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Abstract 
Political instability has remained one of the most persistent challenges confronting Pakistan since its 
independence. Although Pakistan has experienced periods of democratic rule, military rule, constitutional 
development, electoral competition, and peaceful transfers of political authority, the country's political 
system has continued to face recurring institutional crises. These crises have included interruptions in 
democratic processes, civil-military tensions, weak parliamentary institutionalization, executive-legislative 
conflicts, judicial intervention in political affairs, weak political-party structures, electoral controversies, 
problems of accountability, and tensions between federal and provincial institutions. Consequently, political 
instability has not only affected the continuity of governments but has also weakened policy consistency, 
institutional legitimacy, governance capacity, and democratic consolidation. This study examines political 
instability in Pakistan primarily through the lens of institutional challenges. It argues that political instability 
cannot be explained solely by the behavior of individual political leaders or political parties; rather, it is deeply 
connected with the historical development, capacity, autonomy, and interaction of state and political 
institutions. The study adopts an interpretivist research philosophy and employs a qualitative research 
approach based on secondary data. Academic books, peer-reviewed journal articles, constitutional 
documents, institutional reports, and relevant governance literature are analyzed through documentary and 
thematic analysis.The theoretical framework combines institutionalism, historical institutionalism, and 
democratic consolidation perspectives. The analysis focuses on civil-military relations, executive-legislative 
relations, judicialization of politics, political-party institutionalization, electoral governance, federalism, 
accountability institutions, and rule of law. The findings suggest that persistent institutional imbalance, weak 
institutionalization of political parties, inconsistent constitutional practices, politicization of state institutions, 
and weak mechanisms of accountability have contributed significantly to political instability. The study 
concludes that durable political stability requires strengthening democratic institutions rather than relying 
primarily on changes in political leadership. Institutional autonomy, constitutional continuity, parliamentary 
supremacy within the constitutional framework, credible elections, judicial independence, effective 
accountability, local governance, and political consensus are essential for long-term democratic 
consolidation in Pakistan. 
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INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Background of the Study 
Political stability is an essential condition for effective governance, democratic development, economic 
progress, and social cohesion. A politically stable system provides continuity in government, predictable 
rules, peaceful mechanisms for political competition, and effective institutions capable of resolving conflicts. 
Political instability, by contrast, emerges when political authority is frequently contested, institutions fail to 
resolve conflicts through established constitutional mechanisms, governments lack continuity, or political 
actors rely on extra-institutional means to achieve their objectives. Pakistan's political history demonstrates 
a complex interaction between democratic institutions, political elites, bureaucratic structures, military 
institutions, judiciary, political parties, and constitutional arrangements. Since independence in 1947, 
Pakistan has experienced alternating periods of democratic and military rule. These changes have had long-
term consequences for institutional development and democratic consolidation. The Constitution of 1973 
established a parliamentary system in which executive authority is vested in the Prime Minister and 
Parliament consists of the National Assembly and Senate. However, the constitutional framework has 
repeatedly operated under political pressures and institutional tensions. The formal existence of democratic 
institutions has therefore not always guaranteed their effective institutionalization. Political instability in 
Pakistan should consequently be examined beyond the question of which political party is in government. A 
more fundamental issue concerns the capacity of institutions to establish predictable rules, regulate political 
competition, ensure accountability, and peacefully manage disagreements. Institutional weakness can 
produce a cycle in which political actors seek short-term advantages through institutions rather than 
strengthening those institutions for long-term democratic governance. When institutions become highly 
politicized, political competition may shift from policy-based competition toward institutional confrontation. 
The relationship between political instability and institutional quality is particularly important because 
governance depends upon institutions that can formulate and implement policies effectively. The World 
Bank identifies political stability, government effectiveness, rule of law, regulatory quality, voice and 
accountability, and control of corruption as major dimensions of governance. Pakistan's institutional 
challenges also extend beyond the federal government. The 18th Constitutional Amendment significantly 
expanded provincial responsibilities, while the 7th NFC Award increased provincial revenue shares. 
Nevertheless, implementation of decentralization and local-level institutional capacity has remained 
uneven. 
Political instability therefore represents both a symptom and a consequence of institutional weaknesses. 
Weak institutions can generate instability, while prolonged instability can further weaken institutional 
capacity. 
1.2 Statement of the Problem Pakistan has repeatedly experienced political crises involving changes of 
government, constitutional conflicts, tensions between political institutions, civil-military relations, electoral 
controversies, judicial interventions, and political polarization. The central problem is that political instability 
is often explained through the personalities of political leaders, political rivalries, or economic crises. Such 
explanations, although important, do not fully address the institutional foundations of instability.The key 
problem examined by this study is therefore: Why has Pakistan struggled to achieve sustained political 
stability despite the existence of constitutional and democratic institutions?The study argues that the 
answer lies partly in institutional weaknesses, institutional imbalance, weak political-party 
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institutionalization, inconsistent constitutional practices, and insufficient mechanisms for resolving political 
conflicts through democratic institutions. 
1.3 Research Objectives 
The study aims to: 

