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Pure Theory of Law 

The Pure Theory of Law, propounded by Hans Kelsen, presumes that other theories may be impure 

because they contain elements from other disciplines. This theory is called pure because it seeks to 

describe law as it is, and attempts to eliminate from its study everything that is not strictly legal. 

Its main aim is to free the science of law from all alien elements. According to Kelsen, an acceptable 

theory of law must be pure, meaning it should be logically self-supporting and independent of 

extra-legal values such as natural law, morality, sociology, politics, economics, or historical 

influences. 

In essence, the Pure Theory of Law focuses solely on the normative structure of law, distinguishing 

what law is from what law ought to be. 

शुद्ध विवि विद्धधांत (Pure Theory of Law – Hans Kelsen) 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) द्वारा प्रतिपातिि शुद्ध विवि विद्धधांत यह मानिा है ति अन्य तिति तिद्ाांि अशुद् 

(impure) हैं क्यांति उनमें िमाजशास्त्र, राजनीति, अर्थशास्त्र या इतिहाि जैिे अन्य तिषययां िे ित्व िम्मितिि हैं। 

इिे शुद् (pure) इितिए िहा गया है क्यांति यह तिद्ाांि िेिि “तिति क्ा है” (what law is) िय स्पष्ट िरिा है, 

न ति “तिति क्ा हयनी चातहए” (what law ought to be)। 

िेल्सन िे अनुिार, तिति िा अध्ययन िभी िैज्ञातनि और स्वीिायथ हयगा जब िह िांपूर्णतः  विविक हो और तििी 

बाहरी मूल्य (जैिे नैतिििा, राजनीति, िमाजशास्त्र, या अर्थशास्त्र) पर तनभथर न िरे। 

अिः , Pure Theory of Law िा उदे्दश्य तिति तिज्ञान िय िभी बाहरी ित्वयां िे मुक्त िरिे िेिि उििी नैतिि 

िांरचना (normative structure) िय िमझना है। 

Normative norms are a hypothetical presumption in Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law. 

According to Hans Kelsen, law is a system of norms — that is, rules which prescribe certain conduct. 

The validity of each norm depends on another higher norm, and this chain continues until we reach a 

basic norm (Grundnorm). 

This Grundnorm is a hypothetical presupposition — it is not enacted or created, but is assumed to 

give validity to the entire legal system. 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण: 

केल्सन िे अनुिार तिति (Law) िास्ति में वनयमो ां (Norms) िी एि शांखिा है। प्रते्यि तनयम िी िैििा (Validity) 

तििी ऊँचे तनयम पर आिाररि हयिी है। यह क्रम िब िि चििा है जब िि हम मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) िि 

नही ां पहँच जािे। 

यह Grundnorm ियई िास्ततिि या तिम्मखि तनयम नही ां हयिा, बम्मि एि कधल्पवनक मधन्यतध (Hypothetical 

Presumption) हयिी है — तजिे मान तिया जािा है ति उिी िे पूरे तिति िांत्र िय िैििा तमििी है। 

According to Hans Kelsen, a judgment is a directive to do or not to do a specified act, and it is to be 

followed by coercive measures of the state if not obeyed. 

In Kelsen’s view, a norm is a rule prescribing or forbidding certain human behavior. It defines what 

individuals ought to do or ought not to do. 
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For Kelsen, norms exist in different forms — such as legal norms, moral norms, or social norms — 

but his Pure Theory of Law concerns only legal norms, which derive their validity from a higher norm, 

ultimately leading to the Basic Norm (Grundnorm). 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण: 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) िे अनुिार, न्यधवयक वनर्णय (Judgment) तििी व्यम्मक्त िय तितशष्ट िायथ िरने या 

न िरने िा तनिेश हयिा है। यति व्यम्मक्त उि तनिेश िा पािन नही ां िरिा, िय रधज्य द्वधरध बधध्यकधरी (coercive) 

उपधय िागू तिए जािे हैं। 

िेल्सन िे मि में, Norm (वनयम) िह तनयम है जय तििी व्यिहार िय िरने या न िरने िा आिेश िेिा है। 

उनिे अनुिार, Norms िई प्रिार िे हय िििे हैं — जैिे नैवतक (Moral Norms), िधमधविक (Social Norms) 

और विविक (Legal Norms)। 

िेतिन Pure Theory of Law िेिि तितिि तनयमयां (Legal Norms) िे िांबांतिि है, जय एि उच्चिर तनयम िे 

अपनी िैििा प्राप्त िरिे हैं, और अांििः  यह श्रांखिा मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) पर िमाप्त हयिी है। 

Norms 

Policy 

Rute 

Doctrine 

Standards 

Commands 

  Act of willing (oath) includes  > shall (command) 

       >may (permission) 

      >can (authority) 

**austine talk about only command. But Kelsen talk shall, may, can also. 

Kelsen’s approach is wider than that of Austin. 

According to John Austin, only a command issued by a sovereign, backed by sanction, can be 

considered a norm. 

However, Hans Kelsen gives a broader meaning to the term norm. To Kelsen, not only commands but 

also policies, rules, doctrines, standards, and principles can all be regarded as norms. 

According to Kelsen, a norm is the meaning of an act of will — that is, an expression of what ought to 

be done or ought not to be done. 

Moreover, the act of willing need not necessarily be in the form of a command; it may also appear 

in other legal forms such as permissions, authorizations, or prohibitions. 

Thus, Kelsen’s theory presents a more comprehensive and scientific understanding of norms than 

Austin’s command theory. 
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वहन्दी में अर्ण: 

केल्सन कध दृविकोर् (Kelsen’s Approach) ऑस्टिन (Austin) िे अविक व्यधपक है। 

िॉन ऑस्टिन िे अनुिार िेिि ििथभौम (Sovereign) द्वारा तिया गया आिेश (Command) ही एि तनयम 

(Norm) हयिा है, और उििा पािन न िरने पर िांड (Sanction) िगाया जािा है। 

िेतिन हधांि केल्सन िे अनुिार तनयम िी पररभाषा बहि व्यापि है। 

िेल्सन िे मि में िेिि आिेश (Command) ही नही ां, बम्मि नीवतयधाँ (Policies), विद्धधांत (Doctrines), मधनक 

(Standards) और वनयम (Rules) — िभी िय Norms माना जा िििा है। 

िेल्सन िे अनुिार, Norm तििी इच्छा िे िायथ (Act of Will) िा अर्थ है — अर्ाथि्, यह बिािा है ति व्यम्मक्त िय 

क्ा िरना चातहए या क्ा नही ां िरना चातहए। 

और यह इच्छा िा िायथ हमेशा आिेश िे रूप में ही हय, यह आिश्यि नही ां है; यह अनुमति (Permission), 

प्रतिबांि (Prohibition) या अतििार (Authorization) िे रूप में भी व्यक्त हय िििा है। 

इि प्रिार, Kelsen कध विद्धधांत Austin के Command Theory की तुलनध में अविक व्यधपक और िैज्ञधवनक 

दृविकोर् प्रसु्ति िरिा है। 

****vip 

According to Hans Kelsen, 

a Norm is the meaning of an act of will by which a certain behaviour is commanded, permitted, or 

authorized. 

