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Introduction 

Civil-military relations is well-defined as a “web of relations between the military and 

society within which it operates, and of which it is necessarily part. The word „civil‟ refers to the 

part of civilian establishment in civil-military relations, apart from that the establishment 

executes their authority in specific national interests. The word „military‟ accredits to the 

organization of military that fulfills a particular role in state configuration, the assuring of state 

defense.  

Civil- military relations is not a distinct academic area of the study but lures the diverse 

arenas of the political science, history, international relations, psychology, economics, sociology 

and anthropology etc. Scholars have attempted to study the systematic dimensions of these 

relationships to identify challenges at large. They investigated certain cases to comprehend the 

changing aspects or set the cases for the comparative analysis to understand non-normative 

attitude of certain militaries intervention in the politics indirectly or directly. The conceptual 

framework, in this article, comprises the route of democratization, exercise of the civilian control 

over military in democratic framework; whereas theoretical perspective explains the conceptual 

framework focuses on relationship of democratization and the politics for managing the „Civil- 

Military Relations‟ and „Democratic Consolidation‟ in new democracies. 

Civil-Military Relations: Conceptual Framework  

  A country‟s political system exists in and reacts to the external and internal changings 

and is formed by them. Clausewitz envisioned “Civil-Military Relations” as a rapport between 

the people, state and the military.
11

There are two sides involved in this relationship. One is the 

military, which holds the monopoly over the apparatus of coercive state power and comprises a 

change of administrations and facilities allocated to state defense: the army, navy and air force. 

The other is the civilian government, which in a democratic system includes certain elements of 

the state apparatus including the legislative, executive and judiciary.
2 

The most significant dynamic in “civil-military relations” is the power equilibrium 

concerning military and the civilian government. While the military must possess a coercive 

                                                           
1
 Clausewitz, C. V. “On War, trans. James”, John Graham, Routledge, New York, 2005, 281. 
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power to protect the country and must be strong enough to prevail in war, at the same time, it 

must not use this power to impose its will on the community from which it emerges.
3
 

Conceptually, the discussion of civil-military relations revolves around four major 

questions. First relates to the process of democratization and political construction. Second, what 

inspires a military intervention and coup and its relationship with the institutional interests of the 

military and third, how civilian control over military can be optimized and fourth, how could be 

assessed the democratic consolidation in new democracies. 

“Civil-Military Relations” maneuver within the political development of a country. 

Distinction of elected political leaders and military subservience towards them considered 

essential in a democratic system. Though, strengthening of the democracy mostly remains in 

purview of the civilian leaders. Studies for the democratization identify three foremost 

approaches
4
 i.e. „modernization‟, „transition‟ and „structuralism‟ that provides insight to this 

study as it examines process of the democratization and construction of the civil-military 

relations in new democracies. In a democratic setting, civilian control over military is employed 

by the application of different approaches. Huntington identified the „separation approach‟, in his 

opinion, separation of military from the civilians can assist in constructing „civilian control‟ over 

military while ensuring the best professional growth.
5
 Instead, Janowitz contends for an 

assimilated approach.
6 

He observes protection of the democracy as a mutual responsibility and 

assimilation of civilians and the military for better civilian control. One more important question 

in the „civil-military relations‟ is what motivates the military to mediate in the politics and 

takeoff a coup.  

Respond to this question, researchers in Janowitzian sense categorize three major 

perspectives, specifically the pull factors i.e. societal factors that pull military towards the 

politics. The „push factors‟ i.e. indigenous factors within the military‟s institutional structure, 

forces the military to mediate in the politics and third factor is the foreign influence to be precise 

on society and military. Now this „conceptual framework‟ and the „theoretical perspective‟ are 

tabulated below. 

