recall

SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

RAWLS

Original position? — Veil of ignorance — what is hidden? — Two principles and lexical priority? — Difference
principle? - Primary goods? — Sen's criticism? — Macpherson's criticism?

SOVEREIGNTY

Internal and external? — Five key features? — Bodin's absolute sovereignty? — Austin's command theory and its
criticism? — Laski's pluralism? — Kautilya: rajadharma, saptanga, mandala?

FORMS OF GOVERNMENT

Monarchy, aristocracy, democracy, dictatorship — feature, merit, demerit? — Parliamentary vs presidential; unitary
vs federal? —» Narrow vs wide democracy? — Fabian, Nehruvian and JP models? — Paradox of democracy? —
Solutions?

MARX

Dialectical materialism? — Base and superstructure? — Stages of history? — Freedom as emancipation? — Four types
of alienation? — Capitalism — class consciousness — revolution — classless society? —» Why does the state wither
away?

CRIME & PUNISHMENT

Crime = legal wrong + state sanction? — Retributive, deterrent, preventive, reformative, mixed? — Kant, Hegel,
Bentham, Beccaria, Gandhi, Mill, Ambedkar? — Capital punishment: for and against? — 'Rarest of rare'?

COVER THE PAGE - SPEAK THE CHAIN ALOUD - THEN WRITE IT
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THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il - SECTION B

SECTION B

Philosophy of Religion

PAPER Il - SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY & PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

PLATES IN THIS SECTION

God-World Relation

Deism « Theism « Pantheism « Immanence « Transcendence * CORE UPSC

Arguments for the Existence of God

Ontological - Cosmological « Teleological « Moral » Aquinas’ Five Ways » Nydya Proofs x HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

Immortality of the Soul

Indian & Western Proofs « Critiques « Comparative Insight CORE UPSE

Sources of Religious Knowledge

Reason « Revelation « Faith « Mysticism « Counter-Arguments CORE UPSC

Religious Language

Cognitive » Non-Cognitive « Analogical « Symbolic « Thinkers % HIGH-FREQUENCY PYQ

THE THREAD OF THIS SECTION

First fix what God is, then how God relates to the world, then whether reason can prove God, then what
survives death, then how we come to know, and finally whether religious language means anything at all.
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THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

God-World Relation * CORE UPSC THEME

THE Jl
L
' . IAS AKADEMIA * °-5;;
——— We Are Because You Are S i
g s

. GOD—WORLD RELATION . «

0 De:sm o Theism © Pantheism o Immanence ¢ Transcendence o Importance e Limitations o

(= =N =\ =
€ WHAT IS GoD-WORLD RELATION? ARTRIDIIES f a0 (€ WHY THIS TOPIC MATTERS
o Tt is the philosophical problem of

I Ti dence : God is beyond and : o
how God is related to the wtiverse. .~ _ .-(;&3& ::zpi:!"ent :; the wor!sd e # Gentnali o plisophyiof paligire
“ Cﬂfm! in PM{'OSOP”'S of religion @ $ iﬁ::"f:fi ;r ijw[ is present ® Helps compare Western and Indian views.
and metaphysics. % Omnipotence : unlimited power. * Important for questions on divine
* KEY TAKEAWAY #* @ Omniscience : unlimited knowledge. “ﬂ:b“[*f"sg creation, evil, miracles, prager, 7
Understanding the God—world relation Q) _Benevolence : perfect good b L

helps explain divine attributes, creation, Personality / impersonal absolute : * Useful in UPSC thfaSoPﬁs Oloﬂmal'
providence, and religious experience. ¢ Gf{f..ﬂf :ﬂr:;s"'w; e 'W“f comparative answers.

——p | Different theories combine 4__.
these attributes dl‘FferenHy. v_)

\

L.

