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Cosmological and Human Framework of Political Astrology within Indian Knowledge System 1 

(Bhartiya Gyan Prampra Ke Antargat Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra Ka Brahmandeey Ewam Manveey 2 

Praroop). 3 

 4 

Abstract  5 

This research delineates a systematic and scientific model of Political Astrology (Rajnitik Jyotish 6 

Shastra), deeply rooted in the Indian Knowledge System (Bhartiya Gyaan Parampra) and its holistic 7 

worldview. The study employs an Inductive Research Method, moving from specific celestial-political 8 

observations to the formulation of a generalized theory of cosmic governance. The framework is 9 

conceptualized through four concentric layers: Cosmological, Planetary, Human, 10 

and Political systems. 11 

By synthesizing the Vedic principle of 'Yat Pinde Tat Brahmande' with modern empirical observation, 12 

the research addresses central questions: How do specific planetary configurations serve as 13 

precursors to major geopolitical shifts? and How does the central political nexus reciprocally 14 

influence the human and cosmic equilibrium? Through the inductive approach, this work analyzes 15 

historical and contemporary political events to establish Political Astrology as a rigorous 16 

interdisciplinary methodology. It argues that statecraft is not merely a product of socioeconomic 17 

variables but is deeply synchronized with the universal order, offering a unique scientific lens for 18 

forecasting state stability and global evolution through the timeless wisdom of Indian tradition. By 19 

re-centering this indigenous epistemological framework, the study contributes to the decolonization 20 

of political science and proposes a culturally-rooted model for sustainable global governance. 21 

Furthermore, this research demonstrates how the integration of planetary cycles with historical data 22 

can provide a more resilient and holistic approach to managing contemporary global crises, from 23 

environmental shifts to geopolitical conflicts. This model transforms Political Astrology into a 24 

proactive administrative tool, fostering global harmony (Lok Kalyan) and providing strategic foresight 25 

for a stable, peaceful international order. 26 
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Section 1: Introduction & Theoretical Framework 101 

1.1 Introduction to the Research 102 

Modern Political Science focuses extensively on institutional designs, power distribution, and socio-103 

economic policies to understand how states function. While these frameworks provide valuable 104 

snapshots of immediate political situations, they often look at human society as an isolated entity. 105 

This research paper presents a different, holistic approach by establishing "Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra" 106 

(Political Astrology), conceptualized globally as "Cosmo-Political Realism", as a structured academic 107 

discipline. 108 

This subject is directly derived from the Indian Knowledge System (Bhartiya Gyaan Parampara), 109 

which views the universe not as random matter, but as an interconnected, living whole. Transcending 110 

the common perception of astrology as a tool for personal fortune-telling, this unified framework of 111 

Cosmo-Political Realism (Political Astrology) is developed here as a large-scale analytical model that 112 

studies the deep relationship between cosmic cycles and state governance. 113 

1.2 Limitations of Contemporary Western Political Paradigms 114 

Current academic systems are heavily influenced by Eurocentric models like Behavioralism, Post-115 

Behavioralism, and Rational Choice Theory. These perspectives assume that political events, regime 116 

changes, and global conflicts are purely the results of material factors, human choices, or economic 117 

pressures. However, because these Western theories operate within a closed, materialist framework, 118 

they regularly face significant predictive failures. They struggle to explain or anticipate sudden, 119 

paradigm-shifting global crises, unexpected collapses of powerful states, or systemic shifts in public 120 

consciousness. This intellectual gap highlights the urgent need for an open-system model that 121 

recognizes the cosmic variables historically embedded in Indian intellectual traditions. 122 

The foundation of modern political analysis has historically been dominated by Eurocentric and 123 

materialist paradigms. Classical realists, such as Hans Morgenthau, and structural realists, like John 124 

Mearsheimer, posit that state behavior is governed exclusively by the anarchic nature of the 125 

international system and the rational pursuit of hard power. Similarly, behavioralist and political 126 

economy approaches restrict their analytical lenses to empirical, socio-economic, and domestic 127 

institutional variables to explain historical revolutions, regime changes, and shifting public voting 128 

patterns. While these conventional frameworks provide significant insights into the material 129 

determinants of statecraft, they fundamentally suffer from a structural limitation: they treat large-130 

scale socio-political crises, sudden collective mass violence, and systemic leadership breakdowns as 131 

stochastic or random anomalies that escape predictable models. 132 

This research addresses this critical epistemological gap by introducing a non-materialist, cosmic-133 

temporal variable derived from the Indian Knowledge System (IKS). The core limitation of 134 

contemporary political theories lies in their complete isolation from natural and macrocosmic laws, 135 

viewing human governance as an insulated laboratory unaffected by universal cycles. By 136 

operationalizing the foundational principle of "Yat Pinde Tat Brahmande", this study re-evaluates 137 
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the historical timelines of systemic disruptions, establishing that what Western theorists like Max 138 

Weber identify as shifting "charismatic authority" or what Michel Foucault terms "biopolitical control 139 

mandates" are not isolated human inventions. Instead, they are deeply synchronized human 140 

responses to macrocosmic configurations and solar-planetary transits. Therefore, this literature 141 

review establishes that expanding the analytical vocabulary of political science to include these 142 

traditional cosmic variables is not a departure from science, but a necessary advancement toward a 143 

genuinely holistic, predictive, and decolonized political science framework. 144 

1.3 Epistemological Origin of Rajniik Jyotish Shastra (Political Astrology/Cosmo-Political Realism) 145 

and the Four Concentric Layers  and diagram 146 

Ancient Indian thought believes that no event happens completely alone. Everything in the world is 147 

connected to a larger universal order. This is the foundation of 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra', which this 148 

research presents as an independent academic subject. 149 

In the Indian Knowledge System (IKS), the cycles of time (Kala-Chakra), planetary transits, and solar 150 

movements have always been connected to the stability of a government, the mindset of its leaders, 151 

and the welfare of its people. From ancient Vedic texts to Varahamihira's Brihat Samhita and 152 

Kautilya's Arthashastra, political planning was never complete without looking at cosmic timing. 153 

Therefore, this subject is not based on blind faith; it is built on thousands of years of regular 154 

observations, mathematical calculations, and historical records. 155 

The foundational philosophy of this research rests on the core Vedic maxim: 'Yat Pinde Tat 156 

Brahmande'. This profound concept means that the internal patterns of human life mirror the 157 

external structural patterns of the universe. To study this scientifically, this paper conceptualizes 158 

Political Astrology through four concentric layers: 159 

1. The Cosmological System: The overarching universal order and deep temporal cycles (Kala-160 

Chakra). 161 

2. The Planetary System: The specific movements, transits, and energetic alignments of 162 

celestial bodies. 163 

3. The Human System: The psychological alignment, collective consciousness, and decision-164 

making capacity of society and its leaders. 165 

4. The Political System: The visible nexus of power, state administration, and institutional 166 

outcomes. 167 
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 168 

Instead of analyzing politics in isolation, this four-layered model demonstrates how energy flows 169 

from the cosmological level down to the actual execution of statecraft. 170 

1.4 Central Research Questions and Objectives 171 

To establish a rigorous, interdisciplinary methodology before the global academic community, this 172 

study addresses five central questions: 173 

 First: Why do modern Western political theories fail to predict sudden changes and crises in 174 

global politics? 175 

 Second: How can ancient Indian texts like the Surya Siddhanta give us practical tools for 176 

decision-making and good governance? 177 

 Third: How can we use the Inductive Research Method (Agmanatmak Shodh Paddhati) to 178 

show the clear link between historical timelines and cosmic cycles? 179 

 Fourth: How do specific planetary configurations and solar-cosmic cycles serve as 180 

predictable precursors to major geopolitical shifts and civilizational changes? 181 

 Fifth: How does the central political nexus reciprocally influence human consciousness and 182 

the broader cosmic equilibrium? 183 

Research Objectives:The main goal of this study is to present 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' as a logical and 184 

scientific alternative to modern political theories. It also aims to build a bridge between ancient 185 

Indian astronomy and modern statecraft to help today's policy-makers handle future risks better. 186 

1.5 Academic Rationale and Global Relevance 187 
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Today, the world faces massive challenges like global conflicts, political instability, and social divide. 188 

Modern political frameworks can describe what is happening right now, but they cannot explain the 189 

long-term time cycles that drive human history. Political Astrology fills this major gap. 190 

