
EKWEALO PROSPER 
 
19/SMS04/011 
 
SOCIAL AND MANAGEMENT SCIENCES  
 
MEDIA AND COMMUNICATION STUDIES  
 
POL102:INTRODUCTION TO POLITICAL SCIENCE.  
 
 ​These are Other Theories that explain the evolution of states 
 
1.      The Theory of Divine origin 
 
2.    Matriarchal and Patriarchal     Theory. 
 
3.      Force Theory. 
 
4.      Evolutionary Theory. 
 

 ​Divine Origin Theory: 
 
The oldest theory about the origin of the state is the divine origin theory. It is also known as the 
theory of divine right of Kings.The exponents of this theory believe that the state did not come 
into being by any effort of man. It is created by God. 
The King who rules over the state is an agent of God on earth. 
  The King derives his authority from God and for all his actions he is responsible to God alone. 
Obedience to the King is ordained to God and violation of it will be a sin. The King is above law 
and no subject has any right to question his authority or his action. The King is responsible of 
God alone. 
 

History of Divine Theory: 
 
The conception of the divine creation of the state may be traced back to remote antiquity. It was 
universal belief with the ancient people that the King is the representative of God on earth and 
the state is a bliss of God. Thus the King had both political and religious entity. In the religious 
books also the state is said to be created by God. In some religions this conception is explicit, 
but in others it is implicit.The divine origin of the state is gleaned first the Old Testament of the 
Bible. There we find St. Paul saying- “Let every soul be subject unto the higher powers; for there 



is no power but of God; the powers that be, are ordained by God. Whosoever resist the power, 
resisted the ordinance of God and they that resist shall receive to themselves damnation.” 
  In 1680 Sir Robert Filmer wrote a book entitled The Law of the Free Monarchies, where it is 
stated the Adam was the First King on earth and the Kings subsequent to him are the 
descendants of Adam. In the Manusmriti it is said that when the world was thick in anarchy, the 
people prayed to God to remedy the condition. God was pleased to appoint Manu to rule over 
the earth. 
This theory prevailed in the old age when religion and politics were combined in the person of 
the King. In ancient India the Kings ruled over the people according to the injunction of the 
Dharma, which stood for both religion and politics. Laws fay deep in the profusion of the 
Sastras.In the medieval period the Christians held the Pope in semi-God status. In the Muslim 
world the Caliph was the Priest-King. The Dalai Lama was the head of the Theocratic state of 
Tibet. He was considered there as the incarnation of the Buddhist god Avalokitesvara. 
  Both the church and the state in their mutual rivalry used the theory of the divine origin in the 
medieval age. The church asserted the supremacy of the church over the state. On the other 
hand, the state because of its divine nature emphasised on its supremacy over the church. 
The Stuart King James I claimed that he derived his authority directly from God. According to 
him, the King is wise and intelligent, but his subjects are wicked.Even if the King is bad, the 
people have no right to rebel against him. Even in the nineteenth century the Kings of Austria, 
Prussia and Russia formed the Holy Alliance under the notion that they were appointed by God 
to rule over their people. Anyway, the European Kings took shelter under the divine origin theory 
in order to justify their dictatorships.Be that as it may, during a large part of human history the 
state was viewed as direct divine creation and theocratic in nature. The theory was in currency 
so long as religion was considered to be the chief motive force of all human activities. 
  In the twentieth century this, theory came under criticism being an incorrect explanation of the 
origin of the state. With the growth of scientific outlook this theory faded into oblivion. Today’s 
trend is that the state is a historical growth. We shall now discuss the causes of the decline of 
the theory. 

 
Strength of the Divine Theory: 
 
Although the divine theory is totally discredited as an origin of the state, there are some good 
things in it. The summum bonum of the theory is that it stimulated discipline and 
law-abidingness among the subjects at a time when these were the needs of the hour in those 
anarchical conditions. This theory also created the moral responsibility of the rulers, because 
they were cast with a divine injunction to rule to the perfect satisfaction of the heaven 
 

The Patriarchal Theory 
 
The principal exponent of this theory is Sir Henry Maine. 