                                                           
3
 Peter D. Feaver, “Civil-military relations", Annual Review of Political Science 2, no. 1, 1999,  211-241. 

4
 David S. Potter et al., eds., Democratization, Cambridge: Polity Press, 1997, 10. 

5
 Samuel P Huntington, The soldier and the state, Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1997, 560. 

6
 Morris Janowitz, Military institutions and coercion in the developing nations: The military in the 

political development of new nations, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988, 226. 
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Table 1: Conceptual Framework and Theoretical Perspective 

(Complied by Author) 

The preceding framework and perspective is engaged in this study to examine the „civil- 

military relations‟ in new democracies. New democracies are those „democratic regimes‟ that 

have appeared since 1970s, of which the first arose within the "revolution of the carnations" in 

Portugal in 1974. A historical wave began that had its most topical manifestation in political 

changes in the Eastern Europe in 1989 and Soviet Union in 1991.
7 

The label fits for the political 

regimes for example the current one in Brazil, Spain, or Poland; in common, they have demise of 

the previous autocracies, headed to the retrieval of democracy which was never certainly 

consolidated in their historic past. On the words of Samuel Valenzuela new democracies are 

                                                           
7
 Philippe C. Schmitter, and Terry Lynn Karl, “What democracy is... and is not”, Journal of democracy 2, 

no. 3,  75-88. 
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“cases of democratic transition out of authoritarian rule in the absence of a past consolidated 

democracy".
8
 

Democratization and Political Construction 

Linz and Stepan concisely define democratization as follows “Democratization requires 

open contestation over the right to win control of the government, and this in turn requires free 

competitive elections, the results of which determine who governs”.
9
 Democratization define 

simply by potter as “political changes moving in a democratic direction”, it involves a 

“transition” to more democratic regime relatively from undemocratic one and a course of 

consolidation on the road to a “consolidated democracy”.
10

 

The process of democratization pursued thereafter talk about the political changes 

rousing in a democratic way. Scholars classify three foremost approaches to observe the process 

of democratization i.e. „modernization‟, „transitional‟ and „structural‟. It is usually acknowledged 

that democracy is wired by following anyone or a blend of these approaches. Operating in a 

functionalist concept, „modernization approach‟ focuses on the socio-economic progress as the 

crucial instrument for supporting democracy.  

The „structural approach‟ focuses on the impact of state and social structures on the 

procedure of democratization. The „transitional approach‟ locates the feat or else of the 

procedure of democratization in the behavior of political leader: what they ensure, how, when 

and where. It makes a distinction between stages of the „transition‟ and „consolidation‟. In 

nutshell, the „transition approach‟ looks the political leader as a primary agency for impeding or 

promoting the democratic procedure. All these approaches are not communally exclusive but 

intersect and overlap as state and the society develop. Yet emphasis of the each approach is 

different. These three approaches in addition to their foremost themes are tabulated below. 

                                                           
8
 J. Samuel Valenzuel, Democratic consolidation in post-transitional settings: notion, process, and 

facilitating conditions, University of Notre Dame: Helen Kellogg Institute for International 

Studies, 1990. 

9
 Juan J. Linz, and Alfred Stepan, Problems of democratic transition and consolidation: Southern Europe, 

South America, and post-communist Europe, JHU Press,London, 1996, 434. 

10
 Potter et al., Civil Military Relations, 10. 
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Table 2: Approaches to the Democratization 

(Complied by Author) 

The „Transition approach‟ is theoretical & analytical concept which combines the effect 

of the historical process and role of the human beings for promoting liberal democracy.
11 

The 

former emphases on efforts to answer the query, in respect of how democracy is fabricated in 

first place; contrasted with what endures democracy (modernists approach). It perceives political 

elite as a „primary agency‟ and their preferences and initiatives as the principal resources for 

crafting and consolidating the democracy.  

  It covers two opportunities i.e. rapid and gradual.
12

 The course of transition begins when 

an incumbent government due to certain mishap decides to ease the despotism and liberalize 

polity. The second phase of the transition is clear by transfer of the power from provisional to a 

democratically voted government. Meanwhile the „modernist approach‟ explores the conditions 

which only support democracy and not processes which creates the democracy.  The structural 

approach examines the long term effect of the societal and state structures on processes of the 

democratization. So the research determines that „transition approach‟ is most appropriate to 

study the procedure of democratization in new democracies. Whereas doing so, it keeps 

cognizance of the reasoning aspects argued by further two methods and their interaction with 

