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Without the power, the obligation has neither rhyme nor reason. There is a nearby association 

between our thoughts of good and legitimate duty and the powers we have as causal specialists. 

This will be especially significant with regards to the instance of exclusions: where we had the 

power to act yet neglected to do as such. We desire to show the associations between the 

thoughts of power, cause, act, exclusion and duty yet in addition a portion of the subtleties. On 

the off chance that you don't have the power to direct medical aid you have no duty to do as such 

as you could do hurt on the off chance that you make a cumbersome endeavor (you may by the 

by have an obligation to bring to the table general help and consolation). Yet, you had the power 

to learn emergency treatment and it is possible that you might have had an obligation to do as 

such. You may then be accused in the event that you don't. One may, thusly, have a second-

request duty to accomplish something (to get a power to act) while simultaneously inadequate 

with regards to the relating first-request obligation (to practice the procured act). 

Keyword :power, responsibility 

Introduction 

Indian Hindu mythology is loaded up with accounts of powerful devilish figures like 

Hiranyakashipu, Ravana, and Kans, who met their finishes since they practiced their power 

recklessly. Power is the capacity of an individual to do or cause somebody to accomplish 

something with or without the assent of the individual upon whom the demonstration is being 

done. Obligation is a commitment or obligation towards a person or thing. It's anything but a 
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segment of punishment upon inability to satisfy the duty. Like that the connection among power 

and duty is intricate and there can't be a direct circumstances and logical results connection 

between the two. Primary contention of the paper: Power brings different responsibilities, which 

should be done by the concerned individual after cautiously understanding the unique situation 

and suggestions.  

One necessities to comprehend that there are various sorts of power. These can be sorted as 

coercive power, referent power, master power, authentic power, reward power, and so forth 

Objective 

1. We desire to have vindicated the overall thought that obligation depends on power, and not on 

causation all things considered. In particular, a specialist can be considered answerable for a 

demonstration just under certain modular conditions: in the event that it was an option for themto 

act yet additionally not to act. They could be capable causally for some impact when it was their 

activity that created it.  

2. It recommends that duty can come in degrees and the level of obligation is corresponding to 

the level of power. The previous, we take it, is uncontroversial. Official courtrooms consistently 

allocate levels of obligation. 

Relationship between power and responsibility 

Recorded setting of raj dharma-Even lords who appreciated a wide range of power in old 

occasions were liable for the security of their subjects; even in gentry this was held to be valid, 

For instance, Chanakya's reference to it in the Arthashastra.  

Vivekananda alludes to this idea when he calls those individuals double crossers who are 

accomplished yet don't pay notice to the more vulnerable areas of the general public; 

comparably, he says for rich individuals. The hidden guideline being individuals who have 
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gained power, for example , information (master power) or monetary power, should help poor 

people.  

Buddha when edified and favored with power as information and ability understood his duty and 

chose to spread the information he had gained. 

 

 

Social context 

•Castes/bunches that have gained power (in different structures) hold the duty to take the 

oppressed along. This is reflected in the booking strategy of the public authority and the qualities 

revered in our Constitution.  

•Political power, when utilized untrustworthily can prompt occasions like slaughter, which 

actually frequents mankind. Nonetheless, individuals like Nelson Mandela have shown us the 

mindful utilization of political power. Mandela begged his compatriots to show restriction from 

viciousness against the minority white populace when politically-sanctioned racial segregation in 

South Africa was at last finished.  

•In schools, instructors hold power over their understudies, particularly with regards to 

contacting them esteems and embellishment their philosophies. Educators can add to making 

their understudies mindful and empathetic residents exclusively by practicing their power 

dependably as opposed to influencing youthful personalities towards extremist belief systems. 

Ecological context 

 The human race has obtained power over different creatures through innovative 

accomplishments and logical advancement. Presently we have the obligation to ration the 
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earth. Absence of such arrangement is reflected in modifications, for example, 

environmental change and imperiled species.  