1. Examine the nature and causes of political instability in Pakistan. 
2. Analyze the institutional foundations of political instability. 
3. Examine the role of civil-military relations in Pakistan's political development. 
4. Analyze executive-legislative and judicial-political relations. 
5. Examine the role of political parties and electoral institutions. 
6. Assess the relationship between institutional weakness and democratic instability. 
7. Identify reforms that can contribute to democratic consolidation and political stability. 

1.4 Research Questions 
1. What are the major institutional causes of political instability in Pakistan? 
2. How have institutional imbalances contributed to political instability? 
3. What role have civil-military relations played in Pakistan's political development? 
4. How do executive-legislative and judicial relations affect political stability? 
5. How does weak political-party institutionalization contribute to instability? 
6. What institutional reforms can strengthen democratic consolidation in Pakistan? 

1.5 Significance of the Study 
This study is significant because political instability affects almost every dimension of governance. Frequent 
political crises can undermine policy continuity, reduce institutional credibility, discourage investment, 
weaken public trust, and create uncertainty in the policy environment. The study also contributes to Political 
Science by shifting attention from personalities toward institutions. Rather than viewing political instability 
exclusively as a conflict between political leaders, the study examines how institutional structures and 
relationships shape political outcomes. The research may also be useful for students, researchers, policy 
makers, and political institutions interested in democratic consolidation and governance in Pakistan. 
1.6 Scope of the Study 
The research focuses specifically on institutional explanations of political instability in Pakistan. 
It examines: 

● Civil-military relations 
● Parliament and executive 
● Judiciary 
● Political parties 
● Electoral institutions 
● Federalism 
● Accountability institutions 
● Rule of law 
● Institutional capacity 
● Democratic consolidation 