                                                           
11

 Potter et al., Civil Military Relations, 11. 
12

 J. Higley, “Elite Theory in Political Sociology” XX IPS World Congress of Political Science, Fukuoka: 

International Political Science Association, 2006. 
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elements of the transition approach. Thus, the motives for choosing the transition approach as a 

primary analytical base to study and explain the process of the democratization in new 

democracies are evident. This progression and politics nearby the procedure stands out as an 

„independent variable‟ to which the „dependent variable‟ of military retorts. Remarkably, after 

military invasion the dependency of variables inverses as military led rule appears as an 

„independent variable‟ to which a political leader responds in different methods. At a definite 

point in the period of military regulation, the procedure of return to the democracy initiates. The 

transition process, clarified above, will be active to study the progression of reoccurrence to or 

else to the democracy in new democracies. 

Civilian Control of Military 

The terms „civilian control‟ and „democratic control‟ over military are currently used 

interchangeably. Though, this concept has not been adequately defined.
13 

The “field still lacks a 

universally accepted definition of civilian control”.
14 

Several theories have been articulated to optimize the civilian control. Structural theory 

of the civilian control postulates the threat (internal and external) as an independent variable 

upon which dependent variable of the civilian control hang on. Different situations of „external 

and internal threats‟ and correspondingly‟ civilian control‟ is highlighted in following table. 
 

     Table 3: Desch’s Model of Civilian Control Matrix 

(Complied by Author) 

This configuration operates through mechanisms of the socialization, competition and 

emulation. While Desch model is not suitable for Pakistan but they define that if external threat 

                                                           
13

 
 
Huntington, The soldier and the state, 560. 

14
 Aurel Croissant, David Kuehn, Paul Chambers, and Siegfried O. Wolf, “Beyond the fallacy of coup-

ism: Conceptualizing civilian control of the military in emerging 

democracies”, Democratization 17, no. 5 (2010): 950-975. 

 



Civil Military Relations Nisa, Mustafa and Ali 

208 
 

is „high‟ and internal threat is „low‟ then civilian control is good.
15 

In Pakistan, this has been a 

case till off dawn, yet obstinately the relationships were not strong and military coups befell 

despite the resemblance.  

Some good examples of “civilian-controlled militaries” are the British, American and 

Russian. Generally these militaries obey civilian governance and tend to stay away from the 

internal politics. Chinese and Russian CMR cannot be the idyllic examples in contrast with 

elected democratic political leadership. States with one party rule have diverse culture and modi 

operandi. Chinese PLA has a robust role in some sensitive strategic diplomatic concerns for 

instance Taiwan and the South and East China Seas; hence their militaries may not be entitled 

praetorian militaries that have a tendency to supersede or restrict the maneuver of civilian 

government institutes. Arguably, this is partially true in case of the Pakistan and Bangladesh.
16 

On one hand, a balance between „political democratic control‟ of foreign and the defense 

policies and gratitude of military proficiency desired to implement such policies while on the 

other hand it is often problematic. In new democracies, civilian control over military generally 

depends upon five important indications of civil-military relations. 

Figure 1: Five Important Indications of Civil-Military Relations 

 

(Complied by Author) 

                                                           
15

 Michael C Desch, Civilian control of the military: The changing security environment (JHU Press, 

2008):184. 

16
 Mohd Karim, “Civil-Military Relations in Democratic South Asia: A Comparative Framework”, The 

Korean Journal of Defense Analysis 28, no. 2 (2016): 277-297. 
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First and most significant requirement of democratic civil-military relations is undeniable 

supremacy of democratically elected civilians in state politics and in both legal & constitutional 

framework that denotes clear lines of liability between the government and military and limits 

the function of the military to external threats.
17

In democratic civil military relations regime, 

military is submissive to democratically designated civilians even also in its professional arena. 

Democratic administration of the security area does not only involves the implementation of 

administrative decisions by military, even while it believes those adjustments are wrong, but also 

a trained civilian group that is knowledgeable regarding military affairs.  

Civilian control not only needs the subordination of military to executive but also its 

inability to legislative oversight. In its real sense, democratic control of military needs that all 

adjustments regarding the security and defense of the state are appropriated by democratic 

leadership and dissect by the parliament so as to confirm public support and legitimacy. 