 This likewise holds when we talk about separated responsibilities, for example, on 

account of   environmental change. The US, being all the more powerful (innovatively, 

monetarily), can accept greater accountability to counter this worldwide 

danger.International context 

 Countries like the USA and UK, which have procured power throughout the long term, 

should now practice greater obligation to counter worldwide dangers like psychological 

oppression.  

Organizations, for example, the World Bank and WHO ought to stretch out some assistance to 

immature nations with the goal that neediness is decreased. In this unique circumstance, India 

additionally helps the most un-created nations (LDCs) by marking ideal exchange settlements.  

Nuclear power gained by nations requests an even more capable demeanor. In any case the 

outcomes are critical and can spell destruction for the whole human race. 

Counter-arguments 

 The power-responsibility argument used to legitimize exploitation: 'White man's burden' in 

the name of responsibility arising out of power gained (through industrial revolution, master 

power, economic power, and so on), the Europeans colonized and abused many countries.  

 This argument doesn't generally hold in international relations: Arguably, self-accepted 

accountability by world powers, for example, the USA under the doublespeak of 

responsibility to secure was utilized to invade Libya. Comparable was the situation during 

the Iraq invasion. Self-restraint is important in these cases.  
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 A one-to-one relationship is hard to set up and even more hard to enforce. Administrative and 

political power has complex undertones when identified with accountability and 

responsibility. Nonetheless, trouble in establishing and enforcing doesn't mean that the 

responsibility doesn't exist. More strong mechanisms are needed to fix this. 

Powers and causal dispositionalism 

We mean to investigate further the connections between causation and responsibility and we do 

so using the structure of causal dispositionalism, a hypothesis of the transcendentalism of 

causation created in POWER Mumford and Anjum 2011. We will explain the nuts and bolts of 

the hypothesis in request to show its application to the issue of responsibility. Causal 

dispositionalism is a hypothesis of causation dependent on a mysticism of genuine causal powers 

or dispositions. Such a way of thinking of nature is related with Aristotle and Aquinas and is 

nonhuman. It's anything but a reductive analysis as the notions of cause and power are 

excessively firmly connected. It accounts for causes as far as the activity of powers, where 

impacts are regularly created by many powers acting together. When we have numerous powers 

producing an impact it is called polygeny. We model polygenic powers acting together using 

vector outlines (though the conventions of standard neuron charts – the other main method of 

representing causal situations – permit only one promptly earlier reason for each impact). Moore 

additionally permits that many components can cooperate to create an impact. He calls them 

concurrent causes  

We model powers as vectors since powers have a direction: there is something towards which 

they arrange. Vectors additionally have a direction, which we show in the figure by plotting them 

on a quality space that ranges from the property F to the property G. These could indicate the 

properties of being hot and being cold, for instance, and the powers that emanate from a central 

vertical line – the current temperature – indicate powers towards raising the temperature, F, or 

lowering the temperature, G. Powers can likewise have a magnitude or intensity, which the 

vector indicates by its length (the longer, the stronger). Again this is important yet frequently 

disregarded. We ought to permit that causation is scalar (Moore 2009: 105). The two 
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circumstances and end results can happen somewhat. What delivers an impact is every one of the 

concurrent powers working together. They make, indicated by resultant vector R, into one major 

power: how the general situation arranges.  

Powers accordingly become reality producers of the multitude of causal facts. All impacts are 

created by powers exercising themselves in different combinations . An aftereffect of causal 

dispositionalism is that we should isolate the notion of causal production from that of causal 

necessitation. Powers produce their belongings without guaranteeing them. Instead we have 

tendencies towards certain results. A reason is in this way something that tends or arranges 

towards its impact. This is something more on the planet than Human consistency: we have 

genuine powers that bring with them a genuine modular connection between circumstances and 

end results. However, the modular connection is one of tendency, shy of completely blown 

necessity, as Aquinas saw (see Geach 1961: 102). The polygeny portrayed in figure 1 shows us 

that if there had been a further power, h, disposing towards G, powers a-f probably won't have 

achieved a movement towards F. We call this added substance interference, which shows that 

causes don't necessitate their belongings, even on the occasions they prevail with regards to 

producing them. 