The global value of this research is that it rejects superstition and focuses entirely on the 191 

mathematical and cosmic laws discovered by ancient Indian scientists. Sharing this at a global 192 

platform proves that India's traditional knowledge is practical and highly useful for modern global 193 

strategy and stable governance. 194 

 195 

Section 2: Literature Review 196 

2.1 Statecraft in Ancient Indian Epics and Treatises 197 

The evolution of political theory in India has a profound literary history that views governance as a 198 

sacred duty aligned with universal laws. In classical epics like the Mahabharata (the Shanti Parva) 199 

and the Ramayana, ruling a kingdom was termed Rajadharma. It was never seen merely as an 200 

exercise in capturing power, but as a responsibility to maintain social and cosmic order (Dharma). 201 

Kautilya's Arthashastra, while highly practical and realistic about foreign policy, firmly anchors state 202 

security within a worldview that balances human effort (Purushartha) with cosmic timing (Daiva). 203 

Furthermore, Varahamihira’s Brihat Samhita serves as an early academic bridge, documenting how 204 

astronomical phenomena and planetary transits directly correspond to the health of the economy, 205 

the stability of thrones, and the welfare of the public. 206 

2.2 Conceptualization of Cosmic Order in Traditional Governance 207 

In traditional Indian philosophy, governance is about keeping a balance between the universe 208 

(Samasti) and the individual society (Vyasti). Ancient Indian systems believed that a nation is like a 209 

living body that stays healthy only when it moves in harmony with nature. 210 

Because of this, ancient kings timed their important political and military decisions using precise 211 

astronomical calculations. The ruler was seen as a protector of this harmony. This idea is deep-rooted 212 

in Vedic literature, where natural patterns—like the cycles of the sun and seasons—were understood 213 

as the forces guiding human history. Traditional governance used astronomy as an advanced science 214 

of time to improve agriculture, state planning, and protection against disasters. 215 

2.3 Review of Modern Political Science Literature on Traditional Knowledge Systems 216 

In recent years, many scholars have started looking at traditional and indigenous knowledge systems 217 

to expand modern political theory. They argue that Western models do not work perfectly for every 218 

culture. This has opened a door for re-studying ancient Indian frameworks as serious, scientific ideas. 219 

Many modern studies have analyzed the Arthashastra using modern political tools. However, most of 220 

this current research focuses only on the ethics, philosophy, or military tactics of these texts. While 221 

modern political scientists accept the socio-economic parts of ancient Indian thought, they 222 

completely ignore the astronomical and cosmic methods that were actually used to guide those 223 

ancient governments. 224 
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2.4 The Cosmo-Political Realist Paradigm 225 

Traditional political science predominantly operates within a closed-system paradigm, assuming that 226 

state behavior and systemic shifts are exclusively driven by anthropogenic or immediate material 227 

factors. This research challenges this reductionist view by establishing an integrative theoretical 228 

framework. By synthesizing ancient Indian computational and ecological treatises with Western 229 

structural and neo-realist paradigms, this section conceptualizes a multi-layered causal chain where 230 

macro-cosmic environmental fluctuations systematically reorder global political dynamics. 231 

*Cosmic Vector: X+ ──> *Psychological Mediation: I+ ──> *Political Outcome: Y+ 232 

(Varahamihira)    (Hobbes / Foucault)      (Kautilya / Mearsheimer) 233 

The Macro-Environmental Catalyst: Varahamihira’s Astro-Physical Ecology (The Independent 234 

Variable - X) 235 

The systemic baseline for cosmic-environmental causation originates in the classical Indian 236 

computational tradition. Acharya Varahamihira, in his seminal encyclopedic treatise, systematically 237 

shifted the discourse from individual natal astrology to a macro-level, ecological model of astro-238 

physical influence (Varahamihira, Macro-Cosmic Causation Model). 239 

Varahamihira formulated that critical planetary alignments, conjunctions, and nodal transits (Graha 240 

Chara) through specific longitudinal sectors do not function as mere symbolic omens; rather, they 241 

alter the Earth's geo-biological and psychological ecosystem. In specialized sections such as Rahu 242 

Chara, he observed that severe orbital anomalies inject widespread biological shocks (Janapada-243 

Roga) and profound existential panic (Maha-Bhaya) into human collectives. Within this research 244 

design, the Samhita tradition provides the foundational Independent Variable—the Cosmic Vector 245 

(X), operating as a macro-environmental catalyst that disrupts baseline social and political stability. 246 

Behavioral Transmission: Hobbesian Anxiety and Foucauldian Biopolitics (The Psychological 247 

Mediator - I) 248 

The transmission mechanism through which an extraterrestrial environmental catalyst converts into 249 

a domestic policy output on Earth is driven by collective human psychology. This structural juncture 250 

marks the convergence of ancient ecological insights and Western structural thought. 251 

When macro-cosmic anomalies induce systemic shocks, Thomas Hobbes’s conceptualization of 252 

existential terror decodes the immediate sociopolitical reaction (Hobbes, Classical Realism & 253 

Collective Fear Mechanics). Under the pressure of acute collective anxiety, the public's rational 254 

choice framework suffers a severe strain. Human collectives instinctively prioritize survival over 255 

liberty, experiencing a shared psychological distress that demands immediate, absolute protection 256 

from the sovereign authority. 257 

This pervasive public anxiety satisfies the core condition for the structural expansion of state power 258 

to regulate, discipline, and manage the biological human body, conceptualized as Biopolitics 259 

(Foucault, 2008, Biopolitics Paradigm). As Giorgio Agamben further articulates, modern ruling elites 260 

routinely capitalize on moments of generalized existential fear to suspend constitutional norms, 261 

transforming temporary crisis mitigation into centralized, permanent executive dominance 262 
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(Agamben, 2005, State of Exception Framework). This analytical sequence defines the Psychological 263 

Mediator (I): cosmic-environmental pressure generates acute public anxiety, which institutions utilize 264 

to reinforce state control. 265 

Institutional Execution: Kautilyan Structuralism and Structural Realism (The Dependent Variable - 266 

Y) 267 

Once the cosmic vector (X) filters through the psychological mediator (I), the structural response of 268 

the state manifests as a rational, realist calculation for systemic survival. At this stage, Acharya 269 

Kautilya’s structural realism aligns precisely with modern Western Neo-Realism. 270 

Kautilya’s political cosmos is fundamentally structural and power-centric, mapping how state 271 

behavior is rigidly dictated by the relative distribution of capabilities and resource security (Kautilya,  272 

Saptanga and Mandala Theory of Statecraft). Kautilya explicitly recognized that political systems are 273 

periodically destabilized by severe macro-environmental and providential shocks (Daiva Prapidana). 274 

During such systemic fractures, the Kautilyan mandate requires the sovereign to abandon 275 

cooperative diplomacy and execute aggressive foreign policy strategies (Shadgunya) to preserve the 276 

core internal elements of the state and secure its borders. 277 

This classical realism bridges directly into the modern thesis that the anarchic structure of the 278 

international system compels states to maximize their relative power for defensive and offensive 279 

survival (Mearsheimer, 2001, Offensive Realism Framework). When macro-cosmic stress strains 280 

global supply lines, it activates a structural spiral where defensive actions taken by one state are 281 

inherently perceived as offensive threats by its neighbors (Jervis, 1978, The Security Dilemma). 282 

Rational choice diplomacy collapses, resulting directly in the Dependent Variables—the Political 283 

Outcomes (Y), such as protectionist trade wars, international treaty breakdowns, or sudden shifts 284 

toward coalition balancing to handle systemic crises (Lijphart, 1977, Consociationalism & Coalition 285 

Politics). 286 

The Integrated Epistemological Chain 287 

Synthesizing these distinct intellectual traditions dismantles the academic silos separating ancient 288 

Eastern computational sciences from Western political philosophy. Varahamihira establishes the 289 

primordial cosmic-environmental trigger (X). Hobbes, Foucault, and Agamben trace how this 290 

systemic shock induces collective panic, expanding domestic executive parameters (I). Finally, 291 

Kautilya, Mearsheimer, and Jervis explain why states ultimately resort to tactical aggression or 292 

consensus-driven coalition balancing to survive the systemic crisis (Y). This unified causal chain 293 

demonstrates that geopolitical history does not unfold through random contingencies; it operates as 294 

a structured, predictable reflection of a cosmo-political realist order. 295 

2.5 Identification of the Research Gap 296 

Even though there is growing interest in ancient Indian governance, there is a major gap between 297 

political science and traditional astronomy. Modern social sciences ignore the quantitative and 298 

mathematical side of Jyotisha-Ganita (astronomy) used in statecraft. 299 

This creates a serious research gap: modern political science does not have a system to check how 300 

cosmic cycles and solar-planetary positions relate to historical political changes and regime shifts. By 301 
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leaving out these time-cycles, modern academia looks at traditional statecraft through a very narrow 302 

window. This paper directly fixes that problem by introducing "Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra" as a clear, 303 

interdisciplinary science that combines ancient astronomy with modern political analysis. 304 