In other words, a norm expresses what ought to be done or ought not to be done according to law. 

It is not the act itself, but the meaning of that act — such as when a legislator or judge expresses a 

legal will through law-making or judicial decisions. 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण: 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) िे अनुिार — 

Norm (वनयम) तििी इच्छा िे िायथ (Act of Will) िा अर्थ (Meaning) है, तजििे द्वारा तििी व्यिहार िय 

आदेवशत (Commanded), अनुमोवदत (Permitted) या अविकृत (Authorized) तिया जािा है। 

अर्ाथि्, Norm यह बिािा है ति व्यम्मक्त िय क्ा िरना चातहए या क्ा नही ां िरना चातहए। 

यह स्वयां ियई िायथ नही ां हयिा, बम्मि उि िायथ िा अर्थ हयिा है — जैिे तििी तिति तनमाथिा या न्यायािीश द्वारा 

िानून बनाना या तनर्थय िेना। 

 

Hierarchy of Norms (Hans Kelsen) 

According to Hans Kelsen, law is a system of norms arranged in a hierarchy — each lower norm 

derives its validity from a higher norm. 

At the top of this hierarchy lies the Basic Norm (Grundnorm), which gives validity to all other norms 

in the legal system. 

For example, in a country, statutes derive their validity from the Constitution, and the Constitution in 

turn derives its validity from the Grundnorm — a fundamental presupposition that the Constitution 

must be obeyed. 
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In the Indian scenario, our Constitution functions as the Grundnorm, because all laws, rules, and 

executive actions derive their authority and validity from it. 

Thus, according to Kelsen, the legal system is a pyramid of norms, where each level is supported by 

the one above it, and the entire structure rests upon the Basic Norm (Grundnorm). 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण: 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) िे अनुिार, तिति एि वनयमो ां की शांखलध (Hierarchy of Norms) है, तजिमें 

प्रते्यि तनम्न तनयम (Lower Norm) अपनी िैििा तििी उच्च तनयम (Higher Norm) िे प्राप्त िरिा है। 

इि शांखिा िे िबिे ऊपर मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) हयिा है, जय पूरे तिति िांत्र िय िैििा प्रिान िरिा है। 

उिाहरर् िे तिए — 

तििी िेश में िांिदीय कधनून (Statutes) िांतििान िे िैििा प्राप्त िरिे हैं, और िांतििान स्वयां उि मूल मधन्यतध 

(Presupposition) िे िैििा पािा है ति “िांतििान िा पािन तिया जाना चातहए।” 

भधरतीय पररपे्रक्ष्य (Indian Scenario) में, हमारा िांवििधन (Constitution) ही Grundnorm है, क्यांति िभी 

िानून, नीतियाँ और िरिारी िायथ उिी िे अतििार प्राप्त िरिे हैं। 

इि प्रिार, िेल्सन िे अनुिार, पूरा तितिि िांत्र वनयमो ां कध एक वपरधवमड (Pyramid of Norms) है, तजििी 

नी ांि Grundnorm पर तििी हयिी है। 

 

Corrected English Version: 

According to Hans Kelsen, all the norms in the hierarchy of the legal order originate from an 

authority — that is, from some body competent to create valid norms. 

Each legal norm derives its validity from a higher norm, which authorizes the creation of that norm. 

This chain of authorization continues upward until it reaches the Basic Norm (Grundnorm) — the 

ultimate source of validity for the entire legal system. 

Thus, the validity of law does not depend on morality or justice, but only on whether it has been 

created by a competent authority in accordance with the higher norm. 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण: 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) िे अनुिार, तितिि व्यिस्था (Legal Order) िी तनयमयां िी शांखिा में प्रते्यि वनयम 

(Norm) तििी प्रधविकरर् (Authority) िे उत्पन्न हयिा है — अर्ाथि् तििी ऐिे िांगठन या व्यम्मक्त िे जय िैि 

वनयम बनधने के वलए िक्षम (Competent) हय। 

प्रते्यि तनयम अपनी िैििा तििी ऊँचे तनयम (Higher Norm) िे प्राप्त िरिा है, जय उि तनयम िय बनाने िी 

अनुमति िेिा है। 

यह क्रम ऊपर िी ओर चििा रहिा है और अांििः  मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) पर िमाप्त हयिा है, जय पूरे तिति 

िांत्र िय िैििा प्रिान िरिा है। 
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इि प्रिार, तिति िी िैििा नैतिििा या न्याय पर नही ां, बम्मि इि पर तनभथर िरिी है ति क्ा िह तनयम तििी 

िक्षम प्रधविकरर् द्वारा उच्चिर तनयम िे अनुिार बनाया गया है या नही ां। 

         Difference between Austin’s Command Theory and Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law 

(ऑस्टिन कध आदेश विद्धधांत और केल्सन कध शुद्ध विवि विद्धधांत – तुलनधत्मक अध्ययन) 

Points of 

Difference 
Austin’s Command Theory Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law 

1. Founder 
Propounded by John Austin 

(1790–1859). 
Propounded by Hans Kelsen (1881–1973). 

िांस्थधपक 
इिे िॉन ऑस्टिन ने प्रतिपातिि 

तिया। 
इिे हधांि केल्सन ने प्रतिपातिि तिया। 

2. Basis of Law 
Law is a command of the 

sovereign backed by sanction. 

Law is a system of norms, arranged in a 

hierarchy, based on the Grundnorm. 

