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 Pivotal State of South Asia. Peace within Pakistan 
and with India and Afghanistan crucial.  

 Most works describe what is going on there. Few 
explain it. Social Scientists have ignored it. 

 My effort: explain Pakistan’s insecurity 
predicament and military’s continued dominance 
using ideas developed in historical sociology, IR, 
and comparative politics.  

   Emphasis on long-term than short-term issues 

 





 Influential School of Thought: war and war 
preparation major factors in the formation of 
nation-states, strength and cohesiveness. 
Charles Tilly: War made the state, and the state 
made war. 

 Multi-stage process: (a) elimination of external 
rivals, (b) suppression or pacification of internal 
enemies, and (c) extraction of sufficient 
resources through taxation, (d) Strengthening 
states made social pacts with social groups-
confer legitimacy  

 



 State-building based on integrative power. 
Developmental states (focusing internal 
development and external trade) likely 
become strong states, even when facing big 
threats. 

 Pakistani military’s approach not 
developmental state, but coercive model, 
pure national security state- given up on 
trading state approach 



 66 years- intense focus on military 
preparedness. 

 4 wars: 1947-48; 1965; 1971; 1999 

 Military rule over half of existence 

 Democratic interludes- hybrid systems 



 Peculiar geostrategic circumstances and 
traditional national security state 
ideas/strategies 

 Reason why Military's hegemony continues 
and unlikely to change anytime soon 



 Simultaneously blessed and cursed with geostrategic 
importance for great powers- location and 
willingness to participate in great power competition  

 Similar to Resource curse” and “foreign-aid curse”  

 A vital geostrategic position offers rents. Knowing 
extremely valuable for powerful allies, elite does not 
make long-term investments in institution building, 
land reforms or economic development. Military key 
to this phenomenon. 

 External donors rescue whenever it faces economic 
crises.  

 Two most powerful examples: Pakistan and Egypt.   



 Adverse effect on democratic development 

 Encourages authoritarianism 

 Hinders development of strong middle class 

 Undermines stability 

 Takes away pressure to reform and create 
strong institutions 

 Encourages patron-client relationships 

 No long-term investment in productive 
sectors- allies will bail you out. 

 



 One of the world’s least tax-collecting states  

 Aid plus Foreign Remittances 

 Between 1960 and 2012 received over $73.1 
bn (2001 prices) from bilateral and 
multilateral sources. Key part of national 
state resources 

 Low Focus on Trade 

 Tendency to continue the same path 

 Military Inc. Not a development-oriented 
military. Links with Landed aristocracy 



 Ideas:  “Shared beliefs,”  

 --provide “principled or causal road maps, 
affecting strategies”  

 --“embedded in institutions” 

 -- “shape agendas “and outcomes”  

 --“blinders on people, reducing the number 
of alternatives…” (Goldstein & Keohane) 

 



 National Security/Hobbesian World view. 

 Somewhat similar to Wilhelmine Germany 

 Strong national security state. Predatory enemies. 

 Deep-rooted social or economic reforms, 
including land reforms and universal literacy, are 
“too risky” (Cohen) 

 State’s tight control over the media and academia 
ensured”(Cohen)  

 Some ideas are drawn from British colonial era 
(e.g. Vassals; Strategic Depth). Some Islamist 
ideas of warfare and strategy 

 

 



 Conflict with India- Natural 

 Size Differential Big  

 Can bridge through strategy, alliances and 
weapon systems 

 Truncated asymmetry 





 A concept rooted in South Asia’s history 

 Encompasses Civilizational parity- deriving 
from Mughal rule; successor state notion and 
Jinnah’s search for Hindu-Muslim parity 

 Status Competition. Search for Status equality 

 Military’s key goal. Unlikely to  achieve; 
unlikely to give up 







 Difficulties in Bridging capabilities and Status 

 Disenchantment 

 Military-first policies- worst case 
assumptions 

 Military’s dominant societal role 

 Unending Rivalry 

 Absence of internationally oriented middle & 
business class 

 Lack of Effective External pressure 



 South Korea and Taiwan 

 Turkey 

 Indonesia 

 Egypt 

 



 The Time argument 
 Military’s Relationship with Landed gentry 
 Need for Trading State Approach; Globalize the 

right way-Military needs to become a 
development oriented institutions- may be 
lessons from Chile, Taiwan, Korea and Indonesia 

 Large-scale war-making not available 
 Help Needed- India, US, China 
 Territorial settlement that the military seek need 

not bring lower role for the Military 
 Strengthening of SAARC, SAFTA 
 Pakistan's future- South Asia’s Future 
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