'8 o N\
© DEISM (@ THEISM A, ¢ © PANTHEISM 2 *
® Meaning : God creates the world but M iE e ;
) ennmg God both creates and | o M (od and the world are identical;
dﬁ:::hxn;mw in its daily continuously sustains / governs the world. U_m,“. Limq afl‘e s M'S
Key idea : God is both transcendent + Key idea : strong immanence, weak or
* Key idea : clockmaker analogy. ol ? :
* God is mainly transcendent, god immanend ! absent. transcendence. 3
Rk SamAngat: ® Personal God, providence, prayer; o (God is often understood as impersonal
= Nntnrf. e ﬁy s i credtioi miracles, moral governance. absolute substance.
TR T T T Ho e . E_xn;!lp?es_:_chz‘sh_'mil!g__fsiam, Fi e v . nm.kcr/ Exnmpfz. Spincza;
® E‘r‘;’::‘ 4“2‘““:\“;:“ Enlighteament deist, many Hindu bhakti traditions. also "all reality as divine".
* Merits / Importance % Merits / Importance W Merits / Importance
v S“PPO"“ mtlam\f ,-e;'sm‘ v Explains devotion, worship, praser. v Unity of existence; all is inte fed.
v Encourages scientific outlook. v Accounts for moral order and providence. v Ecological and spiritual ﬁarﬁwn‘y.
v Avoids superstition and priestly control. v Preserves meaningful religious experience. v Dissolves sharp God—world dualism.
/N Limitations /N Limitations /N Limitations
X Weak room for prager, miracles, % Problem of evil and suffering. % Difficult to preserve divine personality.
providence, or personal religious experience. % Divine intervention vs natural laws. X Weak space for prayer, miracles, freedom.
X God seems distant and wninvolved. X Freedom of will vs foreknowledge. X Blurs distinction between creator
\ S ) L and creation.
(@ M i DEISM | THEISM | PANTHEISM ) (_0 IMMANENCE vs TRANSCENDENCE W
Basic idea God creates and then God creates and continuously | God and werld are AT A GLANCE
steps back. sustains & governs. one reality. TRANSCENDENCE IMMANENCE
God creates world? Yes Yes C’“‘t‘:"r: it ‘fP“’“f‘f (Beyond) ~ k———————F  (Within)
God intervenes? No Yes Teteertion hal it DEISM r"\, 5
Transcendence Very High High Low ‘zhy H‘sﬁ Transcendence Lew Tmmanence
Immanence Low High Very High - = —- —_—— = = e
Personal / impersonal TImpersaral Personal Usually impecsonal THEISM : E 3 (——-———.—) @
Prayer / miracles Weak / not ceatral Central Weak / not meaningful H.,L Thsion ot High Tmmanence
: Ratioa, st awids | Explis dowtion, morality, | Unity of existence, haemorg | | | ==~ e
Major strength suptrstition, providence, eperiene insight. PANTHE[SM ¢ ®
L | Main limitation e e e Low Transcendence High Tumanence
~ 7

(@ MEMORY Box / EXAM HOOK

% DEISM = God makes the world and steps back.

* THEISM = God makes the world and stays active in it.
* PANTHEISM = Ged and world are one reality.

4 The debate turns on how far God is beyond the world,
g within the world, or identical with it.

* EXAM POINTERS *
. Compam and contrast c:’w{;j,
® Use thinkers and examples.
® Discuss merits and limitations.
¢ Relate to problems: evil, prager,
miracles, freedom, experience.
* Give balanced, critical evaluation.
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Arguments for the Existence of God

