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ABSTRACT 

Pakistan became a Sovereign, Independent State in 

1947. The political and ideological basis of 

Pakistan is the two-nation theory of Muhammad 

All Jinnah; which states that the Hindus and 

Muslims constitute two separate nations. Pakistan 

as created was a geographical monstrosity with no 

modern precedent in history - with two wings as 

West Pakistan and East Pakistan. Its national 

identify was thin and vulnerable. Its leadership was 

alien to the inhabitants of the territory which was 

now called Pakistan. the first popularly elected 

government of Pakistan led byZ.A. Bhutto failed 

miserably toestablish democratic traditions in the 

country. The authoritarianism and arrogant attitude 

of Bhutto andsome of the progressive socio-

economic measures adopted by him alienated the 

powerful feudal and capitalist elements, as well as 

the army and the bureaucracy, which has had only 

contempt for democracy. So, the military-

bureaucratic clique, which so far tasted political 

power, again got a ‘golden opportunity’ to subvert 

the democratic process in Pakistan. 

Introduction 

Pakistan occupies a vital geo-strategic frontier area 

in South Asia where three quite distinctive regions 

(of the area) interwine – South Asia, the West 

Asian Societies of Iran and Afghanistan and the 

central Asian Zones of the Soviet Union and 

People’s China. For more than four millennia, 

invading ‘hordes’ from these  

 

 

neighboring areas have stormed South Asia – 

regularly through Afghanistan, across the Khyber 

pass on the Afghanistan – Pakistan border and then 

down through Pakistan into the great Indus and 

Gangetic heartland areas of the sub-continent. The 

political history of Pakistan is strongly influenced 

by the strategic location in which it stays and it 

made the country a vulnerability to the invading 

forces from the east-west and north –west. In this 

study we discuss the nature and character of 

Pakistan Political System. 

Genesis: Pakistan became a Sovereign, 

Independent State in 1947. The political and 

ideological basis of Pakistan is the two-nation 

theory of Muhammad All Jinnah; which states that 

the Hindus and Muslims constitute two separate 

nations. The Muslim League, which spearheaded 

the Pakistan Movement adopted the Lahore 

Resolution on 24 March, 1940 under the leadership 

of M.A. Jinnah. It is observed that, the Lahore 

Resolution was the blueprint for the emergence of 

Pakistan as a separate homeland for the Indian 

Muslims. 

However, Jinnah was not the first person to call the 

Muslims in India ‘a nation’. Before him Syed 

Ahmad Khan and addressed them as a ‘quam’; an 

Urdu word which means a nation. 

The Agha Khan, Ameer Ali and other often 

referred to their community as a nation. The first 

person ever use the work ‘Pakistan’ as a distinct 

Sovereign, geographical entity was by Mr. 
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ChoudhariRahmat Ali; a student of Cambridge 

University in 1933. He along with three other 

signatories published a small pamphlet of four 

pages entitled, “Now or Never”. The theory put 

forth by them was that, since, by all criteria, 

Muslims in India were entitled to a separate 

Independent State. They specifically coined the 

word ‘Pakistan’ wherein, ‘P’ stood for Punjab, ‘A’ 

for Afghanistan, ‘K’ for Kashmir, ‘S’ for Sind and 

‘T’ for Baluchistan. But, it was Jinnah, who, for the 

first time proclaimed that India was inhabited by 

twodistinct nations - Hindus and Muslims - which 

could not live in one state. He expounded this 

theory in such detailed and with such effect that 

most Muslims and even some Hindus came to 

believe in its truth. The Indian National Congress 

and its prophetic leader Mahatma Gandhi were 

strongly against the two - nation theory.  Gandhiji 

told that, “If India was one nation before the advent 

of Islam, it must remain one inspite of the change 

of faith of a very large body of their children.” 

Muhammad All Jinnah refused to yield to the 

pressure and stood in strong footing in his theory. 

According to M.A.Jinnah, “.... democracy can only 

mean Hindu Raj all over India .” The British had, it 

is common knowledge, "laid the foundation of 

Pakistan when it introduced separate electorates in 

1909, because the policy of favouring Hindus in the 

aftermath of the 1857 mutiny was becoming 

ineffective The British then began to tilt towards 

the Muslims. Theyworked for the integration of all 

Muslim factions intoone and thus helped the 

growth of the Muslim League.The divide – and – 

rulepolicy paid rich dividents inthe failure of the 

Round Table Conferences, At thesame time, the cry 

for a separate country by the Muslimswas deemed 

as an expression of their desire to preserveand 

promote their culture and identity. The demandfor 

Pakistan got a concrete dimension with the 

LahoreSession of the All - Indian Muslim League 

on 23 March,1940. The meeting adopted the 

famous Lahore Resolutionwhich stressed the 

demand for Pakistan. It states, that “The areas In 

which the Muslims are numerically in amajority as 

in the North - Western and Eastern Zones ofIndia 

should be grouped to constitute ‘Independent 

States’ in which the constituent units shall be 

autonomous andsovereign." Thus, the resolution 

spelt out of twostates instead of one as put by 

Jinnah and his sympathiserslater. Lahore 

Resolution was adopted at a time whenJinnah was 

engaged in the task of making the MuslimLeague a 

monolithic organization, establishing branchesin all 

parts of India and to getting it recognized as the 

sole representative of the Muslims in India. In 

order to strengthen his position in Bengal and to 

mobilize the Muslims of the region behind the 

demand for Pakistan, Jinnah had the resolution 

moved by FazlulHaq, the most popular and 

influential Bengali leader of that time. It is a fact 

that, even after the passing of the Lahore 

Resolution, the door was open for Jinnah to take a 

pacifist attitude and thereby agree to an 

accomodative arrangement to avoid the partitition. 

