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INTRODUCTION

The concepts of power and authority constitute one of the most

discussed topics in the realm of political philosophy. Scholars have however

found it difficult to draw the line between power and authority. This problem

emanated from the fact that scholars seemed to have taken these concepts as

twin concepts that may be used interchangeably.

The aim of this research is to examine the distinction that has been

drawn between power and authority and examine that the former is

sociological while the latter is philosophical. The essay shall argue that

power can become authority when backed up with justification whilt:

authority may take on the position of power while its justification element is

removed.

Many scholars have defined power in various ways. Russell posited

that power was the production of intended effect while Max Weber defined

power as the capacity to make binding decision that has fore reading

consequence on the society.

Thus, this exercise of power in society always reduces the area of

choice left open to individuals. It is however important to note that

government is charged by its citizens with the rcsponsibil ity of protecting its

territory against foreign predators and ensuring domestic tranquility.

Therefore, the state requires effective power to maintain and control its

citizenry so as to guarantee peace and safety amongst them.
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However, authority in contrast has been defined as a quality of one

person, not in the sense that he has properly or physical qualities. but as an

impersonal relation in which one person looks upon another as somebody

superior to him. Authority is the basis for initiating iníluence or control over

personnel policies or materials in an organization. This is the sense in which

people demand for the authority behind an action. When there is a basis for

authority, action taken are said to be legitimate. Thus, based on the above

definition of power and authority it is no more problematic bringing out the

distinctions between these two concepts.

The statement of the problem arises from the fact that authority and

power are different concepts which this essay intends to clarify.

This essay will be limited in scope in comparison between power and

authority.

It is the thesis of this essay that a water tight distinction cannot be

made between power and authority. However, this does not mean that there

are no differences between the two concepts. There is then no contradiction

if we claim that 'authority' could be distinguished from ·power· in that the

right of exercise political power may not
be. recognized, but political

authority is always backed up with formal rules.

For the sources of this research, material will be sourced from

Adekunle Ajasin University. Akungba Akoko library, state and National

Library Akure.
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This research is analytic in nature. The analytical nature of the work

called for the adoption of both critical and analytical methods of

philosophical investigation to unravel the difficulties attached to the ·concept

under discuss.

In light of this, Chapter One shall examine power as posited by

different scientists, Marxist and corporatist concepts of power.

Chapter Two will focus attention on authority as one of the basic

ingredients in the study of politics as posited by political scholars and some

philosophers.

Effort shall also be made to examine Max Weber's classification of

authority. What the de jure and de facto authorities are all about shall also be

examined.

Chapter Three of this essay shal I concentration on the distinctions

between power and authority and to show the senses at which they can be

used interchangeably and independently of one another.

The concluding part of the essay shall be an appraisal of how the

concepts of power and authority functions in political discourse.
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CHAPTER ONE

Objectives of the Power Theory

The concept of power constitutes one of the most discussed fopics in

the realm of social and political philosophy. Power in the ordinary language

means "ability". To say that someone has power means that he/sh..: is able. It

is because of this meaning of power as ability that we can use the same word

for power of a dynamo or will power. But when we speak of power in the

social, political sense, we are referring to a specific kind of ability, the ability

to make other people to do what we want them to do.

According to Bertrand Russell:

Power is the production of intended effect. Power

relationship is a type of causal relationship in which one

person or a group ofpersons can bring outs certain actions

from other individuals in order that the determinants ofthese

actions are such thing as threat, sanction, propaganda and
•

lcoerc10n.

In this case, however, for a fuller understanding, we have to elucidate

the most intimate relations of power to force on the one hand and to violence

011 the other. Just as for Foucault war can be regarded as force-relations laid

bare, so I would proposed that physical force, including its most compressed

societal form of war, represents power relations _laid
bare and one of their

main roots (issuing in the power oflife and death). On violence, some people

considers violence as failure of beneficent power and the other, more

realistically, as central to morally neutral power, they use violence.



Mills encapsulates this by stating:

All politics is a struggle for power; and the u/lima/e kind
of power is violence'. Thus, the exercise of power in

society always reduces the area ofchoice left opened.for
individuals2.

It is important to note that government is charged by its citizens with

the responsibility of protecting its territory against foreign predators and

ensuring domestic tranquility.

In order for the government to do this, the state requires effective

power to control its citizenries so as to guarantee peace and stability in the

society. The government, especially in a democracy derives its power from

the individuals, and the individual derive certain rights from other.

Thus political power has been defined by Robert E. Norris as:

The ability to win friends and influence people. The most

famous view on power isfro111 Lord Acton. According 10 him,

power tends to corrupt and absolute power corrupts

absolutely. Power is said to be corrupt because of the abuse

and coercive use of political power. Apparently, there is

personal satisfaction connecled with personal power,

possibly more in achieving ii than in wielding it'.

Personal power has been defined by Stum1 Brown as:

The ability to control, sway or influence others. In the Bible,

personal power was first manifested by human, when Cain

killed his brother. Cain undoubtedly was the more po1ve1f11L

His act marks the beginning of long history of individual and

collective violence with in/en! to attain power. Ve1y early in

history fear became intimately. associated with power. Jusi

as weak animals cower from fear of the more powe¡ful.

Many humans fear the power of otheri.

2



From time im ·

memorial, up to lhe present, leaders were chosen on the

basis of th
·

h
·

· cir P ys1cal prowess or strength. ln fact, they did not have to be

chosen; they won the right lo lead by subduing all challengers. Even in

highly developed and democratic societies size and strength arc otlcn

associated with positions of leadership, money for instance, is a means to

secure power. In every society the rich person enjoys more personal power

than the poor. This is explored by the fact of the intimate connection

between money and power.