विवि कध आिधर 
तिति ििणभौम कध आदेश है, तजििे 

पीछे िांड िा बि हयिा है। 

तिति वनयमो ां की शांखलध है, तजििी िैििा मूल 

वनयम (Grundnorm) पर आिाररि हयिी है। 

3. Nature of 

Law 
Emphasizes force and obedience. 

Emphasizes normative validity and logical 

structure. 

विवि कध 

स्वरूप 

तिति िय बल और आज्ञधपधलन पर 

आिाररि माना गया है। 

तिति िय तकण िांगत और िैि वनयमो ां की िांरचनध 

माना गया है। 

4. Role of 

Morality 

Morality is not connected with 

law. 

Morality and other external factors are excluded 

to keep law pure, but logically. 

नैवतकतध की 

भूवमकध 
तिति िा नैतिििा िे ियई िांबांि नही ां। 

नैतिििा िय तिति िे अिग रखा गया है िाति तिति 

“शुद्” रहे। 

5. Source of 

Validity 

Law is valid because it is the 

command of the sovereign. 

Law is valid because it derives authority from a 

higher norm, ending at the Grundnorm. 

िैितध कध स्रोत 
तिति िैि है क्यांति यह ििणभौम कध 

आदेश है। 

तिति िैि है क्यांति यह तििी ऊाँ चे वनयम िे िैििा 

प्राप्त िरिी है, जय Grundnorm पर िमाप्त हयिी है। 

6. Sovereign 
Central figure; law exists because 

of the will of the sovereign. 

No single sovereign; authority flows through 

legal norms, not through individuals. 

ििणभौम की 

भूवमकध 

तिति िा अम्मस्तत्व ििणभौम की इच्छध 

पर तनभथर िरिा है। 

यहाँ ियई एि ििथभौम नही ां; िैििा वनयमो ां की 

शांखलध िे प्रिातहि हयिी है। 

7. Coercion / 

Sanction 

Law involves physical force or 

sanction. 

Sanction is only a part of legal norm, not its 

essence. 

दांड यध बल तिति में दांड कध तत्व आिश्यि है। दांड केिल एक भधग है, तिति िा मूि ित्व नही ां। 
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Points of 

Difference 
Austin’s Command Theory Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law 

8. Scientific 

Character 

Less scientific; based on political 

power. 

Highly scientific and logical; focuses on legal 

structure. 

िैज्ञधवनक 

दृविकोर् 

यह तिद्ाांि अतिि राजनीतिि और 

िम िैज्ञातनि है। 
यह तिद्ाांि अत्यांत िैज्ञधवनक और तकण िांगत है। 

 

          ▲ 

          |   

      **Basic Norm (Grundnorm)**   

      ("The Constitution must be obeyed")   

      िांतििान िा पािन तिया जाना चातहए — यह मूि मान्यिा 

 

          ▲ 

          | 

      **Constitutional Norms**   

      (Constitution of India)   

      — िांतििान द्वारा तनिाथररि मूिभूि तनयम, अतििार और शम्मक्तयाँ 

 

          ▲ 

          | 

      **Legislative Norms**   

      (Acts of Parliament / State Legislature)   

      — िांिि या राज्य तििानमांडि द्वारा बनाए गए िानून 

 

          ▲ 

          | 

      **Executive Norms**   

      (Rules, Regulations, Orders, Notifications)   

      — िायथपातििा द्वारा बनाए गए तनयम या आिेश 
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          ▲ 

          | 

      **Judicial Norms**   

      (Court Judgments, Precedents)   

      — न्यायािययां िे तनर्थय और नजीरें  

 

          ▲ 

          | 

      **Individual Acts / Application of Law**   

      (Police action, Administrative acts, etc.)   

      — िानून िा व्यम्मक्तगि या प्रशाितनि स्तर पर अनुप्रययग 

According to Hans Kelsen, the mere fact that somebody commands something is no reason 

to regard that command as a valid norm. 

A norm becomes binding upon an individual only when it is created according to another 

higher norm, which provides its validity. 

The norm that represents the reason for the validity of another norm is called a higher 

norm. 

However, the search for the validity of norms cannot go on endlessly—it must end at a final 

and highest norm, known as the Basic Norm or Grundnorm. 

According to Kelsen, the function of the Grundnorm is to give objective validity to the 

entire positive legal order. 

In other words, the Grundnorm is the ultimate source of validity for all other norms that 

belong to the legal system. 

For example, in India, the Constitution acts as the Grundnorm, since all laws, rules, and 

executive acts derive their authority from it. 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण (िधरधांश िवहत): 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) िे अनुिार, 

तिर्थ  इिना ति ियई व्यम्मक्त िुछ आिेश िेिा है — 

यह उिे िैि वनयम (Valid Norm) नही ां बना िेिा। 

तििी तनयम िी िैििा इि बाि पर तनभथर िरिी है ति 

क्ा िह वकिी ऊाँ चे वनयम (Higher Norm) िे अनुिार बनाया गया है या नही ां। 
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िह तनयम जय तििी अन्य तनयम िय िैििा प्रिान िरिा है, उिे Higher Norm िहा जािा है। 

िेतिन यह िैििा िी श्रांखिा अनांत तक नही ां चल िकती — 

यह अांििः  अांवतम और ििोच्च वनयम (Basic Norm / Grundnorm) पर आिर िमाप्त हयिी है। 

Grundnorm िा िायथ पूरे विविक तांत्र को िसु्तवनष्ठ िैितध (Objective Validity) प्रिान िरना है। 

अर्ाथि्, यही िह मूल स्रोत (Source of Validity) है तजििे िभी अन्य तनयम अपनी िैििा प्राप्त िरिे हैं। 

भधरतीय पररपे्रक्ष्य में, हमारा िांवििधन (Constitution) ही िह Grundnorm है, 

क्यांति िभी िानून, तनयम और िरिारी िायथ उिी िे अतििार प्राप्त िरिे हैं। 

         PURE THEORY OF LAW – EXAM QUESTIONS & ANSWERS 

(By Hans Kelsen) 

 

Q.1. Who propounded the Pure Theory of Law? What is its main idea? 

English Answer: 

The Pure Theory of Law was propounded by Hans Kelsen (1881–1973). 

Its main idea is that law should be studied purely as law — free from influences of morality, politics, 

sociology, or economics. 