Section 3: Research Methodology 305 

3.1 Application of the Inductive Research Method 306 

This research paper uses the Inductive Research Method (Agmanatmak Shodh Paddhati) to study 307 

the facts. The Inductive Method means we do not start with a rigid, pre-made theory. Instead, we 308 

look at real-world examples, collect historical data, observe repeating patterns, and then create a 309 

final conclusion or scientific rule. 310 

In modern political science, researchers often use deductive methods, which try to fit human 311 

behavior into fixed Western formulas. This paper does the opposite. We observe the actual political 312 

events that happened over hundreds of years and compare them with the cosmic and planetary 313 

positions of those exact times. By looking at these real examples, we show that Political Astrology 314 

operates on regular, repeating laws of nature, making it a reliable method for academic study. 315 

3.2 Data Collection: Historical Timelines and Astronomical Ephemerides 316 

To ensure the highest level of empirical accuracy, data has been collected from two distinct and 317 

reliable sources: 318 

 Historical Data: A comprehensive timeline of significant macro-political events, unexpected 319 

regime changes, major international treaties, and eras of profound peace (such as the 320 

classical model of Ram Rajya). 321 

 Astronomical Data: Exact mathematical tables (Panchang and Ephemerides) that record the 322 

precise positions of planetary transits, solar cycles, and celestial configurations at those exact 323 

historical moments. 324 

By overlaying these two independent data sets, the study highlights the clear, empirical correlation 325 

between macro-cosmic movements and major political transitions. 326 

3.3 Quantitative and Qualitative Analytical Framework 327 

The analytical framework of this paper is balanced between quantitative precision and qualitative 328 

depth: 329 

 Quantitative Dimension: This involves utilizing the precise astronomical and mathematical 330 

constants found in texts like the Surya Siddhanta to calculate cosmic cycles, orbital speeds, 331 

and temporal junctions. 332 

 Qualitative Dimension: This focuses on political behavior, including the psychological 333 

stability of leaders, the shifting tides of public consciousness, and institutional performance 334 

during major crises. 335 

The research merges these two dimensions, demonstrating how quantitative universal cycles directly 336 

influence the qualitative outcomes of human political systems. 337 
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3.4 Criteria for Scientific Validation 338 

For any subject to be called a science, its results must be logical and capable of being tested. This 339 

study tests Political Astrology using three strict rules: 340 

 Consistency: Do the same cosmic alignments produce similar political results across different 341 

eras of history? 342 

 Predictability: Can these traditional time-cycles help us understand and manage future 343 

geopolitical risks and governance challenges? 344 

 Objectivity: The research focuses entirely on calculable data, removing any personal bias or 345 

superstitious guesswork. 346 

Through these clear points, the paper proves that 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' is a structured, verifiable 347 

science. 348 

 349 

Section 4: Core Dimension I – The Cosmological Framework & Surya Siddhanta 350 

4.1 The Scientific Paradigm of 'Surya Siddhanta' 351 

To understand Political Astrology as a true science, we must look at the Surya Siddhanta, one of the 352 

most important astronomical texts of ancient India. This text is not a book of myths; it is a highly 353 

advanced manual of mathematical astronomy. It provides precise calculations for the movements of 354 

the sun, moon, and planets relative to the earth. 355 

The Surya Siddhanta explains that the solar system operates on fixed, predictable mathematical laws. 356 

In this research, we argue that these solar laws do not just control nature and seasons; they also 357 

affect human life on a massive scale. Because energy from the sun governs all biological and 358 

psychological life on earth, changes in solar cycles directly impact human behavior, social 359 

movements, and political stability. 360 

4.2 Comparative Analysis of Ancient Spherical Astronomy and Modern Astrophysics 361 

An objective comparison between ancient Indian spherical astronomy (Gola-shastra) and modern 362 

astrophysics reveals significant common ground. Both fields employ advanced mathematics to map 363 

the complex movements of celestial bodies. Modern astrophysics confirms that planetary positions 364 

cause measurable variations in gravitational forces, solar radiation, and electromagnetic fields on 365 

Earth. 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' uses these scientific facts to explain how these environmental and 366 

atmospheric changes subtly interact with collective human consciousness, acting as precursors to 367 

major historical events like systemic revolutions or sudden diplomatic breakthroughs. 368 

4.3 'Shanku Vigyan' (Gnomonics) and its Strategic Geopolitical Implications 369 

Shanku Vigyan, the traditional science of using a gnomon (a vertical shadow-casting rod), is a clear 370 

example of the practical nature of ancient Indian science. By observing the changing length and 371 

precise direction of a sun-cast shadow, ancient astronomers could accurately determine local time, 372 

latitude, and geographic cardinal directions. In statecraft, Shanku Vigyan served as an important 373 
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strategic tool. It enabled rulers to map their geographical territories accurately, plan trade routes, 374 

and time strategic administrative or military deployments based on seasonal sun alignments, 375 

demonstrating how mathematical astronomy was integrated into physical governance. 376 

4.4 Astronomical Alignment of Historic Monuments and State Administration 377 

Throughout India's history, major temples, fortresses, and administrative buildings were constructed 378 

using precise astronomical alignments. These structures were built so that their gates, pillars, or 379 

windows lined up with the sun during specific cosmic events, like the equinoxes or solstices. 380 

This alignment was not just for architecture. In ancient state administration, these monuments 381 

served as giant, living calendars. They allowed the government to track time cycles accurately, 382 

helping them manage agricultural planning, taxation schedules, and state festivals. This shows that 383 

the state structure itself was deeply connected to the rhythm of the universe. 384 

4.5 Cosmic Cycles and the Predictability of Geopolitical Shifts 385 

The ultimate goal of combining astronomy with politics is predictability. The universe moves in 386 

repeating cycles, such as the 11-year solar cycle or the long-term orbits of outer planets. History 387 

shows that human societies also experience repeating cycles of peace, conflict, economic growth, 388 

and decline. 389 

By using the Inductive Method, this paper demonstrates that major geopolitical shifts—like the 390 

sudden collapse of a government or the rise of a new global power—happen during specific cosmic 391 

alignments. Because these astronomical cycles are mathematically predictable, 'Rajnitik Jyotish 392 

Shastra' provides a reliable framework to help modern leaders anticipate future political risks and 393 

protect global stability. 394 

 395 

Section 5: Core Dimension II – The Human Framework & Statecraft 396 

5.1 Macrocosm (Samasti) and Microcosm (Vyasti) Interconnectedness 397 

The human dimension of this research is built entirely upon the synthesis of 'Yat Pinde Tat 398 

Brahmande'. This principle establishes that the human system (Vyasti) and the universal system 399 

(Samasti) are deeply interconnected parts of a singular reality.  400 

What happens in the larger universe creates an energetic ripple that affects human life on Earth. In 401 

terms of politics, this means that public opinion, social movements, and collective human energy are 402 

not random. They respond directly to the shifting balances and cycles of universal energy. By 403 

understanding this connection, 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' shows that human history does not move in 404 

a straight line, but in waves that match the rhythms of nature and the universe. 405 

5.2 Psychological Alignment of the Leadership with Cosmic Energies 406 

A state can only be as stable and successful as the mind of its leader. Traditional Indian statecraft 407 

places great importance on the mental and emotional strength of the sovereign. Political Astrology 408 
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studies how cosmic energies, especially solar and planetary cycles, influence the psychological 409 

alignment of political leaders. 410 

During specific cosmic cycles, the energy patterns affect human decision-making, willpower, and 411 

clarity. A leader who is naturally aligned with positive cosmic timing can make highly strategic, calm, 412 

and successful choices during times of war or economic crisis. Conversely, when the universal cycles 413 

are turbulent, it often reflects in the confusion, poor planning, or aggressive behavior of global 414 

leadership. This framework allows us to analyze the hidden psychological drivers behind major 415 

political decisions in world history. 416 

5.3 'Ram Rajya' as a Classical Model of Cosmological and Social Harmony 417 

The historical concept of Ram Rajya represents the ideal model of governance, social harmony, and 418 

national integration within the Indian tradition. In classical literature, Ram Rajya is characterized as a 419 

state where human laws, social behavior, and political administration were in perfect harmony with 420 

the universal order (Dharma). Because the political nexus functioned in total alignment with cosmic 421 

righteousness, the society experienced natural balance, timely seasons, economic prosperity, and an 422 

absence of internal social conflict. This study presents Ram Rajya as a timeless, classical model 423 