 In “liberal democracies”, military is also accountable to „civilian justice system‟ and 

preferably, there are no military courts in Denmark, Sweden, Finland, Austria, Germany and 

Norway. If these courts exist, they almost have no legal jurisdiction except in internal violation 

of military discipline.
18

 Special legal privileges are not granted to the military by act or by real 

practice.  “Public control” of the military accredits to the well-established political culture that 

guarantees the subordination of military to civilians authority.
19 

Measured beside these five 

scales, democracies are categorized by significant changes in the association between the 

military, executive,  legislature, government and society. These unstable patterns of civil-military 

relations entail noteworthy differences in the policy of game for state politics. Founded on the 

scale to which above mentioned patterns are contented, this study suggests a typology that 

codifies „Civil-Military Relations Regimes (CMRR)‟ into five annexes in new democracies.
20

So, 

                                                           
17

 Hans Born, and Cecilia Lazzarini, “Civilian command authority over the armed forces in their national 

and international operations: A preliminary Study”, Geneva Centre for the Democratic Control of 

the Armed Forces (DCAF) 3, (2006): 20. 

18
 John Samuel Fitch, “Military attitudes toward democracy in Latin America: How do we know if 

anything has changed?”, in Civil-military relations in Latin America—new analytical 

perspectives, ed. D. Pion-Berlin (Chapel Hill & London: The University of North Carolina Press, 

2001), 59-87. 

19
 Born, et al., eds., Renaissance of democratic control of armed forces in contemporary societies (Nomos 

Verlagsgesellschaft, 2004), 168. 

20
 Morris Janowitz, Military institutions and coercion in the developing nations: The military in the 

political development of new nations, University of Chicago Press, 1988,, 226. 
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the study proposes the subsequent typology with a „liberal democratic‟ model on the one side of 

continuum and „military-controlled‟ models on another side. 

 

Typology of Civil-Military Relations Regimes (CMRR) 

 

Due to the increasing interest of scholarly world in understanding the various levels and 

types of civil-military relations in all states, many authors have come about with definite 

typologies.  Several factors, linked together the varying domestic and international situations, 

have been engaged. Despite of some flaws arising from the effort of political experts to make a 

worldwide theory regarding the role of the military in all states, these types tend to supplement 

each other and ultimately offer better interpretation of civil-military relations in general.  

 

Figure 2: Typology of Civil-Military Relations Regimes (CMRR) 

(Complied by Author) 

Briefly, in a „liberal democratic control regime‟ military leaders are politically 

submissive to the constitutionally elected civilian authorities; they comply with the directives 

made by the legitimate civilian authorities, and practically see democracy as the „only game in 

town‟. 

„Defective democratic control‟ accredits to those regimes wherein the risk of „praetorian 

military intervention‟ in politics is low. In this model, constitutionally elected authorities are the 

best decision-makers in extra military areas but “civilian control” of the following four areas 

such as professional, public, legislative or judicial for diverse reasons, is not solid.
21 

In 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
 
21 Tuba Eldem, “Democratic Control and Military Effectiveness of the Turkish Armed Forces”, 

Reforming Civil Military Relations in New Democracies, Switzerland: Springer, 2018, 171. 
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conditional subordination regimes, under particular circumstances military refrain from explicit 

intrusion in political matters, though military commanders openly deliberates about the state 

security issues. The main issue in regimes with “conditional military subordination” is not a 

craving by military to intrude in domestic politics; rather the general socio-economic and 

political instability, intense political cleavages and disputed political institutions will create 

circumstances that might pull the military into domestic politics. 

In protected regimes, military participates in the domestic politics by equally direct and 

indirect methods and exercise oversight over constitutionally elected civilian authorities. 

Moreover, in several post-transition states of the region there is military‟s involvement in politics 

such as members of cabinet, internal security and the topmost intelligence agencies.

