1. The Core Definition (The Marshall View)
T.H. Marshall defined citizenship as "full and equal membership in a political community."
The Concept: It is a two-way street. The state gives you rights; you give the state your loyalty.
The Difference: This is what separates a Citizen from an Alien (non-citizen).
Example: Both a citizen and a tourist in India must follow the law and can be protected by the police. However, only the citizen can vote in elections or be drafted into the military.

2. The Three Dimensions (Kymlicka & Norman)
Think of these as the three "hats" a citizen wears:
Legal Status: You are a "subject" of the law.
Example: You have the right to a fair trial and the right to own property. You aren't necessarily making the laws, but the law protects you.
Political Agency: You are an "actor."
Example: You don't just exist; you participate. This includes voting, joining a political party, or protesting a policy.
Identity: You are a "member" of a specific club (the Nation-State).
Example: You feel a sense of belonging because you carry a specific passport, even if you don't share the same religion or language as your neighbor.
3. The Three "Discourses" (How should we act?)
Different thinkers argue about what a citizen’s primary focus should be.
A. Civic Republicanism (The "Duty First" approach)
The Idea: Citizenship is about service and love for the community. You need to be "civically literate"—meaning you understand how your government works and you care about its goals.
Example: A person who spends their weekends volunteering for local community boards because they believe it is their duty to make the "polis" (city) better.
B. Liberal Discourse (The "Rights First" approach)
The Idea: Citizenship is about individual liberty and autonomy. It focuses on your right to disagree with the government and build a consensus through discussion.
Example: A citizen who takes the government to court to protect their right to free speech. They see citizenship as a shield that protects their personal freedom from authority.
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1. The Core Question: "Who is a Citizen?"
The Critical discourse argues that "Citizenship" isn't a neutral, fair label. They believe that throughout history, the definition of a "citizen" was built to favor specific groups (usually wealthy, property-owning men).

The Problem: If the law says "All citizens have the right to vote," but the social structure makes it impossible for a poor person or a woman to leave home and reach a polling station, are they really full citizens?

The Example: For a long time, women were "citizens" on paper but couldn't vote or own property. Critical thinkers (like Feminist scholars) pointed out that they were members of the state but lacked Agency (the power to act).

2. The Three Main Targets
Critical discourse focuses on how people are excluded based on specific "boundaries":
Identity (The "Who"): It challenges the idea that you have to look, speak, or pray a certain way to belong.
Example: A person from an ethnic minority in Assam might feel they are treated as "lesser" citizens than those in the majority.
Membership (The "Where"): It looks at Transnational perspectives—people who live in one country but work in another.
Example: Should a migrant worker who has lived in a city for 20 years but doesn't have a passport be denied healthcare? Critical discourse says we should rethink these boundaries.
Agency (The "How"): It looks at socio-economic class.
Example: If a citizen is too poor to afford an education, they cannot participate in the "deliberative discussion" the Liberals love. Therefore, their citizenship is incomplete.