Kelsen believed that law is a system of norms, and each norm derives its validity from a higher norm, 

ending at the Basic Norm (Grundnorm), which gives validity to the entire legal order. 

Hindi Answer: 

शुद्ध विवि विद्धधांत (Pure Theory of Law) िा प्रतिपािन हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) ने तिया। 

इि तिद्ाांि िा मुख्य तिचार यह है ति तिति िा अध्ययन िेिि “तिति िे रूप में” तिया जाए — 

न ति नैतिििा, राजनीति, िमाजशास्त्र या अर्थशास्त्र िे प्रभाि में। 

िेल्सन िे अनुिार, तिति वनयमो ां की एक शांखलध (System of Norms) है, 

जहाँ प्रते्यि तनयम अपनी िैििा तििी उच्चिर तनयम िे प्राप्त िरिा है, 

और यह श्रांखिा अांििः  मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) पर िमाप्त हयिी है। 

 

Q.2. What is Grundnorm according to Kelsen? 

English Answer: 

The Grundnorm or Basic Norm is the ultimate source of validity for all other norms in the legal 

system. 

It is not created by any authority; it is a hypothetical presupposition that gives legitimacy to the 

entire legal order. 

For example, in India, the Constitution is treated as the Grundnorm. 

Hindi Answer: 

Grundnorm या मूल वनयम िह ििोच्च तनयम है जय पूरे तितिि िांत्र िय िैििा प्रिान िरिा है। 

यह तििी प्रातििारी द्वारा बनाया गया तनयम नही ां हयिा, बम्मि एि कधल्पवनक मधन्यतध (Hypothetical 

Presumption) हयिी है। 

भारिीय िांिभथ में, िांवििधन (Constitution) िय ही Grundnorm माना जािा है। 
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Q.3. What is meant by Hierarchy of Norms? 

English Answer: 

According to Kelsen, law is a hierarchical structure of norms, where each lower norm derives its 

validity from a higher norm. 

This hierarchy ends with the Basic Norm (Grundnorm), which is the foundation of all legal validity. 

Hindi Answer: 

िेल्सन िे अनुिार, तिति वनयमो ां की एक पदधनुक्रवमत िांरचनध (Hierarchy) है, 

जहाँ प्रते्यि तनम्न तनयम अपनी िैििा तििी उच्च तनयम िे प्राप्त िरिा है। 

यह शांखिा अांििः  मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) पर िमाप्त हयिी है, जय िभी तनयमयां िी िैििा िा आिार है। 

 

Q.4. What is a Norm according to Kelsen? 

English Answer: 

A Norm is the meaning of an act of will that prescribes, permits, or authorizes a certain behavior. 

It expresses what ought to be done or ought not to be done. 

Hindi Answer: 

Norm (वनयम) तििी इच्छा िे िायथ (Act of Will) िा अर्थ है, 

जय तििी िायथ िय िरने, अनुमति िेने या तनतषद् िरने िा आिेश िेिा है। 

यह बिािा है ति व्यम्मक्त िय क्ा िरना चातहए या क्ा नही ां िरना चातहए। 

 

Q.5. Write the difference between Austin’s Command Theory and Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law. 

Points of 

Difference 
Austin’s Command Theory Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law 

Founder John Austin (1790–1859) Hans Kelsen (1881–1973) 

Basic Concept 
Law is a command of the sovereign 

backed by sanction. 

Law is a system of norms based on the 

Grundnorm. 

Nature of Law Emphasizes force and obedience. Emphasizes validity and logical order. 

Source of 

Validity 
Sovereign’s will and sanction. Higher norm leading up to Basic Norm. 

Sovereign Central figure of law. 
No single sovereign; authority flows 

through norms. 

Morality Excluded, unrelated to law. 
Also excluded, but for the sake of 

scientific purity. 

Scientific 

Character 
Less scientific, based on power. Highly scientific and analytical. 
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         20 Marks Question 

Q. Explain Hans Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law. Discuss its main features, hierarchy of norms, and 

criticism. 

 

Model Answer (English) 

(Structured for 20 marks – can be written in 3–4 pages) 

Introduction: 

Hans Kelsen (1881–1973) was an Austrian jurist and one of the most influential legal philosophers of 

the 20th century. 

He propounded the Pure Theory of Law to make jurisprudence a scientific discipline, free from 

politics, sociology, or morality. 

He wanted to study law as it is, not as it ought to be. 

 

Meaning of Pure Theory of Law: 

The term “Pure” means that law must be studied in its pure form, without mixing it with other social 

sciences. 

According to Kelsen, law is a normative science, not a moral or natural science. 

He said that law is a system of norms — rules that prescribe what people ought to do. 

 

Hierarchy of Norms: 

Kelsen explained that the legal order is hierarchical (a pyramid of norms). 

Each lower norm derives its validity from a higher norm, and this chain continues until it reaches the 

Basic Norm (Grundnorm), 

which is the ultimate source of validity for all laws. 

Example (Indian context): 

• Grundnorm → The Constitution of India 

• Higher norms → Acts of Parliament 

• Lower norms → Rules, Regulations, Executive Orders 

Thus, the Constitution acts as the foundation of the entire legal system. 

 

Grundnorm (Basic Norm): 

The Grundnorm is not made by any authority; it is a hypothetical presupposition — 

an assumed rule that gives validity to all other rules. 

It is accepted by society and legal authorities as the supreme norm. 

Example: “The Constitution must be obeyed.” 
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Features of Kelsen’s Theory: 

1. Scientific Nature: Law should be free from moral or political influence. 

2. Normative System: Law consists of norms, not moral commands. 

3. Hierarchy of Norms: Validity flows from higher to lower norms. 

4. Separation of Law and Morality: Morality is excluded from the study of law. 

5. Grundnorm as Ultimate Source: The foundation of all legal norms. 

 

Criticisms: 

1. Too Abstract: The concept of Grundnorm is hypothetical and lacks practical application. 

2. Ignores Social and Moral Aspects: Law cannot be separated from morality and society. 

3. No Real Sovereign: Unlike Austin, Kelsen’s theory ignores who actually enforces the law. 

4. Mechanical View: It treats law as a logical structure, not a living institution. 

 

Conclusion: 

Kelsen’s Pure Theory of Law made jurisprudence more scientific and analytical. 

Though criticized for being abstract, it laid the foundation for modern legal positivism. 