 Military controlled regimes are characterized by de-facto political subservience of 

ostensibly civilian authorities towards actual military control.
22

 Regardless of prevalence of 

civilians in situations of formal power; generally, civilian leaders are mostly figureheads, laying 

at the mercy of the military commanders.
23

 Panama, Haiti, Pakistan, Egypt, Turkey and Syria are 

all military dominated countries, however not military autocracies such as in Burma, North 

Korea or Fiji. However, some studies also exhibit that in several newly democratized states of 

„Latin America, sub-Saharan Africa and Pacific Asia‟ degree of the institutionalized civilian 

authority on military matters is low and military relishes considerable „political prerogatives‟ and 

an inordinate deal of the institutional autonomy.
24

 

 

 Civil Military Relations in the Context of Democratic Consolidation 

A country may be labeled "democratic" as soon as it emerges from authoritarian rule.
25 

However, it will continue with less specific characteristics associated with the consolidation of 

                                                           
22

 Alfred C. Stepan, Constantin Năstăsescu, and F. Van Oystaeyen, Rethinking military politics: Brazil 

and the Southern Cone, Princeton University Press, New Jersey, 1988, 93. 

23
 John Samuel Fitch, The armed forces and democracy in Latin America , JHU Press, London, 1998, 

134. 

24
 Suzanne C. Nielsen, “Civil-military relations theory and military effectiveness”, Public Administration 

and Management 10, no. 2 (2005): 61-84.  

25
 Eldem, “Democratic Control and Military Effectiveness”, 171. 
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democracy for some time. Democratic consolidation, while entailing the institutionalization of a 

new set of political rules, also involves the 'extrication' of the old system and the elimination of 

'authoritarian enclaves' inherited from the authoritarian regime.
26

Among the indicators of 

democratic consolidation, civil-military relations occupy a significant place.
27 

Consistent with the “civil-military relations” criterion, "democracy cannot be 

consolidated until the military becomes firmly subordinated to civilian authorities and soundly 

committed to the democratic constitutional order”.
28 

Consequently, in an elected structure, the 

suitable balance of power between army and citizens can only be recognized by the 

subordination of military towards the civilian authority.
29

 

The standard meaning of a collective democratic government is explained by the Linz 

and Stepan(1996), for example, behaviorally, a democracy in an area is consolidated, when no 

significant national, political, social, institutional, or financial actors spend huge assets 

attempting to achieve their goals through making a pullout from the state. Attitudinally, 

democracy is consolidated, when a strong public opinion even during the severe financial crises 

and more disappointment with the officials, make sure that the democratic institutions and 

procedures are the proper way to manage the collective life. Constitutionally, democracy is 

consolidated, when governmental and non-governmental powers equally pay attention towards 

the purpose of conflict inside the bounds of public laws, procedures and institutions authorized 

by the new democratic course.
30

 

 

 

                                                           
26

 Cottey, Andrew, Timothy Edmunds, and Anthony Forster, “The second generation problematic: 

Rethinking democracy and civil-military relations”, Armed Forces & Society 29, no. 1 (2002): 

31-56.
 

27
 Eldem, “Democratic Control and Military Effectiveness”, 171. 

28
 Schmitter, “What democracy is... and is not”, 75-88. 

29
 Aurel Croissant, David Kühn, Paul W. Chambers, and Siegfried O. Wolf, “Conceptualising civil-

military relations in emerging democracies”, European Political Science 10, no. 2 (2011): 137-

145. 

30 Linz and Stepan, Problems of democratic transition and consolidation, 434.
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Table 4: Linz & Stepan’s Model of Democratic Consolidation 

(Complied by Author) 

 

This demarcation has been so prevailing on the ongoing writings of the consolidation that 

they generally take after, revise or support the above said definition.  

Likewise, following Linz and Stepan‟s demarcation, W. Merkel sets a “multilevel consolidation  

model” involving “constitutional consolidation”, “representative consolidation” (parties and 

interest groups), “behavioral consolidation”, and “the consolidation of civic culture”.
31

 So, these 

conceptualizations of the consolidation intersect each other and three foremost alliances come to 

the front: “institutional, behavioral, and attitudinal” as a dynamics of the consolidation. In the 

other lyrics, democracy befits the “only game in town”.  

