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Series 1: Foundations of Civil-Military Interdependence

Part 1: Conceptual Foundations of Civil-Military Relations

1.1 Defining Civil-Military Relations
1.2 Historical Evolution of Civil-Military Interdependence
1.3 Key Theories and Perspectives

Part 2: Dimensions of Civil-Military Interdependence

2.1 Political Dimension
2.2 Social and Cultural Dimension
2.3 Economic Dimension

Part 3: Comparative Insights into Civil-Military Interdependence

3.1 Stable Civil-Military Relations
3.2 Unstable Civil-Military Relations
3.3 Lessons from Comparative Cases

Introduction

Civil-military relations form the backbone of political stability and state development.
Throughout history, societies have grappled with the delicate balance between civilian authority
and military power, often shaping the trajectory of governance, security, and social order.
Understanding how civil and military institutions interact is therefore essential for appreciating
both the foundations of modern states and the challenges of maintaining democratic control. This
Series sets the stage for such exploration by focusing on the interdependence between civil and
military spheres.

The aim of this Series is to provide you with a clear grasp of the foundational principles and
dynamics of civil-military interdependence. By the end, you will be able to analyse the
conceptual underpinnings, evaluate the dimensions of interaction, and compare different patterns
of stability and instability across contexts.

We shall commence this Series by examining the conceptual foundations of civil-military
relations, including definitions, historical evolution, and theoretical perspectives. Next, we will
move on to the dimensions of civil-military interdependence, considering political, social,
cultural, and economic aspects. Finally, we will wrap up by exploring comparative insights into
civil-military relations, highlighting cases of stability and instability and drawing lessons that
will enrich your understanding of the subject.
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Series Learning Outcomes
Upon completing this Series, you should be able to:

SLO 2.1 define the concept of civil-military relations and outline its historical evolution,
SLO 2.2 explain key theories and perspectives that underpin civil-military interdependence,

SLO 2.3 analyse the political, social, cultural, and economic dimensions of civil-military
interaction,

SLO 2.4 evaluate comparative cases of stable and unstable civil-military relations; and

SLO 2.5 identify lessons from comparative insights that inform the dynamics of civil-
military interdependence.

2.1 Foundations of Civil-Military Interdependence

2.1.1 Defining Civil-Military Relations

Civil-military relations refer to the interaction between civilian institutions (such as
governments, legislatures, and societies) and military organisations (armed forces and defence
establishments). Civilian institutions are the structures and authorities responsible for
governance and policy-making, while military organisations are specialised bodies tasked with
defence, security, and sometimes political involvement. The study of civil-military relations
helps us to understand how power is shared, contested, or balanced between these two spheres.

A strong civil-military relationship is-often seen as a cornerstone of democratic governance.
When civilian authorities effectively control the military, stability and accountability are more
likely to be maintained. Conversely, when the military dominates civilian institutions, the result
may be authoritarianism or instability.

Fill in the blank: Civil-military relations describe the interaction between institutions and
military organisations:

-
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Figure 1.1: Civil-Military Relations: A Framework for Balance J
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Diagram showing the interaction between civilian institutions and military organisations
Caption: Figure 2.1 Civil-military relations framework

2.1.2 Historical Evolution of Civil-Military Interdependence

The relationship between civil and military spheres has evolved across time and regions. In early
state formation, armies were often central to establishing authority and protecting territories.
Over centuries, the military became not only a tool of defence but also a political actor. For
example, in some societies, the military has played a decisive role in revolutions, regime
changes, or maintaining order during crises.

The modern era emphasises the principle of civilian supremacy, which means that elected
civilian leaders hold ultimate authority over the military. This principle emerged strongly after

-
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experiences of military dominance in various historical contexts, where unchecked military
power led to instability or repression.

Fill in the blank: The principle of supremacy ensures that elected civilian leaders hold
authority over the military.

PLATE 1.1 THE MILITARY & STATE-BUILDING:
FOUNDATIONS OF ORDER

Image of a historical army formation representing early state-building Caption: Plate 2.1 Armies
in early state formation”

2.1.3 Key Theories and Perspectives

Several theories explain civil-military interdependence. One influential perspective is Samuel
Huntington’s theory of objective civilian control, which argues that professionalism within the
military ensures its subordination to civilian authority. Another is Morris Janowitz’s
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constabulary concept, which views the military as a stabilising force that adapts to societal
needs rather than remaining isolated.

Other perspectives highlight the role of social structures, ethnic divisions, and class conflicts in
shaping military behaviour. For instance, in societies with deep ethnic divides, the military may
reflect or reinforce those divisions, affecting its relationship with civilian institutions.

Fill in the blank: Huntington’s theory of civilian control emphasises professionalism as
the basis for military subordination.

@ Box 2.1 Selected Theories of Civil-Military Relations

Key Framewarks for Understanding State Control of the Military

1. Objective Control Theory: Civilan insttutions estabish
professional, apololical military military
under firm control.

2. Subjective Control Theory: Shared values and
beliefs integrathgrate military into civiian
society.

3. Concordance Theory: Mutual agreement among military
politcal eital elites, and society on security issues.

Governance

Overall Impact: Promoting Civilian Supremacy & Stable
image

Box 2.1 Selected theories of civil-military relations

Pilot questions 2.1

-
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Civil-military relations describe the interaction between which two spheres?

What principle ensures that elected civilian leaders hold authority over the military?

Which theorist proposed the idea of objective civilian control?

What does Janowitz’s constabulary concept emphasise about the military’s role?

How can ethnic divisions influence civil-military relations?

2.2 Dimensions of Civil-Military Interdependence

2.2.1 Political Dimension

The political dimension of civil-military interdependence refers to the way military
organisations interact with political institutions and processes. In democratic systems, the
military is expected to remain subordinate to elected civilian leaders, ensuring that political
authority is exercised by representatives of the people. However, in some contexts, the military
has intervened directly in politics, either by supporting or overthrowing governments.

This dimension highlights the importance of constitutional frameworks, legal provisions, and
political culture in shaping the balance of power. For example, strong parliamentary oversight
can limit military influence, while weak institutions may allow the military to dominate.

Fill in the blank: In democratic systems, the military is expected to remain to elected
civilian leaders.

-
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Figure 1.2: The Political Dimension of
Civil-Military Relations
Visuallizing Civiian Authority & Military Subordration
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Diagram showing civilian authority at the top with military institutions subordinate beneath
Caption: Figure 2.2 Political dimension of civil-military relations

2.2.2 Social and Cultural Dimension

The social and cultural dimension refers to how military organisations reflect and influence the
values, norms, and identities of the societies they serve. Militaries often embody national pride
and unity, but they may also mirror divisions within society, such as ethnicity, religion, or class.

For instance, in societies with diverse ethnic groups, the composition of the military can either
promote integration or reinforce exclusion. Cultural traditions also shape military behaviour,
such as codes of honour, discipline, and loyalty.

Fill in the blank: The composition of the military can either promote integration or reinforce

within society.
ol
S
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PLATE 2.1: DIVERSE MILITARY, UNITED FRONT: STRENGTH IN INCLUSTION o

Image showing diverse soldiers representing unity in society Caption: Plate 2.2 Military as a
reflection of social diversity

2.2.3 Economic Dimension

The economic dimension of civil-military interdependence concerns the resources allocated to
the military and the broader impact of military spending on society. Militaries require significant
funding for personnel, equipment, and operations. This often creates tension between defence
needs and social development priorities.

Excessive military expenditure can divert resources from education, healthcare, and
infrastructure. On the other hand, military industries may stimulate technological innovation and
provide employment. The challenge lies in balancing defence requirements with economic
sustainability.

-
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Fill in the blank: Excessive military expenditure can divert resources from , healthcare,
and infrastructure.

Figure 1.3: The Economic Dimension of Civil-Military Relations

Resource Allocation in National Budgets

Country Defense (%) Education (%) | Infrastucture (%)
3.5 4.0 15.00 235
United States 117 4.1 555 79
India 2.4 3l 2.8 5:9
Germany 1.3 4.5 112 3.8
South Africa 151 5.8 85 4.2
Global Average 2.2 4.2 73 4.7

\/ Overall Impact: Balancing Security Needs & Sociosconnic Development

Table 2.1 Comparative allocation of resources to defence and social sectors | Country A |
Defence 40% | Education 20% | Health 15% | Infrastructure 25% | | Country B | Defence 20% |
Education 30% | Health 25% | Infrastructure 25% | Caption: Table 2.1 Resource allocation
between defence and social sectors

Pilot questions 2.2
In democratic systems, what is the expected relationship between the military and civilian
leaders?

How can ethnic diversity within society influence the composition of the military?
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What are some cultural traditions that shape military behaviour?
What is one potential negative effect of excessive military expenditure?

How might military industries contribute positively to the economy?

2.3 Comparative Insights into Civil-Military Interdependence

2.3.1 Stable Civil-Military Relations

Stable civil-military relations occur when civilian institutions maintain effective control over
the military, and the armed forces operate within their professional boundaries. In such contexts,
the military focuses on defence and security while refraining from political interference. Stability
is often supported by strong democratic institutions, constitutional provisions, and a culture of
respect for civilian authority.

Examples include countries where parliamentary oversight, judicial checks, and transparent
defence policies ensure accountability. These arrangements foster trust between civilians and the
military, reducing the likelihood of coups or authoritarian tendencies.

Fill in the blank: Stable civil-military relations are characterised by effective control over
the military.

-
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Figure 1.3: Stable Civil-Military Relations
Visuallizing Civiian Control & Military Alignment
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Diagram showing civilian institutions firmly controlling military functions Caption: Figure 2.3
Stable civil-military relations framework

2.3.2 Unstable Civil-Military Relations

Unstable civil-military relations arise when the military interferes in politics or when civilian
institutions are too weak to assert authority. This instability may manifest in coups, military
regimes, or frequent political crises. In such cases, the military often assumes roles beyond
defence, such as governance or economic management, which can undermine democratic
development.

Factors contributing to instability include ethnic divisions, economic hardship, and weak
constitutional frameworks. When these conditions persist, the military may justify intervention

-
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as necessary for national stability, but the long-term effect is often political repression and
reduced civilian participation.

Fill in the blank: Unstable civil-military relations often manifest in or military regimes.

* ¥F
) .

-, -
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Plate 2.2: Military Intervention in Politics: The End of civiliian Rule

Image showing soldiers in a political setting, symbolising military intervention Caption: Plate 2.3
Military intervention in politics

2.3.3 Lessons from Comparative Cases

Comparative studies of civil-military relations provide valuable lessons. Countries with stable
arrangements demonstrate the importance of institutional strength, constitutional safeguards, and
professional military culture. Conversely, cases of instability highlight the dangers of weak
governance, economic inequality, and politicised armed forces.

-
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By examining different contexts, learners can appreciate how civil-military interdependence
varies across societies. These insights help us to evaluate the conditions that promote stability
and to identify warning signs of potential instability.

Fill in the blank: Comparative studies highlight the importance of institutional strength and
safeguards in promoting stability.

Box 2.2 Lessons from Comparative Civil-

Mi-Military Relations
Insights from Global Case Studies

1. Strong Civlian Institutions: Robust democratic frameworks
essential for effective military ouersighot.

2. Professionlized Military: An apolitcal, disciplined, and well-trained
armed force enhances stability.

3. Clear Roles & Boundaries: Explicit legal
explicit legal and constitutional defintions prevent military
overerach.

Overall Impact: Building Resilent Democracies & Preventing Conflict

e

Box 2.2 Lessons from comparative civil-military relations

Pilot questions 2.3
What characterises stable civil-military relations?

What are some common manifestations of unstable civil-military relations?
How can weak constitutional frameworks contribute to instability?

P

S
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What role does professional military culture play in promoting stability?

What lessons can be drawn from comparative studies of civil-military relations?

Series Summary

This Series has introduced you to the foundations of civil-military interdependence, highlighting
its importance in shaping political stability, governance, and societal development. The purpose
was to help you appreciate how civilian institutions and military organisations interact, and why
this relationship is central to understanding both the foundations of states and the challenges of
maintaining democratic control.

We began by examining the conceptual foundations of civil-military relations, including
definitions, historical evolution, and key theoretical perspectives. Then we explored the political,
social, cultural, and economic dimensions that influence this interdependence. Finally, we
considered comparative insights, looking at cases of stability-and instability and drawing lessons
from different contexts. By completing this Series, you should now be able to define civil-
military relations and explain their theoretical bases, analyse the dimensions of interaction,
evaluate comparative cases, and identify lessons that'inform the dynamics of civil-military
interdependence, as outlined in the Series LLearning Outcomes.

Glossary of Terms

Civilian institutions: Structures and authorities such as governments, legislatures, and societies
that are responsible for governance, policy-making, and oversight of the military.

Civilian supremacy: The principle that elected civilian leaders hold ultimate authority over the
military, ensuring accountability and democratic control.

Civil-military relations: The interaction between civilian institutions and military organisations,
focusing on how power is shared, contested, or balanced between them.

Constabulary concept: A theory proposed by Morris Janowitz which views the military as a
stabilising force that adapts to societal needs rather than remaining isolated from society.

Military organisations: Specialised bodies tasked with defence, security, and sometimes
political involvement, including the armed forces and defence establishments.

Objective civilian control: A theory advanced by Samuel Huntington which argues that
professionalism within the military ensures its subordination to civilian authority.

Political dimension: The aspect of civil-military relations that examines how military
organisations interact with political institutions and processes, particularly in relation to civilian
authority.

Social and cultural dimension: The aspect of civil-military relations that considers how military
organisations reflect and influence societal values, norms, identities, and divisions such as
ethnicity or class.