} THE IAS AKADEMIA

* W %

/

\ /
*@’_ « We Are Because You Are o AR
. < A
'S ARGUMENTS FOR THE EXISTENCE OF GOD == gih
Ontological o Cosmological ¢ Teleological ¢ Moral * Aquinas’ Five Ways o Nydya Proofs
What is the issue? - =)
— = = s ) e
. Ph«losep}-g of religion asks whﬂw' * AQH.IMS FIVE w"ys * |
reason can establish God's existence. A Mo
1)
» These arguments are classical (L) Motion ~ Unmoved Mover ‘
rational proofs offered by thinkers. (2) Efficient Causation > First Cause |
* They seek to move from human ©OF¢ tingency — Necessary Bei
experience or concepts to God. ;'_i i e [
@ (@) Degrees of Perfection — .
Most Perfect Bei
@ l"ﬁour Classml Argument_ﬁ 58 S
e 9y overnance —>
A Ontological Q B.C l C. Teleological D Moral ) Intelligent Designer
gical osmloglm eleological . Moral I O N ey
Argument{m Argument d Argument Argument Nibas gl ik il
» Meaning: arqument the « Meaning: from causation, + Meaning: from order, design, ||+ Meaning: from moral law, .r
very cagcept.;mfm, of Ged to mﬁn;gcg, motion, or dependent Fmrposr.?md hamm_g in !ﬁn duty, :g\sdmu., or summum | | to God LM )
God’s existence. existence of the world to a first || universe to an intelligent bonum o God. = —
line: God is that than cause [necessary being. designer. + Thinker: Kant s - h
which nathing greater can | |, Thinkers: Aquinas, Aristotle || « Thinkers: William Paley, ; o Nya.ga. Proofs for the
be conceived. (unmoved mover), Leibniz. Aiﬁlil\.ﬁs. * gr:ni:ﬂjﬁ o Pm Existence OF Gﬂd (10)
. moraly
* Thinkers: Anselm, Descartes. || . Key ideas: first cause, + Watch Analogy (Paley): as a the highest good (union of vieie | ||y Wz 2t e offect: the world !
o Core [a‘.]i.:,: necessary being, sufficient uﬂm Emp!.its a ::::J\ma.k:: and kﬂfpmm) i i werld \1) “mlﬁeff“t r;\q:'m A Mz:ar !
1. God = greatest MME‘M' i . ;. = uﬁmh?ﬂ::[;r ti:n; + Logic: practical reasen demands @ A yojanat — from combination /order :
2. I God exists only in the » Core logic (typical form): IMPUCS My BIEvAOn, G-oUMESs S of aboms neading an inelligent arranger
mind, “3"“*“ real) being 1. Everything in the world is « Core idea: adaptation, fine- warantor of the highest good. | | |(3) Dhrteh — from sustenance /support |
s e caused /contingent /moving. tuning, and purpasiw:ess £ == it of the world. S
3. But nothing _-:matcr than 2. Infinite regress of dependent indicate mind bekind nature. (@) Padit — from words /language
i God can be Gc:wvedf " causes is impossible. requiring an authoritative Source. .
. m%ﬂ, MUst exis 3. Ee;‘éfﬂffq there must be h:‘nj (5 Pratyayatah — from valid cognition/ |
: st uncaused, necessary being. trustworthy knowledge order.
¢ Merits: purely a priori, 3‘7 Merits: grounded in f:f Merits: intuitive, linked o i{ Merits: links religion with ‘ ® émw. from the authority of the !
logically elegant. ordinary experience of order and adaptation in ethics and moral experience.| || Veda pointing to a divine author -
causation and contingency. nature. ] or revealer. -
/N Limitations /Criticisms: I\ Limitations /Criticioms: || A\ Limitations /Critcisms: | | /N Limitations [Criticisms: | || f::{;;mi"’: d’?:_““?f‘“ it
» Existence is not a predicate. + Who caused God? + Danwin fevoliction challenge: natural | | o Morality may be autmomous, ® Samkhyd-visesat — from numerical |
* Gaunilo's perfect island criticism. | | o Regress problem (infinite chain). || seleckion explains adeptation. o Alternative secular ebhics. specific order in creation.
* Kant's criticism: existence * Hume: causation is habit, not || + Problem of evil and suffering. + Euthyphro-type concern: (3) Adrstat — from unseen moral order /
adds nothing o the concept. necessary; Kant: transcendent || o Analogy is weak: universe # wabch| | s good because God wills karmic dispensation requiring an
causation unknowable. multiple. designers 2. it or God wills because it overseer.
is good 7 || Nigamat / karma-phala-vyavasthi -
1 § L (I Froesrentabion anl: litribctinn.of
— - : 3 = N 5 knmiﬂmits by an intelligent governor.
* % Companison at a Glance * * - /)
[ Type Ontological Cﬂﬁf:smln_g::al Teleslogical Mmtb ( @° Why this opic matters
Basis Coneept /idea of God nwb'm‘,MI o "3::"‘3, e mgpﬂm& mh;muf'ughgfgm& v Central to Ph-[osophg of Kdl_gm
: i < g Practical a priori 0 f
Nebre | prie G ct) | A ot Gom ) | A i om )| PRl Gt | | | Py ad o U M
Key Thinker |  Anselm, Descartes | Aquinas, Aristotle, Leibniz | William Paley, Aquinas Kant v Useful for definition, critical analysis
Major Strengt Purely logical; no empirical | Rooted in commen experience | Explains order and adsplution| Connects religion with and evaluation questions.
observation needed of causation & contingency we. observe ethics and morality v Enables comparative and balanced
Main Criticism Existence. not a predicate; | Who caused God? infinite | Darwin challenge; enil; weak | Morality antonomous; answers across thinkers.
L Gaunilo; Kant regress; Hume, Kant analogy secular ethics; E““‘HF’""’ v Helps in Essng, Ethics, and Religion
</ \__ related questions.

* Ontol.o_guul = from idea to existence.
% Cosmological = from world to first cause.
* Teleological = from design to designer.
% Moral = from conscience to God.

% Aquinas = five a posteriori ways. 3
L % Nydya = inference-based rational theism.