Hobbes is fully apprised of Lhe importance of power. argues that:

fl essential to distinguish between power and dominion. He

says that a captive or a slave is in his master's power, but is

not thereby a subject, as is a citizen or a servant. A subject is

one who acknowledges that his master has the righl, not jusi
the power, to issue orders. and that he himself is obliged. not

jusi compelled, to obey. A caplive or a slave, works under a

contract ofservice and is thereby obliged to do his mas/er ·s

will even when he is not being watched'.

Still, one man can have power over another even without resorting to

violence of force. An employer may have the right (authority) to dismiss an

employee who will not do the work required of him. As a matter of fact,

doing this may give, him considerable power he would be doing to his

employer by dismissing him. But if the employe_r
can rt:adily obtain a good

job somewhere else, little harm is done to him by being dismissed. That

b
· h" employer's power over him in virtue of being able to threaten

emg so 1s

the sanction of dismissal is much reduced.



It is not always necessary, however, to appeal to state arbitration for

the settlement of disagreements. Consider an industrial dispute about wages.

Employers and employees may be able to reach agreement among
themselves through discussion. If they cannot reach agreement among
themselves through discussion, if they cannot reach agreement, then they

may either resort to the use or such coercive power as the law al lows, a strike
on the one hand and a threat of dismissal on the other, or they may choose

the method of arbitration agreeing to accept the decision of an arbitration

tribunal as authoritative.

Hobbes argues further that:

When social political philosopher talks of a power of elite·
in a political community they mean that over a given rangeof issues a particular group which are identified by some ser
of observable and empirical characteristic will domina/es.
The question of whether the groups decisions are right or
not is not relevant to the question of whether the groups is
able to get its way. It is however important lo note that
discussions about power suggest a sociological concept in
which observation is highly relevanl

Much of the work of political sociologists has been addressed to the

matter of power and influence and of who holds these rather important

·

both ne\V old societies. There has, however, beencommodities 111

·d bl ore headway in the effort to lay out a compelling theoreticalcons1 era y m

•

h has been in the hard research required by this subject.portrait than t ere

. t t discuss different ways by which power could beIt is importan ° -

,ay be able to get others to do what he/she wants
attained. A man or woman 11
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because he/she is eloquent or because they trust him/her on his wisdom or
sound. Judgment or because he/she holds a special office or because he has

the strength to make things unpleasant for pcoplc if they refuse.

These senses of power are associated with coercion and this is

prominent in situations of conflict. Coercion is the use of superior force to

make others do what you want them to do when they are unwilling.
The word 'power' comes to be associated with enforcement:

However, on this meaning we can still differentiate betll'een
hvo forms ofpower "Naked Power" is the ability to have
one's order carried out irrespective of ones position in law.
The power of an armed robber is an example of such a
power. The second is thal of "Legitimate Power" 1l'hich
derives from the office of a person issuing the order. This
means that his power is the exercise of authority in the sense
of having lhe right to be obeyed because of the virrue ofhis
position to get other to do wha1 he tells them to do or by the
virtue of one's position in law. This is how lhe 11•ord
"Power" has come to be used fo mean authorify7.

Political power has been broadly defined by Karl Marx as:

The capacity to affect another's behaviour by some form of
sanctions, may take the form of coercion or inducement;

ower may be backed by the carrot or stick and it may asp
. fi h. s

well be exercised in a positive or nega/Ive as 1011 .

Conventional thinking would have us believe that those who wield

-
·

t ust be those who occupy the principal ot1ices of thepower m a soc1e Y m

. . ·h. ¡ d of government and the leaders of political parties,pollt1cal arena t e 1ea s

, ·

I ·ology however, does not adopt this conventional
among others poht1ca soei ,



view either of 1·
·

po !tics or of power; it makes both the source and the exercise
of power into a problem rather than a definition.

Marx argues further that:

Power may not necessarily be held by those whom we thinkhold it in modern societies, that is, the politicians. Otherscholars continue the study of power inspired by the samesort of critical stance toward society. Political leaders mayacquire compliance with their wishes by promising wealth or
honours to their supporters, or they may threaten to denysuch rewards to their opponents. Most exercise ofpolilica/power includes boih elements. The penalties for ndn
obedience of the holder ofpower may be extreme. such as
imprisonment or even dealh".

These penalties are usually in the hands of those who control the

institution of the state usually wielding the greatest political power.

However, it is the fear of these coercive sanctions which promotes

obedience, not the coercion itself. Indeed. too frequent use of the coercive

apparatus of the law may be an indication of the weakness of political power.

Having discussed what political power implies and different ways in

which it could be attained, it is important to discuss the idea of the

distribution of power as put forward by different political philosopher. It

must be posited that political power is not evenly distributed in any political

system. The rich as earlier observed possessed more political resources than

h ,. rmer can finance election campaigns, bribe supporters andthe poor, t e 10

h l·t'cal advantages such as a good education, and the rich
purchase ot er po 1 1

.

d. .d ¡ or may be corporate bodies.
may be 111 1v1 ua
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Thomas Hobbes in th e seventeenth century employed an argument to the

effect that:

Power. alone is not sufficient to substantiate political
authority, or, as he put it, to constitute 'dominion',
Hobbes is often supposed lo have held a power theor)' of
sovereignty, but ii seems to me that the main point of his
theo,y is that both power and the acknowledgement of
authority are necessary. Hobbes does take the view thal
the dominion ofGod is constituted by power alone: or al
least he does so in some of his remarks aboul God.
Although, Hobbes is fully apprised of the importance of
power, he thinks it is essential to distinguish between
power and authority10.

The elitist conception of power is manifested where the societies is

divided into two groups, the rulers and the ruled. The smaller groups, the

political elite control the majority.

Mosca, an early twentieth century originator of modern elite theories

postulated that:

In all societies two classes of people appear a class tha1

rules and a class that is ruled". The firs/ class always lhe

less numerous performs all political fimctions, m()nopolizes

power and enjoys the advantages that power brings. where

lhe second the more numerous class 1s directed andas
11

controlled by the first •

The Pluralist Conception of Power

· l'b ¡ democracies is widely distributed given the fact that
Power 1s I era

.