-
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Stable civil-military relations: Situations where civilian institutions maintain effective control
over the military, and the armed forces operate within professional boundaries without political
interference.

Unstable civil-military relations: Situations where the military interferes in politics or civilian
institutions are too weak to assert authority, often resulting in coups, military regimes, or
political crises.

Concept Check Questions [Series 1 Foundations of Civil-Military Interdependence]
Objective questions

Civil-military relations describe the interaction between which two spheres? (Linked to SLO
2.1)

Who proposed the theory of objective civilian control? (Linked to SLO 2.2)

In democratic systems, the military is expected to remain to elected civilian leaders.
(Linked to SLO 2.3)

Which concept by Janowitz views the military.as a stabilising force adapting to societal
needs? (Linked to SLO 2.2)

Stable civil-military relations are characterised by effective control over the military.
(Linked to SLO 2.4)

Short-answer questions

Define civilian supremacy and explain its significance in civil-military relations. (Linked to SLO
2.1)

Identify one way in which ethnic diversity can influence the composition of the military. (Linked
to SLO 2.3)

Explain one potential negative effect of excessive military expenditure on society. (Linked to
SLO 2.3)

Describe one lesson that'can be drawn from comparative studies of civil-military relations.
(Linked to SLO 2.5)

What role does professional military culture play in promoting stability? (Linked to SLO 2.4)
Long-answer questions

Analyse the historical evolution of civil-military interdependence, highlighting key shifts in the
balance of power between civilian institutions and military organisations. (Linked to SLO 2.1)

Evaluate the political, social, cultural, and economic dimensions of civil-military
interdependence, using examples to illustrate their impact on stability or instability. (Linked to
SLO 2.3)
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Compare stable and unstable civil-military relations, and discuss the lessons that can be applied
to contemporary governance. (Linked to SLO 2.4 and SLO 2.5)

Answers to Concept Check Questions [Series 1]
Objective questions
Civilian institutions and military organisations.
Samuel Huntington.
Subordinate.
Constabulary concept.
Civilian.
Short-answer questions

Civilian supremacy is the principle that elected civilian leaders hold ultimate authority over the
military. It is significant because it ensures accountability and democratic governance.

Ethnic diversity can influence the military by either promoting integration when all groups are
represented or reinforcing exclusion if certain groups are marginalised.

Excessive military expenditure can divert resources away from essential social services such as
education, healthcare, and infrastructure.

One lesson is that strong institutions and constitutional safeguards are essential for maintaining
stable civil-military relations.

Professional military culture promotes stability by encouraging discipline, loyalty, and respect
for civilian authority, reducing the likelthood of political interference.

Long-answer questions

Basic response: Civil-military interdependence has evolved from early state formation, where
armies established authority, to modern democracies emphasising civilian supremacy. Over time,
military organisations shifted from being dominant political actors to professional bodies under
civilian control. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may highlight specific historical
examples, such as the role of armies in revolutions, the rise of military regimes in certain
regions, and the post-World War Il emphasis on democratic civilian oversight. They may also
connect these shifts to broader social and economic changes.

Basic response: The political dimension ensures civilian authority, the social and cultural
dimension reflects societal values and divisions, and the economic dimension concerns resource
allocation. Each dimension influences stability or instability. Value-added response: Outstanding
learners may provide comparative examples, such as how strong parliamentary oversight in some
democracies limits military influence, while ethnic divisions in other contexts exacerbate
instability. They may also discuss the dual impact of military industries on innovation and
resource diversion.

Basic response: Stable relations are characterised by civilian control and professional military
boundaries, while unstable relations involve coups, military regimes, or weak civilian
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institutions. Lessons include the importance of strong governance and professional military
culture. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may compare specific cases, such as stable
democracies with strong oversight versus unstable contexts marked by repeated coups. They may
also discuss how lessons from comparative studies can inform policy reforms in contemporary
governance, emphasising institutional resilience and inclusive social structures.

Answers to Pilot Questions [Series 1]
Pilot questions 2.1
Civilian institutions and military organisations.
Civilian supremacy.
Samuel Huntington.
Morris Janowitz’s constabulary concept.

Ethnic divisions can shape military behaviour and influence-its relationship with civilian
institutions.

Pilot questions 2.2
Subordinate.
Ethnic diversity can either promote integration or reinforce exclusion within the military.
Codes of honour, discipline, and loyalty.
It diverts resources from education, healthcare, and infrastructure.
They stimulate technological innovation and provide employment opportunities.
Pilot questions 2.3
Effective civilian control over the military.
Coups and military regimes.
Weak constitutional frameworks reduce civilian authority and allow military interference.
It encourages discipline, loyalty, and respect for civilian authority.

Strong institutions, constitutional safeguards, and professional military culture promote
stability, while weak governance fosters instability.

References and Attributions [Series 1]
Core References

Huntington, S. P. (1957). The Soldier and the State: The Theory and Politics of Civil-Military
Relations. Harvard University Press.
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Janowitz, M. (1960). The Professional Soldier: A Social and Political Portrait. Free Press.

Course document POL 401: Civil-Military Relations (provided by institution).
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Series 2: Military Organization and Social Structures

Part 1: Nature and Functions of Military Organisation

2.1.1 Defining military organisation
2.1.2 Functions of the military in society
2.1.3 Organisational procedures and behaviours

Part 2: Influence of Social Structures on Military Organisation

2.2.1 Ethnic influences on military composition
2.2.2 Class conflicts and military behaviour
2.2.3 Social cohesion and military effectiveness

Part 3: Military-Society Interaction and Case Perspectives

2.3.1 Military as a reflection of social values
2.3.2 Civil-military tensions arising from social divisions
2.3.3 Case illustrations of military-society relation

Introduction

In the last Series, we explored the foundations of civil-military interdependence, focusing on
how civilian institutions and military organisations interact and the conditions that promote
stability or instability. Building on'that foundation, this Series turns our attention to the internal
nature of military organisation and the ways in which social structures such as ethnicity, class,
and cultural values shape its‘behaviour and effectiveness. This perspective is crucial because the
military does not exist in isolation, but rather reflects and responds to the society it serves.

The aim of this Series is to examine the functions and procedures of military organisation and to
analyse how social structures influence its composition, behaviour, and relationship with wider
society. By doing so, the Series intends to equip you with the ability to evaluate the military as
both a professional institution and a social actor.

We shall commence this Series by considering the nature and functions of military organisation,
including its defining features, roles, and internal procedures. Next, we will move on to the
influence of social structures, examining how ethnicity, class conflicts, and social cohesion affect
military behaviour and effectiveness. Finally, we will wrap up by exploring the interaction
between military and society, highlighting how the armed forces reflect social values, generate
tensions, and provide case illustrations of military-society relations.

Series Learning Qutcomes
Upon completing this Series, you should be able to:
SLO 2.1 define the concept of military organisation and outline its core functions in society,
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SLO 2.2 explain the organisational procedures and behaviours that shape military
institutions,

SLO 2.3 analyse how ethnic structures influence the composition and cohesion of military
organisations,

SLO 2.4 evaluate the impact of class conflicts on military behaviour and effectiveness;

SLO 2.5 assess the role of social cohesion in enhancing or weakening military effectiveness,
SLO 2.6 interpret how the military reflects societal values and norms,

SLO 2.7 examine civil-military tensions that arise from social divisions, and

SLO 2.8 apply insights from case illustrations to understand patterns of military-society
relations.

2.1 Nature and Functions of Military Organisation
2.1.1 Defining military organisation

A military organisation refers to the structured system through which armed forces are
arranged, managed, and directed to achieve defence and security objectives. It encompasses the
hierarchy of command, the division of roles, and the procedures that guide military behaviour.
Military organisation is not only about combat readiness but also about discipline, cohesion, and
the ability to respond effectively to national and international challenges.

The military is often described as a professional institution with its own culture, values, and
norms. These features distinguish it from civilian organisations and highlight its unique role in
society.

Fill in the blank: A military organisation is a structured system through which armed forces are
, managed, and directed.

-
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Figure 3.1: Military Command Hierachy
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Diagram showing the hierarchical structure of a military organisation (e.g., top command, middle
command, lower ranks) Caption: Figure 2.1 Hierarchical structure of a military organisation

2.1.2 Functions of the military in society

The functions of the military extend beyond warfare. At its core, the military is responsible for
defending national sovereignty and protecting citizens from external threats. However, in many
societies, the military also plays roles in peacekeeping, disaster response, infrastructure
development, and even political intervention.

In democratic contexts, the military’s primary function is defence, while in fragile states, it may
assume broader responsibilities due to weak civilian institutions. These functions highlight the
military’s dual identity as both a security provider and a social actor.

Dea)
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Fill in the blank: In democratic contexts, the military’s primary function is , while in
fragile states it may assume broader responsibilities.

Plate 3.1: Military in Disaster Relief: Hope in the Afterafnath

Image showing soldiers engaged in disaster relief operations Caption: Plate 2.1 Military
involvement in disaster response

2.1.3 Organisational procedures and behaviours

Organisational procedures in the military refer to the formal rules, codes, and practices that
govern its operations. These include training routines, disciplinary codes, and command
protocols. Military behaviour reflects how personnel act within these procedures, emphasising
discipline, loyalty, and obedience to authority.

-
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Such procedures and behaviours are designed to ensure efficiency and cohesion. They also
reinforce the military’s identity as a professional body distinct from civilian institutions. For
example, strict codes of conduct and ceremonial traditions help maintain morale and unity.

Fill in the blank: Organisational procedures in the military include training routines, disciplinary
codes, and protocols.

Box 2.1 Key Organisiational Procedures in the Military

Ensuring Efecivenss, Disciplin, & Cohesion

1. Command Chain & Hierachy: Cleer lines f authority from top
top botom for desicion-making and orde-taking.

2. Standrad Operating Procedurs (SOPs): Detaliel
instrucions for routin tasks & emergency responce, ensuring
consistecy.

3. Disiplinary Codes & Millitary Law: Framfworks for maimtaing
order, acoutablity, and justise within within the ranks.

VA
OER

Overall Impact: Operational Efficiency, Discipline & Unit Coohesion OER@

Box 2.1 Key organisational procedures in the military

Pilot questions 2.1
What is meant by military organisation?

What is the primary function of the military in democratic contexts?
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Name one additional role the military may play in fragile states.
What are organisational procedures in the military designed to achieve?

Give one example of a military behaviour that reinforces cohesion.

2.2 Influence of Social Structures on Military Organisation
2.2.1 Ethnic influences on military composition

Ethnicity plays a significant role in shaping the composition and cohesion of military
organisations. In societies with diverse ethnic groups, the military can either serve as a unifying
institution that integrates different communities or as a divisive force if certain groups are
excluded or marginalised. A balanced representation of ethnic groups within the armed forces
often strengthens legitimacy and trust, while dominance by one group may lead to resentment
and instability.

Fill in the blank: A balanced representation of ethnic groups within the armed forces strengthens
and trust.

-
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Figure 3.2: Ethnic Diversity in Military Composition
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Diagram showing diverse ethnic groups represented within a military structure Caption: Figure
2.2 Ethnic diversity in military composition”

2.2.2 Class conflicts and military behaviour

Class divisions within society can influence military behaviour and attitudes. In some contexts,
the military may be drawn disproportionately from lower socio-economic classes, which can
affect/its outlook and relationship with civilian elites. Class-based grievances may also shape
how soldiers perceive their role, sometimes leading to tensions between the military and ruling
authorities.

When class conflicts are pronounced, the military may become a vehicle for social mobility,
offering opportunities for education, training, and advancement. However, if inequalities persist,
resentment may undermine discipline and loyalty.

He-a)
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Fill in the blank: Class-based grievances may shape how soldiers perceive their within
society.

Plate 3.2: Upward Mobility Through Military Service: Training for a
Brighter Future

Image showing soldiers in training, symbolising social mobility through military service
Caption: Plate 2.2 Military service as a path to social mobility”

2.2.3Social cohesion and military effectiveness

Social cohesion refers to the bonds of trust, solidarity, and shared identity that hold members of
a society together. Within the military, cohesion is essential for effectiveness, as it ensures
discipline, morale, and unity in action. A military force that reflects the diversity of society and
fosters inclusiveness is more likely to enjoy public support and internal stability.
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Conversely, weak cohesion can lead to fragmentation, mistrust, and reduced effectiveness in
fulfilling military functions. Cohesion is therefore both a social and operational necessity.

Fill in the blank: Within the military, cohesion is essential for , morale, and unity in
action.

[V Box 2.2 Key Factors of Social Cohesion in the Military

Building Unit Trust, Identity & Resilence

1. Shared Purpose & Values:a common mission
and ethical code unite diverse individuals.

2. Esprit de Corps & Brothrood/Sisterhod:
Strong bonds of camaradere forged through
through shared challnges.

3. Inclusiivy & Equity: Fair treatment and equal
opporttuity of all personnel, requardods of backround.

E Overall Impact: Enhanced Unit Performance, Morale & Adaptability

% OER image
Box 2.2 Key factors of social cohesion in the military

Pilot questions 2.2
How can ethnic diversity strengthen military legitimacy?

What effect can class-based grievances have on military behaviour?
In what way can military service act as a path to social mobility?
P
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Why is social cohesion essential for military effectiveness?

What are some key factors that contribute to cohesion within the military?

2.3 Military-Society Interaction and Case Perspectives
2.3.1 Military as a reflection of social values

The military often mirrors the values and norms of the society it serves. For example, societies
that emphasise discipline, loyalty, and patriotism tend to see these traits reinforced within their
armed forces. Similarly, cultural traditions such as ceremonies, rituals, and codes of honour are
often embedded in military practices. This reflection of social values helps the military maintain
legitimacy and connect with the wider population.