= T No single argument is universa
« o single arg ly g
\ “ R suls By el | et }%

i @ 5_1& o Cancluswn

replace faith, but to understand how reason :ms tried to _maf,
lmhef in God ﬁmﬂg’\ mm,pf

causation, Je.ﬂy and morality.
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~+ IMMORTALITY OF THE sou4>

I~ Indian & Western Proofs ¢ Critiques ¢ Comparative Insight —~2

- . NI N _
1. INTRODUCTION ¢ 2. WESTERN PROOFS 3. INDIAN PROOFS 4
l FOR IMMORTALITY W i FOR IMMORTALITY §

* What is Immortality of the Soul? 0 Plltit Sl i el il rie-tompiiitn % « Upanishads / Gita: Atman is unborn,

= Immortality is the view that the self/soul argument from opposites; recollection =" eternal, indestructible, beyond decay.
survives bodily death. theory; affinity of soul with Forms. s2» ¢ Nyaya: Self is a permanent substance
= It matters in philosophy of religion and * Descartes: Soul/mind (res cogitans) inferred from memory, recognition,
metaphysics—touching meaning, morality, is distinct from body (res extensa). desire, pleasure-pain, and moral contiruity.
and ultimate destiny. * Leibniz / Butler / Idealist line: ;I, * Samkhya—Yega: Purusha is eternal,
e e i e Enduring spiritual substance or conscious, distinct from prakriti.

. continuity of persen. + Vedanta: Atman is not destmy&d hy
NEY TAmsAIAY * Kant: Immortality is a postulate of @ death; individuality may vary in
Debate turns on whether the self is a : 7 P interpretation, but self is not body.
; : | prachco.! reason, necessary for the
permanent, non-material reality. highest good (moral order + happiness). @ o Jainism: Jiva is beginningless,
: endurms, and bearer of karma.

STRENGTH: Grves rational and moral STRENGTH: Links immorfahty with karma,
basis for survival of the self. L liberation (moksha) and moral order.

" ~

. . , - B
} 4. WESTERN CRITIQUES } 5. INDIAN CRITIQUES - 6. IMPORTANT THINKERS

© Hume: No impression of a permanent self; o Charvaka: Consciousness arises from Plnto. 3 Desc:artes * Kant  + Hume
bundle theory of perceptions. bodily elements; no afterlife, no soul Upanishads / Gita - Gautama {N}"’)"“)

iali I v separate from body. Samkhya - Shankara (Vedanta)
o Materialism / Physnm!rsm. Mind depends T Ml et

on brain; survival after death doubtful. * Buddhism: Anatman / no permanent self; s i
o Empiricist objection: Immortality continuity is‘ causal flow, not an enduring N : J

be proved by observation or experience. || C=2= soul (kshanikavada). ( 7. EXAM POINTERS / 2
® Logical Positivist challenge: Statements + Some Advaita nuance: Empirical ego

about survival may be unverifiable. E;hamkam) is ne;:t th‘mteIL:: ;Iiwnu;t;lg 5 IWH: TtH]S PI?PIC'.‘ F‘:FATTERS L

_ individual self must be ul ified. mportant in philosophy of religion.

o Problem of Personal Identity: What y ) y_qm v Useful for soul, self, rebirth, liberation,

exactly survives—soul, mind, memory, . Criﬁque of naive literalism: Rebirth or and personal identity.

or mere continuity? survival may be interpreted dlﬁcmnﬂy v Helps compare Indian and Western

L across schools and contexts. metaphysics.

V' Frequently useful in UPSC Philosophy f—Jf

pe
BN 3. INDIAN VS WESTERN AT A GLANCE {SNGEES ) | Optinal answers
'

TRADITION KEY PROOF MAIN BASIS MAIN CRITICISM

N
. MEMORY Box / EXAM HoOKS ;@;

Plato = soul is simple and survives.

9
Metaphysical simplicity, | Rational arguments (Plato, Empiricism (Hume), =

ENES’I‘ERN mind-body dualism, Descartes), practical reason | Materialism (mind-brain —> Descartes = mind distinct from body.
£
oy

moral postulate (Kant), moral order dependence), unverifiability Kant = immortality is morally postulated.
Nyaya = self inferred from cognition
p Atman [ Purusha / Jiva | Scriptural authority, inference | Charvaka (materialism), and memory.
@ INDIAN | is eternal; inferred from | (Nyaya), karma & rebirth, | Buddha (anatman), O T N P | undying.
= experience & scripture liberation (moksha) nuanced non-dual critique — Hume = no permanent self.
—> Charvaka & Buddhism = strongest critics.