¡ etition between groups and that new groups
there is continua comp

· ·

s are seen as the outcome of bargaining between
constantly emerge. Deciswn

1.1



influential groups and
although political power is not evenly distributed, noone group has a

monopoly of power.

Membership of the groups over all consensus on the aims of thepolitical system and the method for
maintaining political stability. Theresolution of conflict tends to be non-violent taking the form of bargainingand procedural devices such as election.

l.2 The Marxist Conception of Power
The Marxist conception of power relates to lhe view that economicorder of society determines how political power is concentrated in the handsof the ruling class as a consequence of the concentration of economic powerin the hands of few. The state is a cocrcive mechanism designed lo keep theruling class in power. Marxism recognizes divisions within the ruling classand as a result of these divisions the state has a degree of autonomy and

regulates political and economic conflicts, moreover, in order to maintain the
stability of the ruling class the state will attempt to mitigate the worst
consequences of the division of political power, and to appraise those who

12may seek to disturb the Status quo ·

Th. .

de Marx to conceive the ruling class as:
1s conccpt10n ma

. .

the owners o/the means o/production
The bourgeo1s1e, were

I .

d
.

h h' . stem 0r capital accumu at1011 an
ociated wit t IS JY !I

h ¡ d

ass

d . It did not matter whether I ey iacommodity pro
ulcfl?n. e•s fiormer artisans or merchants

b fi sighted anuown , .
'

.

een ar-
.

What is crucial for Marxists is the belief
m Feudal society.

I . or the new and increasmglv
that their owners 11P !I



predominant mode 0r d .
. '.I pro uct1on led them to haw commoninterests and goa/s13.

These interests of de?endi'ng and . .
.

d
.sustammg the capitalist mo, e of

production led them to t ¡¡
•

.

.
.

ac co ect1vcly agamst both the landownmg rulmg
class and the new working class (proletariat) of landless factory workers
created by this profound change.

1.3 The Corporatist Conception of Power

The corporatist conception of power is the most recent of the

investigation of where power lies, modern corporatism emerged in the 1970s
to analyze power distribution in the contemporary liberal democratic state or
certain groups in society into the decision making process, the state benefits
from the co-operation and expertise of groups such as industrialists and trade

unions in the implementation of political decisions. while the groups gain
from a share in political power and the recognition of their po,ver and the

recognition of their monopoly as representatives of certain societal sectors.

As a result of the involvement of some key groups, these large areas of

decision making process are depoliticized. Corporatism implies that the state

is not as the Marxist claims, a repressive means or coercion but a means of

. .

tl4engmeermg cansen •

. -

d ¡¡ the above views on power_ as one of the basi?Havmg d1scusse a

.h t d of politics, the next chapter shall attempt toand key concept 111 1 e 5 u Y

. ,, d h authority is related to power in politics.discuss "authority an see ow

9
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CHAPTER Two
The

Concept of AuthoritySocial theorists and oJ"f., .

.
P I ICdl

Philosophers have expressed varied viewsand opinions on what th .e
concept ot "authority" is all about.

According to Erich Fornn;

Authority is not a ¡-h I. h h qua li}' one person has in the sense rhates_
e as properly or physical qualities. Authority refers to

an
tm?er?onal relation in which one person looks upon

ano,he, a:,
somebody superior lo him/her'.

The definition seems to explain the type of relationship that existsbetween a senior and junior officer in an organization or government
establishment.

ln the view of David Robertson:

Authority basically means the right to give an order. suchthat the command wi!/ be obeyed with no question as ro thatright or if not order, the right in some way nonetheless toevoke legitimate power in the support of a decision, Inpolitical sense authori!y is being in position to give andorder that will be obeyed because it is seen as legitimate bythose to whom the order is addressed, rather than being acommand which is backed up bJI coercion1.

F ornn argues further that:

A person or a group ofpeople is referred
t?

os on authorityI h grou'P ºif Persons have a right to from outw1en sue a
. .

·

.

· ,

¡
,, · ·

and arrecti1w our political belwv1our.Po/1t1ca uectswns !IJ' 6
.

.
. , ,¡; d cri bed as power exercised w11h generalAuthority ts O;ten es

f if
,

¡ "tima/e power or the approve, use oapproval, that 1s, a egi
force3,

12



Thus in situations when commands must be given and obeyed, theremust be
somebody who should _

.

en.1oy the obedience of his followers too bythe same laid-down rules and .
1

.

_

_
rcgu atJons. But we raise lhe question: Whatmakes such an

acknowledge t f _
.

.men o
authority right? Answering this questionL. P. Baradat opines that:

Under individualisn1 all l .

.

_
, peop e Were essenfla/ly equal, ifthis were so· no one had . -

h_

, a g, eater rig t to rule than another.
Yet society needed governors to maintain order and thesewere chosen by the

comm11ni(v as a whole. Henc;, the power
to govern came fi·om the people; the people were lhe sourceof legal andpolitical authori1¡/'"_

Also, Thomas Hobbes has tried to provide answer to why we need the
concept of sovereignty authority, He posited that:

In lhe absence of a supreme alllhority, there will be chaos iftwo powers or bodies ofpersons, each claiming authoritydisage there is no way lo resolve the disagreement except bysetting up a supreme authority to decise displl/e. This is 1Fhya final arbiter of disputes is needed if they are not lo besel/led by jighting5.

From all that has been said about authority as a basic concept in the

I t. ¡·t·
_ can infer that what makes an authority. lc::útimate is the

stucy o po I JCS, WC '
?