Fill in the blank: The military often mirrors the and norms of the society it serves.

-
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[V OER image

Box 10.9: National Unity: Shared Values &
Collective Identity

A Sociological Perspective on Group Solidraity & Patarizotn

Overall Impact: Reinforring Social Cohesion &
Collective Belogning

N\

Monday, January 26, 2026 at 12:23:38 AM WAT V

Image showing soldiers participating in a national ceremony, symbolising shared values Caption:
Plate 2.3 Military as a reflection of social values

2.3.2 Civil-military tensions arising from social divisions

Civil-military tensions frequently emerge when social divisions such as ethnicity, religion, or
class are reflected within the armed forces. If one group dominates military leadership or
recruitment, other groups may feel excluded, leading to mistrust and conflict. These tensions can
weaken cohesion and reduce the military’s effectiveness in fulfilling its role.

In some cases, social divisions within the military have contributed to coups or political
instability. Addressing these tensions requires inclusive policies and strong civilian oversight to
ensure that the military serves all citizens equally.
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Fill in the blank: Civil-military tensions can weaken cohesion and reduce the military’s
in fulfilling its role.

Figure 3.3: Social Divisions & Civil-Military Tensions

Visualizing the Cycle of Imblance & Instability

DEEP-ROOTED
SOCIAL DIVISIONS

* Ettnic/Religious/Regional

* Economic Inqualityl Factions

* Economic Inquality & Diparity
* Political Polazation

EXACABRETES EXISTING
FAULT LINES

MILITARY IMBLANCE & BIAS MILITARY IMBLANCE & BIAS

) * Unequal Represemtation
* Unequal Representation

* Perceived Favoriotismt
* Perceived Favoritoimt ERODES COEHION : :
* Political Factionalism & LEGITMACY zint=maltactonalbi

ESCALATING TENSIONG
TENSIONS & INSTABILITY

‘*’/4, * Public Mistrust
%8 * Protets & Unrest
Un | o Protets & Unsest

» Risk of Conflict

Overall Impact: Weakened Governance, Insecurity & Internal Conflict @/

Diagram showing the link between social divisions, military imbalance, and civil-military
tensions Caption: Figure 2.3 Civil-military tensions arising from social divisions

2.3.3 Case illustrations of military-society relations

Case studies provide practical insights into how military-society relations function in different
contexts. In some countries, the military has successfully integrated diverse social groups,
strengthening national unity. In others, exclusion and imbalance have led to instability and
repeated interventions in politics.
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By examining these cases, learners can identify patterns and lessons that apply across contexts.
For instance, inclusive recruitment policies and respect for civilian authority often correlate with
stability, while exclusion and dominance by one group correlate with instability.

Fill in the blank: Inclusive recruitment policies and respect for civilian authority often correlate
with

Box 2.3 Lessons from Case lllustrations of

of Military-Society Relations
Insights fom Building Trust, Identity & Studies

1. Responsive Leadership: Civiian and military leaders must addresal
sociess
grieveanes.

2. Inclusive Institutions: Repreessanite buits divess socital
tociety.

3. Clear Roles & Boundaries: Representative compostion and fair
foster pullicies fostere trust redusty reduces military miiteary

Overall Impact: Strenchenting Democratic Oversight & National
Governasion image

Box 2.3 Lessons from case illustrations of military-society relations

Pilot questions 2.3
How does the military reflect the values and norms of society?

What kinds of social divisions can lead to civil-military tensions?
How can civil-military tensions affect cohesion and effectiveness?
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What lessons can be drawn from case studies of military-society relations?

Why are inclusive recruitment policies important for stability?

2.3 Military-Society Interaction and Case Perspectives
2.3.1 Military as a reflection of social values

The military often mirrors the values and norms of the society it serves. For example, societies
that emphasise discipline, loyalty, and patriotism tend to see these traits reinforced within their
armed forces. Similarly, cultural traditions such as ceremonies, rituals, and codes of honour are
often embedded in military practices. This reflection of social values helps the military maintain
legitimacy and connect with the wider population.

Fill in the blank: The military often mirrors the and norms of the society it serves.
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Plate 4.1: Miliiary Ceremony & Shared National Values: QERY
Unity in Service & Community image

Image showing soldiers participating in a national ceremony, symbolising shared values Caption:
Plate 2.3 Military as a reflection of social values

2.3.2 Civil-military tensions arising from social divisions

Civil-military tensions frequently emerge when social divisions such as ethnicity, religion, or
class are reflected within the armed forces. If one group dominates military leadership or
recruitment, other groups may feel excluded, leading to mistrust and conflict. These tensions can
weaken cohesion and reduce the military’s effectiveness in fulfilling its role.

In some cases, social divisions within the military have contributed to coups or political
instability. Addressing these tensions requires inclusive policies and strong civilian oversight to
ensure that the military serves all citizens equally.

SN
LA-NET | ONLINE LEARNING VIDEO PLATFORM FOR POST-SECONDARY & HIGHER INSTITUTION STUDENTS



Fill in the blank: Civil-military tensions can weaken cohesion and reduce the military’s
in fulfilling its role.

Figure 3.3: Social Divisions & Civil-Military Tensions &R

Visualizing the Cycle of Imbalnce & Instability
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Diagram showing the link between social divisions, military imbalance, and civil-military
tensions Caption: Figure 2.3 Civil-military tensions arising from social divisions

2.3.3 Case illustrations of military-society relations

Case studies provide practical insights into how military-society relations function in different
contexts. In some countries, the military has successfully integrated diverse social groups,
strengthening national unity. In others, exclusion and imbalance have led to instability and
repeated interventions in politics.
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By examining these cases, learners can identify patterns and lessons that apply across contexts.
For instance, inclusive recruitment policies and respect for civilian authority often correlate with
stability, while exclusion and dominance by one group correlate with instability.

Fill in the blank: Inclusive recruitment policies and respect for civilian authority often correlate
with

Box 2.3 Lessons from Case lllustrations of

Military-Society Relations
Insights from Building Trust, Identity & Studies <) OER

1. Responsive Leadership: Civlian military leaders
must addresal socies
grieveanes.

2. Inclusive Institutions:Represanite buits divess
socital tociety.

3. Clear Roles & Boundaries:
Repressenative compostion and fair failic
foster pullicies foster. redusty
reduces military milteary

D‘/ Overall Impact: Strenchenting Democratic

Oversight & National Govervasion

Box 2.3 Lessons from case illustrations of military-society relations

Pilot questions 2.3
How does the military reflect the values and norms of society?

What kinds of social divisions can lead to civil-military tensions?
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How can civil-military tensions affect cohesion and effectiveness?
What lessons can be drawn from case studies of military-society relations?

Why are inclusive recruitment policies important for stability?

Series Summary

This Series has focused on the internal nature of military organisation and its relationship with
social structures, showing how the armed forces are both professional institutions and reflections
of the societies they serve. The purpose was to highlight the functions, procedures, and
behaviours of military organisations, while also examining how ethnicity, class, and cohesion
influence their composition and effectiveness.

We began by exploring the nature and functions of military organisation, including its defining
features and operational procedures. Then we moved on to theinfluence of social structures,
considering how ethnic diversity, class conflicts, and social cohesion shape military behaviour.
Finally, we examined the interaction between military and society, looking at how armed forces
reflect social values, generate tensions, and provide lessons through case illustrations. By
completing this Series, you should now be able to define military organisation and explain its
functions, analyse the impact of social structures, evaluate cohesion and class influences,
interpret the military’s reflection of societal values, and apply insights from case studies, as
outlined in the Series Learning Outcomes.

Glossary of Terms

Class conflicts: Social tensions that arise from differences between economic or social classes,
which can influence military behaviour and attitudes.

Civil-military tensions: Strains or conflicts between civilian society and the military, often
caused by social divisions such as ethnicity, religion, or class.

Cohesion (social cohesion): The bonds of trust, solidarity, and shared identity that hold
members of a group together, essential for military effectiveness.

Ethnic diversity: The presence of multiple ethnic groups within a society or institution, which
can'strengthen legitimacy if balanced or cause instability if one group dominates.

Legitimacy: The perception that an institution, such as the military, has rightful authority and is
accepted by society.

Military behaviour: The actions and conduct of military personnel, shaped by organisational
procedures, discipline, and loyalty.

Military organisation: The structured system through which armed forces are arranged,
managed, and directed to achieve defence and security objectives.

Organisational procedures: Formal rules, codes, and practices that govern military operations,
including training routines, disciplinary codes, and command protocols.
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Social mobility: The ability of individuals to move upward in social or economic status, often
facilitated by opportunities within military service.

Social values: The norms, traditions, and cultural beliefs of a society that are often reflected in
military practices and ceremonies.

Stability: A condition in which civil-military relations are balanced, with inclusive policies-and
respect for civilian authority preventing conflict or intervention.

Trust: Confidence in the reliability and fairness of institutions or individuals, crucial for
cohesion within the military and between the military and society.

Concept Check Questions [Series 2]
Objective questions

Military organisation refers to the structured system through which armed forces are ,
managed, and directed. (Linked to SLO 2.1)

Which of the following is a primary function of the military in-democratic contexts? (Linked
to SLO 2.1)

a) Political leadership
b) Defence

c¢) Economic planning
d) Judicial oversight

Organisational procedures in the military include training routines, disciplinary codes, and
protocols. (Linked to SLO 2.2)

Ethnic diversity in the military sttengthens legitimacy when representation is
(Linked to SLO2.3)

Social cohesion within the military is essential for effectiveness, morale, and in
action. (Linked to SLO2.5)

Short-answer questions

Define military organisation and explain its importance in society. (Linked to SLO 2.1)

Identify one way class conflicts can influence military behaviour. (Linked to SLO 2.4)

Explain how military service can act as a path to social mobility. (Linked to SLO 2.4)

Describe one factor that contributes to social cohesion in the military. (Linked to SLO 2.5)
How does the military reflect the values and norms of the society it serves? (Linked to SLO 2.6)
Long-answer questions

Analyse how ethnic diversity influences military composition and legitimacy, providing
examples where possible. (Linked to SLO 2.3)
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Evaluate the impact of class conflicts and social cohesion on military effectiveness. (Linked to
SLO 2.4 and SLO 2.5)

Examine civil-military tensions arising from social divisions and discuss lessons from case
illustrations. (Linked to SLO 2.7 and SLO 2.8)

Answers to Concept Check Questions [Series 2]
Objective questions

Arranged.

Defence.

Command.

Balanced.

Unity.
Short-answer questions

Military organisation is the structured system through which armed forces are arranged,
managed, and directed. It is important because it ensures diseipline, cohesion, and readiness to
defend society.

Class conflicts can influence military behaviour by creating resentment towards ruling elites or
shaping soldiers’ outlook on authority.

Military service can provide education, training, and career advancement, offering opportunities
for upward social mobility.

Trust and solidarity are key factors that contribute to social cohesion in the military.

The military reflects societal values through ceremonies, codes of honour, and practices that
embody discipline, loyalty, and patriotism.

Long-answer questions

Basic response: Ethnic diversity influences military composition by determining which groups
are represented. Balanced representation strengthens legitimacy, while dominance by one group
can cause instability. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may cite examples such as
Nigeria, where ethnic imbalance in military leadership has historically contributed to tensions, or
contrast with countries that promote inclusive recruitment to foster unity.

Basie response: Class conflicts can undermine discipline and loyalty, while social cohesion
enhances morale and effectiveness. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may evaluate
how militaries in developing countries often draw from lower socio-economic classes, creating
both opportunities for mobility and risks of resentment. They may also discuss how cohesion in
multinational forces, such as UN peacekeepers, is critical for operational success.

Basic response: Civil-military tensions arise when social divisions such as ethnicity or class are
reflected in military structures, leading to mistrust and instability. Case studies show that
inclusive policies and respect for civilian authority promote stability. Value-added response:
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Outstanding learners may examine specific cases, such as coups in Latin America linked to
social divisions, or successful integration policies in post-apartheid South Africa. They may also
highlight lessons on institutional resilience and inclusive governance for contemporary civil-
military relations.

Answers to Pilot Questions [Series 2]
Pilot questions 2.1

A military organisation is a structured system through which armed forces are arranged,
managed, and directed.

Defence.
Disaster response.
Organisational procedures are designed to achieve efficiency, discipline, and cohesion.
Discipline and loyalty.
Pilot questions 2.2

By ensuring balanced representation, ethnic diversity strengthens legitimacy and trust in the
military.

Class-based grievances can create resentment towards ruling elites and affect soldiers’
outlook on authority:

Military service can provide education, training, and career advancement, offering upward
social mobility.

Cohesion is essential for effectiveness, morale, and unity in action.
Inclusiveness, shared identity, trust, and solidarity.
Pilot questions 2.3

The military reflects societal values through ceremonies, codes of honour, and practices that
embody discipline, loyalty, and patriotism.

Ethnicity, religion, and class.
They weaken cohesion and reduce effectiveness in fulfilling military functions.

Inclusive recruitment and respect for civilian authority promote stability, while exclusion
fosters instability.