In India, where the Constitution acts as the Grundnorm, Kelsen’s theory helps us understand 

the validity and structure of the entire legal order. 

 

Model Answer (Hindi) 

(20 अांियां िा उत्तर – िगभग 3–4 पेज) 

भूवमकध (Introduction): 

हधांि केल्सन (Hans Kelsen) एि ऑम्मरि याई तितििेत्ता रे् तजन्यांने शुद्ध विवि विद्धधांत (Pure Theory of Law) 

िा प्रतिपािन तिया। 

उनिा उदे्दश्य तिति िय एक िैज्ञधवनक अनुशधिन िे रूप में प्रसु्ति िरना र्ा, 

जय राजनीति, नैतिििा या िमाजशास्त्र िे मुक्त हय। 

उनिा िहना र्ा — “तिति िा अध्ययन िैिा तिया जाए जैिी िह है, न ति जैिी उिे हयना चातहए।” 

 

शुद्ध विवि विद्धधांत कध अर्ण: 

“शुद्” शब्द िा अर्थ है ति तिति िा अध्ययन अन्य तिषययां िे तमिाए तबना िेिि विविक दृवि िे तिया जाए। 

िेल्सन िे अनुिार, तिति एि वनयमधत्मक विज्ञधन (Normative Science) है, 

जय यह बिािी है ति मनुष्य िय क्ा िरना चातहए या क्ा नही ां िरना चातहए। 
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वनयमो ां कध पदधनुक्रम (Hierarchy of Norms): 

िेल्सन ने तिति िय वनयमो ां की एक शांखलध (Pyramid of Norms) िे रूप में िमझाया। 

प्रते्यि तनम्न तनयम अपनी िैििा तििी उच्चिर तनयम िे प्राप्त िरिा है, 

और यह शांखिा अांििः  मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) पर िमाप्त हयिी है। 

भधरतीय उदधहरर्: 

• मूल वनयम (Grundnorm) → भारिीय िांतििान 

• उच्चतर वनयम → िांिि द्वारा बनाए गए िानून 

• वनम्नतर वनयम → तनयम, अतििूचनाएँ, आिेश 

इि प्रिार िांवििधन पूरे तितिि ढाँचे िा आिार है। 

 

Constitution  

1  constitution 

2  contract act 

3 ipc 

4 t p a 

5 etc 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Grundnorm (मूल वनयम): 

मूि तनयम तििी प्रातििारी द्वारा बनाया गया नही ां हयिा, 

बम्मि यह एि कधल्पवनक मधन्यतध (Hypothetical Presupposition) है, 

जय िभी तनयमयां िय िैििा प्रिान िरिी है। 

उिाहरर्: “िांतििान िा पािन तिया जाना चातहए।” 

 

मुख्य विशेषतधएाँ : 

1. तिति िा िैज्ञातनि और शुद् अध्ययन। 
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2. तिति एि वनयमधत्मक तांत्र है, नैतिि या िातमथि नही ां। 

3. प्रते्यि तनयम िी िैििा तििी उच्चिर तनयम पर आिाररि है। 

4. विवि और नैवतकतध कध पृर्क्करर्। 

5. Grundnorm िय तितिि िैििा िा अांतिम स्रयि माना गया है। 

 

आलोचनधएाँ : 

1. यह तिद्ाांि अत्यविक अमूतण (Abstract) है। 

2. यह तिति िे िधमधविक और नैवतक पक्षोां िी उपेक्षा िरिा है। 

3. Grundnorm िेिि एि िाल्पतनि अििारर्ा है। 

4. इिमें िधस्तविक ििणभौम (Sovereign) िा ियई उले्लख नही ां। 

5. यह तिति िय यधांवत्रक (Mechanical) रूप में प्रसु्ति िरिा है। 

 

वनष्कषण (Conclusion): 

िेल्सन िा शुद् तिति तिद्ाांि तितिशास्त्र िय िैज्ञधवनक और तधवकण क रूप प्रिान िरिा है। 

हािाँति इििी अमूिथिा िे िारर् आियचना िी गई, तर्र भी इिने आिुतनि विविक प्रत्यक्षिधद (Legal 

Positivism) िय नई तिशा िी। 

भारिीय िांिभथ में, जहाँ िांवििधन िय Grundnorm माना जािा है, िेल्सन िा तिद्ाांि तितिि व्यिस्था िी िैििा 

िय िमझने में अत्यांि उपययगी है। 

*****     ********* ********* ********* ********** ***** * ***** 

Date 28.10.25 time 09.30 am period 1 

H L A HART theory of law 

     Law 

-------------------------------------   --------------------------------------------- 

Primary rule       secondary rule 

➢ Standard of behaviour    > procedure  

➢ Rules of obligations     > remedial 

 

What is law? 

Law = primary rule + secondary rule. 

What is subjective law? 

It is like constitution, tort etc. 

What is procedure law? 

It is like cpc, crpc, evidence etc. 
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Good question    — the term “Subjective Law” often confuses students in 

Jurisprudence. 

Let’s make it clear and exam-ready, both in English and Hindi, with examples like 

Constitution, Tort, etc.       

 

         Meaning of Subjective Law 

English Explanation: 

Subjective Law refers to the rights or powers possessed by individuals under the 

legal system. 

It is called subjective because it belongs to a subject (a person). 

So, Subjective Law = Individual’s Legal Right — 

the power given by the legal order to do something or to demand something from 

others. 

For example: 

• Your right to freedom under the Constitution. 

• Your right to claim damages in Tort law. 

• Your right to recover a debt under Contract law. 

All these are subjective laws, because they are laws as applied to a particular 

person or subject. 

Definition (for exam use): 

“Subjective law is that part of law which gives an individual a right or legal power to 

act or to require others to act or not to act in a certain way.” 

Examples: 

1. Right to vote → under Constitutional law. 

2. Right to compensation → under Law of Tort. 

3. Right to enforce a contract → under Contract Act. 

 

Objective Law (for comparison): 

Objective Law means the set of rules themselves which exist independently of 

individuals — 

like the Constitution, IPC, Contract Act, etc. 