· ·

¡· h I to accept the orders of the person laying claim towJ!Jmgness o t e peop e

-
· . .

io-ji.ac/o sense the necessary recognition. Th isauthority either the de 1111 e a, et
,

I.
.

1 e ise seems to refer to the formal or legalauthority in its po 1t1ca 5 1 •

d Cl·¡1·zens. Hence the 110/ icy makerl. naker anrelationship between po icy 1 '

. t that will be binding on the citizenry.k onouncemcnenjoys the right to ma e pr

I 3



To refer to someone as 6
.

. .

eing Ill
authority' is to say thal the subjecthas been authorized to give O d ,

.
.

r ers ,ind has a right to be ohcyed. The parent,tcacl1crs and policemen could b, ·

e put under this category. However, to talk ofsomeone as ·an authority' such a person is entitled to obedience not becauseof whom he or she is but because of some special skill or knowledge of
particular matter. Karl W. Dcutsh explained fürther that:

Authority means first ofall the credibility ofsource of com1111111icatio11.Its message will be believed almos/ regardless of !heir conlent. If ascholar has become an authority his view will be believed even whenthe evidence/or them is weakr,.

It is therefore, the content of what he/she says that determines his/her
authority. When we say that Mr./Mrs. X is 'an authority' in philosophy we
arc saying in effect that we shall listen to him/her and obey his/he1· directives
on most aspects of knowledge of philosophy. Thus however. is not because

of any laid down rules, but because of his recognized competence and his

knowledge about the discipline in question.

Whenever authority is effectively exercised, the person in authority

I h
·

ble to make other people do as he/she requires.processes power. He s e is ª

.

h 'er to make other people do what you requiredIt is to be noted that t e po\\

h Id a special office in virtue of holdingmay depend on the fact that you o .

-

.

t make certain requirements of otherthat office you have the authonty o

,

because they acknowledge yourd what you rcquJrc .

people, and they O

.

. , t nee of it arc what give you the
thority and their accep a

authority. Y our au

14



power to make them do what .You required them to do. We can thereforethink of authority as being O
.

.ne species of power. l t was therefore notsurprising that the w d 'or power' has been used
interchangeably withauthority7.

Authority is the right or lhe capacity or both, to have proposals or
prescriptions or instructions accepted without recourse to persuasion,
bargaining, or force systems of rules, including legal systems. typicallyentitle particular office bearers to make decisions or issue instructing suchoilice bearers have authority conferred on them by the rules and the practices

i.vhich constitute the relevant activity, umpires and referees for example:
have authority under the rules and practices that define the gamc:s they refer
constitutive of most sporting contests. law enforcement office. are authorized
to issue instructions, but they also. receive the right to have in ways which
would not be acceptable ín the absence of authorization. for example. to

search persons or promises.8 To have authority in these ways is to be the

ff¡ d t Of rules. In itself; this says nothing about the
bearer of an o 1ee an a se

h fiice-holder without introducing persuasion.capacity in fact of sue an °

. .
_ ree for example, may possess authority under thebargammg, or force. A refe '

.

I
Id be challenged or ignored by theb

•

fact he / s 1e wou ?rules of the game, ut 111

. .
.

b •tween de jure authority 111 which. .

h fore drown eplayers. A distinct10n 15 t ere

.be appealed to and de fauoParticular ways maya right to behave in

9
.

. metical success .

authority in which there is P

I 5



A different distinction
i ds rawn between a person who is in authorityas an office-bearer and a per .son who is an authority on subject. The lattertypically has special

knowledge or special access to information notavailable to those who accept tl1e person's status as an authority. Forexample, the speaker of the ,
·commons possesses authority (to regulate thebusiness of the house und ·1·

•

1

'

·
·

·

er I s 1 u cs ot proceedmg) and 1s also an authonty(on its rules of
procedure). Attelllpts have been made to find common

features between those two usages. These focus primarily on the 'internal'
relationship between the authority-holder and the authority-subject, the

process of recognition of the status involved, and on the willingness of the

authority subject to adopt the judgment of the authority holder ( instead of his
or her own, or in the absence of the ability to formulate one).

However, at this point it is important to mention that discussions on

the concept of authority in modern terms were made by many thinkers,

b In the followine paragraphs, we shall examineespecially Marx We er. ?

, . . .

b t authority Max Weber divided authority into threeW cber s d1stmct10n a ou ·

-

I I

io
I d·t1·onal charismatic and rat1ona - cgapans name y. tra 1

,

The Traditional Authority
.

d rimitive case being one which rests onThis is the most urnversal an p

.
, t' •mmemorial traditions and the•

the society o 1an established belief m

2.2

. , .

g authority under them. Theof those cxcrc1s111
legitimacy of the status

of Kingship illustrates this. One
h ·ty under institutionexercise of aut on

I 6



problem with this type of author· ·

ity is that not the very best person in thesociety is put in authority. The I, d .

.
.

. .

so e etcnn1natc of this authority 1s hav111gthe royal blood. The exercise of l . d' ·
.

ra 1t1onal authority is not in isolation. It is
supplemented by the use of rule· ¡

·

h •
· •

s w He make the exercise of traditional
authority legal. For example, a king in Yoruba land is both a political,
religious and judicial officer11.

2.3 Rational-Legal Authority
This is the second type of Weber's classification. Here. there is a

claim to legitimacy which rests on the belief in the lcgali1y of patterns of
normative rules to issue commands. The exercise of legal authority by an

elected office holder explains this. There is a laid-down rule guiding his

exercise of authority 12.

2.4 Charismatic Authority

This is the third-of Weber's classification obedient is secured because

of the special qualities identified by the people. Such qualities might include

.
. bility to make things happen out of theact of heroism, gift of oratory, ª

. .

I and other dramatic feats i,_ordinary performing mirac es

I

·

thai in the case orb from tbe foregoing ana ys1sWe could o serve

.

h hasis is on rules where as in.

l I I authority t e emptraditional and rat1ona - ega
.

n personal qualities..
. , the account is othird type called 'chansmatic

h th' ·d of these isosed that t e 11 •
.