Inclusive recruitment policies are important because they strengthen legitimacy and prevent
instability.
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Series 3: Civilian Control and Political Intervention

Part 1: The Problem of Civilian Control

SubPart 1.1: Historical foundations of civilian authority over the military

SubPart 1.2: Mechanisms of civilian oversight (constitutional, institutional, political)

SubPart 1.3: Challenges to effective civilian control (weak institutions, authoritarian
tendencies, military autonomy)

Part 2: Theories of Military Intervention in Politics

SubPart 2.1: Classical theories of military intervention (e.g., Huntington, Janowitz)
SubPart 2.2: Structural explanations (social conflict, ethnic divisions, ¢class struggles)
SubPart 2.3: Contemporary perspectives on intervention and political instability

Part 3: Case Studies of Civil-Military Relations

SubPart 3.1: Comparative examples of stable civilian control
SubPart 3.2: Instances of military coups-and political intervention
SubPart 3.3: Lessons for sustaining.democratic governance

Introduction

Civil-military relations often hinge on the delicate balance between civilian authority and
military power. History has shown that when this balance is disrupted, societies may experience
instability, coups, or authoritarian rule. Understanding how civilian institutions attempt to control
the military, and why the military sometimes intervenes in politics, is therefore central to
grasping the dynamics of governance and state stability. This Series will guide you through these
critical issues, helping you appreciate their relevance to both democratic and non-democratic
contexts.

The aim of this‘Series is to equip you with the knowledge to analyse the challenges of civilian
oversight and to critique the theories that explain military intervention in politics. By the end,
you should be able to evaluate different approaches to civilian control and understand the
conditions under which military involvement in politics occurs.

We shall commence this Series by examining the problem of civilian control, looking at its
historical foundations, mechanisms, and challenges. Next, we will explore theories of military
intervention in politics, considering both classical and contemporary perspectives. Finally, we
will wrap up with case studies of civil-military relations, comparing examples of stable civilian
control with instances of military coups, and drawing lessons for sustaining democratic
governance.

Series Learning Qutcomes
Series 3: Civilian Oversight and Military Intervention in Politics
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Upon completing this Series, you should be able to:

SLO 3.1 analyse the historical foundations and mechanisms of civilian authority over the
military,

SLO 3.2 evaluate the challenges that hinder effective civilian control of military
organisations,

SLO 3.3 explain classical and contemporary theories of military intervention in politics,

SLO 3.4 assess structural factors such as social conflict, ethnic divisions, and ¢class struggles
in shaping military involvement in politics, and

SLO 3.5 critique comparative case studies of civil-military relations to identify conditions
that sustain democratic governance or lead to instability.

2.1 The Problem Of Civilian Control

Civilian control of the military is a cornerstone of democratic governance. It ensures that the
armed forces remain subordinate to elected leaders and.institutions, rather than becoming
autonomous centres of power. Without effective civilian oversight, the military may act
independently, intervene in politics, or undermine constitutional authority. In this Part, we will
explore the historical foundations of civilian authority, the mechanisms through which it is
exercised, and the challenges that often hinder its effectiveness.

2.1.1 Historical foundations of civilian authority over the military

The idea of civilian authority refers to the supremacy of elected or appointed civilian leaders
over military institutions. This principle emerged from struggles in early modern states where
monarchs, parliaments, and tevolutionary governments sought to prevent armies from becoming
independent political actors. Over time, constitutions and legal frameworks were developed to
enshrine this principle:

Civilian authority is not merely symbolic; it is a practical safeguard against military dominance.
For example, in many states, the head of government or parliament holds the power to declare
war, approve defence budgets, and appoint senior officers. These measures ensure that the
military serves the state father than ruling it.

Fillin the blank: Civilian authority refers to the supremacy of leaders over military
institutions.
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Figure 4.1: Evolution of Civlian Authority Over the Military

From Monarchies to Modern Democracies
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Short deseription: Diagram showing the evolution of civilian authority from monarchies to
modern democracies. Caption: Figure 2.1 Evolution of civilian authority over the military

2.1.2 Mechanisms of civilian oversight

Civilian oversight is exercised through several institutional mechanisms. One key mechanism is
constitutional control, which establishes the legal framework for military subordination.
Another is parliamentary oversight, where legislatures scrutinise defence budgets, policies, and
military actions. Additionally, executive authority allows presidents or prime ministers to
appoint senior officers and set strategic priorities.

These mechanisms are complemented by independent bodies such as audit agencies and civil
society organisations, which monitor military spending and behaviour. Together, they form a
system of checks and balances that prevents the military from acting outside its mandate.
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Fill in the blank: Parliamentary oversight involves legislatures scrutinising

military actions.

, policies,

Figure 4.2: Mechanisms of Civiian Oversigint of the Military
Ensuring Accounability & Democratic Control
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Caption: Table 2.1 Mechanisms of civilian oversight Short description: Table listing
constitutional, parliamentary, executive, and civil society mechanisms of oversight.

2.1.3 Challenges to effective civilian control

Despite these mechanisms, civilian control often faces significant challenges. One major
challenge is weak institutions, where constitutions and parliaments lack the capacity to enforce
oversight. Another is authoritarian tendencies, where civilian leaders themselves undermine
democratic principles by politicising the military. A further challenge is military autonomy,
where the armed forces develop independent economic, political, or cultural influence that
weakens civilian authority.

and

w
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These challenges are particularly acute in societies with ethnic or class divisions, where the
military may align with certain groups against others. In such contexts, civilian control becomes
fragile, and the risk of military intervention in politics increases.

Fill in the blank: One major challenge to civilian control is institutions that lack the
capacity to enforce oversight.

[f Box 4.3 Challenges to Civilian

Coviian Control of the Military

Lessons from Comparative Case Studies

1. Weak Civlian Instiutions: Lack of capacity, expertise &
political will to oversey complex military matters.

2. Authohrion Tenetinicies: Political leaders undermine norms,
concentrating power.

2. Authorion Tenetenies: Polica denocarms, concentating
power.

3. Milliary Autonmy: Military asserts independence in budget,
budget, operations, & internal affairs.

Overall Impact: Democratic Erosion, Instablity & Human Rights Abuses. @

OER

Caption: Box 2.1 Selected challenges to civilian control Short description: Box highlighting
weak institutions, authoritarian tendencies, and military autonomy as challenges.

2.2 Theories Of Military Intervention In Politics

Military intervention in politics has been a recurring phenomenon across different societies and
historical periods. It occurs when the armed forces move beyond their professional role of
defence and security to directly influence or control political processes. In this Part, we will
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examine classical theories, structural explanations, and contemporary perspectives that attempt to
explain why and how such interventions take place.

2.2.1 Classical theories of military intervention

Classical theories provide foundational insights into civil-military relations. One influential
perspective is offered by Samuel Huntington, who argued that professionalisation of the
military is essential for stable civilian control. According to Huntington, when the military is
highly professional, it is less likely to intervene in politics.

Another key thinker, Morris Janowitz, emphasised the social role of the military. He suggested
that the military is not only a fighting force but also a social institution influenced by broader
societal values. Janowitz highlighted the importance of political culture in'shaping whether the
military respects civilian authority or seeks to challenge it.

Fill in the blank: Huntington argued that the professionalisation of the is essential for
stable civilian control.
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Figure 4.4: Constrazing Theoris of v
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Short deseription: Diagram comparing Huntington’s and Janowitz’s perspectives on military
intervention. Caption: Figure 2.2 Classical theories of military intervention

2.2.2 Structural explanations

Structural explanations focus on the broader social and economic environment. One major factor
is social conflict, where divisions within society create instability that invites military
intervention. For example, ethnic or religious tensions may weaken civilian institutions,
prompting the military to step in as a stabilising force.

Another factor is class struggle, where economic inequalities and political exclusion lead to
unrest. In such contexts, the military may intervene either to protect elite interests or to align
with popular movements. These structural conditions highlight the interconnectedness between
society and military behaviour.
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Fill in the blank: Structural explanations emphasise the role of divisions and class
struggles in shaping military intervention.

Box 5.1 Structural Explanations of Military Intervention

Analyzing the Societal Roots of Coups & Instablity

[V OER image
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cleavyes along political, religious, or cultural
lines.

2. Ethnic & Regional Divisions: Military
reflecting fragmented society, leading interrnal
internal biases & loyalties.

3. Class Struggles & Economic Inquality:
Military acting to protect elite interess or as an
agent of social change amiids widepead poverts
poverty & resource disparites

A 4

Overall Impact: Political Instablity, Human Rights Abuses & Underdevlopient @

—a

Caption: Box 2.2 Structural factors influencing military intervention Short description: Box
summarising social conflict, ethnic divisions, and class struggles as structural explanations

2.2.3 Contemporary perspectives

Contemporary perspectives build on classical and structural theories but adapt them to modern
realities. One important concept is the praetorian state, where the military becomes a dominant
political actor due to weak civilian institutions. In such states, the military often intervenes
repeatedly, undermining democratic consolidation.
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Another perspective considers the impact of globalisation and international norms. External
pressures, such as sanctions or diplomatic isolation, can discourage military intervention, while
international support may embolden it. Contemporary scholars also examine how military-
industrial complexes and extractive tendencies shape the political role of the armed forces.

Fill in the blank: A praetorian state is one where the becomes a dominant political actor
due to weak civilian institutions.

Figure 5.2: Contempoary Perspectives on Military Intervnton

Analyzing New Dynamics & Actors

Perspective Key Characteristics | Specific Examples Impact
Praetorian Military acts as dominant | Egypt, Thailand, Political Instablity, Weak
States political actor, frquent coups Sudan Gootects rights
Globalisation & | Military involved in internalnUN Missions, debates, Comical Instablity, Weak
Transnatonal peakectfopange, counter- | debates, manages held ds to accounce
Threats atmad humaimtatian aid | Gonflicts
Military- Complex, military & UN Missions, NATO Ensuex tramsparncy,
Industrial & governnent converge, Interverctions, Erosion of | Erosits Erosion of
Complixes perperbetuting conflict Proxy Conflicts Soverntyity
Civil Society Arms Trade, Defense Arms Trade, Defoazing, | Pc«reased Miltarization,
Complixes Lobtbzing, Prvatized Military Distortions

Millitary

Overall Impact: Evolving Nature of Conflict, Security & Global Power Dynamics

@OER

image

Caption: Table 2.2 Contemporary perspectives on military intervention Short description: Table
outlining concepts such as praetorian states, globalisation, and military-industrial complexes.

2.3 Case Studies Of Civil-Military Relations
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Case studies provide practical insights into how theories of civil-military relations play out in
real-world contexts. By examining examples of both stable civilian control and instances of
military intervention, we can better understand the conditions that sustain democratic governance
or lead to instability. This Part will focus on comparative perspectives, highlighting lessons that
can be drawn from different societies.

2.3.1 Comparative examples of stable civilian control

Stable civilian control is often found in societies with strong institutions, entrenched democratic
norms, and professionalised militaries. For instance, in countries where parliaments exercise
effective oversight and constitutions clearly define the military’s role, the armed forces are less
likely to intervene in politics.

A key feature of stability is the presence of institutional checks and balances, which prevent
any single actor from monopolising power. Civil society and independent media also play a role
in ensuring transparency and accountability. These factors combine to create an environment
where civilian authority is respected and military professionalism is maintained.

Fill in the blank: Stable civilian control is often found in societies with strong and
entrenched democratic norms.
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Figure 5.3: Pillars of Stable

Civlian Control Over the Military

Instituunalizing Democratic Governance & Accotnabiity

m Key Characteristics Role in Stability m

Robust legal/constiwtional Establises clear authority,

Institutional Strength  frameworrks, checks & authorits, prevents power Consttutional
balances grabs Republics
Democratic Norms Culture of civlian Fosters trust, limits military's Mature Democracies

superemsy, respect rule of law  political role

Culture of civlian superemsy,  Enhances effectiuness,

Demossional Military Mature Democracies

respect of rule of law respects civlian leadership

Professional Military Trained, apoll_tlcal, disciplined  Enhances _effectivness, . Modern NATO Militaries
force; ahynbs; expertise respects civlian leadership

Active Civil Society Media scrutniy, think tanks, Provides external overright,  post-Confiict States
hugmants groups advocates for reform

Overall Impact: Enhanced National Security, Human Rights & Democratic Resilence _

& OER image
Caption: Table 2.3 Features of stable civilian control Short description: Table listing institutional
checks, democratic norms, professionalised militaries, and civil society roles.

2.3.2 Instances of military coups and political intervention

Military coups represent the breakdown of civilian control. They occur when the armed forces
seize power, often citing corruption, weak governance, or national security threats. While coups
may sometimes be welcomed by segments of society, they usually undermine democratic
processes and concentrate power in the hands of military leaders.

Coups are more likely in contexts where civilian institutions are fragile, ethnic or class divisions
are pronounced, and the military has significant autonomy. The consequences often include
suspension of constitutions, restrictions on civil liberties, and long-term instability.

w
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Fill in the blank: Military coups usually undermine

the hands of military leaders.

processes and concentrate power in

Figure 5.4: The Process & Conserunces of a Military Coup

Analyzing Cycle of Instability & Undomeratic Transition

-~
1. Pre-Coup Instability
« Political Crisis & Polazation
* Economic Grieeanes
» Weak Civlian Instiutions
* Military Factionalism

+/ OER image

4. Long-Term Consequnces
* Political Instability & Cycles of Ca
» Human Rights Abuses
« Economic Decline & Isolation
« Potential for Civil Conflict

ups

¥

Overall Impact:

Undencanatic Transition

& Authorartian Rule

\ £

2. Seizire of Power
« Military takes key facilities
* Arrest of civlianl leaders
« Suspension Constitution
* Declaratiorof Martial Law
* Propaginda & Censccripp

S (02
IS0 Ay 0m Auﬁ“““ﬂ

3. Initial Consollation

» Formation of Junta

* Purge of Opporents

* New Decrees & Laws

* Control Media

« International Condomation

Overall Impact: Erostion of Democracy, Rights & National Development

Short description: Flowchart showing the process and consequences of a military coup. Caption:
Figure 2.3 Process and consequences of military coups

2.3.3 Lessons for sustaining democratic governance

From these case studies, several lessons emerge. First, strong and independent institutions are
essential for preventing military intervention. Second, fostering a culture of professionalism
within the armed forces reduces the likelihood of political involvement. Third, inclusive
governance that addresses ethnic and class divisions strengthens civilian legitimacy.
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Ultimately, sustaining democratic governance requires vigilance and continuous reinforcement
of civilian authority. The military must remain a servant of the state, not its ruler.

