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Abstract : More than sixty five years of Pakistan's political history unveils 

a long draw out battle between military hegemony democracy. There is 

imbalanced and uneasy relationship between state structures and civil 

institutions which is establishing an unaccountable polity and un-equitable 

socio-economic order. 

 

Introduction : Authority is anchored on bureaucratises and military axis 

with the co-opted elite from the landed aristocracy. At from present Pakistan polity reprints an 

ideological conflict being triumvirate forces of state led Muslim nationalism regional particularism 

and than pluralism. 

The conflict among sectarianism and ethnically exemplifies the fragile state of Pakistani political 

process and their dependency upon the army. 

As a result of this Pakistan has completely changed in to a turbulent state. Besides, this frequent 

onslaught of military rule, rising of religious fundamentalism, terrorism, violent sectarianism, 

Sihadism and collapsing economy have created instability in Pakistan but also whole South Asian 

region. 

So what should be done to come out from such critical situation of Pakistan. 

A viable political system must be searched for Pakistan. 

A fair and balanced relationship between state and the civil society. 

Democracy and development correlation mechanism should be developed. 

An overview of Pakistan's political history suggests that state construction has consolidation of 

Pakistan has been a conflicting course with the social dynamic underlying the political processes. Like 

other post-colonial states, where the unloading political processes has been hampered, Pakistan, too 

has relied on its civil service the frame of Raj-and ultimately, on the army to maintain the continuities 

of government. 

Ironically both transitions, i.e., in 1971 and 1988, from military-hegemonic to civilian rule were 

burdened with divisiveness, rather than consensus. Transitions that once the context of social and 

political cleavages and divisiveness where bound to be fight violence prone and inherently unstable. 

Thus, Pakistan embarked on a 

path of  democracy, which was 

conflict ridden, divided and 

tentative.
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The development of the 

Pakistani state suggests that a 

well-interned military 

bureaucratic establishment, the 

bedrock of Pakistani state 

structure, constitutes this based 

edifice. These monopolist 

power elites have too often 

opposed measures and as 