I theory have suppSome writers on socia
.

d second, that it is a
h t of the first an

. se from 1 a

authority. In a different sen

17



power or ability to co rnrnand obed icnce, hw ile the other two types arcexamples of a right 10 corn rnand.
Weber is

describing d't•¡•. ,
.

1 crcnt source ·

¡· 'h ·

• • •

· so aut onty, not drJlerent senses
or meanings of the Word ln , . .· each 01 thc three types the.: pcrson exercisingauthority is thought to have tl .

.

.ie nght lo issue commands, edicts, or precepts.and the right to be obeyed but h
.

., l e nght anses from different grounds. Withrational-legal authority the right .

co111cs tro111 a set of rules that explicitlydefined right and duties14 w·t·l d'
·

·
·

·

·

·
1 1 tra ll1onal authority, It comes Jrom a set oirules, but this time the rules arc ·coercive·, not 'enacted·. that is 10 say, theyhave not been deliberately formulated as being desirable or ncccssary, but

have grown up gradually over a period of time in which a customary
practice. what is usually done. has hardened into a normative rule, that is

1vhat ought to be done. With charismatic authority, the right comes from the
idea either that the leader's special qualities make him/her fitted to lead, or

that they are a sign that he/she has been authorized by a supernatural being
.

1 d d't d with the rinht to command and lo depute this right to
who 1s a rea y ere I e "'

I J·s tl1011.d1t to posses this kind of
.

rth A person w 10 ºv 1ce-gerents on ea .

Cl)lllmand obedience only becauseor ability toauthority has the power

.

h. k· he/she has the right to it.his/her followers t m

!'
. ,.

l ·1uthoritv is not of pure type but aIt has to be noted that po it1c.1 '
.

...
1 1 ('·istro excn:ises charismaticl•1[C '· ..

Cuba wheremixture. For instance, 111

thority is also present.
authority rational/legal au

I 8



A further
analysis would reveal th h . . _

.
. at t ese class1hcat1ons are eachsu?¡ccted to the prob] .

ems
identified b le ow, for the traditional authorityhereditary succession ..is a common .

practice, This practice ollcn. leads toabuse of power, acute co .

rrupt1on and weak n1le. I hn t c case of rational-legalauthority, abuse of power cannot be ruled out s1·nc,, i'n? most casesincompetent people .are rigged into ofüce particularly in developingcountries like Nigeria The ch
.

.
'

·

ansmatJc leader must necessarily have chainsof successes being him ¡ her ·

f h / ·h
.

I es e 1s to be successful. The major problem
with this type of authority

·

ti
·

·
-

IS iat it may not be possible tor the citizem to
know when they are being misled.

It is important to note that the analysis of authority made by Marx
Weber seems to be the same with the distinction that is often made between

de facto and de-jure authorit/5. The def'aclo sense of authority is based on

the recognition of another person as having an entitleml':nt to command. This

recognition enables the person to effectively issue commands and have such

commands obeyed, such recognition is not to say that the people to which

d
-

d· t d cannot disobey, for instance at a chaotic trafficthe comman 1s 1rec e

, t to direct the traffic (though nl':ithcr a policemenscene, somebody comes ou

d t the people may obey.nor a traffic warden) an ye

. , d'ff, ,11t from power sine\': the agent is not
This sense of authonty is I

ere

. tl people mav refuse without anyobedience. ie •

using any force to secure

unpleasant consequences.

I
9



Political
authority is

usually b· , d
•

·
·

ase on such set of rules which providesfor certain set of bodies or institutions who then command by appeal to tl]oscrules. A person is in
authority in the de Jure sense when a set of rules giveshim the right to issue orders and the sa111e set of rules constitute for othersthe duty to obey. It is this de-jure authority that in practice and which sec111sto be in conflict with the

autonomy of the individual person.
In the first chapter of this essay, we have discussed cortically the

meaning of power. In this chapter we discussed authority. Now can we saythat there is a distinction between these two concepts, or is it the case this
they arc the same and can be Lised interchangeably? Thus. chapter three shall

f h distinctions between these
be devoted to a critica] examination o t e

J'
. 16underlying concepts in the study of po Il1cs

20
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CflAPTER TiiREECritical Examination of the Di t· .s
mctrons be .. ·-

p
.

,.,,een ower and Authorrtyin Politics
Thus far, the

concept of Power
1

. , .

.

las been discussed 111 chapter one and
the concept of

authority in
Chapt T T .er Wo. he llltention in this chapter shall

be to examine the
distinctions bctw,•e11 tl- lese

concepts as basic andJi.mdamcntal to the study and
fundamental to the study and

understanding ofpolitics in our
contemporary societies.

ln ordinary language and thought, power and authority are often used
interchangeably. But an analysis of the two concepts reveals that suchidentification is grossly inadequate. at least from a philosophical point ofview. 1-lence, different political theorists have tended to explain the

•
I

distinctions between power and authonty .

Norman P. Barry is of the view that:

1 /escribe authority relationship inNormally, people
wa?_r ode .

relationship in lerms of
,, "/. -1-, wcy an powe,terms oJ eg1 I 1

erson or group of persons locausal factor that enable onefdetermine the actions ofother.

. d authority for the purpose of
.

b t veen power anMaking a distinct10n e \
·

. . .

k further d1stmct1on.t d Barry to ma eanalytical rigour was that promo e

Barry further asserts that:
.

1 power iti n authority anc. distinction be/11ee
hilosophical concepl,

To elucidate the
thori/V 111 a P

.
.

to wv that ro
· that au ·

This 1s · J
,.

might be to saying
.