Fill in the blank: Sustaining democratic governance requires continuous reinforcement of

authori

ty over the military.

Box 5.5 Lessons for Sustaning

Democratic Governance
Strengthning Civil-Military Relations for Stability

p

\&

\
1. Strong Institutions & Rule of Law:

Robust legal framewarks, checks & balances, and an independery are
essential to constrain military power.

2. Professional & Accountable Military:

A apolitical, disciplined, and diverse military that respects
civilian authority and human rights.

3. Incluslivity & Representation:
Goverments and Bepreestation: Governns and military that reflect
the full diversity of society, ensuring legimaity & trust

vO=
Overall Impact: Peaceful Transitions, Human Development & National Security ima

Caption: Box 2.3 Lessons for sustaining democratic governance Short description: Box
summarising key lessons including strong institutions, military professionalism, and inclusive
governance.

Series Summary
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This Series has focused on the critical theme of civilian oversight and military intervention in
politics, highlighting its importance for democratic stability and effective governance. We began
by examining the problem of civilian control, tracing its historical foundations, exploring the
mechanisms of oversight, and identifying the challenges that often weaken civilian authority. We
then moved on to theories of military intervention, considering classical perspectives, structural
explanations, and contemporary approaches that shed light on why the military sometimes-enters
the political arena. Finally, we explored comparative case studies, looking at examples of stable
civilian control, instances of military coups, and the lessons that can be drawn for sustaining
democratic governance.

By engaging with these discussions, you should now be able to analyse the foundations and
mechanisms of civilian authority, evaluate the challenges to effective oversight, explain theories
of military intervention, assess structural factors influencing military involvement, and critique
comparative case studies to identify conditions that either strengthen or undermine democratic
governance. These outcomes align directly with the Series Learning Outcomes and provide you
with a solid framework for understanding civil-military relations.in both theoretical and practical
contexts.

Glossary of Terms

authoritarian tendencies — Situations where ¢ivilian leaders undermine democratic principles
by politicising the military or concentrating power.

civilian authority — The supremacy of elected or appointed civilian leaders over military
institutions, ensuring the military serves the state rather than ruling it.

civilian oversight — The mechanisms through which civilians monitor and control the military,
including constitutional, parliamentary, executive, and civil society checks.

class struggle — Economic and social conflict between different classes in society, which can
create instability and invite military intervention.

constitutional control — Legal frameworks that define the military’s role and ensure its
subordination to civilian leadership.

institutional checks and balances — Systems that prevent any single actor from monopolising
power, helping to maintain stable civilian control of the military.

military autonemy — The ability of the armed forces to act independently, often through
political, economic, or cultural influence, which can weaken civilian authority.

parliamentary oversight — The role of legislatures in scrutinising defence budgets, policies, and
military actions to ensure accountability.

praetorian state — A state where the military becomes a dominant political actor due to weak
civilian institutions, often leading to repeated interventions.

professionalisation of the military — The process of developing a highly skilled and disciplined
military force that is less likely to intervene in politics.
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social conflict — Divisions within society, such as ethnic or religious tensions, that weaken
civilian institutions and increase the likelihood of military intervention.

structural explanations — Theories that link military intervention to broader social and
economic conditions, such as inequality, ethnic divisions, or class struggles.

weak institutions — Fragile or ineffective political and legal structures that fail to enforce
civilian control over the military.

Concept Check Questions [Series 3]
Objective Questions

Civilian authority refers to the supremacy of leaders over military institutions.
(Linked to SLO 3.1)

Which scholar emphasised the professionalisation of the military as essential for stable
civilian control? (Linked to SLO 3.3)

A praetorian state is one where the becomes a dominant political actor due to weak
civilian institutions. (Linked to SLOQ:3.4)

Military coups usually undermine processes and concentrate power in the hands of
military leaders. (Linked to SLO 3.5)

Short-Answer Questions

Define military autonomy and explain why it poses a challenge to civilian control. (Linked to
SLO 3.2)

Identify two structural factors that increase the likelihood of military intervention in politics.
(Linked to SLO 3.4)

Explain the role of parliamentary oversight in maintaining civilian control of the military.
(Linked to SLO.3.1)

Long-Answer Questions

Analyse the mechanisms of civilian oversight and discuss how weak institutions undermine their
effectiveness. (Linked to SLO 3.2)

Evaluate Huntington’s and Janowitz’s theories of military intervention, highlighting their
similarities and differences. (Linked to SLO 3.3)

Critique comparative case studies of civil-military relations, identifying lessons for sustaining
democratic governance. (Linked to SLO 3.5)

Answers to Concept Check Questions [Series 3]
Objective Questions
Civilian authority refers to the supremacy of civilian leaders over military institutions.
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Samuel Huntington emphasised the professionalisation of the military as essential for stable
civilian control.

A praetorian state is one where the military becomes a dominant political actor due to weak
civilian institutions.

Military coups usually undermine democratic processes and concentrate power in the-hands
of military leaders.

Short-Answer Questions

Military autonomy is the ability of the armed forces to act independently, often through
political, economic, or cultural influence. It poses a challenge because it weakens civilian
authority and increases the risk of intervention.

Two structural factors are social conflict (such as ethnic or religious divisions) and class
struggle (economic inequalities and exclusion).

Parliamentary oversight involves legislatures scrutinising defence budgets, policies, and
military actions, ensuring accountability and preventing military dominance.

Long-Answer Questions

Basic response: Civilian oversight mechanisms include constitutional control, parliamentary
scrutiny, executive authority, and civil society monitoring. Weak institutions undermine these
mechanisms by failing to enforce laws, lacking resources, or being subject to corruption. Value-
added response: Beyond Series knowledge, weak institutions also struggle with legitimacy,
making it easier for the military to justify intervention. Comparative examples show that strong
parliaments and independent judiciaries are critical in preventing military overreach.

Basic response: Huntington argued that military professionalism reduces intervention, while
Janowitz emphasised the military’s social role and its integration with political culture. Both
highlight conditions that influence military behaviour. Value-added response: Outstanding
learners may note that Huntington’s model is more structural and institutional, while Janowitz’s
is sociological. Modern scholars eritique both, suggesting that globalisation and military-
industrial complexes add new dimensions to intervention.

Basic response: Case studies show that stable civilian control depends on strong institutions,
professionalism, and inclusive governance, while coups occur in contexts of fragility and
division. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may connect these lessons to
contemporary democracies, noting how international norms, civil society activism, and global
pressures can reinforce civilian authority. They may also highlight how transitional states can
learn from both successes and failures in civil-military relations.

Answers to Pilot Questions [Series 3]
Part 1: The Problem of Civilian Control

Civilian authority refers to the supremacy of civilian leaders over military institutions.
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Parliamentary oversight involves legislatures scrutinising defence budgets, policies, and
military actions.

One major challenge to civilian control is weak institutions that lack the capacity to enforce
oversight.

Part 2: Theories of Military Intervention in Politics

Huntington argued that the professionalisation of the military is essential for stable civilian
control.

Structural explanations emphasise the role of social divisions and class struggles in shaping
military intervention.

A praetorian state is one where the military becomes a dominant political actor due to weak
civilian institutions.

Part 3: Case Studies of Civil-Military Relations

Stable civilian control is often found in societies with strong institutions and entrenched
democratic norms.

Military coups usually undermine democratic processes and concentrate power in the hands
of military leaders.

Sustaining democratic governance requires continuous reinforcement of civilian authority
over the military.

References and Attributions [Series 3]
Core References

Huntington, S. P. (1957). The Soldier and the State: The Theory and Politics of Civil-Military
Relations. Harvard University Press.

Janowitz, M. (1960). The Professional Soldier: A Social and Political Portrait. Free Press.
Course document: POL 401 Civil-Military Relations (attached file).
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Series 4: Armies, Revolutions, and the Military-
Industrial Complex

Part 1: Armies in Revolutionary Movements

SubPart 4.1.1: Historical examples of armies in revolutions
SubPart 4.1.2: Conditions under which armies support or resist revolutions
SubPart 4.1.3: Consequences of military involvement in revolutionary change

Part 2: The Military-Industrial Complex

SubPart 4.2.1: Definition and origins of the military-industrial complex
SubPart 4.2.2: Political and economic implications of military-industrial relations
SubPart 4.2.3: Critiques and debates surrounding the military-industrial complex

Part 3: Military Extractive Tendencies

SubPart 4.3.1: Understanding extractive behaviour in military organisations
SubPart 4.3.2: Impact of extractive tendencies on governance and society
SubPart 4.3.3: Strategies for curbing military extractive practices

Introduction

Throughout history, armies have played decisive roles not only in defending states but also in
shaping political and social change. From revelutionary movements to the entrenchment of
military-industrial complexes, the influence of armed forces extends far beyond the battlefield.
Understanding these dynamics 1s essential for grasping how civil-military relations evolve, and
why they often determine the stability or fragility of governance. This Series will help you
explore these critical intersections, situating them within the broader study of civil-military
relations.

The aim of this Series is to examine the role of armies in revolutions, analyse the concept and
implications of the military-industrial complex, and evaluate the impact of military extractive
tendencies on governance and society. By the end, you should be able to critically assess how
these factors shape political outcomes and influence civil-military stability.

We shall commence this Series by exploring the role of armies in revolutionary movements,
considering historical examples, the conditions under which armies support or resist revolutions,
and the consequences of their involvement. Next, we will move on to the military-industrial
complex, defining its origins, examining its political and economic implications, and engaging
with critiques of its influence. Finally, we will wrap up by analysing military extractive
tendencies, looking at how they affect governance and society, and discussing strategies for
curbing such practices.

Series Learning Outcomes
Series 4: Armies, Revolutions, and the Military-Industrial Complex
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Upon completing this Series, you should be able to:
SLO 4.1 analyse historical examples of armies in revolutionary movements,
SLO 4.2 explain the conditions under which armies support or resist revolutions,
SLO 4.3 evaluate the consequences of military involvement in revolutionary change,
SLO 4.4 define the concept and origins of the military-industrial complex,
SLO 4.5 assess the political and economic implications of military-industrial relations,
SLO 4.6 critique debates and perspectives surrounding the military-industrial complex,
SLO 4.7 describe extractive behaviour in military organisations,
SLO 4.8 analyse the impact of military extractive tendencies on governance and society, and

SLO 4.9 propose strategies for curbing military extractive practices.

4.1 Armies In Revolutionary Movements

Armies have historically played decisive roles in revolutions; either as defenders of the status
quo or as agents of change. Their involvement often determines whether revolutionary
movements succeed or fail. In this Part, we will explore historical examples, the conditions under
which armies support or resist revolutions, and the consequences of their involvement.

4.1.1 Historical examples of armies in‘revolutions

Throughout history, armies have been central to revolutionary change. In some cases, they have
aligned with popular movements, providing organisational strength and legitimacy. In others,
they have resisted revolutions, defending ruling elites and suppressing dissent.

A key term here is revolution, defined as a fundamental and often rapid transformation of
political, social, or economic structures, usually driven by mass mobilisation. Armies, as
organised and disciplined institutions, can either accelerate or obstruct such transformations.

Fill in the blank: A revolutionis a fundamental and often rapid transformation of , social,
or economic structures.
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Figure 6.1: Contranting Army Roles in Revolutions

Supportive vs. Resistant Stances

Supportive Role: Army
Backs Revolution

Causes
1. Public Disscopent & Military Empathy

2. Internal Divisions & Factionlisism
Promise of New Order

Central Dynamic:

Choice of
Loyalty

Actions S Eice

1. Defusal to Fire on Civilians

1. Refusal to Fire CMat &
Training to Rebls

Resistant Role: Army
Defends Old Regime

Causes
Loyalty to Old Regime

2. Fear of Instablity/Anarhy
Protecting Vested Interests

Actions

1. Violent Craddww on Protests
Infrasttucture

4. Arresting Od Intervetion
Suwitetal Ties

1. Prolonged Civil War
2. Entenched Ritifation Support

3. Potenched zn Authortohiniarism
3. Potential for Coup/Counter-Coup

3. Providing Arms & Training to Rebls
4. Arrestto New Political Order

Key Factors: Leadership,
Leadership, Cohesion, Societal Ties

Overall Impact: Determning the Trajectory of Political Change & Stability

Short deseription: Diagram showing examples of army roles in revolutions (supportive vs
resistant). Caption: Figure 4.1 Army roles in revolutionary movements

4.1.2 Conditions.under which armies support or resist revolutions

The decision of armies to support or resist revolutions depends on several conditions. One
important factor is legitimacy, which refers to the perceived rightfulness of a government or
movement. Armies may support revolutions if they believe the existing regime has lost
legitimacy.