demonstrating that aligning statecraft with universal harmony creates a truly sustainable and 424 

welfare-oriented society. 425 

To prevent the conceptualization of Ram Rajya from being misconstrued as a purely mythological or 426 

theological construct, this research operationalizes it as a highly sophisticated, indigenous model of 427 

cosmo-political governance. Within the vocabulary of contemporary political science, Ram Rajya 428 

represents an idealized administrative state where institutional governance exists in total equilibrium 429 

with macrocosmic and ecological laws (Dharma). Western political thought, bounded by Westphalian 430 

sovereignty, views the state as an artificial legal contract designed merely to manage material conflict 431 

or resource distribution. In stark contrast, the ancient Indian knowledge framework conceptualizes 432 

the state as an organic component of a larger, interconnected cosmos. Under this paradigm, 433 

sovereign authority is legitimate only when the ruler’s legislative and administrative actions are 434 

deeply synchronized with the natural order and temporal cosmic cycles. 435 

By grounding Ram Rajya in the inductive analysis of cosmic cycles, this study demonstrates that 436 

socio-political harmony, resource sustainability, and national integration (Lok Kalyan) are not 437 

achieved through top-down behavioral mandates alone. Rather, they are the direct systemic 438 

products of a governing elite whose strategic foresight is aligned with the cosmic-temporal shifts 439 

outlined in traditional texts. This model offers a resilient alternative to the structural instabilities of 440 

modern democracies, which are perpetually fractured by short-term political opportunism and 441 

volatile public behavior. Consequently, re-introducing the Ram Rajya paradigm into global political 442 

epistemology provides a scientific, sustainable, and holistic blueprint for statecraft, demonstrating 443 

that the ultimate stability of a nation-state depends on its structural harmony with the broader 444 

macrocosm. 445 

5.4 Application of Political Astrology in Modern Democratic Systems and Crisis Management 446 

Although Political Astrology has ancient roots, its practical application is highly relevant to modern 447 

democratic institutions. Today, democratic states face constant instability due to sudden electoral 448 
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shifts, polarization, and unexpected global crises. Mainstream political models often fail to foresee 449 

these changes because they only analyze surface-level socioeconomic variables. 'Rajnitik Jyotish 450 

Shastra' acts as a proactive administrative tool for modern crisis management. By analyzing planetary 451 

cycles and historical data together, policy-makers can identify upcoming periods of global risk, social 452 

unrest, or geopolitical tension well in advance, allowing for more resilient strategic planning. 453 

 454 

Section 6:Meaning, Definitionand Scope of Rajniik Jyotish Shastra (Political Astrology/ Cosmo- 455 

Political Realism) 456 

6.1 Meaning 457 

In clear and precise academic terms, Political Astrology is a discipline that investigates the systematic 458 

connection between cosmic cycles and statecraft (the governance of sovereign states).It deliberately 459 

moves away from traditional natal astrology, which only focuses on an individual’s personal fortune 460 

or destiny. Instead, this subject elevates collective human phenomena, major political shifts, the 461 

stability of governments, and international relations as its primary focus of study.The core 462 

foundational idea of this research is rooted in the classical principle of the Indian Knowledge System 463 

(IKS): "Yat Pinde Tat Brahmande". This principle shows that the inner world of a human and the outer 464 

macrocosm are deeply synchronized dimensions. Therefore, major geopolitical realignments, the rise 465 

and fall of leaders, public movements, and international treaties are not random or accidental 466 

events. Instead, they are analyzed as collective phenomena deeply connected to solar energy, 467 

planetary movements, and cosmic timelines. 468 

6.2 Definition 469 

As the primary pioneer and founder of this emerging academic sub-field, and based on the empirical 470 

findings of this ongoing research, the definition is stated as follows: 471 

"Political Astrology is an independent, sovereign, and interdisciplinary academic discipline that 472 

utilizes the Inductive Research Method to study exact mathematical astronomical data and solar-473 

planetary cycles. By doing so, it provides a logical, objective, and scientific analysis of how cosmic 474 

energy influences collective human consciousness, leadership decision-making, and global political 475 

structures." 476 

This newly established framework provides a strong and reliable academic alternative to Eurocentric 477 

Western political theories, which often limit the study of governance, state behavior, and historical 478 

revolutions only to materialist, financial, or behavioral factors. 479 

6.3Scope of the Study 480 

Macro-Historical Dimensions and Geopolitical Realignments 481 

The primary investigative scope of this research establishes a novel analytical framework within 482 

contemporary political science by intersecting cosmic timelines with state behavior. Rather than 483 

adhering to the restrictive boundaries of conventional political theory, this study operates on a 484 

comprehensive macro-micro continuum to evaluate complex political phenomena through a broader 485 

lens. At the macro-historical level, the research charts the structural correlations between 486 
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macrocosmic cycles, solar transits, and systemic geopolitical realignments, including the long-term 487 

rise and collapse of regimes and structural shifts in international alliances. 488 

Leadership Psychology and Strategic Foresight in Governance 489 

Simultaneously, on a micro-analytical level, the operational scope extends deeply into the realm of 490 

leadership psychology. It systematically evaluates how these universal energies align with the 491 

cognitive states, strategic foresight, and decision-making capabilities of sovereign actors during 492 

critical historical turning points and systemic crises. Beyond these theoretical contributions to the 493 

decolonial development of modern political epistemology—which has long been dominated by 494 

restrictive Western materialism—this discipline offers immediate practical utility as a progressive 495 

administrative tool. It provides a reliable strategic framework for predictive governance, allowing 496 

institutions to anticipate socio-political disruptions and manage structural risks effectively. 497 

The Ram Rajya Paradigm and Epistemological Decolonization 498 

Furthermore, the operational boundaries of this study explore classical Indian paradigms of 499 

governance, focusing specifically on the structural dynamics of the Ram Rajya model. By evaluating 500 

how state administration functions when aligned with universal and natural laws (Dharma), the 501 

research demonstrates practical, contemporary pathways to achieving sustainable societal harmony, 502 

national integration, and collective public welfare (Lok Kalyan). Ultimately, this scope aims to 503 

challenge the Eurocentric monopoly on political thought by establishing the Indian Knowledge 504 

System (IKS) as a legitimate, empirical, and scientific methodology for global political analysis. 505 

 506 

Section 7:Cosmo-State Equilibrium Theory (CSET) 507 

7.1 Core Premise 508 

"The CSET posits that the state is not a closed, autonomous entity but a 'Cosmo-Open System’. 509 

Political stability is not solely the output of internal institutional structures (Legislature, Executive, 510 

and Judiciary); instead, it is a dynamic state of equilibrium maintained between the influence of 511 

Cosmic Temporal Cycles and the strategic functional orientation of the state." 512 

7.2 Functional Equation 513 

The governing mechanism of the state is defined by the following equilibrium model:  514 

𝑆𝐸 = 𝑓(𝐶𝑉 → 𝑃𝑀 → 𝑃𝑂) 

 SE (State Equilibrium): The state of optimal governance, characterized by maximum systemic 515 

efficiency and long-term political stability. 516 

 CV (Cosmic Vector): Independent external variables (celestial/temporal) that cyclically shift 517 

the collective baseline of societal energy. 518 

 PM (Psychological Mediation): The collective human psyche, which functions as the primary 519 

interface/processor for cosmic signals, translating them into societal collective 520 

consciousness. 521 
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 PO (Political Outcome): The tangible administrative and policy outputs that dictate the 522 

state’s developmental trajectory. 523 

7.3 Core Postulates 524 

 Systemic Responsiveness: Political structures are inherently responsive to cosmic pulsations. 525 

Therefore, robust statecraft requires policy interventions that are strategically aligned with 526 

these rhythms, rather than being reactive to purely institutional pressures. 527 

 Inductive Empirical Validation: This theory is built on the Inductive Research Method. The 528 

empirical mapping of historical political turning points against identified celestial temporal 529 

cycles confirms that governance success is intrinsically linked to the state's 'Cosmic Literacy.' 530 

 The Synchronicity Hypothesis: Ideal governance, exemplified by the 'Ram Rajya' model, is 531 

not a socio-political utopia but a functional state attained when the state’s administrative 532 

rhythm is perfectly synchronized with the cosmic pulse. 533 

7.4 Theoretical Positioning and diagram 534 

"CSET moves beyond the limitations of traditional Structural-Functionalism. While the latter focuses 535 

on the internal mechanics of institutions, CSET introduces a 'Scientific Reversal' of this framework by 536 

establishing that institutional functions are subordinate to cosmic alignment. By shifting the focus 537 

from purely human-centric institutions to a 'Cosmic-Alignment' framework, CSET provides a 538 

revolutionary paradigm that harmonizes state policy with cosmic equilibrium, effectively addressing 539 

the systemic instabilities inherent in modern governance." 540 

 541 

In the presented diagram, Cosmic Vector (X) represents the Cosmic Factors. Psychological Mediation 542 