Causation and responsibility  

The law often looks to apportion fault or responsibility according to the level of a reason. This is 

by all accounts one region where the transcendentalism of causation has a lot to learn from the 

way of thinking of law. The importance of the scalarity in causation is often neglected or indeed 

ignored totally. Lewis' influential counterfactual dependence account (Lewis 1973), for instance, 

proposes an account wherein circumstances and end results are win big or bust. The 

accompanying neuron charts can show only that a reason or impact happened or it didn't: not that 

they may happen somewhat. Levels of cause and responsibility are important issue in law. In 

light of the polygenic part of causation, in which an impact is ordinarily delivered by many 

causes working together, one may need to single out what was the main source of the damage 

prior to judging responsibility.  
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The main source is the greatest contributor for the mischief: would be represented as the longest 

vector. In apportioning legitimate or moral responsibility, subsequently, we may decide whether 

a specific factor was only a little piece of the all out cause, or instead the main contributor. In 

any case, in judging responsibility, there are further factors to be considered. A little factor can 

nevertheless by profoundly significant. Someone who has created lung emphysema may, for 

instance, fault the production line that they turned out in for more than 30 years, exposing the 

workers for damaging residue particles. In any case, if in court it arises that the specialist was 

likewise a substantial smoker and genetically pre-arranged for the illness, the defense could 

contend that the smoking was the main source and not the residue particles from the 

manufacturing plant. Does this mean that the production line owner is without responsibility? 

No. It may in any case be that the openness to the residue particles from the processing plant was 

what spilled the situation the edge of the lung emphysema.  

This may have been recently a little contributor, yet one that made the result drastically different  

The industrial facility owner could then be responsible and expected to take responsibility for 

halfway harms. A tiny contributor can hence have an enormous effect for the result on the off 

chance that we have an alleged tipping situation Where we have a tipping case situation the 

operating powers are extremely near an edge at which something happens: they are totally lined 

up and all set to such an extent that simply a little addition would be enough to arrive at that 

edge. Hence, a minuscule additional input could prompt an immense difference in result. On the 

off chance that a stone is balanced on a precipice edge, for instance, simply a push from a 

passing ant may be enough to send it's anything but a ravine . It is conceivable that major lawful 

and good responsibility could be distributed to a little causal factor on the off chance that it is 

indeed the one that spills a causal situation a limit. Instead of a stone and an ant at the precipice 

edge, we could without much of a stretch manage a man standing there, struggling against the 

wind to keep his balance. In the event that a bystander, comes and gives them a push – even a 

slight push – they may have significant responsibility for a subsequent passing. So much for 

causation. However, we additionally know that responsibility comes from omissions. How does 

that function? In the next section, we contend that an omission is an occasion for an impact, not 

its motivation. 
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Responsibility without counterfactual dependence 

An appealing explanation of this would be as far as counterfactuals. Had the thinker remained, 

the theologians would not have won. All things considered, fault is apportioned. This story, 

which Moore (2009: 304) endorses, is essentially correct (see additionally Dowe 2001). Be that 

as it may, it needs to be nuanced in different manners on the grounds that the connection between 

causes, omissions and counterfactual dependences isn't a basic matter, certainly on the off chance 

that one acknowledges the insights of causal dispositionalism. The counterfactual realities, for 

example, they are, can indeed be made valid by the common powers as opposed to, for instance, 

the majority of universes (Lewis, 1986). The counterfactual situation truly is contrary-to-truth, 

however: contrary to all realities. There are no realities – not even in different universes – that 

they are about. Simple prospects are fictions and their ontological status is hence akin to truth in 

fiction. However, a power gives us in excess of a remote chance of its manifestation. As 

expressed above, there is a more than Human modular connection involved in causation, 

according to causal dispositionalism, withthe end goal that if a reason happens, its impact will 

likewise tend to happen. As we expressed, be that as it may, this isn't an issue of necessitation of 

the impact. 