>- 10, CONC!.USION

Immortality of the, soul remains a central philosophical idea,
defended through metaphysics, morality and scripture, $
ye{' chaﬂenszd by e,mpiricfsm, materialism and no-self theqr{e_s, -
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SOURCES OF .
IRELIGIOUS KNOWLEDGE

Reason ¢ Revelation ¢ Faith e Mysticism ° Counter—ArgumentS

PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

THEME

Reiigious knowlgdge concerns how

reality, salvation, moral order, and
spiritual truth.

KEY TAKEAWAY: Debate centers on whether
religious truth is known by reason alone,
divine disclosure, personal faith, or
mystical experience.

humans know God, the divine, ultimate

- ﬁ
@ WHAT IS RELIGIOUS KNOWLEDGE ?
ke,

REASON

thmush |03|'c, argument,

thwlﬂsy‘
MERITS
* Universal, rational
+ Debatable, systematic

A LIMITATIONS / COUNTER-ARGUMENTS
+ Reasen is limited; cannot fully grasp
the infinite.
+ Hume and Kant raise limits.
+ Rational proofs remain contested.

Meaning: Knowledge of religion

reflection, natural theology.

Examples: Proofs for God,

moral argument, philosophical

~

REVELATION

Meaning: Truth disclosed
by God through scripture,
prophets, avatars, divine
word.

Examples: Vedas, Bible,

(®

MERITS

* Gives certainty to believers
* Grounds doctrine, moral guidance, salvation

A LIMITATIONS / COUNTER-ARGUMENTS
+ Competing revelations
* Interpretation problems, authority questioned
* Dependence on prior faith

Quran, Gita, prophetic revelation.

A A =
r_ ™
@ FAITH @ MYSTICISM / COUNTER-ARGUMENTS /
Y I - Menning: Trust, commitment, I RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE CRITICAL VIEW
: P ALY
. _ existentical acceptaatce beyond o ” Meaning: Immediate experience * Empiricist critique: religious
> - mere PI'OGf 2 —  of the divine, unity, transcendence, claims lack sensory verification.
/! D Thinkers/Ideas: Kien:kggnard, direct awareness. * Rationalist critique: revelation
fideism, living commitment. Examples: Saints, sages, bhakti, and faith need rational scrutiny.
MERITS e sufi, advaitic, contemplative * Pluralism problem: many
* Central to religious life experience. religions claim conflicting truths.
+(Enabilasisurrandar devition: MERITS * Psychological critique: experiences may
moral transformation + Experiential, transformative arise from mind, emotion, or conditioning.
A LIMITATIONS / COUNTER-ARGUMENTS » Powerful for believers ¢ Legical pesitivist challenge: if not
T A 7 LIMITATIONS / COUNTER-ARGUMENTS verifiable, are such claims meaningful?
4y see",‘ 5 _}ec . + Ineffable, private, difficult to verif; ® Problem of subjectivity: private
+ Can conflict with reason ; ; b ) skl
5 ;. * Psychological or neurological conviction is not universal Prnnf.
* Danger of blind belief explanations possible
\ ol N e
h ) ( £/
(7) COMPARISON AT A GLANCE THINKERS AT A GLANCE (9) EXAM POINTERS /
SOURCE CORE IDEA STRENGTH | MAIN CRITICISM % Aquinas - reason and natural theology WHY THIS TOPIC MATTERS
Knowledge through | Universal, Limited reason; i ; i
@ Reason Ior;:, :rimz:,g ral;i:::!n, proofs rem:in ) ﬁugustme ot se:klng understcndmg o Central to pﬁilusopﬂw of re.|ision.
natural theology systematic contested * Kl'erkesmrd = leap of faith 3
== = = z AR I ¢ Helps compare reason, faith
ivine disclosure ertainty for ing claims; illiam James - religious experience .
+ Revelation | in scripture or beliwzr:: maral i:l:‘r;:clgtim z : 3 P = and expenience.
prophetic werd guidance (e % Radhakrishnan - intuition / spiritual experience o Useful for questions on
E Trust and commitment | Transforms life; | Subjective; may % A.J. Ayer - verification challenge revelation, mysticism, and
@ Faith beyond mere proof :"":’:.’n‘i‘:‘f’:‘r"“ :::f:‘t A # Hume - critique of miracles and reason’s limits verification.
A Direct experience Experiential; Ineffable; private; % Kant - limits of FreireRe; moral faith L] Important for balanced
Mysticism | e vie divine transformative | difficult to verify UPSC answers.
PBWEI’
L 2y L