Another factor is institutional loyalty, meaning the military’s commitment to established
political structures. Where loyalty is strong, armies are more likely to resist revolutionary
change. Economic interests also play a role, as armies may align with movements that promise
better resources or resist those that threaten their privileges.
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Fill in the blank: Armies may support revolutions if they believe the existing regime has lost

Figure 6.2: Conditions Influnening Army’s Role in Revolutions:
Factors for Support or Resistance

Favors Support Favors Resistance
Condition
(Pro-Revolution) (Anti-Revolution)
1. Military Cochesion & Internal Divisions, Strong Unity, Egypt 2011 vs
Loyalty Factionlistm, Low Morale Intablity, Loyalty to Syria 2011
Low Morale Leadership/Regime
2. Public Support & Limited Civilian Tunsia 2011 vs Belarus Belarus 2019 vs
Legiticancy Public Sympthay 2020 2020
4. Military Interests & Wieedppaed Civlian Threat to Power, Budget, Foreign Aid/
Privlieges Urpisisising, Budget, Corruption Intervertion for
Status in in New Networks Networks Coup/Counter-Coup
Order
4. External Support & Portugal 1974 vs Foreign Aid/Intervation for ~ Libya 1011 vs
Influence (partitally) Regime Yemen 1015

Overall Impact: Determning Trajectory & Outcome of Political Transitions

Caption: Table 4.1 Conditions influencing army support or resistance Short description: Table
listing legitimacy, institutional loyalty, and economic interests as factors.

4.1.3 Consequences of military involvement in revolutionary change

Military involvement in revolutions has far-reaching consequences. When armies support
revolutions, they can help establish new regimes but may also dominate post-revolutionary
politics. When they resist revolutions, outcomes often include repression, civil conflict, or
prolonged instability.
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A key term here is post-revolutionary politics, defined as the political arrangements and power
structures that emerge after a revolution. These arrangements are often shaped by the military’s
role during the revolutionary period.

Fill in the blank: Post-revolutionary politics refers to the political arrangements and power
structures that emerge after a

[/ OER image

Box 6.3 Consegences of Military

Involvement in Revolutions
Analyzing Outomes of Political Upuehval & Civil-Military Crises

1. Regime Chang & Transition: Overthow of existing
leading to new political order or prolonged power struggles
& instability.

2. Violence & Human Right Abuses: Increasulties,
represion, & violance against civilians during
conflicts & crackdowns.

3. Long-Term Instablity & Miltarization: Cycles of
coups of coups, fragile governance, & increased
military influence in politics.

Overall Impact: Redifining State-Society Relations & Future M OERQ§6

of Governance

Caption: Box 4.1 Consequences of military involvement in revolutions Short description: Box
summarising outcomes such as regime change, military dominance, repression, and instability.

4.2 The Military-Industrial Complex
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The concept of the military-industrial complex highlights the close relationship between the
armed forces, defence industries, and political institutions. This relationship often shapes
national priorities, influences policy decisions, and affects the balance of civil-military relations.
In this Part, we will define the concept, explore its political and economic implications, and
engage with critiques and debates surrounding its role in society.

4.2.1 Definition and origins of the military-industrial complex

The term military-industrial complex refers to the network of relationships between the
military establishment, defence contractors, and political leaders. It was popularised by U.S.
President Dwight D. Eisenhower in his 1961 farewell address, where he warned of the potential
dangers of excessive influence by this alliance.

The origins of the military-industrial complex lie in the expansion of defence industries during
major wars, particularly the Second World War, when governments relied heavily on private
companies to produce weapons and equipment. Over time, this partnership became
institutionalised, creating a permanent link between military needs and industrial production.

Fill in the blank: The military-industrial complex refers to the network of relationships between
the military, contractors, and political leaders.
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Figure 6.4: The Millitary-Industrial Complex [ OER image

Analyzing Interennprected Power & Influence

POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS
(Congress, Executive)

» Budgets & Oversight
* Policies & Regulations

MILITARY-INDUSTRIAL
COMPLEX

Reinforring Cycle of
Spending & Influence

DEFENSE INDUSTRY
(Corporations, Contractors)

MILITARY ESTABLISMENT
(Pentogon, Armed Services)
. DEMAND & SUPPORT
» Contracts & Equipment PROCUREMENT

* Policy Input

* Weapons & Technology
» Lobbying & Donations

Overall Impact: Perpetutation of Conflict & Undomrcratic Influence

Short deseription: Diagram showing the triangular relationship between military, industry, and
politics. Caption: Figure 4.2 The military-industrial complex

4.2.2 Political and’economic implications of military-industrial relations

The military-industrial complex has significant political and economic implications. Politically,
itcan influence government decisions on defence spending, foreign policy, and military
interventions. Economically, it sustains large industries, creates jobs, and drives technological
innovation, but it can also divert resources away from social development.

A key term here is defence spending, defined as the allocation of national resources to military
activities, including procurement, research, and operations. High levels of defence spending
often reflect the influence of military-industrial relations.
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Fill in the blank: Defence spending refers to the allocation of national resources to
activities, including procurement and operations.

Figure 6.5: Political & Economic Implications of the (& kR Imiage
Analyzing Influence, Benefits, & Trae-Offs

Political Economic Trade-Off &
Implications Benefits Concerns

Government Lobbying, campaign Job creation, Undue influence, distorted
influence donations, technological priorities
revolving door innovation
Policy & Favors military Economic growth Economic growth,
Decision-Making solutions, increased high-tech sector ligh-tech reduced social
defense spending development spending
LcUS EICH GRS Transparency & Secrey, limited  Trade surlus, lack of
XTI (1A classified budgets oversight, strategic alliances
budgets
International Arms races, Corruption, Trade surplases, exports
Relations perpetutation of exports Global instablity, human of
conflicts scruntity conflict

Overall Impact: Complex Intenlay of Powe & Power, Profit, & Security

Caption: Table 4.2 Political and economic implications of the military-industrial complex Short
description: Table listing political influence, economic benefits, and social trade-offs.

4.2.3 Critiques and debates surrounding the military-industrial complex

Critics argue that the military-industrial complex can undermine democratic accountability by
prioritising military interests over civilian needs. It may encourage unnecessary arms races,
perpetuate conflicts, and foster corruption. Supporters, however, claim that it ensures national
security and drives technological progress.

A key term here is arms race, defined as the competitive build-up of military capabilities
between states, often fuelled by industrial and political interests.

-

LA-NET | ONLINE LEARNING VIDEO PLATFORM FOR POST-SECONDARY & HIGHER INSTITUTION STUDENTS



Fill in the blank: An arms race is the competitive build-up of capabilities between states.

Box 6.6 Critiques of the Military-Industrral Complex o

. . OER image
Analyzing Concerns for Democracy, Peace & Corruption

1. Democratic Deficit & Undue Influence:

Lobbying, campaign donations, & revolving &
underrmine civilian control and distort public
priorities.

2. Perpetuation of Conflict:
Economic incentives for arms production drive
conflicts, arms races, & hinder peaeful social
dimploancy.

3. Corruption & Lack of Transperancy:
stusrefied
budgets

Secrecy, classsified budgets, & lucrrative
lucrrative contracts create opportunities corruption or
roruption & reduce accounbiblity.

Overall Impact: Erroning Trust, Fueling Instablity & Misallcocating Resources OER

Caption: Box 4.2 Critiques of the military-industrial complex Short description: Box
summarising critiques such as undermining democracy, perpetuating conflict, and fostering
corruption.,

4.3"Military Extractive Tendencies

Military organisations often extend their influence beyond defence and security into economic
and political spheres. This behaviour, known as extractive tendencies, refers to practices where
the military exploits resources, institutions, or populations for its own benefit. In this Part, we
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will examine what extractive behaviour means, its impact on governance and society, and
strategies for curbing such practices.

4.3.1 Understanding extractive behaviour in military organisations

Extractive behaviour is the practice of using military power to gain economic or political
advantages outside the legitimate defence role. This can include controlling industries,
monopolising trade, or appropriating state resources. In some contexts, the military may even act
as a dominant economic actor, shaping national policies to serve its interests.

Such behaviour undermines the principle of civilian authority and blurs the line between military
and civil functions. It often leads to corruption and weakens democratic accountability.

Fill in the blank: Extractive behaviour refers to the practice of using military power to gain
or political advantages outside defence.
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Figure 7.1: Extractive Behavior:

Analyzing Mechanisms of Economic Control & Resource
Appropration
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Overall Impact: Resource Misuse, Corruption & Weakened Governance

-

& OER image

Short deseription: Diagram showing examples of military extractive behaviour (economic
control, resource appropriation, political influence). Caption: Figure 4.3 Military extractive
behaviour

4.3.2 Impact of extractive tendencies on governance and society

The tmpact of extractive tendencies is profound. Politically, they weaken civilian institutions by
concentrating power in the hands of the military. Economically, they distort markets, discourage
investment, and divert resources from social development. Socially, they foster inequality and
resentment, as military elites enjoy privileges denied to ordinary citizens.

A key term here is governance, defined as the processes and structures through which authority
is exercised and decisions are made in a state. Extractive tendencies compromise governance by
undermining transparency and accountability.
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Fill in the blank: Extractive tendencies compromise governance by undermining

accountability.

and

Figure 7.2: Impacts of Military Extractive Tendencies °®
Analyzing Political, Economic & Social Consetunces

Dimension

Political
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Caption: Table 4.3 Impact of military extractive tendencies Short description: Table listing
political, economic, and social impacts of extractive tendencies.

4.3.3 Strategies for curbing military extractive practices
Curbing extractive tendencies requires strong civilian institutions and effective oversight. One
strategy is constitutional reform, which clearly limits the military’s role in economic and

political affairs. Another is transparency measures, such as audits and public reporting of

military budgets. International pressure and civil society activism can also play important roles in

reducing extractive behaviour.
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Ultimately, the goal is to ensure that the military remains focused on its legitimate defence role,
while civilian institutions retain control over political and economic decision-making.

Fill in the blank: One strategy for curbing extractive tendencies is reform, which limits
the military’s role in politics and economics.

Box 7.3 Strategies for Curbary Extractive Practices °®

Promoting Accountnable Governance & Resource Management

. Constitutional & Legal Reform:
Strengthening civlian oversicant, independent judicairy &
anti-corruption laws.

2. Transparency & Accounalbility:

Imimpsenting operllity: Implementing open bufgets, external audits,
& civlian & a ciilian review mechanisms for military finances &
finances & enterprises.

3. Security Sector Reform & Professionsism a professional, apolitical
military subject a civlian control & ethical conduct.

Overall Impact: Enhanced Governance, Reduced Consinable Development ©ER

Caption: Box 4.3 Strategies for curbing military extractive practices Short description: Box
summarising strategies such as constitutional reform, transparency measures, and civil society
activism.

Series Summary
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This Series has examined the significant role of armies in revolutionary movements, the
dynamics of the military-industrial complex, and the implications of military extractive
tendencies. Its purpose has been to highlight how military institutions influence political change,
shape economic and industrial relations, and affect governance beyond their traditional defence
role. These themes are central to understanding civil-military relations and their impact on
democratic stability.

We began by analysing historical examples of armies in revolutions, the conditions under which
they support or resist change, and the consequences of their involvement. We then moved on to
define the military-industrial complex, exploring its origins, political and economic implications,
and the debates surrounding its influence. Finally, we considered military extractive tendencies,
assessing their impact on governance and society, and identifying strategies-to curb them. By
engaging with these discussions, you should now be able to analyse revolutionary roles of
armies, explain the concept and implications of the military-industrial complex, and evaluate
extractive practices in military organisations, thereby achieving the Series Learning Outcomes.

Glossary of Terms

arms race — The competitive build-up of military capabilities between states, often driven by
industrial and political interests.

defence spending — The allocation of national resources to military activities, including
procurement, research, and operations.

extractive behaviour — The practice of using military power to gain economic or political
advantages outside its legitimate defence role.

governance — The processes-and structures through which authority is exercised and decisions
are made in a state.

institutional loyalty — The military’s commitment to established political structures, which
influences whether it supports or resists revolutionary change.

legitimacy — The perceived rightfulness of a government or movement, which affects whether
armies align with of oppose revolutions.

military-industrial complex — The network of relationships between the military establishment,
defence contractors, and political leaders, often shaping national priorities and policies.

post-revelutionary politics — The political arrangements and power structures that emerge after
a revolution, often influenced by the military’s role during the upheaval.

revolution — A fundamental and often rapid transformation of political, social, or economic
structures, usually driven by mass mobilisation.

Concept Check Questions [Series 4]
Objective Questions
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A revolution is a fundamental and often rapid transformation of , social, or economic
structures. (Linked to SLO 4.1)

Armies may support revolutions if they believe the existing regime has lost
to SLO 4.2)

. (Linked

The military-industrial complex refers to the network of relationships between the military,
contractors, and political leaders. (Linked to SLO 4.4)

Defence spending refers to the allocation of national resources to activities, including
procurement and operations. (Linked to SLO 4.5)

An arms race is the competitive build-up of capabilities between states. (Linked to
SLO 4.6)

Short-Answer Questions

Define post-revolutionary politics and explain its significance. (Linked to SLO 4.3)
Identify two political implications of the military-industrial complex. (Linked to SLO 4.5)
Describe extractive behaviour in military organisations: (Linked to SLO 4.7)

Explain how extractive tendencies compromise governance. (Linked to SLO 4.8)
Long-Answer Questions

Analyse historical examples of armies in revolutionary movements, highlighting the
consequences of their involvement. (Linked to SLO 4.1, SLO 4.3)

Evaluate the political and economic implications of the military-industrial complex. (Linked to
SLO 4.5)

Propose strategies for curbing military extractive practices and assess their effectiveness. (Linked
to SLO 4.9)

Answers to Concept Check Questions [Series 4]
Objective Questions

political

legitimacy

defence

military

military
Short-Answer Questions

Post-revolutionary politics refers to the political arrangements and power structures that
emerge after a revolution. It is significant because the military’s role during the revolution often
shapes the new regime and its stability.