(I) represents human psychology, human life problems and expectations; whereas, Political 543 

Outcomes (Y) represents political activities, sovereign state, State policies and human lifestyle. 544 
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The CSET (Cosmic-State EquilibriumTheory) model provides a structural analysis of the nexus 545 

between astronomical phenomena and political governance. This framework is anchored in an 546 

inductive methodology, characterized by the interaction of three distinct variables. The Cosmic 547 

Vector (X) is defined as the Independent Variable, foundational to the empirical study of the 548 

planetary system and its governing celestial cycles. Psychological Mediation (I) constitutes the 549 

Intervening Variable, serving as the critical analytical bridge that integrates cosmic inputs with 550 

human reality, specifically through the prism of collective psychology and the resolution of natural 551 

and anthropogenic (man-made) life challenges. The final output is represented by the Political 552 

Outcomes (Y)—the Dependent Variable—which encompasses state sovereignty, the integrity of 553 

political activities, and the strategic formulation of public policy. The resultant synergy between 554 

these variables defines the State Equilibrium, a systemic state of stability that profoundly influences 555 

human lifestyle patterns and the normative foundations of societal conduct. 556 

 557 

7.5 Declaration of Originality 558 

"I, Vishal Sharma, hereby solemnly declare that the theoretical framework titled 'Cosmic-State 559 

Equilibrium Theory (CSET)', presented in this research paper, is an original contribution to the 560 

discipline of Political Science. This theory has been formulated through my independent research 561 

and deep analysis using the Inductive Research Method. 562 

I further declare that this framework is a novel intellectual creation and has not been copied, 563 

plagiarized, or derived from any existing structural-functional theories; rather, it is a pioneering 564 

scientific paradigm designed to redefine the study of governance. The concepts, equations, and 565 

postulates defined herein are my original intellectual property, representing my commitment to 566 

establishing the discipline of 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra/Political Astrology/Cosmo-Political Realism' as 567 

a recognized academic field." 568 

 569 

Section 8:Research Framework: Cosmic Transits and Geopolitical Variables (2016–2026) 570 

8.1. The Scientific Methodology: Understanding X, I, and Y 571 

To keep this research objective and measurable, we divide our data into three interconnected 572 

scientific variables: 573 

 Independent Variable (X): These are the cosmic causes that are naturally fixed and cannot 574 

be changed by human actions. In this study, X represents the planetary longitudes, degrees, 575 

transits, and changing phases of Nakshatras based on the Surya Siddhanta (X1, X2, X3, etc.). 576 

 Intervening Variable (I): This is the crucial scientific link between the sky and the ground. 577 

Cosmic energies do not cause wars directly; instead, they influence Elite Cognitive 578 

Psychology (the decision-making mindset of world leaders) and Collective Mass Psyche (the 579 

psychological behavior of the public). 580 

 Dependent Variable (Y): These are the geopolitical political outcomes and events that 581 

change because of X and I. We classify them into three sub-indices: 582 
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o Y1 (Structural Governance): Changes in election patterns, formation of coalition 583 

governments, or regime stability. 584 

o Y2 (Geopolitical Conflict): Friction along international borders (wars) or disruptions 585 

in global maritime choke-points. 586 

o Y3 (Political Economy and Biopolitics): Systemic market risks, resource nationalism, 587 

or severe state control over citizens during crises. 588 

The Causal Loop Equation: 589 

Cosmic Vector (X) ---> Psychological Mediation (I) --->Political Outcomes (Y) 590 

8.2 Decade Data Analysis (2016–2026) 591 

Phase 1: Years 2016–2017 — Rahu in Magha and Anti-Establishment Populism 592 

 Cosmic Vector (X1): Retrograde transit of Rahu through Magha Nakshatra in Leo (Simha). 593 

 Political Outcome (Y1a): Sudden drop in the Electoral Centralization Index and a structural 594 

shift toward political decentralization. 595 

 Psychological Mediation (I): According to the Surya Siddhanta, Magha is directly tied to 596 

sovereign power and established ruling lineages. Rahu’s presence here disrupted this solar 597 

energy, creating deep public distrust and psychological anger (I) against established political 598 

elites. 599 

 Theoretical Link: Max Weber’s Theory of Charismatic Authority. 600 

 Empirical Realization: This transit broke the public's faith in traditional political parties. 601 

Voters looked for anti-establishment leaders. The direct outcomes (Y) were Donald Trump’s 602 

presidential victory in the US (2016) and the UK Brexit Referendum, both representing a 603 

mass psychological rejection of global integration. 604 

Theoretical Integration: From Weber’s Charisma to the CSET Framework 605 

 The Foundation:Max Weber (1922) established that Charismatic Authority is a primary 606 

source of political legitimacy. He argued that in times of extreme social or psychological 607 

distress, the collective consciousness of the masses seeks an extraordinary or "supernatural" 608 

savior to restore order. While Weber’s observation successfully identifies the demand for 609 

leadership during crises, his theory remains limited by its inability to predict the exact origins 610 

of these distress cycles or the precise timing of a leader’s emergence. 611 

 The Bridge (The Macro Cosmic Causation Model): To transcend the limitations of Weber’s 612 

framework, we introduce the Macro Cosmic Causation Model. We posit that the distress 613 

identified by Weber is not an arbitrary social accident, but a predictable consequence of the 614 

Cosmic Vector (X). Our model explains this through a systematic X → I → Y sequence: 615 

o Trigger (X): Cosmic factors induce structural volatility and societal anxiety. 616 
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o Mediation (I): This anxiety manifests as Psychological Mediation—a void in the 617 

collective psyche that demands a leader. 618 

o Manifestation (Y): The charismatic leader emerges as the physical expression of 619 

this cosmic-driven psychological need. 620 

 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating this into the Cosmic-State Equilibrium Theory (CSET), 621 

we transform Weber’s sociological observation into a predictive scientific discipline. CSET 622 

demonstrates that political stability is a state of equilibrium achieved when Political 623 

Outcomes (Y) align with the underlying Cosmic Vector (X) through the filter of 624 

Psychological Mediation (I). 625 

Thus, Charismatic Authority is not an independent phenomenon, but a systemic political outcome 626 

driven by the fundamental laws of Macro Cosmic Causation. This framework allows for the 627 

retrospective analysis of historical leadership patterns and provides a precise predictive model for 628 

future political ruptures, thereby elevating political science from descriptive analysis to a predictive, 629 

hard-science discipline. 630 

 631 

Phase 2: Years 2017–2019 — Saturn in Moola and the Trade War 632 

 Cosmic Vector (X2): Slow transit of Saturn through the first quarter of Moola Nakshatra in 633 

Sagittarius (Dhanu). 634 

 Political Outcome (Y2b): High spike in the Geopolitical Polarization Index and a rise in 635 

protectionist trade policies. 636 

 Psychological Mediation (I): The first quarter of Moola is ruled by Nirritti (structural 637 

deconstruction). This cosmic compression caused world leaders to feel highly insecure, 638 

moving their mindset from international cooperation to defensive national self-interest (I). 639 

 Theoretical Link: John Mearsheimer’s Theory of Offensive Realism. 640 

 Empirical Realization: As leader psychology shifted toward survivalist hoarding of resources, 641 

the international treaty framework broke down. This led directly to the historic US-China 642 

Trade War and the US withdrawal from major multilateral agreements like the Paris Climate 643 

Deal, fracturing the post-WWII global economic order. 644 

Theoretical Synthesis: From Mearsheimer’s Realism to CSET Framework 645 

 The Foundation: John Mearsheimer’s Theory of Offensive Realism posits that in an anarchic 646 

international system, states are driven by the pursuit of hegemony and power to ensure their 647 

own survival. While Mearsheimer explains the incentive for conflict, he treats it as a constant 648 

state of the system, failing to explain why specific cycles of heightened aggression occur at 649 

specific times. 650 

 The Bridge (Macro Cosmic Causation): Our CSET model refines this by identifying that the 651 

"anarchic system" is not static. Instead, it is governed by the Cosmic Vector (X), which 652 
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periodically triggers a psychological shift in global leadership. This shift transforms security 653 

policy from cooperative engagement to survivalist resource-hoarding. The sequence follows: 654 

Trigger (X) alters leadership cognition -> Mediation (I) manifests as nationalistic 655 

protectionism -> Manifestation (Y) leads to the collapse of international treaties. 656 