Greater power, greater responsibility 

What philosophical principle is behind this judgment, we don't know. Good and lawful 

hypothesis mentions to us what ought to and shouldn't be done and we have not entered into that 

discussion. Our case is somewhat that assuming there is a responsibility to accomplish 

something, the more one can do it, the greater responsibility one needs to do it. There are certain 

things this doesn't mean. A capacity to do great doesn't generally make a responsibility to do as 

such. A few demonstrations might be supererogatory: excellent whenever performed without 

being culpable if not performed (Rumson 1958). In the event that a competitor 'comes out' as gay 

it very well might be excellent, on the grounds that they may make a decent good example for 

other people, however we wouldn't necessarily fault a gay competitor who decided not to do so 

in light of the fact that we understand it very well may be at a personal expense. We likewise 
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don't mean that it is smarter to practice all the more a power than less. One can kill a plant by 

overwatering it and, likewise, one needs to find the proper amount of good to do, else it could do 

hurt. Giving someone a lot of assistance, for instance, may smother their independence and in 

this manner their own ability. And giving endlessly the entirety of our money to the poor may 

hurt our own families. As Aristotle's morals showed, being the acceptable person likewise 

involves knowing the amount of a certain ethicalness it is proper to work out. 

The Various Power 

 Power could be in different structures and types:  

 Power of the Body, Physical Power;  

 Power of the Mind, Mental Power;  

 Power of the Language, Power of Oration  

 Power of the Law, Legal Power.  

 

All of these powers have been entwined with a sense of responsibility. Consequently, a person's 

genuine power is constrained by the obligation not to hurt others; mental power is constrained by 

the moral principle of not to think tired of others; power of oration is bound by the moral 

guideline of not to communicate in foul language; and the Legal power is checked by the 

legitimate constraints.  

In this manner, the human social design has been woven in the sort of a painstakingly made 

construction, where the one who bears the power isn't allowed to mishandle it  

Interrogating the Connection between Power and Responsibility 



 

128 | P a g e  
 

 Power is directed by an intend to cause others to do what one wants. Subsequently, having 

power consistently propels a person to abbreviate the constraints of ethical quality and 

infringe upon the privileges of others. A person, under the intoxication of power, won't 

regard the privileges of the others, and gets irresponsible and unaccountable.  

 Power and Responsibility are, hence, seen as a continuum, with one flowing along the other.  

 Moving along a similar thought, responsibility without power gets meaningless. Unless a 

person has been entrusted sufficient amount of power, the responsibility entrusted cannot be 

performed. Accordingly, Power and responsibility needs the help of one another in varying 

social statuses.  

 What distinguishes Gandhi from Hitler, or Armies from Terrorist gatherings, is the sense of 

responsibility. Gandhi expressed that ends without means are unethical.  

 there are a few models in same history too where how an Individual utilized his capacity for 

Brotherhood, Peace and Humanity. Nelson Mandela, national dad of India Mk Gandhi is well 

known model where they have done the things following the soul of the message 

 

Conclusion 

 Having power inevitably means that there is need to have a sense of responsibility while 

exercising it by taking into account different contexts and implications of actions.  

 History is abundant with instances of how irresponsible utilization of power can prompt 

destruction and destruction.  

 The relationship between power and responsibility applies to all circles of life, regardless 

of whether it is the economy, legislative issues, social relations, or foreign issues.  
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 Although the relationship between power and responsibility may not be clear in all 

situations, all activity and assumption of power should begin with the understanding that 

with great power, comes great responsibility. 
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