-
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Two political implications are: (a) influencing government decisions on defence spending, and
(b) shaping foreign policy and military interventions.

Extractive behaviour is when the military uses its power to gain economic or political
advantages outside its legitimate defence role, such as controlling industries or appropriating
state resources.

Extractive tendencies compromise governance by undermining transparency and accountability,
concentrating power in the military, and weakening civilian institutions.

Long-Answer Questions

Basic response: Armies have historically supported revolutions when regimes lost legitimacy,
helping establish new governments. Conversely, resistance often led to reépression and instability.
Value-added response: Outstanding learners may cite examples such as the Egyptian military’s
role in the Arab Spring or the Russian army’s involvement in 1917, noting how military choices
shaped long-term political outcomes.

Basic response: Politically, the military-industrial complex influences defence spending and
policy decisions. Economically, it sustains industries and jobs but diverts resources from social
development. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may connect this to global arms
races, technological innovation, and debates about.democratic accountability, citing
Eisenhower’s warning about its dangers.

Basic response: Strategies include constitutional reform, transparency measures, and civil
society activism. These limit military involvement in politics and economics. Value-added
response: Outstanding learners may discuss international examples, such as post-war reforms in
Latin America, or highlight the role of global institutions and sanctions in curbing extractive
practices.

Answers to Pilot Questions [Series 4]
Part 1: Armies in Revolutionary Movements
political
legitimacy
revolution
Part 2: The Military-Industrial Complex
defence
military
arms
Part 3: Military Extractive Tendencies
economic
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transparency

constitutional

References and Attributions [Series 4]
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Series 5: Comparative Perspectives on Civil-Military
Stability

Part 1: Comparative Frameworks for Civil-Military Stability

SubPart 5.1.1: Defining stability in civil-military relations
SubPart 5.1.2: Theoretical models for comparative analysis
SubPart 5.1.3: Indicators of stability and instability

Part 2: Case Studies of Stable Civil-Military Relations

SubPart 5.2.1: Western democracies and institutional safeguards
SubPart 5.2.2: Emerging democracies with resilient oversight mechanisms
SubPart 5.2.3: Lessons from successful stability models

Part 3: Case Studies of Fragile Civil-Military Relations

SubPart 5.3.1: Military dominance in transitional states
SubPart 5.3.2: Coups and authoritarian reversals
SubPart 5.3.3: Structural weaknesses undermining stability

Part 4: Comparative Lessons and Policy Implications

SubPart 5.4.1: Cross-case synthesis of stability factors
SubPart 5.4.2: Policy recommendations for sustaining stability
SubPart 5.4.3: Future directions.in comparative civil-military research

Introduction

In the last Series, we explored howarmies influence revolutions, the dynamics of the military-
industrial complex, and the challenges posed by military extractive tendencies. Building on that
foundation, this Series shifts our attention to comparative perspectives, where we examine how
different countriesiand contexts manage civil-military stability. By looking across cases, we gain
a deeper-appreciation of the diverse pathways through which stability is achieved or undermined,
and why comparative analysis is essential for understanding global civil-military relations.

The aim of this Series is to equip you with the ability to critically analyse civil-military stability
across different contexts, identify patterns of resilience and fragility, and draw lessons that can
inform both academic study and policy practice.

We shall commence this Series by considering comparative frameworks for civil-military
stability, defining what stability means, exploring theoretical models, and identifying indicators
of stability and instability. Next, we will move on to case studies of stable civil-military
relations, focusing on Western democracies and emerging democracies with resilient oversight
mechanisms. Following that, we will examine fragile civil-military relations, looking at military
dominance in transitional states, coups, and structural weaknesses. Finally, we will wrap up by
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synthesising lessons across cases, developing policy implications, and considering future
directions in comparative civil-military research.

Series Learning Outcomes
Series 5: Comparative Approaches to Civil-Military Stability

Upon completing this Series, you should be able to:
SLO 5.1 define stability in civil-military relations,
SLO 5.2 explain theoretical models used for comparative analysis of civil-military stability,
SLO 5.3 identify indicators of stability and instability in civil-military contexts,
SLO 5.4 analyse case studies of stable civil-military relations in Western democracies,
SLO 5.5 evaluate examples of resilient oversight mechanisms in emerging democracies,
SLO 5.6 assess lessons drawn from successful stability models,
SLO 5.7 describe patterns of military dominance'in transitional states,
SLO 5.8 examine the role of coups.and authoritarian reversals in undermining stability,
SLO 5.9 analyse structural weaknesses that contribute to fragile civil-military relations,
SLO 5.10 synthesise comparative lessons across stable and fragile cases,
SLO 5.11 propose policy recommendations for sustaining civil-military stability, and

SLO 5.12 evaluate future directions in comparative civil-military research.

5.1 Comparative ErameworksEor Civil-Military Stability

Civil-military stability is a central theme in comparative politics, as it determines whether
societies experience democratic resilience or authoritarian reversals. In this Part, we will define
stability in civil-military relations, explore theoretical models for comparative analysis, and
identify indicators of stability and instability. These frameworks will provide you with the
analytical tools needed to evaluate diverse case studies in subsequent Parts.

5.1.1 Defining stability in civil-military relations

Civil-military stability refers to the sustained balance where civilian institutions retain authority
over the military, and the armed forces remain committed to their professional defence role.
Stability is not simply the absence of coups; it also includes the presence of strong institutions,
predictable oversight mechanisms, and respect for constitutional boundaries.

Fill in the blank: Civil-military stability refers to the sustained balance where institutions
retain authority over the military.
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Figure 4.5 ' OER image

The Balance for Civil-Military Stability
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Short deseription: Diagram showing the balance between civilian authority and military
professionalism. Caption: Figure 5.1 Civil-military stability framework

5.1.2 Theoretical models for comparative analysis

Scholars have developed several models to explain civil-military stability. One is the
professionalism model, which argues that stability is achieved when the military is highly
professional and insulated from politics. Another is the integration model, which suggests that
stability arises when the military is embedded within the political and social fabric, reducing the
likelihood of confrontation.

A third approach is the structural model, which emphasises the role of institutions, economic
development, and social cohesion in shaping stability. Each model provides a different lens for
comparative analysis, helping us understand why stability varies across countries.

SN
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Fill in the blank: The professionalism model argues that stability is achieved when the military is
highly and insulated from politics.

Figure 4.6 Theortrical Models of Civil-Military
Stablity

Comparing Professionism, Integration, & Structural Models

Core - Example
A ocus
Model Key Concept Mechanism
1. Professionism Military adheres of Self-regulation, Military behavior Mature Western Militaries
Model professional norms training, & values
& ethics education
2. Integration Military is embedded  Civilian control, shared Societal linkages Scandnvian Countries
Model within & reflects civilian values, & social & shared identity
society representation
2. Structural Formal institutions &  Constitutional design. |nstitutional design Untates
Model legal framworks ensure legal checks & & legal constraints  (Checks & Balances)
civiian superemsy oversight bodies

Overall Impact: Robust Governance, Accowrability, & Conflict Prevention K)E

Caption: Table 5.1 Theoretical models of civil-military stability Short description: Table
comparing professionalism, integration, and structural models.

5.1.3 Indicators of stability and instability

To compare civil-military relations across countries, we need clear indicators. Indicators of
stability include regular civilian oversight, adherence to constitutional limits, and military
professionalism. Indicators of instability include frequent coups, weak institutions, and military
involvement in politics or the economy.

These indicators allow us to measure and compare different cases systematically. For example, a
country with strong parliamentary oversight and limited military autonomy would be considered
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stable, while one with recurring coups and weak civilian institutions would be classified as
unstable.

Fill in the blank: Indicators of instability include frequent , weak institutions, and military
involvement in politics.

(D OER image
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& the Insablity

Analyzing Signposts of Democratic Control & Crisis

\

Indicators of Stability Indicators of Instablity
1. Robust Civiian Oversight 1. Military Coups & Interventions
2. Respect for Rule for Law 2. Military Dinterntoins

3. Aplotical, Professional Military 2. Military Discagard for Law

4. Transparency & Acconnaiblity 4. Politicization of Military
5. Secrey & Corruption

5. Active Civil Society 5. Weak Civiian Insttutions

—‘L" ., . - - b‘\b
\ ~ Transition / Crisis © > j

Overall Impact: Peaaceful National Secuce vs. Cycles of Conflict & Democratic Repressioj
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Caption: Box 5.1 Indicators of civil-military stability and instability Short description: Box
summarising indicators such as oversight, professionalism, coups, and weak institutions.

5.2 Case Studies Of Stable Civil-Military Relations
Stable civil-military relations are often the result of strong institutions, entrenched democratic
norms, and effective oversight mechanisms. In this Part, we will examine examples from
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Western democracies and emerging democracies, highlighting the safeguards that sustain
stability. We will also draw lessons from these cases to understand how stability can be achieved
and maintained across different contexts.

5.2.1 Western democracies and institutional safeguards

Western democracies such as the United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany provide
examples of stable civil-military relations. In these contexts, institutional safeguards—defined
as formal structures and rules that limit military influence—play a crucial role. These include
constitutional provisions, parliamentary oversight, and independent judiciaries.

The military in these democracies is professionalised and subordinate to civilian authority, with
clear boundaries between defence responsibilities and political decision-making. This separation
ensures that the military remains focused on national defence rather than‘political power:

Fill in the blank: In Western democracies, institutional safeguards such as oversight help
limit military influence.
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Figure 5.1: Institutonal Safrguards in Western Democracies
Ensuring Civilian Control & Accounability
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Short deseription: Diagram showing institutional safeguards in Western democracies
(constitution, parliament, judiciary). Caption: Figure 5.2 Institutional safeguards in Western
democracies

5.2.2 Emerging democracies with resilient oversight mechanisms

Emerging democracies such as South Africa, Brazil, and Indonesia demonstrate how resilient
oversight mechanisms can sustain civil-military stability. Resilient oversight mechanisms are
processes that adapt to challenges and ensure accountability, even in transitional contexts.

In these cases, civilian governments have strengthened parliamentary committees, increased
transparency in defence budgets, and promoted civil society participation. These measures
reduce the risk of military dominance and encourage democratic consolidation.
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Fill in the blank: Resilient oversight mechanisms in emerging democracies often include
transparency in budgets and civil society participation.

Figure 5.2: Oversight Mechaniims in Emerring Democaries

Strenghening Civilian Control & Accontability

. Role in Civ-Mil Example
Description Relations (Country/Context)

Parliamentary Legislative subcoummites Conduct oversigt, review South Africa,
Committees specialiing in defemtsttarstbudgets, question officials Indonesia
Parliamentary Conduct overeght, review Reduce corruption, increase  South Africa, indenderd
Audits & security mtlcials accounability, inform public debate

Budgetary Transparency Public of defense budgets, Reduce coruttin, Chile, Ghana

& Audits indencenal reviews accoulbility, inform public debate

Civil Society Activism, and  NGOs, think tanks, and ~ Advocate for reform, Philippines,

indepnent media monitoring indepenent monitoring exposr public scrutiny Tunisia

Civil Society Activism & Advocate for reform, Uphold of raw, Philippines ofpstest,
Bodies expose public activities  ciizens, public scrutiny abuses

Judical Review & Human  Courts of commifoir stef Uphold of raw, protect citizens, Argentina, India
Rightes & legai rrilitary actions lugalty of military actions dter abuses

Overall Impact: Enhanced Accautability, Reduced Corruption & Densoclation

Caption: Table 5.2 Oversight mechanisms in emerging democracies Short description: Table
listing examples such as parliamentary committees, transparent defence budgets, and civil
society activism.

5.2.3 Lessons from successful stability models

From both Western and emerging democracies, several lessons can be drawn. First, stability
requires strong institutions that enforce civilian authority. Second, transparency and
accountability mechanisms are essential to prevent military overreach. Third, civil society plays
a vital role in monitoring and advocating for democratic governance.
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A key term here is democratic consolidation, defined as the process by which democracy
becomes deeply rooted and unlikely to be reversed. Stable civil-military relations are a critical
component of this consolidation.

Fill in the blank: Democratic consolidation refers to the process by which democracy becomes
deeply and unlikely to be reversed.

@ OER image

Box 5.3 Lessons from Stable Civil-Military Relations

Key Factors for Enduring Democratic Control & Security

1. Strong Institutions & Legal Framewarks: Robust constitutional
design, indepedent & clear legar Igal framewarks are ensure civilian
superensy.

2. Accaundibility & Transparency: Effective parlamanary oversight,
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pevent abuses of power.

3. Professional & Apoltical Military: A discipilied, well-trained milion-
military that respects hughat & inrants & remains strictly neutral in
political affairs.

A
Overall Impact: Robust Democracy, Human Security & Sustainable Development (OER

Caption: Box 5.2 Lessons from stable civil-military relations Short description: Box
summarising lessons such as strong institutions, transparency, accountability, and civil society
engagement.

5.3 Case Studies Of Fragile Civil-Military Relations
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Fragile civil-military relations occur when the balance between civilian authority and military
power is weak or unstable. In such contexts, the military often exerts undue influence over
politics, undermines democratic institutions, or directly seizes power. In this Part, we will
examine military dominance in transitional states, the role of coups and authoritarian reversals,
and the structural weaknesses that contribute to instability.