The study does not attempt to provide a complete history of every political crisis in Pakistan. Instead, 
historical developments are used selectively to explain institutional patterns.. 
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LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 
2.1 Introduction 
Political instability in Pakistan has been examined from historical, institutional, economic, constitutional, and 
political perspectives. Scholars have identified military intervention, weak political parties, leadership crises, 
constitutional instability, ethnic and regional tensions, governance problems, and institutional conflicts as 
important explanations.This chapter reviews major perspectives and develops an institutional framework 
for understanding political instability. 
2.2 Institutionalism 
Institutionalism emphasizes the role of political institutions in shaping political behavior and outcomes. 
Institutions provide rules, procedures, incentives, and constraints through which political actors interact. 
Strong institutions make political behavior more predictable, while weak institutions can encourage actors 
to bypass formal rules. From an institutional perspective, political stability depends not simply on the 
existence of institutions but on their ability to operate according to established rules. 
2.3 Historical Institutionalism 
Historical institutionalism argues that institutions develop over time and that earlier political choices can 
influence later outcomes. This concept of path dependence is particularly relevant to Pakistan. Early 
constitutional crises, bureaucratic dominance, military intervention, and interruptions in democratic 
government created institutional patterns that influenced later political development. Once political actors 
become accustomed to resolving conflicts through extra-institutional mechanisms, such practices can 
become embedded in political behavior. 
2.4 Democratic Consolidation Theory 
Democratic consolidation refers to the process through which democracy becomes sufficiently 
institutionalized that political actors accept democratic rules as the legitimate framework for political 
competition. Linz and Stepan (1996) argue that consolidated democracy requires political and constitutional 
institutions capable of functioning effectively and a political society committed to democratic rules. 
Pakistan's recurring political crises indicate that democratic institutions have developed but have not always 
achieved sufficient institutionalization to prevent recurring disruptions. 
2.5 Civil-Military Relations 
Civil-military relations constitute one of the most important areas in the study of Pakistan's political 
development. Finer (1962) and Huntington (1957) developed influential theoretical approaches to 
understanding military intervention and civil-military relations. 
In Pakistan, the military has historically played a significant political role. Military interventions in 1958, 1977, 
and 1999 interrupted elected political governments and significantly influenced the institutional 
development of the state. The literature therefore suggests that an imbalance between civilian political 
institutions and military power can create challenges for democratic consolidation. 
2.6 Political Party Institutionalization 
Political parties are essential intermediaries between citizens and the state. However, weak internal 
democracy, leadership-centered structures, dynastic tendencies, factionalism, personality politics, and 
limited ideological institutionalization can weaken political parties. When parties are primarily organized 
around individual leaders rather than durable institutions, political competition becomes highly 
personalized. This can intensify political polarization and reduce the possibility of long-term political 
compromise.Recent scholarship on Pakistan's democratic development has similarly identified party 
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factionalism, weak intra-party democracy, and governmental instability as factors associated with 
democratic breakdown. 
2.7 Parliament and Executive 
Parliament is a central institution of democratic governance. Pakistan's constitutional system provides for a 
bicameral Parliament consisting of the National Assembly and Senate.However, parliamentary effectiveness 
depends on legislative capacity, committee systems, oversight mechanisms, party discipline, and respect for 
constitutional procedures.The National Assembly's Public Accounts Committee provides an institutional 
mechanism for parliamentary oversight of public expenditure and government accounts.Weak 
parliamentary oversight can reduce institutional accountability and encourage executive dominance. 
2.8 Judiciary and Politics 
The judiciary is constitutionally responsible for interpreting laws and protecting constitutional 
principles.However, judicial involvement in political disputes can create tension between judicial 
independence and political decision-making.The concept of judicialization of politics refers to the increasing 
involvement of courts in matters that traditionally fall within the political sphere.In Pakistan, constitutional 
disputes, electoral matters, government formation, and political conflicts have repeatedly reached the 
courts.The central institutional issue is not whether courts should enforce the Constitution, but how 
institutional boundaries can be maintained while ensuring constitutional accountability. 
2.9 Electoral Institutions 
Credible elections are fundamental to democratic legitimacy. 
Electoral institutions must ensure: 

● Fair competition 
● Transparent procedures 
● Equal political opportunities 
● Accurate electoral administration 
● Effective dispute resolution 
● Public confidence 

When election results are widely disputed, political legitimacy can weaken and political instability may 
increase. 
2.10 Federalism and Institutional Coordination 
Pakistan is a federal state in which responsibilities are divided between the federal government and 
provinces. 
The 18th Amendment significantly increased provincial responsibilities, while the NFC Award strengthened 
provincial fiscal shares. However, institutional coordination and implementation remain important 
challenges. The World Bank has noted continuing structural weaknesses in fiscal federalism and service 
delivery. Effective federalism therefore requires cooperation rather than continuous competition between 
federal and provincial authorities. 
2.11 Rule of Law and Accountability 
Rule of law requires that political authorities and citizens operate within established legal frameworks.Weak 
rule of law can create political uncertainty because actors may perceive institutions as selective or politically 
influenced.Similarly, accountability institutions lose credibility when accountability processes are perceived 
as politically selective.Therefore, impartial and predictable accountability mechanisms are essential for 
political stability. 
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2.12 Governance and Institutional Quality 
The World Bank's governance framework identifies six dimensions: 

1. Voice and Accountability 
2. Political Stability 
3. Government Effectiveness 
4. Regulatory Quality 
5. Rule of Law 
6. Control of Corruption 

These dimensions provide a useful conceptual basis for analyzing institutional challenges in Pakistan. 
The World Bank has also noted persistent institutional and governance weaknesses in Pakistan, including 
challenges related to political stability, rule of law, accountability, and government effectiveness. 
2.13 Conceptual Framework 
The conceptual framework of this research can be represented as: 
Institutional Weaknesses → Political Conflict → Institutional Crisis → Political Instability 
The major independent institutional factors include: 

● Civil-military imbalance 
● Weak political parties 
● Executive-legislative conflict 
● Judicialization of politics 
● Electoral controversies 
● Weak accountability 
● Rule-of-law challenges 
● Federal-provincial tensions 