=
MEMORY BOX / EXAM HOOKS

* Reason = rational theology
i‘ « Revelation = divine disclosure
= Faith = commitment [ trust
* Mysticism = direct experience
* Critique = verification, plurality, subjectivity

¢ CONCLUSION %
Religious know{edge is understood through many routes—
reason, revelation, faith and experience —but each source
invites both phi|osop|1icc[ defense and critical scrutiny.
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LANGUAGE =

g Cognitive  Non-Cognitive « Analogical « Symbolic Thinkers“_'

1. What is Religious Language?

* Religious language refers to statements about

and ultimate

rea

God, faith, warshir, revelation, salvation, sin,
ity.

e Central question: Is religious language
meaningful, factual, symbolic, or expressive?

KEY TAKEAWAY: Refu:gu‘ous language can be
understood in different ways — truth, analogy,
symbol, or commitment.

N
2. COGNITIVE vs NON-COGNITIVE

@ COGNITIVE (Truth-Apt)| O NON-COGNITIVE (Non-Truth-Apt)
S + Religious statements are not
s s tpeis i Vs) primacily fachual cloims.

o Baleni * They express attitudes,

Th .k ; commitments, forms of life,
: abeﬂt”‘; EII‘:"“’"‘S moral intentions, or symbolic

OBT REMILY, orientation.
* E‘m”'f’ 'fe: "C_;"‘i_. exists’”, * They quide, inspire and shape life.
- b k___Gmi is loving”,

%,

(3. CoGNITIVE VIEWS

truth-claiming.

and truth-apt.

transcendent bein
verifiable claims.

. Rel'@r’on speaks about o real

+ Religious language is fact-stating /

* Tradtional theism 5e.ne.mﬂ3 treats
statements like "God exists” or
“God is loving” as meaningful

and makes

(4. ANALOGICAL LANGUAGE - AQUINAS

( 5.

SYMBOLIC LANGUAGE %55

)

7 : iy
* Literal / univocal language about God is ==
difficult because is" infinite and

transcendeat.
. Wajs of using terms:

@ Univocal: same meaning (not possible for God

and humans).

¢ Paul Tillich: Symbols participate in
the l"e&.l’l'fb‘ to which they point.
* Religious symbols open up levels
of reality and dimensions of the soul.
* SIGN vs SYMBOL:

@ Equivocal : totally different meanings.
@ Analogical: neither same nor totally different.
* Aquinas: Terms applied to God and humans are

perfections (goodness, wisdom) in o higher way.

A;I:'_érug, conventional,
points to somctk-‘ng

4 3 i . external. reveals and
:::fg-mfnjxm@ — in & related but not identical (e-g., word, traffic opens meaning.
> Analogia Attributionis; We attribute to God signal) (e-g., cross, light,

SIGN [ SymBoL
Parﬁ'.::'.ontc.s in the
reality it points to;

sacritice

= Analogia Prnpnrﬁmﬁéai«'s: Relations in creation

* Powerful in worship,

| CHALLENGES: Verificationism )
: (A. J. Ager) & Falsification debates |

reflect God as the source in a higher degree.

and scripture.