To assess the level of democratization of civil military relations, several researchers 

inspect the behavior of military, some their attitudes and still some observe their institutional 

background. Though an institutional approach could serve fine for creating the way of change 

that is, rising or falling powers employed by the military whereas democratic control over 

military cannot merely denoted as the non-existence of military prerogatives.
32

 Such a tapered 

focus could simply underestimate the military influence.  

                                                           
31

 Merkel, "Embedded and defective democracies," Democratization 11, no. 5 (2004): 33-58. 

32
 Samuel E. Finer, “The Retreat to the Barracks: Notes on the Practice and the Theory of Military 

Withdrawal from the Seats of Power." Third World Quarterly 7, no. 1 (1985): 16-30. 
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Hence it is important to study military behavior and evaluate whether the military obey 

democratic measures in practice. However, the literature on „consolidation of democracies‟ is not 

an effusively statement concerning the valuation and meaning of the consolidation, maximum of 

these studies highlight the role of political institutionalization, advancement of the democratic 

political society, strong political parties to explain the procedure of consolidation. Another point 

in the debate of the democratic consolidation is also very important as far “unconsolidated 

democracies” are concerned; the slow demise of democracies. Though, no full-fledged army 

coups have been witnessed in unconsolidated democracies, something notice is the ongoing 

erosion of qualities of the democracy. Relatively, in other words, the democratic regimes get 

sanctified without classical intrusion which can be perceived in new democracies. 

Overall Scenario of Civil-Military Relations in New Democracies 

There are limited writings that concurrence with „civil-military relations‟ in new 

democracies. M. Janowitz noticed that in stable industrialized social orders militaries exist to 

support the contemporary request while in new democracies, social orders are often uneven, and 

militaries may be connected with a previous progressive development that has as recently 

expanded power. Something else, in some African nations loyalties are secure to network as 

opposed to a country state. Janowitz contests that in “Western industrialized Nations” 

deliberative organizations and formal national defense sectors are seen as basic for democratic 

cultural survival. In the new democracies, it is less required and mostly absent.
33

 

Moreover, Cottey et al. propose a refinement is required in the “civil-military relations” 

theory. There are less anchored on general relations by national limits. The globalization has 

made unavoidable transnational interconnections.
34

 In new democracies, a few issues with 

civilianization of military have been perceived. To begin with, recently designated civilians have 

limited information and involvement in security matters. Second, Political agents' positions are 

every now and again unreliable in light of the fact that they change with the change of 

government organization. 

Third, low pay of government reps., when stood out from the private part, is likewise 

hazardous. At last the absence of specialized courses of action for association of multifaceted 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
 

33
 Morris Janowitz, The professional soldier: A social and political portrait (NewYork: Free press, 2017), 

233. 

34
 Cottey, et al., “The second generation problematic”, 31-56. 
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strategy issues makes usage of the arrangements testing. As a result, most notable decision-

makers may depend on the military evading the civilian organization and officers willingly offer 

be the defender of national interest.  

Philippines and Indonesia both these states have major large amounts of extended clash 

and keeping in mind that they are over and again working towards democratic change and 

collusion. They have made phenomenal development in the years since they boarded on a 

democratic way. Vitally, they have tried to change the contention condition by depending on 

procedures, establishments and vital decisions embraced by the world class to make, examine 

and intercede the democratic space between the decision and resistance tip top; amongst 

delicate.
35

 The Philippines gives vital exercises in the rebalancing of civil-military relations amid 

the change procedure and its effect on state adjustment. A result of deliberate endeavors to meet 

this target has been the improvement of an aggregate national awareness in regard to shared 

interests in a democratic framework through comprehensive participatory procedures. The 

Marcos administration (1972– 1986) was a period described by the profound contribution of the 

military in politics. The country was destabilized on various events through 10 unsuccessful 

undertakings by the military to takeover democratically elected Presidents Corazon Aquino 

(1986– 1992) and Gloria Arroyo (2001– 2010). Both the Philippines and Indonesia offer 

practicable exercises for democratic change and union.  