These factors influence political stability through their effects on: 
● Government continuity 
● Institutional legitimacy 
● Public trust 
● Policy continuity 
● Democratic consolidation 

2.14 Research Gap 
Existing literature provides extensive explanations of Pakistan's political instability. However, many studies 
examine individual factors such as military intervention, political parties, economic crises, or constitutional 
development separately.There remains a need for an integrated institutional analysis that examines how 
different institutions interact and collectively contribute to political instability.This study addresses that gap 
by bringing civil-military relations, political parties, Parliament, judiciary, electoral institutions, federalism, 
accountability, and rule of law into a single analytical framework. 
RESEARCH PHILOSOPHY AND METHODOLOGY 
3.1 Introduction 
This chapter explains the philosophical and methodological foundations of the study. Since the research 
examines institutional behavior, political meanings, historical developments, and interactions among 
political actors and institutions, a qualitative methodology is considered most appropriate. 
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3.2 Research Philosophy 
The study adopts an interpretivist research philosophy.Interpretivism emphasizes understanding political 
and social phenomena through meanings, perceptions, institutional practices, historical contexts, and 
interpretations.Political instability cannot be understood solely through numerical indicators because 
institutions operate within political and historical contexts. The same constitutional rule may produce 
different outcomes depending on political norms, institutional relationships, and actors' interpretations.The 
interpretivist philosophy therefore allows the researcher to examine how institutions and political actors 
understand and respond to political conflicts. 
3.3 Research Approach 
The study uses a qualitative research approach.The purpose is to understand institutional processes rather 
than establish statistical relationships.The research analyzes scholarly arguments, historical developments, 
constitutional provisions, institutional reports, and governance literature. 
3.4 Research Design 
The study employs an exploratory and descriptive research design.The exploratory dimension identifies 
institutional causes of political instability, while the descriptive dimension explains how these institutional 
weaknesses have affected Pakistan's political development. 
3.5 Data Sources 
The study relies on secondary data obtained from: 

1. Academic books. 
2. Peer-reviewed journal articles. 
3. Constitutional and parliamentary documents. 
4. Reports of international institutions. 
5. Governance and institutional reports. 
6. Scholarly research publications. 

The Constitution of Pakistan and official parliamentary material are used to establish the formal institutional 
framework, while academic literature is used to interpret institutional practices and political developments. 
3.6 Data Collection Method 
Relevant literature was collected through systematic review of academic and institutional sources. 
The researcher focused on literature addressing: 

● Political instability 
● Democratic consolidation 
● Civil-military relations 
● Political parties 
● Constitutionalism 
● Parliament 
● Judiciary 
● Elections 
● Federalism 
● Governance 
● Rule of law 
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3.7 Sampling Technique 
The research uses purposive sampling of documentary sources.Sources were selected according to their 
relevance, academic significance, institutional credibility, and contribution to the research 
questions.Foundational theoretical works and recognized institutional reports were prioritized. 
3.8 Data Analysis Technique 
The research uses thematic analysis. 
The literature was organized into major themes: 

1. Civil-military relations. 
2. Political-party institutionalization. 
3. Executive-legislative relations. 
4. Judiciary and political processes. 
5. Electoral institutions. 
6. Federalism. 
7. Accountability. 
8. Rule of law. 
9. Institutional capacity. 
10. Democratic consolidation. 