According to him, the city is a conglomeration of several families which developed under the 
control and authority of the eldest male member of the family.The head or father of the 
patriarchal family wielded great power and influence upon the other members of the family. 
  His writ was carried out in the household. This patriarchal family was the most ancient 
organised social institution in the primitive society.Through the process of marriage the families 
began to expand and they gave birth to gen which stands for a household. Several gens made 
one clan. A group of clans constituted a tribe. A confederation of various tribes based on blood 
relations for the purpose of defending themselves against the aggressors formed one 
commonwealth which is called the state. 
  Sir Henry Maine’s analysis of the growth of the state is- “The elementary group is the family 
connected by the common subjection to the highest male ascendant. The aggregation of 
families forms the gens or the houses. The aggregation of houses makes the tribe. The 
aggregation of the tribes constitutes the commonwealth.” 
Edward Jenks who is the other advocate of the patriarchal theory is of the view that the 
foundation of the state was caused by three factors, namely male kinship, permanent marriages 
and paternal authority. Thus, the salient feature of the patriarchal theory is that the families grew 
through the descendants of the father, not the mother.The male child carried on the population 
though marriages with one or several women, because both monogamy and polygamy were the 
order of the day. The eldest male child had a prominent role in the house. 
Another important supporter of this theory was Aristotle. According to him- “Just as men and 
women unite to form families, so many families unite to form villages and the union of many 
villages forms the state which is a self-supporting unit”.As for documentary evidence in support 
of this theory, there were twelve tribes who formed the Jewish nation as we gather from the 
Bible. In Rome, we are told that the patriarch of three families that made one unit exercised 
unlimited authority over the other members.  
 

 ​Force Theory of Origin of the State: 
 
Another early theory of the origin of the state is the theory of force. 
The exponents of this theory hold that wars and aggressions by some powerful tribe were the 
principal factors in the creation of the state.They rely on the oft-quoted saying “war begot the 
King” as the historical explanation of the origin of the state. 
  The force or might prevailed over the right in the primitive society. A man physically stronger 
established his authority over the less strong persons. The strongest person in a tribe is, 
therefore, made the chief or leader of that tribe. 
After establishing the state by subjugating the other people in that place the chief used his 
authority in maintaining law and order and defending the state from the aggression from outside. 
Thus force was responsible not only for the origin of the state but for development of the state 
also. 
 
History supports the force theory as the origin of the state. 
 



According to Edward Jenks. 
 
“Historically speaking, there is not the slightest difficulty in proving that all political communities 
of the modern type owe their existence to successful warfare.”As the state increased in 
population and size there was a concomitant improvement in the art of warfare. The small states 
fought among themselves and the successful ones made big states. 
 The kingdoms of Norway, Sweden and Denmark arc historical examples of the creation of 
states by the use of force. In the same process, Spain emerged as a new state in the sixth 
century A.D. In the ninth century A.D. the Normans conquered and established the state of 
Russia. 
The same people established the kingdom of England by defeating the local people there in the 
eleventh century A.D. Stephen Butler Leachock sums up the founding of states by the use of 
force in these words:  
“The beginnings of the state are to be sought in the capture and enslavement of man-by-man, in 
the conquest and subjugation acquired by superior physical force. The progressive growth from 
tribe to kingdom and from kingdom to empire is but a continuation from the same process.” 
 

Merits/Strength of the Theory: 
 
The theory of force, though untenable as an explanation of the origin of the state, has some 
redeeming features: 
First, the theory contains the truth that some states at certain points of time were definitely 
created by force or brought to existence by the show of force. When the Aryans came to India 
they carried with them weapons of all kinds and horses to use in the war against the non-Aryans 
and by defeating the non-Aryans they carved out a kingdom in India.Later on, the Aryans 
sprawled their kingdoms and broad-based their government and ruled with the backing of the 
people. 
Secondly, the other silver lining of the theory is that it made the slates conscious of building 
adequate defence and army to protect the territorial integrity of the state. That is why we find 
commanders of war or Senapati as an important post in the ancient kingdoms. 
In the modern state, we find a substantial amount of money used on defence budget. Every 
state in the modern world has got a defence minister which unmistakably recognises the use of 
force in modern statecraft too. 
 
1)The Lebanese citizen can lose his citizenship if his activities are prejudicial to the country's 
corporate existence.  
2)The Lebanese citizen can loose his or her citizenship if within a period of 5-7 years after 
becoming nationalized gets involved in a criminal case, resulting in his incarceration for some 
years.  
3)The Lebanese can loose his or her citizenship, if being guilty of treason.  
4)If there is a fundamental breach of the citizenship agreement binding him.  
5) Also by Renouncement a Lebanese can loose his or her citizenship.  



 
 