 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating Offensive Realism into CSET, we explain the US-China 657 

Trade War and the US withdrawal from the Paris Climate Agreement as predictable 658 

responses to cosmic-driven instability. These were not merely policy changes, but systemic 659 

political outcomes (Y) where the international order fractured to realign with the new 660 

Cosmic Equilibrium. Thus, what Mearsheimer labels as "anarchy" is actually the system 661 

attempting to reach a new stability point dictated by macro-cosmic laws. 662 

 663 

Phase 3: Years 2019–2021 — Six-Planet Alignment and Biopolitical State Control 664 

 Cosmic Vector (X3): A rare alignment of six major planets in Sagittarius (Dhanu) including 665 

Ketu, inducing an extreme gravitational anomaly (Maha-Pat Anomaly) during the Solar 666 

Eclipse of 26 December 2019. 667 

 Political Outcome (Y3b): Global activation of strict Biopolitical Control Mandates. 668 

 Psychological Mediation (I): The Surya Siddhanta shows that such heavy planetary clusters 669 

on a single ecliptic plane trigger severe biological shocks on Earth, resulting in mass 670 

existential panic and collective psychological fear (I). 671 

 Theoretical Link: Michel Foucault’s Biopolitics and Giorgio Agamben’s State of Exception. 672 

 Empirical Realization: Running parallel to this planetary alignment (X3), the COVID-19 673 

Pandemic broke out. Driven by widespread public fear, governments worldwide exercised 674 

total sovereign power to enforce unprecedented lockdowns (Y3b). The state extended its 675 

direct control over human bodies and physical movements, rewriting the modern social 676 

contract under state panic. 677 

Theoretical Synthesis: From Foucault and Agamben to CSET Framework 678 

 The Foundation: Michel Foucault’s concept of Biopolitics and Giorgio Agamben’s State of 679 

Exception argue that the modern state asserts total control over human life and movement 680 

during crises, effectively suspending normal laws to maintain sovereign power. While they 681 

provide a powerful critique of how states exercise control, they do not explain the trigger 682 

that causes the state to enter these periodic states of exception. 683 

 The Bridge (Macro Cosmic Causation): Our CSET model bridges this gap by demonstrating 684 

that the "State of Exception" is not merely a political choice, but a reactionary defense 685 

mechanism triggered by a Cosmic Vector (X). The sequence is defined as: Trigger (X) creates 686 

planetary-level instability ->Mediation (I) manifests as mass psychological fear and 687 

existential anxiety ->Manifestation (Y) forces the state to consolidate absolute control over 688 

the human body and movement to prevent systemic collapse. 689 
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 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating these theories into CSET, we redefine the COVID-19 690 

Pandemic lockdowns (Y) as a systemic response to a cosmic-driven rupture. These lockdowns 691 

were not isolated administrative events; they were a predictable CSET Equilibrium 692 

Restoration process. Where Foucault sees only the expansion of state power, CSET identifies 693 

a deeper cosmic necessity: the state was compelled to enforce control to mitigate the 694 

chaotic energy induced by the transit (X). Thus, the "State of Exception" is actually a systemic 695 

political outcome designed to align society with the required cosmic order. 696 

 697 

Phase 4: Years 2021–2022 — Saturn in Uttarashadha/Shravana and Grassroots Movements 698 

 Cosmic Vector (X4): Slow transit of Saturn through Uttarashadha and Shravana Nakshatras in 699 

Capricorn (Makara). 700 

 Political Outcome (Y1b): Temporary decline in the State Legitimacy and Stability Index due to 701 

intense civil unrest. 702 

 Psychological Mediation (I): Capricorn represents structural resources and labor, while 703 

Shravana and Uttarashadha represent the common working class and farming communities. 704 

Saturn’s presence here built deep collective resilience and a unified class consciousness (I) 705 

among marginalized groups. 706 

 Theoretical Link: Antonio Gramsci’s theory of Counter-Hegemonic Resistance. 707 

 Empirical Realization: This transit triggered massive grassroots resistance against top-down 708 

institutional mandates. This perfectly maps the historic Farmers’ Movement in India, which 709 

forced the central government to reverse major laws, and the Capitol Hill Riots in 710 

Washington. Both events show a breakdown in the domestic contract between the state and 711 

its public. 712 

 713 

Theoretical Synthesis: From Gramsci’s Counter-Hegemony to CSET Framework 714 

 The Foundation: Antonio Gramsci’s theory of Counter-Hegemony explains how marginalized 715 

or grassroots groups challenge the dominance of the ruling class and existing institutional 716 

structures. Gramsci identifies this resistance as a struggle for "cultural and political 717 

leadership." However, his theory primarily views these movements as sociological 718 

developments, without accounting for the external energetic timing that triggers these 719 

widespread uprisings. 720 

 The Bridge (Macro Cosmic Causation): Our CSET model provides the missing link by 721 

identifying that the collapse of state hegemony is not merely a political grievance, but a 722 

reaction to a Cosmic Vector (X). The sequence is defined as: Trigger (X) induces a 723 

misalignment between state policy and public consciousness ->Mediation (I) manifests as a 724 

sudden loss of "political legitimacy" and mass resentment ->Manifestation (Y) emerges as 725 

organized grassroots resistance that forces a reversal of established laws. 726 
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 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating Gramsci into CSET, we identify historical milestones like 727 

the Farmers’ Movement in India and the Capitol Hill Riots as systemic political outcomes of a 728 

cosmic-induced "Hegemonic Decay." These were not simply isolated instances of public 729 

anger; they were predictable CSET Equilibrium Realignments. Where Gramsci observes a 730 

class struggle, CSET identifies a period where the state’s ideological apparatus lost its 731 

"cosmic resonance," forcing a violent correction of the social contract. Thus, counter-732 

hegemonic resistance is a vital mechanism through which the universe purges obsolete 733 

governance to restore balance. 734 

 735 

Phase 5: Years 2022–2024 — Nodal Axis Inversion and Terminal Border Conflicts 736 

 Cosmic Vector (X5): Retrograde transit of Rahu through the fire-element sign of Aries 737 

(Mesha) retreating sequentially from Krittika to Bharani and Ashwini Nakshatras, with a 738 

corresponding inverse Ketu transit through Libra (Tula) from Vishakha through Swati to Chitra 739 

Nakshatras. 740 

 Political Outcome (Y2a): Sharp rise in Territorial Sovereignty Friction and Maritime Security 741 

Disruption (Y2c). 742 

 Psychological Mediation (I): Aries is a fire-element, Mars-ruled sign that represents sharp 743 

structural cuts, aggression, and the forceful breaking of boundaries. This retrograde nodal 744 

movement caused elite actors to suffer from extreme security fears and sudden tactical 745 

aggression (I), closing all doors for diplomatic dialogue. 746 

 Theoretical Link: Robert Jervis’s Security Dilemma. 747 

 Empirical Realization: Rational choice diplomacy failed entirely, leading to kinetic border 748 

warfare. This realized itself through the outbreak of the Russia-Ukraine War (2022) and the 749 

Israel-Hamas Conflict (2023). This geopolitical friction also created severe Maritime Security 750 

Disruptions (Y2c), such as the Red Sea choke-point shipping crisis. 751 

Theoretical Synthesis: From Jervis’s Security Dilemma to CSET Framework 752 

 The Foundation: Robert Jervis’s Security Dilemma posits that in an anarchic international 753 

system, the defensive actions of one state—intended to increase its security—are perceived 754 

as threats by others, leading to an unintended spiral of conflict. While Jervis brilliantly 755 

describes the mechanics of this spiral, his theory struggles to explain why these spirals 756 

intensify into kinetic warfare at specific, recurring intervals, despite the presence of rational 757 

diplomacy. 758 

 The Bridge (Macro Cosmic Causation): Our CSET model resolves this by identifying that the 759 

"Security Dilemma" is exacerbated by the Cosmic Vector (X), which periodically impairs 760 

rational decision-making at the state level. The sequence is defined as: Trigger (X) induces 761 

hyper-vigilance and paranoia among political elites ->Mediation (I) manifests as a 762 

breakdown of 'Rational Choice Diplomacy' ->Manifestation (Y) leads to kinetic border 763 

warfare and maritime disruptions. 764 
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 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating Jervis into CSET, we interpret the Russia-Ukraine War 765 

(2022), the Israel-Hamas Conflict (2023), and the subsequent Red Sea shipping crises (Y) as 766 

systemic outcomes of a cosmic-driven security breakdown. These were not merely failed 767 

diplomatic negotiations; they were predictable CSET Equilibrium Shifts. Where Jervis sees a 768 

cycle of distrust, CSET identifies a period where the global political apparatus lost its ability 769 

to calculate 'Rational Security,' forcing a kinetic realignment of borders and trade routes. 770 