Aurel Croissant, David Kuehn and Philip Lorenz's hypothetical and similar research on 

democratization and civil-military relations of Asia extends an excessive number of nations 

progressed from tyrant administrations to democracy like Bangladesh, Indonesia, Philippine, 

Pakistan, South Korea, Taiwan, and Thailand.
36 

They see Asia as the best area with extraordinary assorted variety for drawing deductions 

on civil-military relations and democratization. As they feature, most nations in the area have 

some type of understanding of democratization, and in that, greater parts of the nation‟s stay 

                                                           

35
 Jun Honna,  "Civil-Military Relations in an Emerging State: A Perspective from Indonesia‟s 

Democratic Consolidation", In Emerging States at Crossroads (Singapore: Springer, 2019), 255-

270. 

36
 Aurel Croissant, David Kuehn, Philip Lorenz, and Paul Chambers, Democratization and civilian 

control in Asia, Springer, Switzerland, 2013, 170. 
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under tyrant rule. According to their examination, they sort those nations as military control 

(Burma/Myanmar), locked autocrat control under one socialist party standard (China, Laos, 

Vietnam), and multiparty tyrant administrations like Malaysia. During the procedure of progress, 

nations like South Korea and Taiwan has prompted systematization and consolidation of liberal 

democratic systems, while nations like Pakistan and Thailand has neglected to merge prompting 

breakdown of democratic system. However, they records that the said democratic changes have 

contributed sensibly to decline.
37

 Today; Thailand is living under military tutelage. Accordingly, 

democracy is on the wind down. One could even say that Thailand has sunk to the status of 

broken or imperfect democracy. 

In 1991, Bangladesh encountered a progress to popular government following too many 

years of shaky tyrant administrations including times of military rule. Three elected governments 

led the nation to the point even military mediated in 2007.
38

 Today, in an exceedingly 

participative political condition Bangladesh has come back to parliamentary democracy that is 

described by a 'semi two-party-framework'. Even though this democratic framework is steady, it 

is a long way from being merged.  

In this setting one can express that the politicization of the military was made conceivable 

and implemented by chronicled factionalism, an inheritance of the war of freedom, which 

prompted an absence of cohesiveness inside the military. As a result, the military was either 

drawn into politics by civilians or the military was hesitant to acknowledge endeavors to present 

civilian control. Subsequently, neither civilians nor military are keen on to establish the civilian 

control. Along these lines, the military will keep on playing an essential yet contradictory 

political role. Further, the new democratic condition has made those nations constrained to 

acquaint new changes with the civil-military relations adding to disarming of state, society, and 

the economy.  

Military non-intervention is an image of „failure‟ rather than „success‟ of military 

reforms, and civilian control. It is not the advancement of civilian control rehearsal or civilian 

hegemony principle that has empowered the equilibrium of civil-military relations of a country 

in the time of democratic consolidation but it is a concern of military politics, which has 

contrived to preserve conferred interests. If they are susceptible by civilian political leaders, 
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there is barely a strong motivation for military to recruit adventurism in contrast to “political 

stability and democratic consolidation”.  

Conclusion 

The substance of analysis drawn on the era of democratic changes and practices of 

democracy has exceeded any examination on other topics of new democracies. Works produced 

by either Latin American or by the critics of Latin Americans, got fame on their connections 

with democratic processes not only in the whole west but also beyond the western boundaries. 

They did a land mark count in discussion regarding transitions to democracy and the exercise of 

democracy in new democracies. Though these new democracies are still undeveloped but it 

proved a good addition to the scenario of current democratic practices which are followed by 

transition periods. There, one can observe a shuffle in the trends from democratic transitions to 

the implications of democratic theory. By and large, democracy is recognized in new 

democracies as the foremost political thoughts. The consolidation of democracy is at the mercy 

of efficiency of the civilian authorities. There are three approaches of this progression i.e. 

“structural, modernization and transition”. In new democracies, the process of democratization 

can be best elucidated through the “transition approach” which evaluates the capabilities of 

political leaders. 

The conceptual and theoretical structure delineated in this article provides standpoint to civil 

military relations in democratic context of new democracies. Paying proper considerations to the 

transient effects of democracy and the aspects arrived out of democratic practices, through this 

article; it has tried to evoke a healthy debate in the field of literature and to challenge the 

contemporary writings. 