These themes were then compared to identify common institutional patterns associated with political 
instability. 
3.9 Reliability and Validity 
Reliability was enhanced through the use of multiple categories of sources, including academic literature, 
official constitutional documents, parliamentary sources, and institutional reports.The study does not 
depend upon a single theoretical perspective. Instead, institutionalist, historical institutionalist, and 
democratic-consolidation perspectives are compared.Triangulation across different source types helps 
strengthen the credibility of the analysis. 
3.10 Ethical Considerations 
The research does not involve human participants, interviews, surveys, or confidential personal 
information.Academic integrity is maintained through appropriate acknowledgment of the ideas and 
arguments of other scholars.Official institutional sources are distinguished from scholarly interpretations to 
avoid confusing formal constitutional arrangements with actual political practices. 
3.11 Limitations 
The study relies primarily on secondary data and therefore does not include original interviews or survey 
research.The broad historical scope of Pakistan's political development also makes it impossible to examine 
every political crisis in detail.Furthermore, qualitative interpretation necessarily involves some degree of 
researcher judgment.Despite these limitations, systematic thematic analysis provides an appropriate 
method for identifying recurring institutional patterns. 
DATA ANALYSIS, DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS 
4.1 Introduction 
This chapter analyzes the secondary data according to the major themes identified through the research 
methodology.The purpose is to determine how institutional weaknesses contribute to political instability 
and why democratic institutions have struggled to achieve sustained consolidation. 
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4.2 Theme One: Civil-Military Institutional Imbalance 
The analysis identifies civil-military relations as one of the most significant institutional factors affecting 
political stability in Pakistan.Repeated military interventions created interruptions in democratic 
institutional development. Military governments altered political structures, constitutional arrangements, 
and relationships among state institutions.The institutional consequence was not merely a change of 
government. Repeated interventions affected the development of political norms and created uncertainty 
concerning the boundaries between civilian and military authority. 
The long-term institutional challenge is therefore the establishment of a stable constitutional relationship in 
which civilian institutions exercise authority within the constitutional framework while military institutions 
remain responsible for their professional functions. 
4.3 Theme Two: Weak Political-Party Institutionalization 
Political parties are essential to democratic stability, but weak institutionalization can produce personality-
centered politics.When political parties depend heavily on individual leaders, internal democratic 
mechanisms become weaker and political succession becomes difficult.Factionalism can also make 
governments dependent on shifting political alliances.The literature indicates that party disunity, 
factionalism, weak intra-party democracy, and governmental instability have contributed to democratic 
vulnerability in Pakistan.Therefore, strengthening political parties as institutions rather than merely as 
electoral organizations is essential. 
4.4 Theme Three: Executive-Legislative Conflict 
Parliamentary democracy requires effective cooperation between the executive and legislature.However, 
excessive executive dominance can weaken legislative oversight, while extreme confrontation between 
government and opposition can make parliamentary institutions ineffective.Parliamentary committees, 
legislative debate, budgetary oversight, and accountability mechanisms are essential for institutional 
stability.The formal constitutional framework provides Parliament with significant responsibilities, but 
effective institutional performance depends upon political practice and institutional capacity. 
4.5 Theme Four: Judicialization of Political Conflict 
The analysis demonstrates that political disputes frequently move into the judicial arena. 
Judicial review is an essential component of constitutional democracy. However, when political actors 
increasingly rely on courts to resolve political conflicts, institutional boundaries may become contested.The 
challenge is therefore to preserve judicial independence while ensuring that political disputes are primarily 
resolved through democratic political institutions where appropriate. 
4.6 Theme Five: Electoral Legitimacy 
Electoral legitimacy is essential for political stability.When political actors or citizens perceive elections as 
unfair or insufficiently credible, governments may face legitimacy challenges from the beginning of their 
tenure.Strong electoral institutions should therefore ensure transparent administration, equal political 
competition, credible dispute-resolution mechanisms, and public confidence.Political instability can emerge 
when electoral disputes become broader struggles over the legitimacy of the political system itself. 
4.7 Theme Six: Federal-Provincial Institutional Tensions 
Federalism requires clear constitutional division of responsibilities and effective coordination.The 18th 
Amendment strengthened provincial autonomy, while the NFC Award increased the fiscal resources 
available to provinces. Yet the implementation of decentralization has faced institutional and capacity 
challenges.Weak coordination can produce disputes over resources, responsibilities, and policy 
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authority.Strengthening the Council of Common Interests and local governance mechanisms can therefore 
contribute to institutional stability. 
4.8 Theme Seven: Accountability and Selective Institutionalization 
Accountability is essential for democratic legitimacy. 
However, accountability mechanisms lose credibility when political actors perceive them as selective or 
politically motivated. 
Effective accountability requires: 

● Institutional independence 
● Transparent procedures 
● Equal application of law 
● Due process 
● Judicial oversight 
● Institutional continuity 