my‘ﬂl, ritual

g __ reflect Go
| 3 i [ MERIT: Preserves meaning while respectis R T T e e g i O
o _(_Aféonﬁ_ﬁle_w_) _t‘?f“{"..f_ﬁ?_ = e ‘iﬁ? divine transceadeace., ? g Ir f'E LIMITATION May seem too :
5 & LIMITATION: May still remain obscure and I subjective or non-literal. !
ll . PL gpen to interpretation. e e e e e y,
| ==~ B
! 6. NON-COGNITIVE THEORIES S°3 7. THINKERS AT A GLANCE 4@
| Religious assertions are expressions of moral intention / il
| R. B. BRAITHWAITE | — f.omi:'fmalt to a way nfel’?;e‘ FParables and stories a;m‘afs conduct ___Tl:fINKER AnaBaioal CORE VI;:J: totall
and sustain faith-community. A1u!nn£ dd_'z_ajit?l guage — nei same nor ly
2 “BLIK? THEORY — Relgins liaguage s an unfusiFable * TR T ey
M - ligi wntalsitia i olic language — symbols particiy in
R. M. HARe governing _per‘sferl.ﬁve (o “Blik") which gives orientation and wnity Paul Tillich rgﬂ:t‘y and gfi g_epgf_ of _g_e_;{'gljfpn
2o a believer's life. . B. Braithwaite | Religious language as moral intention /
PAUL van BUREN / | — Chall ge : Religi tat ts may fail empirical verification. Eeapnae: | commitment fo a way of life.
| A. J. AYER EF not wiﬁ'arfe. they may not be r:ogn.r'fa'wefy nm;’ngfuf. R. M. Hare | BLIK — _?-fnfsiﬁh.tﬁ;st‘gamwfnj perspective;
non-cognitive orientaton.
ANTONY FLEW —> Falsification Challenge : If nothing counts against a belief, T I I..Q,-;;:ff,';, challenge — if not verifiable
does it assert an J"-r!_g? = Is it meaning ul ? SRR | possibly mcanin‘qz'ess. i y
—> Response using the Partisan Parable: Antony Flew Falsification challenge — if nothing counts
BASIL MITCHELL e P i aﬁm.}mm ke el belief meaninghul % J niany g g_.,;,.,e 5:!-'-2{_,_;_ is i ...m;..g&..f?&
| even i t verifiable [sifiable. iy 7 : ligious belli ains meanis [ through
[ L Ji= _n 4_ n_o P al or als &__ TS L -_’_:‘_’ J kB&SH‘ Mrfd\t!’f {m‘g: :ommi:ﬂ‘w;ﬁemm; ﬂh:‘;a‘z.rsm wew.g J
. ~ N 7 |
(" 8. EXAM POINTERS / @ (" 9. MEMORY Box / EXAM HOOKS % 10. QUICK VISUAL MAP . . )|
5
e WHY THIS TOPIC MATTERS COGNITIVE = TRUTH-CLAIM. COGNITIVE (Aquinas)

% Core topic in pﬁ{.’mpﬁ; of Re!fgiu.

O NON-COGNITIVE = CoMMITMENT / ATTITUDE.

% Froquently linked with verification, falsification, ﬁ AQUINAS = ANALOGY. RELIGIOUS SYMBOLIC
2 : = MEANING —
analogy, symbol, myth and faith. @ TILLICH = SyMsoL. v oMany o \_LANGUAGE (Tillich)
* f:l:psmmpa:'e cognitive and non-cognitive @ BRAITHWAILTE = MoRAL INTENTION. WAYS ~ k.
gories. /3N -
* Imlaorfant for UPSC P.l’lifasoln}ly Opﬁmaf ‘ Q ":_fg:r = BF:IE-IFIC TioN f\"fALfE‘ENfI‘ES NON-COGNITIVE
i ) = — e ATION. eritication, 3
s answers. E: ) &IQ K Falsification) (Commitment / BLIK) i

me&-cfm'n)\

S

-
&
é

Reffgious la.nguage remains meaningtf-‘uf for believers in different ways —
as_truth-claim, analogy, symbol, or moral commitment.
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THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il - COMPARISON

Compare Before the Exam

PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

THEISM < DEISM < PANTHEISM

ASPECT DEISM THEISM PANTHEISM

Basic idea God creates the world and then steps = God creates and continuously God and world are one reality
back sustains and governs

Intervention No Yes Not distinct; all is divine process

Transcendence / Very high / low High / high Low / very high

Immanence

Major strength Rational, scientific, avoids Explains devotion, morality, Unity of existence, harmony,
superstition providence, experience non-dual insight

Main limitation Distant God; weak for religion as lived = Problem of evil; intervention vs laws; Loses divine personality and freedom;
experience freedom vs foreknowledge no creator-creation distinction

ONTOLOGICAL <> COSMOLOGICAL <« TELEOLOGICAL «» MORAL

ONTOLOGICAL COSMOLOGICAL TELEOLOGICAL MORAL
Basis Concept / idea of God Causation, contingency, Order, design, purpose Moral law, duty,
motion conscience, highest good
Nature A priori (from concept) A posteriori (from world) A posteriori (from nature) Practical reason (a priori
but postulative)
Key thinker Anselm, Descartes Aquinas, Aristotle, Leibniz William Paley, Aquinas Kant
Main criticism Existence is not a Who caused God? Infinite Darwin; evil; weak analogy Morality may be
predicate; Gaunilo; Kant regress; Hume, Kant autonomous; secular

ethics; Euthyphro
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THE IAS AKADEMIA

UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL

Compare Before the Exam (continued)