I ical concept.
h lv is 10 asKWhile power is a soc/O og

ebodv in aut on·
b t som ,ask questions a ou

23



normative
questions aL»•

•

.
. ,0111 lhe ri h ,¡

o,derJ and decision .. ,, ., g 1 0 !hat person ta "ive
•

a wnc,er (/ iv, "
question abow Power in th . .

g tn set of rufes. But a
h. ,

b e
JOctety i.

¡ .

w tc,1 o servation is hi·g¡ I I
J Pllre y sac10/ogica/ in

1 Y re evant Tl b

made by Barry had ear/¡·, b
· 1e a ove distinction

. er een ///ade b D ·

he posited that ph1·¡ h . ?' awd Hume whenosop ?' ts nor 1· h'
descriptive3. 1110 tve w tie

sociology is
It is important to be clear about th. d'

.
.e

1stinct1on between power andauthority, since they are often co ¡· . 'd ·

•

n us1,;
, 1n

language as well as Ill thought.We speak of a statute giving a minister 'power' to do this or that, when wemean giving him authority. Similarly we speak of going beyond one's 'legalpowers' or acting 'ultravires· where again the word ·authority' would
express our meaning more clearly. The looseness of usage appears right at
the beginning of the theoretical discussion of sovereignty, in the work of
Jean Bodin in the sixteenth century.

Bodin writes:

S,
.

ty is the absolute and perpetual power of a state ...

overe1gn
e power to command. ft 1s here

that is to say the suprem
d ji . .

o'sovereignt¡1, becausefi rmu/ate the e 1111/1011 '.I
•

d .

necessary to O
. .

1- 1 ·¡ pher who has define 11,

. .

I po/111ca p II oso
.

there is no JUl'IS or
.

I ¡;
1

, and the one mosth , •

1ctpa 1ec1 ure
,

although it is t e P' 11

.

·

. ·eatment ofthe stat<'·
.

.

necessmy to be understood
m_the I? . 'onty and so gives the impressionk further ot soverc,ºHe goes on to spca

.
.

d' arv sense of the word.f. power Ill the or Ill •h
·

t
·

s a matter o
•

t at sovereign Y 1

.

. ·ommand, but not. , . ability to issue a e
has the po,1,e1 orNow, anybody

.

la· r circumstances and·

part,cu.

J d to do so m.

.

.

d or ent1t e

.

.

·d ut

every one 1s authonze

his commands came O ·.

I ·d to have
I or ent1t e

l·s either ab enot everyone

24



Docs Bodin mean by ,
ba solute Power' the abT .commands, i.e. the abili I Hy to issue effectivety to have one ·s

. conunands carried out?This would be power p
.

.

'

ropcrly speaking or d oes he mean thecnllllcment or right to
•

issue
commands

would be authority.

makes it clear that

and to have them obeyed? ThisA
reacting of th1: whole .of his accoum of sovereigntyhe means the

second, b hut is use or lhe expression·absolute' power suggests that first5.

The most general meanin .
.

,
.• .

.

..g 01 PO\\e¡ Is simply ab1ll!y. This may beseen from the French term , •
,pauvoir ªnd the latin 'pot estas· both of which

arc derived from the verb 'to b bl
•

1

•

b
, .e a e . t 1s ecausc ot this general meaning

of ·power' that we can use the same word for the power of a dynamo, \Viii
power, or political power. Let us call this meaning of the word. sense ( 1)

when we speak of power in a social context, however, we arc usually

thinking of a specific kind of ability. the ability to control somebody even

when he/she is unwilling. "Authority may be acknowledged on other ground.

such as hereditary succession or general consent (this last without any

lh h b ·t ot be true that the consent of a majority means theoug t, ccause I may n •
· ·

. .

·r .t s to a fight). And although the control ofsupport ot their power 1 1 come
.

¡, to acknowled0e a claim to authority.coercive power will oíten cause peop e 0

.

. xercised in a thoroughly brutal and
it does not always do so, if the power 15 e,

.

11. the country may rduse to
h People wit m

unjust way, many of t e

_ . ,
.

. º resistance to sub1111ss1oneven
• thority. pretcrnn,,

"

acknowledge the claim to au

25



though the chances of
successful

resistance arc ¡-
.. r,similarly will tend to sight . Other statesrefuse de •

Jure reco •
.

gnn1on to the ,
.

.

though they may allow th
new regime evenat de Jacto it has eff, t'

.

cc ivc control.It rem ams true ncverth. 1
.e ess that the kind .of authority which lhe staleexerts cannot be exercised .

tiw1 1out some use f .
.·

0 coercive power and withoutthe ever-present possibility of., 11.'ª Ing back on r,en orcemcnt when need arises.If men or women could be I drustc always to act on decision reached as
among the Quakers, by finding "the sense of th •

.
.

.
,e meeting the exercise oJ

power would not be necessary.

Marx argues that:

Eventually the state will 'wither away·, i.e. that when men orwomen reach lhe stage of always guiding their action bv
reference to the common good they will agree of their 01,,;1accord and will not need lo he compelled ln a religious
community, and often in a well-conducted family, aU!hority.
ivhether, it be the authority ofone person or that of majority
opinion, can be acknowledge and followed withou/ lhe
backing ofpower to enforce ii. But in the general ofláirs of
society this is not so, and therefore the state need5 to posses
coercive power to back up its authority.

h
.

t' h tates is of course the authority of law, and theThe aut onty o t e s

.d 1

... d'ffer from the rules of other associationslaws of the state, as I sai ear 1e1 1

.

d' 0
11 force and by having sovereign

and communities both by depen mº 0

. ntial for law as well as for other

authority. Force or coercive power is esse

. f the site is an attribute of the
h sovereignty o

aspects of politics, but t e



authority of state law not an t .6
,

a tri lHe of th fie orce or power that the state

must wield in order to lhake its
SYStem of law or its policies ctfoctivc.