So: 

• Objective Law = Law in general (rules, statutes) 

• Subjective Law = Rights of individuals derived from those rules 

 

In Simple Terms: 

Basis Objective Law Subjective Law 

Meaning 
The law itself (rules, 

codes, statutes) 

The rights derived from those 

laws 

Nature General and abstract Personal and concrete 
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Basis Objective Law Subjective Law 

Example 
Constitution, IPC, 

Contract Act 

Right to freedom, Right to 

damages, Right to vote 

Focus “Law as a rule” “Law as a right” 

Subject State’s law-making power 
Individual’s power to act under 

the law 

 

वहन्दी में अर्ण (Subjective Law): 

ििैयस्टिक विवि (Subjective Law) िह तिति है 

जय तििी व्यम्मक्त (subject) िय अविकधर यध शस्टि प्रिान िरिी है। 

इिे “Subjective” इितिए िहा जािा है क्यांति यह व्यस्टि-विशेष िे िांबांवित हयिी है। 

उदधहरर्: 

• िांतििान िे िहि अतभव्यम्मक्त िी स्विांत्रिा िा अतििार। 

• िॉिथ (Law of Tort) में हजाथना माँगने िा अतििार। 

• अनुबांि िानून में अनुबांि िय िागू िरने िा अतििार। 

इि प्रिार, Subjective Law = व्यस्टि कध कधनूनी अविकधर। 

 

िसु्तवनष्ठ विवि (Objective Law): 

Objective Law िे िभी िधमधन्य वनयम (General Rules) हैं 

जय पूरे िमाज पर िमान रूप िे िागू हयिे हैं — जैिे िांतििान, िांड िांतहिा, अनुबांि अतितनयम आति। 

िधरधांश: 

• Objective Law → स्वयां िानून (जैिे िांतििान, IPC) 

• Subjective Law → उन िानूनयां िे उत्पन्न व्यम्मक्तगि अतििार (जैिे मौतिि अतििार, हजाथना पाने 

िा अतििार) 

 

Exam Tip: 

In short form, you can write: 

“Subjective Law = Law as a Right” 

“Objective Law = Law as a Rule” 

 

**** H L A Hart law . it is a mixer of primary rule and secondary rule. 

Hart criticize the Austine. 

Austine says – internation law is only moral conduct only, it can not be coded law. 

Because every time any country refuse to obey that rule and ethics.  

 

         H.L.A. Hart’s Theory of Law and His Criticism of Austin 

English (Corrected & Polished Version) 

The foundation of Hart’s theory of law lies in his critical evaluation of Austin’s 

command theory. 

According to Hart, Austin’s simple model of law as the command of a sovereign 
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backed by sanctions fails to explain the real nature and structure of a modern legal 

system. 

Hart points out that Austin’s theory is based on certain elements such as orders, 

obedience, habits, and threats, but these elements cannot explain the complex 

features of law — such as continuity of authority, legal obligation, and the existence 

of laws that apply to the lawmakers themselves. 

Hart says that the root cause of Austin’s failure is that his concept of law does not 

include the idea of rules. 

Without understanding law as a system of rules, we cannot properly explain even the 

most basic form of legal order. 

According to Hart, a rule is not merely a command; it is a standard of behavior 

which creates an obligation and provides a criterion to judge the propriety of 

human conduct. 

In other words, law is not just about coercion and punishment, but also about 

guiding behavior through generally accepted rules within a society. 

 

वहन्दी (िरल और परीक्षध-योग्य रूप में) 

एच. एल. ए. हधर्ण (H.L.A. Hart) िा तिति-तिद्ाांि, ऑस्टिन के आदेश विद्धधांत (Command 

Theory) िी आियचनात्मि िमीक्षा पर आिाररि है। 

हािथ िे अनुिार, ऑम्मरन िा यह िरि मॉडि ति “तिति िांप्रभु (Sovereign) िा आिेश है, जय िण्ड 

(Sanction) िे िमतर्थि है”, 

आिुतनि तितिि प्रर्ािी िी िास्ततिि प्रिर ति िय पूरी िरह स्पष्ट नही ां िरिा। 

हािथ ने िहा ति ऑम्मरन िा तिद्ाांि तजन ित्वयां पर आिाररि है — जैिे आदेश (Order), 

आज्ञधपधलन (Obedience), आदतें (Habits) और िमवकयधाँ (Threats) — 

िे ित्व िानून िे जतिि पहिुओां िय नही ां िमझा पािे, जैिे प्रधविकधर की वनरांतरतध, कधनूनी 

बधध्यतध, और िे वनयम िो विविवनमधणतधओां पर भी लधगू होते हैं। 

हािथ िे अनुिार, ऑम्मरन िी अिर्ििा िा मूि िारर् यह है ति उििी िांिल्पना में वनयम (Rule) 

िी अििारर्ा िा िमािेश नही ां है। 

जब िि हम िानून िय वनयमो ां की प्रर्धली िे रूप में नही ां िमझिे, िब िि हम तििी भी तितिि 

व्यिस्था िी िही व्याख्या नही ां िर िििे। 

हािथ िे मि में, वनयम केिल आदेश नही ां होतध, बम्मि िह एि आचधर-मधनक (Standard of 

Behavior) हयिा है, 

जय कतणव्य-बोि (Obligation) उत्पन्न िरिा है और मनुष्य िे आचरर् िी उवचततध (Propriety) 

िय मापने िा मानि प्रिान िरिा है। 

इि प्रिार, हािथ िे अनुिार, िानून िेिि िण्ड िा माध्यम नही ां है, 

बम्मि यह िमाज में व्यिहार िय मधगणदशणन (Guidance) िेने िािा एि िुव्यिम्मस्थि तनयम-िांत्र है। 

According to H.L.A. Hart, law is not merely a command of the sovereign, as Austin 

believed, but rather a union of primary and secondary rules. 

This union explains both the obligatory aspect of law and the systematic structure 

of a modern legal system. 

 

1. Primary Rules: 
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Primary rules are those that lay down standards of behavior and impose duties or 

obligations upon individuals. 

They tell people what they must do or must refrain from doing. 

These rules are binding because they are accepted and practiced by the community 

as standards of conduct. 

Examples: 

• Indian Penal Code (IPC): Prohibits acts like theft, murder, etc. 

• Law of Contract: Imposes duties when parties enter into agreements. 

• Law of Torts: Imposes duties to avoid harming others. 

Thus, primary rules create obligations and form the foundation of social order. 

 

2. Secondary Rules: 

Secondary rules are supplementary or procedural rules that relate to the creation, 

modification, and enforcement of primary rules. 