RELIGIOUS LANGUAGE | IMMORTALITY: INDIAN <> WESTERN

THINKER / TRADITION

Aquinas

Paul Tillich

R. B. Braithwaite

R. M. Hare

A.J. Ayer / Antony

Flew

Basil Mitchell

Western immortality

Indian immortality

Critiques

POSITION IN ONE LINE

Terms apply to God analogically — neither the same nor
totally different

Symbols participate in the reality to which they point

Religious assertions express moral intention and a way of
life

Religious language is an unfalsifiable 'blik' giving
orientation

Verification and falsification challenges to meaningfulness
Faith and commitment keep belief meaningful — the
Partisan Parable

Plato (simplicity), Descartes (dualism), Kant (moral
postulate)

Upanisads, Nyaya (self inferred), Sankhya-Yoga (purusa),
Jainism (jiva)

Hume (no permanent self), materialism, logical positivism;
Carvaka, Buddhist anatman

PAPER Il - COMPARISON

TYPE

Cognitive / analogical

Cognitive / symbolic

Non-cognitive

Non-cognitive

Critique

Response

Proof

Proof

Critique

“Reason seeks the Ultimate not to replace faith, but to understand reality more deeply.”

COMPARE, THEN EVALUATE — UPSC REWARDS THE SECOND HALF
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THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL PAPER Il - RAPID RECALL

5-Minute Recall

PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

GOD—-WORLD RELATION

Six attributes of God? —» Deism, theism, pantheism in one line each? - Immanence-transcendence scale? - One
strength and one limitation of each position?

ARGUMENTS FOR GOD

Ontological: key line and Kant's objection? — Cosmological: regress and 'who caused God'? — Teleological: watch
analogy and the Darwinian challenge? - Moral: Kant and the Euthyphro concern? — Aquinas' Five Ways? - Name
five Nyaya proofs?

IMMORTALITY

Plato, Descartes, Leibniz/Butler, Kant? - Upanisads, Nyaya, Sankhya-Yoga, Vedanta, Jainism? - Hume, materialism,
logical positivism, personal identity? — Carvaka and Buddhist critiques? — Indian vs Western at a glance?

SOURCES OF RELIGIOUS KNOWLEDGE

Reason, revelation, faith, mysticism — meaning, merit, limitation of each? — Six counter-arguments? — Aquinas,
Augustine, Kierkegaard, William James, Radhakrishnan, Ayer, Hume, Kant?

RELIGIOUS LANGUAGE

Cognitive vs non-cognitive? — Aquinas: univocal, equivocal, analogical; attributionis vs proportionalitatis? — Tillich:
sign vs symbol? — Braithwaite, Hare, Ayer, Flew, Mitchell? - Verification and falsification?

COVER THE PAGE - SPEAK THE CHAIN ALOUD - THEN WRITE IT
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THE IAS AKADEMIA - UPSC PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL EXAM DAY

The Final 30-Minute Revision

PHILOSOPHY OPTIONAL - LAST CHECKLIST BEFORE THE HALL

Tick as you go. If you have only ten minutes, revise the starred plates alone.

7 MINUTES — WESTERN PHILOSOPHY PAPER |

Kant's Philosophy
Hume's Philosophy
Hegel's Philosophy
Husserl's Phenomenology
Plato's Philosophy

Aristotle's Four Causes

ODooodgdg

Compare: Plato « Aristotle | Hume < Kant | Kant & Hegel

8 MINUTES — INDIAN PHILOSOPHY PAPER |
[] Valid Sources of Knowledge (Pramanas + validity debate)

[] Nyaya Conception of Inference

] Theory of Error in Indian Philosophy

[] Vai$esika Padartha — Bhava and Abhava
[] Sankara vs Ramanuja vs Madhva
[] Yoga Philosophy
[

Sri Aurobindo: Involution and Evolution

7 MINUTES — SOCIO-POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY PAPER Il

Rawls: Justice as Fairness (+ Sen, Macpherson)
Marx: Alienation and Revolution
Crime, Punishment & Capital Punishment

Sovereignty

Ooood

Forms of Government & Democracy

[o0]

MINUTES — PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION PAPER II
Arguments for the Existence of God
Religious Language
God-World Relation

Immortality of the Soul

Joggg

Sources of Religious Knowledge

Walk in with four things: the thinker, the problem, the criticism, and your evaluation.

SEE - RECALL « CONNECT « WRITE
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MY DEAR PHILOSOPHERS,

Recall the thinker.
Identify the philosophical problem.
Structure the argument.
Present the criticism.
Give your evaluation.

Answer exactly what UPSC has asked.

ALL THE BEST!

— Vikash Sir

THE IAS AKADEMIA

“We are because you are.”
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