5.3.1 Military dominance in transitional states

In transitional states, where political institutions are still developing, the military often'becomes
the most organised and powerful actor. Military dominance refers to situations where the armed
forces exert control over political decision-making, either formally or informally. This
dominance can prevent democratic consolidation and entrench authoritarian practices.

Examples include countries where the military acts as a “guardian” of the state, intervening
whenever civilian governments are perceived as weak or corrupt. While this may appear
stabilising in the short term, it usually undermines long-term democratic growth.

Fill in the blank: Military dominance refers to situations where the armed forces exert control
over decision-making.
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Figure 5.4 @ CERimage

Military Dominance Over Transitional Institutions
Analyzing Power Imbalnces in Post-Conflict & Democraizing States
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Short deseription: Diagram showing military dominance over transitional civilian institutions.
Caption: Figure 5.3 Military dominance in transitional states

5.3.2 Coups and-authoritarian reversals

A coup is the sudden and illegal seizure of power by the military or a faction within it. Coups are
a.common feature of fragile civil-military relations, often leading to authoritarian reversals,
where democratic progress is undone and replaced by military or autocratic rule.

Coups destabilise governance, weaken institutions, and discourage investment. They also erode
public trust in democracy, making it harder for societies to rebuild stable civil-military relations.

Fill in the blank: A coup is the sudden and illegal seizure of power by the or a faction
within it.
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Figure 5.5: Conseqences of Coups &

Analyzing Outcomes of Undernnining Democratic Transitions
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Dimension Political Economic Social
Impacts Impacts Impacts
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Overall Impact: Perpetutation of Instability, Poverty & Human Inscurity @

Caption: Table 5.3 Consequences of coups and authoritarian reversals Short description: Table
listing consequences such as weakened institutions, discouraged investment, and erosion of
public trust.

5.3.3 Structural weaknesses undermining stability

Fragile civil-military relations are often rooted in structural weaknesses, defined as systemic
deficiencies in governance, economy, or society that make states vulnerable to military
intervention. These weaknesses include poor constitutional design, lack of civilian oversight,
economic crises, and ethnic or regional divisions.

When these weaknesses persist, the military may justify intervention as necessary to preserve
order, but such actions usually deepen instability. Addressing structural weaknesses is therefore
critical to building resilient civil-military relations.
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Fill in the blank: Structural weaknesses include poor constitutional design, lack of civilian
oversight, and crises.

Box 4.8 +/ OER image
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Caption: Box 5.3 Structural weaknesses undermining civil-military stability Short description:
Box summarising weaknesses such as poor constitutional design, lack of oversight, economic
crises, and social divisions.

54 Comparative Lessons And Policy Implications
Having explored both stable and fragile civil-military relations, it is important to draw
comparative lessons that highlight the factors contributing to resilience or instability. This Part
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synthesises insights across cases, develops policy recommendations for sustaining stability, and
considers future directions in comparative civil-military research.

5.4.1 Cross-case synthesis of stability factors

When comparing stable and fragile cases, several factors consistently emerge. Stable civil-
military relations are characterised by strong institutions, effective oversight, and professional
armed forces. Fragile cases, by contrast, often reveal weak constitutional design, recurring coups,
and military dominance in politics.

A key term here is cross-case synthesis, defined as the process of identifying common themes
and differences across multiple case studies to generate broader insights. This approach helps us
move beyond individual examples to understand patterns that apply across contexts.

Fill in the blank: Cross-case synthesis refers to the process of identifying common themes and
differences across multiple studies.
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Figure 4.9: Compartive Factors in Civil-Military Relations:
Stabiity vs. Fragiity

Analyling Conditions for Democratic Control & Crisis

Factors Promoting Factors Promoting Example
Stability Fragility (Country/Context)
Institutions & Law Strong legal frameworks, = Weak constiutional design, ~ Stablity: Germany, Canada,
checks & balnces, design, lack of rule low, Fraglity: Sudan, Venezuela
independent judicarity corruptible courts
Military Ethos Professional, aplotical, Politicized, factionaized, UK, Japan, Pakistan,
disciplined, respects civlian self-intersted, history Thailand
civllian authority intervention
Civil Society & Overshght Active civil society, Passive public, Trensprant, accourtable,
independent media, independent media, cenceored media, opaive govenance, publia-
parlanentary oversight parlanenttive oversight weak legilative scrutiny low public trust
Governance & Trust Stablity: South Africa, Stablitty: New Zenmiad, Stablitty: Nealand, Nigeria,
Chile Egypt, Mynamar Zimabwe

Overall Impact: Robust Democracy, Security & Development vs.

Chronic Instability, Conflict & Underdevelopment

Caption: Table 5.4 Comparative factors in stable and fragile civil-military relations Short
description: Table contrasting stability factors (institutions, oversight, professionalism) with
fragility factors (weak constitutions, coups, dominance).

5.4.2 Polieysrecommendations for sustaining stability

Policy recommendations for sustaining civil-military stability include strengthening
constitutional safeguards, enhancing transparency in defence budgets, and promoting civil
society engagement. Another recommendation is investing in military professionalism, ensuring
that armed forces remain focused on defence rather than politics.

A key term here is policy recommendation, defined as a proposed course of action designed to
address a specific problem or improve governance outcomes. In this context, recommendations
aim to reduce military overreach and reinforce civilian authority.
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Fill in the blank: Policy recommendations are proposed courses of action designed to address a
specific or improve governance outcomes.

Box 4.10 Policy Recomendations for & OfRimage

Sustaning Civil-Military Stability

Promoting Robust Governance & Preventing Demoratic Reverals

4 )

1. Strengthen Demecratic Institutions:

* Invest in independent judicairy, parimentarian oversfight
comitttees & anti-graft agencies to enfoce rule of low &
accounability

2. Professionalize the Military

e Promote political neutrarily, merit-based promotions, & ethical
training to foster a disciplined & civlian-controlled armed force

3. Enhance Transparency & Civil Society Oversight

* Implement open defense budgets, external audits, & empower
media & civiia & civiity to scrunnize military affairs & prevent

corruption
\_ p J

Overall Impact: Durable Democracy, Human Rights

Protection & Sustainable Peace

Caption: Box 5.4 Policy recommendations for sustaining civil-military stability Short
description: Box summarising recommendations such as constitutional safeguards, transparency,
civil society engagement, and military professionalism.

5.4.3 Future directions in comparative civil-military research

Future research in civil-military relations will likely focus on transnational challenges such as
terrorism, cyber warfare, and globalisation, which complicate traditional notions of stability.
Scholars are also examining how new technologies, such as artificial intelligence in defence,
may reshape civil-military dynamics.
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A key term here is future directions, defined as emerging areas of study or inquiry that guide
the development of new knowledge. By considering these directions, learners can anticipate how
civil-military relations will evolve in response to global pressures.

Fill in the blank: Future directions in civil-military research include transnational challenges such
as terrorism, cyber warfare, and

Figure 6.1 () OERimage

Future Directions in Civil-Military Relations Research
Analyzing Evolving Challenges & the Impact of Global Trends

Global Threats Technological Change
1. Terrorism & Asynnmertic 2. Cyber Warfare & Al:
Warfarg: Non-state actors, Digital security, autonnous
counter_lnsurnggny, weapons, misorsfiration
domestic exterism

Civil-Military
Resations

Evolving Dynamics &
New Frontiers

Y,

Transnantional Issues Societal Shifts
3. Globalaation & Alliances: 4. Technology & Social Media:
International coperation, Public perception,
peakepwing, proxy conflicts mistorrmation, recruitment

Overall Impact: Adapting to Complex Security Environments & Ensuring Democratic Control

= +

Short description: Diagram showing future directions in civil-military research (terrorism, cyber

warfare, globalisation, technology). Caption: Figure 5.4 Future directions in civil-military
research

Series Summary
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This Series has focused on comparative approaches to civil-military stability, highlighting why
examining different contexts is essential for understanding the resilience or fragility of civil-
military relations. Its purpose has been to provide you with frameworks, case studies, and lessons
that show how stability is achieved, undermined, and sustained across diverse political systems.

We began by defining stability in civil-military relations, exploring theoretical models, and
identifying indicators of stability and instability. We then moved on to case studies of stable
civil-military relations in Western and emerging democracies, followed by an examination of
fragile contexts marked by military dominance, coups, and structural weaknesses. Finally, we
synthesised lessons across cases, proposed policy recommendations, and considered future
directions in comparative research. By engaging with these discussions, you should now be able
to define stability, explain comparative models, analyse both stable and fragile case studies, and
propose informed policy recommendations, thereby achieving the Series Learning Outecomes.

Glossary of Terms

authoritarian reversal — The undoing of democratic progress, where a state shifts back to
military or autocratic rule.

civil-military stability — The sustained balance where civilian institutions retain authority over
the military, and the armed forces remain committed to their professional defence role.

cross-case synthesis — The process of identifying common themes and differences across
multiple case studies to generate broader insights.

democratic consolidation — The process by which democracy becomes deeply rooted and
unlikely to be reversed.

future directions — Emerging areas of study or inquiry that guide the development of new
knowledge, often shaped by global challenges.

institutional safeguards — Formal structures and rules, such as constitutions, parliaments, and
judiciaries, that limit military influence in politics.

military dominance — Situations where the armed forces exert control over political decision-
making, either formally or informally.

policy recommendation — A proposed course of action designed to address a specific problem
or improve governance outcomes.

professionalism model — A theoretical model suggesting that civil-military stability is achieved
when the military is highly professional and insulated from politics.

resilient oversight mechanisms — Processes that adapt to challenges and ensure accountability,
such as transparent defence budgets and civil society participation.

structural weaknesses — Systemic deficiencies in governance, economy, or society that make
states vulnerable to military intervention.
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theoretical models — Frameworks used to explain civil-military stability, including
professionalism, integration, and structural approaches.

unstable indicators — Signs of fragility in civil-military relations, such as frequent coups, weak
institutions, and military involvement in politics.

stable indicators — Signs of resilience in civil-military relations, such as strong civilian
oversight, adherence to constitutional limits, and military professionalism.

Concept Check Questions [Series 5]
Objective Questions

Civil-military stability refers to the sustained balance where Institutions retain
authority over the military. (Linked to SLO 5.1)

The professionalism model argues that stability is achieved when the military is highly
and insulated from politics. (Linked to SLO 5.2)

Indicators of instability include frequent ,Wweak institutions, and military involvement
in politics. (Linked to SLO 5.3)

In Western democracies, institutional safeguards such as oversight help limit military
influence. (Linked to SLO 5.4)

A coup is the sudden and illegal seizure of power by the or a faction within it.
(Linked to SLO 5.8)

Short-Answer Questions

Define democratic consolidation and explain its relevance to civil-military stability. (Linked to
SLO 5.6)

Identify two resilient oversight mechanisms used in emerging democracies. (Linked to SLO 5.5)

Describe military dominance in transitional states and its impact on democratic consolidation.
(Linked to SLO 5.7)

Explain what structural' weaknesses are and how they undermine civil-military stability. (Linked
to SLO 5.9)

Long-Answer Questions

Analyse theoretical models of civil-military stability, highlighting their strengths and limitations.
(Linked to SLO 5.2)

Evaluate case studies of stable civil-military relations, focusing on lessons from Western and
emerging democracies. (Linked to SLO 5.4, SLO 5.5, SLO 5.6)

Propose policy recommendations for sustaining civil-military stability and assess their
effectiveness. (Linked to SLO 5.11)
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Discuss future directions in comparative civil-military research, considering global challenges
such as terrorism and cyber warfare. (Linked to SLO 5.12)

Answers to Concept Check Questions [Series 5]
Objective Questions

civilian

professional

coups

parliamentary

military
Short-Answer Questions

Democratic consolidation is the process by which democraey becomes deeply rooted and
unlikely to be reversed. It is relevant because stable civil-military.telations are essential for
democracy to endure.

Two resilient oversight mechanisms are transparent defence budgets and active parliamentary
committees.

Military dominance in transitional states occurs when the armed forces control political decision-
making. This undermines democratic consolidation by preventing civilian institutions from
gaining authority.

Structural weaknesses are systemic deficiencies such as poor constitutional design, lack of
oversight, economic crises, and social divisions. They undermine stability by making states
vulnerable to military intervention.

Long-Answer Questions

Basic response: The professionalism model emphasises military insulation from politics, the
integration model highlights embedding the military within society, and the structural model
focuses on institutions and development. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may
critique these models by moting that professionalism alone may not prevent coups, integration
risks politicisation, and structural models may overlook cultural factors.

Basic response: Western democracies rely on institutional safeguards, while emerging
democracies strengthen oversight mechanisms and civil society engagement. Value-added
response: Outstanding learners may reference specific cases such as Germany’s parliamentary
oversight or South Africa’s post-apartheid reforms, drawing lessons about transparency and
accountability.

Basic response: Recommendations include constitutional safeguards, transparency in defence
budgets, civil society engagement, and military professionalism. Value-added response:
Outstanding learners may assess effectiveness by comparing contexts, noting that reforms
succeed where institutions are strong but may fail in fragile states without external support.
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Basic response: Future directions include studying terrorism, cyber warfare, and globalisation as
challenges to stability. Value-added response: Outstanding learners may expand by discussing
how artificial intelligence in defence or transnational alliances reshape civil-military relations,
suggesting new areas for comparative research.

Answers to Pilot Questions [Series 5]

Part 1: Comparative frameworks for civil-military stability
civilian
professional
coups

Part 2: Case studies of stable civil-military relations
parliamentary
defence
rooted

Part 3: Case studies of fragile civil-military relations
political
military
economic

Part 4: Comparative lessons and policy implications
case
problem
globalisation
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