Thus, the Security Dilemma is not a permanent flaw of states, but a temporary condition of 771 

cosmic misalignment that periodically disrupts global stability. 772 

 773 

Phase 6: Years 2024–2025 — Ketu in Virgo and Coalition Governance 774 

 Cosmic Vector (X6): Ketu’s transit through Virgo (Kanya) across the degrees of Uttara 775 

Phalguni and Hast Nakshatras, while Saturn transited through Aquarius (Kumbha). 776 

 Political Outcome (Y1a): Reduction in Electoral Centralization and a clear shift toward 777 

coalition politics. 778 

 Psychological Mediation (I): This transit put direct pressure on the house of centralized 779 

executive power in South Asian state charts. It altered the voter psyche, driving collective 780 

behavior away from supporting political absolutism toward supporting a checks-and-781 

balances system (I). 782 

 Theoretical Link: Arend Lijphart’s concept of Consociationalism / Coalition Politics. 783 

 Empirical Realization: Centralized political authority was forced to compromise and share its 784 

power. This transit accurately maps the formation of the NDA Coalition Government (2024) 785 

in India, where executive decisions shifted from single-party rule to a consensus-driven 786 

model. Concurrently, Europe faced similar power fragmentation with hung parliaments in 787 

the UK and France. 788 

Theoretical Synthesis: From Lijphart’s Consociationalism to CSET Framework 789 

 The Foundation: Arend Lijphart’s concept of Consociationalism (or Coalition Politics) argues 790 

that in deeply divided or complex societies, political stability is best achieved through power-791 

sharing, elite cooperation, and consensus-based decision-making. While Lijphart effectively 792 

outlines the mechanics of coalition governance, he treats it as a structural choice rather than 793 

an inevitable outcome of shifting socio-political cycles. 794 

 The Bridge (Macro Cosmic Causation): Our CSET model provides the missing evolutionary 795 

logic, identifying that the shift toward coalition politics is driven by the Cosmic Vector (X). 796 

The sequence is defined as: Trigger (X) induces structural fragmentation in the political 797 

landscape ->Mediation (I) manifests as the electorate’s demand for 'Pluralistic 798 

Representation' ->Manifestation (Y) forces a shift from centralized, single-party dominance 799 

to a consensus-driven coalition model. 800 

 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating Lijphart into CSET, we interpret the formation of the NDA 801 

Coalition Government (2024) in India and the rise of power fragmentation in European 802 



 

Page 24 of 29 
 

parliaments (UK and France) as systemic political outcomes of a cosmic-induced realignment. 803 

These were not mere electoral accidents or strategic failures of dominant parties; they were 804 

predictable CSET Equilibrium Adjustments. Where Lijphart observes a democratic 805 

arrangement, CSET identifies a period where the 'Cosmic Vector' demanded the dilution of 806 

absolute power to maintain institutional harmony. Thus, Consociationalism is a vital 807 

mechanism through which the political system naturally gravitates toward 'Cosmic Balance' 808 

during times of structural flux. 809 

 810 

Phase 7: Years 2025–2026 — Saturn in Pisces and Rahu in Aquarius (The Current June 2026 811 

Scenario) 812 

 Cosmic Vector (X7): Saturn’s transit through the initial and middle water-element degrees of 813 

Pisces (Meena) across Purvabhadrapada and Uttarabhadrapada Nakshatras, running parallel 814 

to Rahu's ongoing transit through Aquarius (Kumbha). 815 

 Political Outcome (Y1b): Severe state instability along regional checkpoints and a historic 816 

shift in global hegemony. 817 

 Psychological Mediation (I): The transit of Saturn in Pisces represents the macro-cycles of 818 

structural dissolution at the end of the zodiac belt. This combination creates acute strategic 819 

anxiety in traditional superpowers and triggers massive systemic restructuring along sub-820 

continental and neighborhood boundaries. 821 

 Theoretical Link: A.F.K. Organski’s Power Transition Theory. 822 

 Empirical Realization (Current 2026 Status): The ongoing transit (X7) is actively dismantling 823 

unilateral Western dominance in favor of a fragmented, multi-polar world order. Western 824 

nations are currently stuck in internal political and economic crises, while a new multi-polar 825 

Cold War has begun. The absolute proof lies closer to home—the extreme political 826 

instability, rapid regime changes, and constitutional crises in India’s immediate neighborhood 827 

(specifically Bangladesh and Myanmar), proving that the international world order is 828 

undergoing a massive structural restructuring. 829 

Theoretical Synthesis: From Organski’s Power Transition Theory to CSET Framework 830 

 The Foundation: A.F.K. Organski’s Power Transition Theory posits that international conflict is 831 

most likely to occur when a rising power challenges a declining hegemon, resulting in a 832 

systemic redistribution of influence. While Organski effectively maps the structural shift of 833 

power, he leaves the "timing" and "inevitability" of these transitions to historical chance, 834 

failing to account for the cosmic forces that dictate the rise and fall of civilizations. 835 

 The Bridge (Macro Cosmic Causation): Our CSET model transcends this by identifying that 836 

power transitions are not merely socio-economic outcomes, but are governed by the Cosmic 837 

Vector (X). The sequence is defined as: Trigger (X) weakens the ideological and economic grip 838 

of the established hegemon ->Mediation (I) manifests as global political fragmentation -839 

>Manifestation (Y) forces a structural restructuring toward a multi-polar order. 840 
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 Synthesis with CSET: By integrating Organski into CSET, we identify the current global status 841 

(2026) as a mandatory Cosmic Rebalancing. The internal crises within Western nations and 842 

the emergence of a new multi-polar Cold War are not random events; they are systemic 843 

political outcomes (Y) of an ongoing cosmic transit (X7). Furthermore, the acute instability in 844 

India’s immediate neighborhood—specifically the regime changes and constitutional crises in 845 

Bangladesh and Myanmar—serves as the empirical bedrock for this theory. These are not 846 

merely regional incidents; they are local ruptures signaling a global structural shift. Thus, 847 

CSET proves that the world is not merely changing by political design, but is being "re-848 

calibrated" to a new cosmic equilibrium point. 849 

 850 

 851 

Keypoints of Decade Data Analysis (2016–2026) 852 

 853 

Phase & 
Timeline 

Cosmic 
Vector (X) 

Psychological 
Mediation (I) 

Political 
Outcome (Y) 

Theoretical Link Empirical 
Realization 

Phase 1 
(2016-2017) 

Retrograde 
transit of 
Rahu through 
Magha 
Nakshatra 
(Leo). 

Disruption of 
solar 
authority; 
causes public 
distrust and 
anti-elite 
anger. 

Y1a (Structural 
Governance): 
Drop in 
Electoral 
Centralization 
Index. 

Max Weber: 
Charismatic 
Authority 

Donald 
Trump's 
victory in US 
and UK Brexit 
Referendum. 

Phase 2 
(2017-2019) 

Conjunction 
of Saturn and 
Ketu in 1st 
quarter of 
Moola 
Nakshatra. 

Cosmic 
compression 
by Nirritti; 
elite shift to 
defensive 
national self-
interest. 

Y2b 
(Geopolitical 
Conflict): High 
spike in 
Geopolitical 
Polarization 
Index. 

John 
Mearsheimer: 
Offensive Realism 

Outbreak of 
US-China 
Trade War; US 
withdrawal 
from Paris 
Climate Deal. 

Phase 3 
(2019-2021) 

Six-planet 
alignment in 
4th quarter of 
Moola 
(Maha-Pat 
Anomaly). 

Planetary 
clusters trigger 
biological 
shocks and 
collective 
existential 
panic. 

Y3b 
(Biopolitics): 
Global 
activation of 
Biopolitical 
Control 
Mandates. 

Michel Foucault: 
Biopolitics / 
Agamben: State 
of Exception 

Outbreak of 
COVID-19 
pandemic; 
global 
enforcement 
of state 
lockdowns. 

Phase 4 
(2021-2022) 

Slow transit 
of Saturn 
through 3rd 
quarter of 
Shravana 
Nakshatra. 

Saturn in 
Capricorn 
builds class 
consciousness 
and resilience 
among 
masses. 

Y1b 
(Structural 
Governance): 
Temporary 
decline in 
State 
Legitimacy 
Index. 

Antonio Gramsci: 
Counter-
Hegemonic 
Resistance 

Historic 
Farmers' 
Movement in 
India; Capitol 
Hill incidents 
in 
Washington. 

