
Input– OutputAnalysis

community, the regime and the government. It is for the authorities to process
inputs
fromenvironmentsintooutputs.
Theoutputsofapoliticalsystemareauthoritativedecisionsandactionsofthe
politicalauthoritiesforthedistributionanddivisionofvalues. AccordingtoOran
Young,
thesedecisionsandactionsplay a crucial roleingenerating specific support for
apolitical
system because of the existence of the feedback loopsthat complete the cycle
ofa
political system and makes it dynamic. This is the process through which
information
about the performance of a system is communicated in a way to affect the
subsequent
behaviour ofthesystem.
Easton’ sformulationpivotsontwocorevariables, namely,a strongunderlying
concernforsystematicpersistence, sourcesofstressandprocessofregulating
stress
and a sequence of concepts that Easton calls ‘ summary variables’ . The
centralpointin
the input– output analysis is concerned with the developments that may drive
theessential
variables of a political system beyond critical ranges, coupled with various
regulatory
responses to these developments. The bulk of the approach deals with the
sequenceof
concepts.
According to this analysis, the stability of a political system, i.e., its ability to
retain
the basic qualities despite the impact of disturbing factors or developments,
dependson
the existence of structural mechanisms like political parties, pressure groups,



newsmedia
and legislatures. These articulate and regulate the flow of demands; cultural
mechanisms
like customs, mores, etc., whichestablish criteria for the suitability of demands.
Procedural
mechanisms convert general demands into specific issues for political
processingand
channels of communicationthat effectively transmit the demands to the centre
ofdecision-
making. You have also seen that the stability of a system is further augmented
bysustained
and extensive support to the three main components of all political systems,
namelythe
politicalcommunity, theregimeandthepoliticalauthorities.
It should be remembered that a political system is not just a set of processes
that
converts inputs and outputs as a routine matter. It is a complex cyclical
operation, with
dynamismofitsown. It hasa programmed goal towardswhich it triesto move,
though
at every stage it may have to face problems of stress and maintenance and go
through
regulatory processes. Input– output analysis is certainly an outstanding
techniquefor
comparative analysis since it focuses on an overview of all political systems
andhasan
inclusivesetofconceptsand categoriesthatfacilitatecomparison. OranYoung
has
described this analysis as ‘ undoubtedly the most inclusive systemic
approachthat hasso
farbeenconstructedspecificallyforpoliticalanalysisby apoliticalscientist’ .
AccordingtoEugeneMeehan,a famouslawyer,Eastonhasproducedoneofthe
few comprehensive attempts to lay the foundation for systems analysis in



politicalscience
and to provide a ‘ general’ functional theory of politics. An even stronger
featureof
input– output analysis is its dynamic approach to the problem of pattern
maintenance. It
also deals with its awareness of the importance of the problems of stress,
disturbance,
regulation and planned reorientation of system goals. Easton claims that his
methodis
definitely oriented towards exploring change as well as stability. There is a
continuous
exchange going on between the political system and its environment and the
systemis
constantly engaged in a conversion processby producing outputsand altering
the
environment. The analysis suffers from some weaknesses. First, its basic
presupposition
that concernssystem-persistence isthe most important and inclusive subjects
for political
analysis may not always be acceptable. Second, such a focus may be
productive, but
doesnotresultina generaltheoryofpolitics. Third, it isforthemostpart limited
inscopein termsof the interaction amongdifferent political systems. Fourth, its
focusonthe
politically active and relevant members of society tends to give it an elitist
orientation.
Fifth, in its emphasis on functional rather than revolutionary processes of
change, the
approachisbelievedto be oriented towardsstatusquoand this isnot anentirely
reasonable
criticism. Finally, the input– output analysis isthe causeofsome confusionfor
its
practitioners.