When we speak of Power in a . .

·social
context, however. we arc usuaJJy

thinking of a specific kind of abT .
.

.
1 lly, the ability to make other people do.

what they wants to do pow er
may depend on different things. A man or

woman may b, ab/, to get othc? to do what h, °' she w,.,,s, boca,,,c he o,
she has the gift of the gab, or because they trust him or her for his or herwisdom or his or her integrity, or because he has the strength lo make thingsunpleasant for them if they refuse. All four of these reasons have a place inthe exercise of political power. but the least of lhe four is

cspccia!Iyprominent in situation of conflict. This last is coercive power, using thethreat of superior force lo make others do what you want them to do when
.

.

. ot prominent in political conflict, the

they arc unwilling. Coercive power is n

fi simply meant ability of any kind, comes to

work 'power' which at JrSt
·

.

,
t Power can be used either without or

. •

with enforcemen .

acquire assoc1at1011s

.one of the <rrounds 1s the fact

. .

f f? rcement. Furthermore, "'
with associat10ns O en °

fi This means that he hash Ids a special of ice.'ti power o<bat the pe,soo w, '

. .

ct othm to do what is CH,
. . fthat pos1t1on tog

.

d
.

ble m virtue oauthority, an 1s a

.

,

s That is why the word
.

. of authont) •

.

the exercisethem to do, his power 15

mean authority.'power' can be used to

27



For the
distinction lllad be

Y Hume:It is pertinent to say th I D. .
.

..1
,

• ª
·

1-1cusnon •

b

uown lo t,1e r1gh1 and¡ 1.
·

·1 a ou¡
authority boils

I · 7' · ega 111' of son ,b d • ·

aw 10r11y , 'his is a situ I.
.

ie o y laying dai/// to
b a ton Where s ¡ ,,

some ody by coercion O ti Uc
1 or,.,er is forced on

r
1rea1 for hi

1
..,

h

not want to do. Auiho .. ,., .
·

171 0 "º w at he migh1
11·J' 117

comra1·1 ·

h

issued out With exp 1
. · is iv en an ore/er is

ec Olton of obed·
I

command tends tow d. h. tence to w 10111 such
ar s iv ich

///ay b .

backed up With the u . ,¡:·
¡ not e

nece.1·.1an/¡,
se

0J f /rear or coercive power".In Jean Bodeau's att ·ernpt to
distinguish power from authority He

opines that:

Absolute political power is ability to issue effective commands and
ability to have such commands carried out. While political authority is

the entitlement to issue CO///mands and to have the/// obeved It is afien

said that talks about poi ver in political context is the ;bility to force
one's action on person or persons, when they are

1111wi//ing to do so.
a///hority in political sense illJp/ies the rig/¡¡ to issue command which
may be based on persona/ gift of being rational or being !rusted or

.

I 'ff!
Ill

because of one holding a ápec1a oJ11ce

Basically speaking, in a true democratic environment. elected
.

.

h are expected to make regulations and

members of Jeg1slat1ve ouses
·

.

k uch regulations imposes an obligation on the
commands, the right to ma e s

l

.

they make and they have the right
ti 'th the regu at1ons,;,;""'Y to con ocm w,

..
l

. eak of power relationship 1s

.

h. was the reason w iy sp
to receive obedience. T ,s

.

derived from a purported
. .

1· Jüture behaviour
·

. .
·

pi·ed,ctwn °1mpl1c1tly to give a
•

causa! explanation.
. .

t that statement aboutat this pom.

rtant to argueIt is however unpo

l

, .

d 'guacy of the causal
1 but on tic a e

uestion to ru e,

•

,

Power turns not upon the q

p of persons will, \\erson or groudiet what petheory which attempt to pre

28



prevail in political decisio .n
l11ak1ng M. arx Weber dis

.

.¡wo senses of
authority, likes· . linguishes between the. de.Jure unct de lacio au(f •Somebody is in . 10nty.authority in the de .

.}lire sense WIright lo do certain thing confer .

len he or she had thered on hun Th' .

. . IS IS to -?ay that .

'
. .authority in this sense Whe h somebody is mn e has

effective o
. p ser over person or persons

but docs not have coercive power. I-le has ti
.

.
.

.
11s power Ill virtue of being inauthority whrch relutes to his b .1. .a

I lly to bnno ·

• •b llllposl(1011 of sanctions againstthose who refuse to do what he has a r'. ight to expect them to do. it might heon this ground that

Stum1 Brown placed his distinction when he argued that:

Power is
not_ .ª genetic term of which authorÍ!y implies1111putmg leg1t1macy ro the commands of somebodv inauthori(v. A person is in awhority when his or her order isaccorded recognition sole!v hy virtue of his official positionand not by virtue ofsay personal qualities. For instance. in arevolutionary or milita,y government, the presence o/suchgovernment is not usualú1 accorded fit!/ diplomaticrecognition by other countries simply because o/lhe fact that

the government is not 'legitimate' such a government
normal!y operates by coercion and a leader in this kind of
government is tagged de facto ruler because his

governanceis not recogni::ed or the basis ofcertain rights uttered on 111111

I her11.

. ·ind authority as put forward byDistinguishing between power '
·

different political scholars,

Norman. P. Barry posited that:

. then power 11111st become
ff the political order is to

sun-d·ivethorily can be used
er an au

1/,at forauthority Hence pow t absurd to s?l' ·
.

, .

therefore 110

interchangeably. ,t is
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,h,di,nc, 10 b,
P'Dpe,!y "'º"d,

autho,;1y •m,1 h, h0ck,d

'P by power, because of the fact that it is the ¡¿,0,. ot the

.

'

.