They do not impose duties directly on citizens but help regulate the primary rules. 

Hart identifies three main kinds of secondary rules: 

1. Rule of Recognition: Identifies what counts as valid law in the system (e.g., “a law 

passed by Parliament”). 

2. Rule of Change: Specifies how new laws can be introduced or old laws amended or 

repealed. 

3. Rule of Adjudication: Determines how violations of primary rules are to be 

conclusively decided by courts. 

Thus, secondary rules provide the procedural and remedial framework necessary 

for the effective operation of primary rules. 

 

Conclusion: 

Hart concludes that law = primary rules + secondary rules. 

While primary rules impose obligations, secondary rules provide the structure for 

recognizing, changing, and enforcing those obligations. 

This combination makes Hart’s theory more comprehensive and realistic than Austin’s 

command theory. 

 

🇮🇳 वहन्दी में व्यधख्यध 

हधर्ण कध विद्धधांत – विवि प्रधर्वमक और वद्वतीयक वनयमोां कध िांयोग है 

एच.एल.ए. हधर्ण िे अनुिार, तिति (Law) िेिि िांप्रभु कध आदेश (Command) नही ां है, 

बम्मि यह प्रधर्वमक (Primary) और वद्वतीयक (Secondary) तनयमयां िा िांयोग (Union) है। 

यह तिद्ाांि तिति िे कतणव्यधत्मक (Obligatory) और िांगवित (Systematic) ियनयां पक्षयां िय स्पष्ट 

िरिा है। 

 

1. प्रधर्वमक वनयम (Primary Rules): 

ये िे तनयम हैं जय व्यिहधर के मधनक (Standards of Behavior) तनिाथररि िरिे हैं 

और व्यम्मक्तययां पर कतणव्य (Duty) या बधध्यतध (Obligation) िगािे हैं। 

ये बिािे हैं ति ियगयां िय क्यध करनध चधवहए यध वकििे बचनध चधवहए। 

ये तनयम िमाज द्वारा स्वीकृवत और व्यिहधररक आचरर् िे िारर् बाध्यिारी माने जािे हैं। 
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उदधहरर्: 

• भधरतीय दांड िांवहतध (IPC): चयरी, हत्या जैिे अपराियां िय तनतषद् िरिी है। 

• अनुबांि अविवनयम (Contract Act): अनुबांि िे उत्पन्न ििथव्ययां िय तनिाथररि िरिा है। 

• क्षवत विवि (Law of Torts): िूिरयां िय हातन पहँचाने िे रयििा है। 

अिः , प्रार्तमि तनयम व्यम्मक्त िे व्यिहार िय तनयांतत्रि िर िधमधविक व्यिस्थध की नी ांि बनािे हैं। 

 

2. वद्वतीयक वनयम (Secondary Rules): 

ये तनयम प्रार्तमि तनयमयां िे वनमधणर्, पररितणन और प्रितणन (Enforcement) िे िांबांतिि हयिे हैं। 

ये नागररियां पर िीिे ििथव्य नही ां िगािे, बम्मि प्रधर्वमक वनयमोां के िांचधलन िय तनयांतत्रि िरिे हैं। 

हािथ ने तद्विीयि तनयमयां िे िीन प्रमुख प्रिार बिाए हैं: 

1. मधन्यतध कध वनयम (Rule of Recognition): िौन-िा तनयम िैि िानून है, यह पहचानिा है। 

2. पररितणन कध वनयम (Rule of Change): िानून िय बनाने, िांशयतिि िरने या िमाप्त िरने िी 

प्रतक्रया बिािा है। 

3. वनर्णय कध वनयम (Rule of Adjudication): जब ियई प्रार्तमि तनयम ियडा जािा है िय उििा 

तनर्थय िैिे हयगा, यह बिािा है। 

इि प्रिार, तद्विीयि तनयम विविक प्रवक्रयध और उपचधरधत्मक ढधाँचध प्रिान िरिे हैं। 

 

वनष्कषण (Conclusion): 

हािथ िे अनुिार — 

विवि = प्रधर्वमक वनयम + वद्वतीयक वनयम। 

प्रार्तमि तनयम ििथव्य तनिाथररि िरिे हैं, 

जबति तद्विीयि तनयम उन ििथव्ययां िय पहचानने, बििने और िागू िरने िी प्रर्ािी प्रिान िरिे हैं। 

इि प्रिार, हािथ िा तिद्ाांि ऑस्टिन के आदेश विद्धधांत िे अविक व्यधिहधररक और िैज्ञधवनक 

माना जािा है। 

 

****** ***** ****** ********** ********** ********** *********** 

Excellent choice                 — the Analytical School of Jurisprudence is a core 20-mark 

question in the LLB 1st Semester Exam, 

often asked as “Explain the Analytical School of Jurisprudence and its main features” 

or “Discuss the contribution of Austin to the Analytical School.” 

Here’s the full 20-marks answer — complete, exam-ready, in English and Hindi, 

formatted just like you’d write in the paper. 

 

         20 Marks Question 

Q. Explain the Analytical School of Jurisprudence. Discuss its main features and 

contribution of Austin. 

 

Model Answer (English) 

Introduction: 

The Analytical School of Jurisprudence is also known as the Positive School or 

Austinian School. 

It studies law as it is — not as it ought to be. 

This school focuses on law made by the sovereign and analyzed through logic 

and reason, independent of morality, religion, or ethics. 
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The leading thinkers of this school are Jeremy Bentham, John Austin, Holland, and 

H.L.A. Hart. 

 

Meaning: 

The Analytical School seeks to analyze the present law (positive law) as it exists in 

a particular legal system. 

Its method is based on analysis of legal concepts such as rights, duties, liabilities, 

and sovereignty. 

Hence, it is called “Analytical” — because it studies law by logical examination of legal 

terms and structure. 

 

Main Features of Analytical School: 

1. Law as Command: 

Law is considered as a command of the sovereign backed by sanctions. 

2. Law and Morality are Separate: 

Law should be studied independently of ethics or religion. 

3. Focus on Positive Law: 

The school deals only with laws as enacted or declared, not with moral or natural 

principles. 

4. Purpose – Clarity and Certainty: 

The aim is to define and classify legal concepts with precision and clarity. 

5. Emphasis on Sovereignty: 

The authority of law comes from the sovereign, who is the supreme law-making 

power in a state. 