The objective should be accountability as a permanent institutional process rather than accountability as a 
mechanism used primarily against political opponents. 
4.9 Theme Eight: Rule of Law 
Rule of law is central to political stability because political actors need predictable rules within which to 
compete.Weak rule of law can encourage political actors to rely on informal networks and extra-institutional 
strategies.The World Bank identifies rule of law as one of the six major dimensions of governance and defines 
it in relation to respect for legal institutions, courts, property rights, contract enforcement, and 
security.Therefore, strengthening rule of law is not simply a legal reform; it is a political-stability reform. 
4.10 Theme Nine: Institutional Capacity 
Institutional capacity refers to the ability of institutions to formulate, implement, monitor, and enforce 
policies. 
Even when constitutional structures are formally strong, weak administrative capacity can prevent effective 
governance.The World Bank has emphasized that stronger institutions improve government effectiveness, 
public-service delivery, economic opportunities, and resilience.In Pakistan, strengthening institutional 
capacity at federal, provincial, and local levels is therefore necessary for political stability. 
4.11 Theme Ten: Economic and Political Interaction 
Although this study focuses on institutional challenges, economic conditions cannot be completely 
separated from political instability.Weak institutions can undermine economic policy credibility, while 
economic crises can intensify political competition.The World Bank's current Pakistan framework notes that 
the country has experienced volatile growth and a credibility gap associated with past policy failures, while 
emphasizing the importance of sustained institutional and policy reforms.Thus, political and economic 
stability are mutually reinforcing. 
4.12 Theme Eleven: Political Polarization 
Political polarization has become an increasingly important challenge to institutional stability.When political 
competition becomes highly confrontational, political actors may treat opponents as existentialthreats 
rather than legitimate competitors. 
Extreme polarization can weaken: 

● Parliamentary compromise 
● Institutional cooperation 
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● Political dialogue 
● Electoral legitimacy 
● Constitutional consensus 

Democratic stability requires competition, but competition must operate within mutually accepted 
institutional rules. 
4.13 Theme Twelve: Democratic Institutionalization 
The central finding of the research is that Pakistan's political instability is closely connected with incomplete 
institutionalization.Democratic institutions exist formally, but their effectiveness depends upon political 
norms and institutional autonomy.The persistence of political instability therefore reflects not simply the 
absence of institutions but the weakness of institutional norms and the inconsistent application of 
constitutional rules. 
4.14 Overall Findings 
The analysis produces the following major findings: 

1. Political instability in Pakistan has significant institutional roots. 
2. Civil-military imbalance has affected democratic institutional development. 
3. Weak political-party institutionalization encourages personality-centered politics. 
4. Executive-legislative conflict weakens parliamentary governance. 
5. Judicialization of political disputes can intensify institutional confrontation. 
6. Electoral controversies can undermine political legitimacy. 
7. Federal-provincial coordination remains an important institutional challenge. 
8. Selective or politicized accountability can weaken institutional trust. 
9. Weak rule of law contributes to political uncertainty. 
10. Institutional capacity is essential for effective governance. 
11. Political polarization can weaken institutional cooperation. 
12. Democratic consolidation requires political actors to accept institutional rules even when outcomes 