.w,ctfon that P,m,,01,,
obed/c,c, "ºt lhe

'O>c,;00 d,,ef¡'
D. o. Raphael however opines that:

If a man ha/d,· a pa,///an of
oo,ho,1ty o,d ;, ah/, ;0 ,,/nu, of tho,

po,ition ta g,1 othe,, lo do what he 1,11,• th,,,, lo do, hi., ª"'''" ;, ,1,,

exercise of authority. In
ord1ncuy language and though¡ power and

authority are often used
interchangeably. Bur an analysis of the two

concepts reveals that such
identification is grossly inadequate at least

from a philosophical point o/view 13.

/'

? líl



Norman
Barry h as

argued that:The
understand·.

ingofpo/'.111st
because ,r . l{¡cs con on/ bd º? 11

¡
· Y e l'ou<>ft ·

un
erstandino- ,r

.
P

11/osoph¡
1

·

.,,. 1 rn
a11tl10ritv.

¡ <> º? Po/11¡ ¡ ca
tenet A ·

I le
explanation of ,

ca
reg_fllarities can

.

.· greateraspect 0-r b h .

º111hor11y ivh •

h _be de, ived Jr0111
:1 e av,our th 1c

describe. ti .
mere/y reveals th, an fi-01J1 lhe s1t1d ,r ,'1

ie
i_11terna/

e
externo!, 0¡,\'erv bl

Y 0J Power whic/¡S
. a e aspect ofpo/iiic/-'

ome modern
Political .

theorists hav,
1 .

.

.

. .

e
iowever

distinguished power

Jrom authonty by referen .ce to the
Way ob d'

.

e Jenee is secured. They were of

the v1ew that:

"The existence of person or b do y of persons in
authori1y suggests that

obedience is secured by other i . .

. .
neans than threat and implies that exercise ofauthority is a product of rules''.

It is not therefore absurd to say that
cominuity and slability can not beguaranteed by power alone, 'authority' therefore suggests rightfulness and

legitimacy while 'power' is associated with threat and coercion. Power thencan be said not to be 'neutral' because every exercise of someone's value
upon another, while authority is the approved use of power. There is then no

. •

1

.

t·J
,

t ·authority· could be distinguished from
contradiction 1t we e aim ia ,

-

. ,·.. olitica/ power may not be recognized,
·power' in that the nght to exercise P

.

.

. ·k ,d u with formal rules.but political authority 1s always bac e p

I'
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4.l Summary

CHAPTER FouR
SUMMARY ANO CONc LUSION

/'

The concepts of pow er and authorit ,
.

·y constitute one or the mostdiscussed topics in the realm of political hi loso ,p phy. Scholars have howeverfound it difficult to draw the line bet wee
.n power and authority. This problememanated from the fact that scholars seemed t

I
, ,.0 lave ta,._cn these concepts as

twin concepts that may be used
interchangeably1.

In light of this, Chapter One discussed power as posited by different
scientists, Marxist and corporatist concepts of power.

Chapter Two focused attention on authority as one of the basic

ingredients in the study of politics as posited by political scholars and some

philosophers.

Effort was made to examine Max Weber's classification of authority.

. . li bout shall also be examinedWhat the de jure and de facto authontles are ª ª '

as the implications of his unification.

d the distinctions between, . concentrate on .

Chapter three of this essay

1

·

ch thcv can be used
the senses at w 11 •

.
•

d showedPower and authority an

·l t· one another.·

·

d ndcnt Y 0
interchangeably and m epe



4.2 Conclusion

I do not think it ca bn e
correct to

say that St ,

.

.
supremacy of coercive p ate

Sovcrc1gn1yconsists in
owcr, and that th ... .

15 and only th'. .
.

sliile s claim supreme auth .

15

substam1ates the

·

orny s.

Uprcn1c Power is ne· h
suflicient condition for subst- .

.

Jt er, '1

necessary nor aant1at1n!! the cl-
.

. .
. , ? am1. Let us look at each of these

ob,1cctJves In turn-.

Supremacy of coerci·v" p .? OWer IS
J I

I

· 10 a ways
necessary lo substantiate a

claim to supreme
authority. This can b , . .

.

.

CSt be seen Ill international relations. ¡
grant that lhe state's claim to supreme autli ·¡

.

1. .

.
.

on Y W1t 11n Its own domam canusually be effective only if the state has at 1·ts co1n111and ·

coercive powersuperior to that of any other associations, or group within its jurisdiction.There arc occasional exceptions, but gencral!y speaking the authority of the
state and its laws will not last unless backed by superior power. This.

however, was true also in the days before states were thought of as sovereign

t-
.

ty lias its point chiefly in rcQard to a state's
states. The idea o sovereign ,

"

bodies that are not located within its ownrelationship to authoritative

. .

,

1 authorities such as a universaland mtc111at1onadomain, namely, other states
.

.
.

docs not rcquir? supremacy oJOf state sovereigntyrelations, the concept

coercive power3•
. . . r the power theory,f my cnt1c1sm 0

d leo o
1 turn now to the secon "

bst'llltiatc a claim to
.

t sutricient to su . ,
. wer is no

supremacy of coercive po

35



Preme authority. This too can b, •¡¡

su

e
1

Ustratcct fi •
. rom

International relation, if
ve think of the

c1rcu111stanccs in wh· h

,

" ' stm, w ¡ II he gi,c, °' refüse<J
recognition by other states. The excrcis f ffi .

·e O e ectivc control over a tcn-itory
is a necessary but not a sufficient

condition l'h .

.

...
· e point oi the

cnt1c1s111 can heseen more clearly, however, if we look this tiine at th
.

1

.
.

.
e interna s1tuat1on oi a

I think that the essence of politic is power. Thus, any pursuit that seeksto unravel some of the mystery about politics must address itself: in the:course of that inquiry, to the nature and distribution of power in a society.
One of the objectives of the essay pointed out when and how these

t. ould be us,,d separately without conflicting them together and
conccp s e ?

·

'when they would be used interchangeably.
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