Phase 5 
(2022-2024) 

Rahu in 
Krittika 

Fire-element 
solar 

Y2a & Y2c 
(Geopolitical 

Robert Jervis: 
Security Dilemma 

Outbreak of 
Russia-
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(Aries) and 
Ketu 
alignment in 
Visakha 
(Libra). 

disruption 
causes 
security fear 
and tactical 
aggression. 

Conflict): 
Territorial and 
Maritime 
friction. 

Ukraine War 
(2022) and 
Israel-Hamas 
Conflict 
(2023). 

Phase 6 
(2024-2025) 

Ketu's transit 
through solar 
edge of 
Uttara 
Phalguni in 
Virgo. 

Pressure on 
10th house; 
voter psyche 
shifts toward 
checks-and-
balances. 

Y1a (Structural 
Governance): 
Systemic shift 
toward 
coalition 
politics. 

Arend Lijphart: 
Consociationalism 
/ Coalition Politics 

Formation of 
NDA Coalition 
(2024) in 
India; hung 
parliaments in 
UK and 
France. 

Phase 7 
(2025-2026) 

Saturn and 
Rahu 
conjunction 
in final 
degrees of 
Revati 
(Pisces). 

Zodiac end 
triggers 
structural 
dissolution 
and strategic 
anxiety in 
superpowers. 

Y1b 
(Structural 
Governance): 
State 
instability 
along regional 
checkpoints. 

A.F.K. Organski: 
Power Transition 
Theory 

Dismantling 
of unilateral 
Western 
dominance; 
coup/regime 
crises in 
Bangladesh 
and Myanmar. 

 854 

8.3 Methodological Justification: The Inductive Analytical Framework 855 

To rescue the intersection of political science and traditional astronomy from the pitfalls of 856 

speculative or deductive bias, this study rigorously employs an Inductive Research Method. The 857 

methodological architecture operates on a data-driven path, moving systematically from specific, 858 

empirical historical observations to the formulation of a generalized, falsifiable political theory. By 859 

constructing an unbroken ten-year timeline of global politics spanning from 2016 to 2026, the 860 

research treats planetary longitudes, solar transits, and nakshatra phases as independent, fixed 861 

cosmic variables (X). The primary strength of this inductive framework lies in its refusal to impose 862 

predefined outcomes; instead, it observes repeated structural correlations across time. By gathering 863 

specific global inflection points—such as the collapse of multilateral trade treaties, sudden outbreaks 864 

of regional border wars, and institutional shifts toward coalition politics—the study builds a 865 

comprehensive empirical matrix that isolates these occurrences not as isolated accidents, but as 866 

systemic effects of macrocosmic cycles. 867 

Furthermore, this inductive methodology is reinforced by a clear, causal logic that introduces 868 

intervening variables (I) to explain the transmission mechanism between the sky and the ground. The 869 

research structurally argues that cosmic energy vectors do not generate kinetic political events 870 

directly; rather, they alter elite cognitive psychology and collective mass behavior, which 871 

subsequently produce measurable dependent variables (Y). By mapping distinct historical periods 872 

against specific nakshatra transits—such as Rahu in Magha or Saturn and Ketu in Moola—the study 873 

demonstrates a high degree of mathematical replication. When identical cosmic configurations 874 

repeatedly correspond with specific behavioral and institutional shifts across different continents, 875 

the inductive threshold is satisfied. Consequently, this method transforms traditional Indian 876 

knowledge from an interpretive art into an empirical science, providing contemporary statecraft with 877 

a rigorous, verifiable, and predictive analytical tool for global risk assessment. 878 
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8.4 Limitations of the Study and Epistemological Caveats 879 

While this research successfully establishes a verifiable, inductive matrix connecting macrocosmic 880 

cycles with geopolitical events, it is epistemologically imperative to articulate the structural 881 

boundaries and limitations of this framework. First, this study does not propose a model of absolute 882 

cosmic determinism, nor does it seek to reduce human history to mechanical predestination. The 883 

universal energy vectors quantified as independent variables (X) generate systemic tendencies, 884 

structural pressures, and psychological predispositions within the global biosphere; however, they do 885 

not entirely erase human agency. The factor of human "Free Will" and the localized, rational 886 

calculations of tactical state actors remain highly critical. In exceptional historical circumstances, 887 

highly evolved leadership and extraordinary institutional resilience can mitigate or creatively re-888 

channel these intense cosmic pressures, meaning that while the structural alignment remains highly 889 

predictable, the precise chronological hour of a political breakout may occasionally exhibit slight 890 

variance. 891 

Secondly, a significant analytical challenge arises from the inherent complexity of regional state 892 

charts and computational variations. Modern political borders are historically volatile and legally 893 

constructed, which occasionally creates a data-alignment gap when synchronizing contemporary 894 

geopolitical entities with ancient, coordinates-based astrological systems derived from the Surya 895 

Siddhanta. Furthermore, because this interdisciplinary method operates within an exploratory stage, 896 

accessing standardized, uncorrupted global databases that measure "Collective Mass Psyche" (I) 897 

remains structurally difficult. Consequently, this research presents its findings not as a rigid, 898 

unalterable dogma, but as a progressive, probabilistic analytical framework that requires ongoing 899 

empirical refinement, continuous validation across diverse historical data sets, and a collaborative 900 

efforts between traditional scholars and contemporary political scientists. 901 

Section 9: Discussion, Conclusion & Future Recommendations 902 

9.1 Synthesis of Cosmological and Human Frameworks 903 

This research paper has examined 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' by looking at both its cosmic and human 904 

dimensions. When we bring these two frameworks together, we see that politics is not just a result 905 

of human choices or economic factors. Instead, it is a complex system where human actions are 906 

deeply connected to the natural cycles of the universe. 907 

The mathematical laws described in ancient texts like the Surya Siddhanta show that cosmic energies 908 

change in regular, repeating patterns. At the same time, the human framework explains how these 909 

changes influence the mindset of leaders and the collective mood of society. By combining the 910 

mathematical data of astronomy with the qualitative data of political history, this study provides a 911 

more complete way to understand the true drivers of global political change. 912 

9.2 Key Findings of the Research 913 

The primary findings of this inductive research are summarized as follows: 914 

 First: Modern Western political models have clear limitations because they treat human 915 

society as an isolated system, which explains why they often fail to predict sudden global 916 

crises. 917 
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 Second: Classical Indian concepts, such as those found in Varahamihira's Brihat Samhita, 918 

show a verifiable link between macro-cosmic cycles and micro-level political shifts, such as 919 

regime changes and major social transitions. 920 

 Third: By using the Inductive Research Method, we can see that periods of exceptional peace 921 

and good governance—like the historical model of Ram Rajya—occurred when state 922 

leadership was in complete alignment with cosmic and natural laws. 923 

These findings show that traditional Indian knowledge is highly logical, systematic, and grounded in 924 

long-term observations. 925 

9.3 Policy Recommendations for Sustainable Global Governance 926 

Based on the insights of Political Astrology, modern global governance can benefit from shifting 927 

toward a more holistic approach to management. Today's policy-makers should look beyond short-928 

term economic data when planning for the future. 929 

We recommend integrating traditional temporal sciences into modern strategic planning and risk 930 

management frameworks. By understanding long-term cosmic and natural cycles, international 931 

organizations and national governments can better anticipate periods of collective stress, economic 932 

instability, or geopolitical tension. This proactive approach allows leaders to implement preventive 933 

policies, allocate welfare resources early, and maintain global peace more effectively. 934 

9.4 Directions for Future Academic Research in Rajniik Jyotish Shastra (Political Astrology/ Cosmo-935 

Political Realism) 936 

As a pioneering study, this paper opens up new paths for future research in the social sciences. 937 

'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' should be studied further as an independent, interdisciplinary academic 938 

subject. 939 

Future scholars can expand this research by conducting deeper quantitative studies that map 940 

modern political events against precise astronomical data using advanced statistical tools. There is 941 

also a great opportunity to explore how different traditional knowledge systems around the world 942 

viewed the relationship between the universe and statecraft. Bringing these ideas into university 943 

curricula will enrich political theory and give students a wider perspective on history and 944 

governance. 945 

 946 

9.5 Concluding Remarks 947 

In conclusion, 'Rajnitik Jyotish Shastra' serves as a crucial bridge between ancient Indian wisdom and 948 

modern political science. It challenges the purely materialistic view of modern politics and introduces 949 

a sophisticated, time-tested model that views humanity as part of a larger universal order. Ultimately, 950 

by recognizing the cosmic rhythms that shape our history, modern statecraft can move closer to the 951 

ideal of harmony, stability, and genuine public welfare. 952 

 953 
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