are unfavorable to them. 
4.15 Discussion 
The findings indicate that political instability in Pakistan should be understood as an institutional problem 
rather than merely a leadership problem.Different political leaders have come and gone, but many 
institutional challenges have persisted. This indicates that the problem is deeper than individual 
personalities.Institutionalism explains that political institutions shape incentives and constrain political 
behavior. Historical institutionalism further suggests that past political experiences influence present 
institutional practices.Pakistan's repeated political interruptions have created a pattern in which institutional 
continuity is frequently disrupted. This has weakened the development of stable politicanorms.The evidence 
also demonstrates that political stability requires balance among institutions. No single institution should 
dominate the political system beyond its constitutional role.Parliament, executive, judiciary, electoral 
institutions, civil bureaucracy, military institutions, and provincial governments must operate within clearly 
defined constitutional boundaries.The analysis therefore supports an integrated institutional model: 
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Institutional Balance + Constitutional Continuity + Rule of Law + Political Party Institutionalization + 
Credible Elections = Greater Political Stability 
Conversely: 
Institutional Imbalance + Political Polarization + Weak Rule of Law + Electoral Distrust + Extra-Institutional 
Politics = Political InstabilityThis model demonstrates that political stability cannot be achieved merely 
through changing governments. It requires strengthening the institutions through which political 
competition takes place. 
 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
5.1 Conclusion 
Political instability has remained a major challenge to Pakistan's democratic and institutional development. 
The study has demonstrated that instability cannot be explained solely through political leadership, party 
rivalry, economic crisis, or individual political conflicts.The deeper problem concerns institutional 
weaknesses and institutional relationships.Pakistan possesses a formal constitutional framework based on 
parliamentary democracy, federalism, separation of powers, and representative institutions. However, the 
effectiveness of these institutions depends upon political practice, institutional autonomy, constitutional 
continuity, and respect for democratic norms.The research demonstrates that civil-military imbalance, weak 
political-party institutionalization, executive-legislative conflict, judicialization of politics, electoral 
controversies, federal-provincial tensions, accountability challenges, weak rule of law, and institutional 
capacity deficits collectively contribute to political instability. 
The central finding is that political stability requires institutionalization rather than personalization of 
politics.Political parties need stronger internal democratic structures. Parliament requires stronger oversight 
capacity. Electoral institutions require public credibility. The judiciary must maintain independence while 
political actors should resolve political disputes through political mechanisms wherever constitutionally 
appropriate. Civil-military relations require clear constitutional boundaries. Federal institutions need 
stronger coordination and local governments require effective institutional capacity.The experience of 
Pakistan demonstrates that democratic continuity alone is insufficient. Democracy becomes sustainable 
when political actors accept institutional rules even when those rules produce unfavorable 
outcomes.Therefore, long-term political stability requires the development of a political culture in which 
constitutionalism, institutional autonomy, political tolerance, compromise, and rule of law become stronger 
than short-term political interests. 
5.2 Recommendations 
1. Strengthening Constitutionalism 
All state institutions should operate within clearly established constitutional boundaries. 
2. Strengthening Parliament 
Parliamentary committees, legislative research capacity, budgetary oversight, and mechanisms of executive 
accountability should be strengthened. 
3. Institutionalizing Civil-Military Relations 
A stable constitutional framework should clearly define the professional role of military institutions and 
strengthen civilian institutional capacity. 
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4. Reforming Political Parties 
Political parties should strengthen internal elections, leadership succession mechanisms, ideological 
development, policy research, and internal accountability. 
5. Strengthening Electoral Institutions 
Electoral administration should emphasize transparency, independence, credible dispute resolution, and 
public confidence. 
6. Protecting Judicial Independence 
Judicial institutions should remain independent and capable of enforcing constitutional rights while 
institutional boundaries between judicial and political functions should remain clear. 
7. Strengthening Rule of Law 
Legal institutions should apply laws consistently and equally to political actors and citizens. 
8. Depoliticizing Accountability 
Accountability mechanisms should be independent, transparent, predictable, and based on due process 
rather than political considerations. 
9. Improving Federal-Provincial Coordination 
Institutional mechanisms for coordination between federal and provincial governments should be 
strengthened, particularly concerning resources, responsibilities, and national policies. 
10. Strengthening Local Government 
Effective local governments can improve representation, service delivery, accountability, and political 
participation at the grassroots level. 
11. Promoting Political Dialogue 
Political parties should develop mechanisms for dialogue and consensus-building, particularly during 
constitutional and electoral crises. 
12. Reducing Political Polarization 
Political competition should be based increasingly on policy alternatives rather than personal hostility and 
institutional confrontation. 
13. Strengthening Institutional Capacity 
Civil services and public institutions should receive professional training, technological resources, merit-
based recruitment, and performance-based evaluation. 
14. Promoting Evidence-Based Governance 
Public policies should be based on research, reliable data, institutional expertise, and long-term planning. 
5.3 Limitations of the Study 
The study relies primarily on secondary sources and therefore does not include original interviews, surveys, 
or field research.The broad historical and institutional scope of Pakistan's political development also limits 
the depth with which individual political events can be examined.Furthermore, qualitative analysis involves 
interpretation and therefore may reflect some degree of researcher judgment. 
5.4 Future Research Directions 
Future research may examine: 

1. Civil-military relations and democratic consolidation in Pakistan. 
2. Political-party institutionalization and democratic stability. 
3. Electoral credibility and political legitimacy. 
4. Judicialization of politics in Pakistan. 
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5. Federalism and political stability. 
6. Local government and democratic consolidation. 
7. Political polarization and institutional performance. 
8. Social media and political instability. 
9. Institutional reforms and economic development. 
10. Comparative institutional analysis of Pakistan and other South Asian democracies. 
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