6. Empirical and Logical Approach: 

Law is studied through observation and analysis, not philosophical speculation. 

 

Main Exponent – John Austin (1790–1859): 

Austin is the founder of the Analytical School. 

He defined law as: 

“Law is a command of the sovereign backed by sanctions.” 

According to Austin: 

1. Law is a command: It expresses the wish of a superior (sovereign) to an inferior 

(subject). 

2. Sovereign: The person or body of persons whom the majority habitually obey. 

3. Sanction: The penalty or evil consequence for disobedience. 

4. Habitual obedience: People obey the sovereign out of habit, not fear or morality. 

Austin divided laws into two categories: 

• Positive law: Made by political superiors (sovereign). 

• Positive morality: Rules of morality, customs, or religion which are not enforced by 

the state. 

Thus, Austin separated law from morals and established jurisprudence as a 

scientific and analytical discipline. 
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Criticism: 

1. Too narrow and rigid: It ignores social, moral, and historical aspects of law. 

2. Unsuitable for modern democracies: The idea of one sovereign does not fit in 

modern states where power is divided. 

3. Ignores international law: Since there is no global sovereign, his theory cannot 

explain international law. 

4. Law without justice: By separating law from morality, it fails to ensure justice. 

5. No place for constitutional limitations: In democracies, even the legislature is 

bound by a constitution. 

 

Contribution: 

Despite criticism, the Analytical School made valuable contributions: 

• It made the study of law scientific and systematic. 

• It introduced clarity and precision in legal definitions. 

• It laid the foundation for modern legal positivism and influenced jurists like H.L.A. 

Hart and Kelsen. 

 

Conclusion: 

The Analytical School marked a turning point in the history of jurisprudence by 

making law an independent and logical science. 

Though Austin’s theory has limitations, it provided a rational framework for 

understanding the structure of law and its relationship with authority. 

 

🇮🇳 वहन्दी में उत्तर (20 अांको ां कध उत्तर) 

भूवमकध (Introduction): 

विशे्लषर्धत्मक विवि शधस्त्र (Analytical School of Jurisprudence) िय िकधरधत्मक विवि 

शधस्त्र (Positive School) या ऑस्टिवनयन सू्कल भी िहा जािा है। 

यह तिति िा अध्ययन “िैिी िह है” (as it is) िे रूप में िरिा है, न ति “िैिी उिे होनध चधवहए” 

(as it ought to be) िे रूप में। 

इि सू्कि िे प्रमुख तिचारि हैं — िेरेमी बेंर्म, िॉन ऑस्टिन, हॉलैंड, और एच.एल.ए. हधर्ण। 

 

अर्ण: 

इि सू्कि िा उदे्दश्य ििथमान तिति (Positive Law) िा तधवकण क विशे्लषर् िरना है। 

यह तितिि िांिल्पनाओां जैिे अविकधर, कतणव्य, दधवयत्व, और िांप्रभुतध िा अध्ययन िरिा है। 

इिी िारर् इिे “Analytical” िहा गया है, क्यांति यह िानून िी व्याख्या तकण  और विशे्लषर् द्वारा 

िरिा है। 

 

मुख्य विशेषतधएाँ : 

1. विवि िांप्रभु कध आदेश है। 

2. विवि और नैवतकतध को अलग वकयध गयध है। 

3. केिल Positive Law कध अध्ययन वकयध िधतध है। 

4. उदे्दश्य – विविक स्पितध और वनविततध। 

5. िांप्रभुतध (Sovereignty) पर बल। 

6. िैज्ञधवनक और तधवकण क दृविकोर्। 
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मुख्य विचधरक – िॉन ऑस्टिन (John Austin): 

ऑम्मरन िय इि सू्कि िा िांस्थापि माना जािा है। 

उिने तिति िय पररभातषि तिया — 

“Law is a command of the sovereign backed by sanctions.” 

अर्ाथि्, “तिति िांप्रभु िा आिेश है जय िण्ड द्वारा िमतर्थि है।” 

ऑम्मरन िे अनुिार: 

1. तिति आिेश है जय शे्ष्ठ (Sovereign) द्वारा अिीन (Subject) िय तिया जािा है। 

2. िांप्रभु िह है तजिे िमाज िी अतििाांश जनिा आििन आज्ञापािन िरिी है। 

3. दण्ड (Sanction) आिेश िी अिहेिना पर िांडात्मि पररर्ाम है। 

4. Positive Law – राज्य द्वारा बनाई गई तितियाँ। 

5. Positive Morality – नैतिि या िातमथि तनयम जय तितिि रूप िे बाध्यिारी नही ां। 

ऑम्मरन ने तिति िय नैतिििा िे अिग िर, तितिशास्त्र िय एि िैज्ञधवनक अनुशधिन िा रूप तिया। 

 

आलोचनधएाँ  (Criticism): 

1. यह तिद्ाांि बहुत िांकीर्ण और किोर है। 

2. आिुवनक लोकतांत्रो ां में उपयुि नही ां, क्यांति एिि िांप्रभु िी अििारर्ा अब मान्य नही ां। 

3. अांतरधणिर ीय विवि िा िमुतचि स्पष्टीिरर् नही ां िेिा। 

4. नैवतकतध और न्यधय िे अलगधि इिे मानिीय दृतष्ट िे अपूर्थ बनािा है। 

5. िांिैिधवनक िीमधओां िय मान्यिा नही ां िेिा। 

 

योगदधन (Contribution): 

• तितिशास्त्र िय िैज्ञधवनक और प्रर्धलीबद्ध रूप प्रिान तिया। 

• तितिि पररभाषाओां में स्पितध और वनविततध िाई। 

• Legal Positivism िी नी ांि रखी। 

• हािथ और िेल्सन जैिे आिुतनि तिचारियां िय प्रभातिि तिया। 

 

वनष्कषण (Conclusion): 

तिशे्लषर्ात्मि तितिशास्त्र ने तिति िय तकण  और विज्ञधन के आिधर पर स्वतांत्र अध्ययन कध विषय 

बनाया। 

हािाँति इिमें िीमाएँ हैं, परां िु यह तितिि तिचारिारा में एि मौवलक और ऐवतहधविक योगदधन है, 

तजिने आिुतनि तितिि िांत्र िी नी ांि रखी। 

 

***** *******  *********** *********** *********** *********** *** 

 

 

 

 