Gandhiji, who was determined to preserve unity at 

all costs, wrote from prison in 1942 that, he had no 

objection If the British Government handed over 

power to Jinnah and the latter formed a 

Government, Again, on 16 February, 1943, 

however, the Viceroy told the British Government 

that Jinnah had declined to accept the offer. 

Gandhiji's next letter to Jinnah was suppressed by 

the authorities. So, the Britishers also played their 

own part in widening the Hindu - Muslim, and 

Gandhi - Jinnah divide to the final partition of 

India. 
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The accomodative and manipulative policies of 

Jinnah found its peak expression in the Lahore 

Resolution.But after that, he cleverly diverted the 

very resolution to suit his own expediency. This 

was occured when the elected members of the 

provincial and central legislatures of the Muslim 

League met at Delhi. on 8 and 9 April, 1946 to 

reiterate the Pakistan demand and also to. consider 

further steps for achievement of their goal. A 

resolution passed at the convention stated as 

follows, ‘Whereas the Muslims are convinced that 

With a view to saving Muslim India from the 

domination of the Hindus, and in order to afford 

them full scope to develop themselves according to 

their genius, it is necessary to constitute a 

sovereign independent state, comprising Bengal 

and Assam in the north - east zone and the Punjab, 

the NWFP, Sind and Baluchistan in thenorth - west 

zone”.The resolution was movedby the Bengal 

Prime Minister Suhrawardy. This restatement of 

the demand for Pakistan differed from the Lahore 

Resolution in a curious way and implied a change 

of policy. The word 'states' in the original 

resolution hadundergone a subtle and silent 

transformation by dropping the letter ‘S’ in the 

end.East Pakistanis (Bengalis) maintained that 

theResolution spoke of the establishment of  

“autonomous and sovereign” States in the North - 

West, and North - East Muslim majority 

regions.West Pakistanis, on the other hand, 

contended that the Lahore Resolution did not 

envisage that Punjab and Bengal would 

bepartitioned and Assam would remain with India. 

They argued that ‘truncated’ Pakistan can be viable 

only if it is one and unitary. The plural form 

‘states’ in the 1940 resolution was explained away 

as ‘printing error’, When Mr. Abdul Hashem 

sought a clarification from Jinnah. Again when 

Gandhiji sought enlightenment on the term 

‘Independent States’,M.A. Jinnah did not elaborate 

it. Thus, the ‘Quaid -e-Azam’ himself subverted the 

spirit of the Lahore Resolution and thereby 

sidelined the Bengali interests. The League 

Leadership paid no heed to their protests. This was 

partly because of the undisputed leadership of Mr. 

Jinnah and partly “because of the intense Muslim 

consciousness and zeal for an Islamic State on the 

part of the masses. The importance of Jinnah was 

great in the struggle for Pakistan. The Muslim 

League had no organizational base and no tradition 

of collective leadership, So. Jinnah was an all - 

pervassive phenomenon in the League. It was M.A. 

Jinnah himself who embodied the All - India 

Muslim League in his person. In one instance, he 

15 quoted as saying –“What is Muslim League? -

myself, my sister and my typewriter”.  

The Cabinet Mission Plan of May 1946, for a loose 

all—India federation based on three groups of 

provinces - with the Bengal and Assam as one of 

them - failed. Britain announced its decision on 20 

February, 1947 to transfer power to Indian hands 

by 30 June, 1948 which, by implication, meant the 

partition of India. Compromise in any form 

between the Muslim League and the Indian 

National Congress became impossible and the only 

option was the partition; so at last, India was 

partitioned under the Mountbatten Plan; thus 

Pakistan came into existence on 14 August, 1947. 

“It was a day of glory and a day of Joy yet a day of 

pain and a day of sorrow”. The advocates of the 

two - nation theory succeeded in getting their 

dream realised; but it wasa truncated Pakistan. So, 

instead of a unique, secular and democratic 

country, the Pakistanis got a geographically absurd 

country. According to Ms. Benazir Bhutto, “What 

really has happened is that those who opposed 
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Pakistan have usurped the country. It is a Pakistan 

of their own concept, not the Pakistan which Jinnah 

visualized”. Muhammed Ali Jinnah himself had 

expressed his despair to a group of Pressmen who 

assembled at his residence shortly after the 

partition wasdeclared; said he, "They are thrusting 

a northeastern Pakistan down the Muslim throat. It 

is not the Pakistan I wanted.” Whatever may be the 

practical questions and limitations; the two - nation 

theory got its materialization with the birth of 

Pakistan. The two - nation theorists have said that,”  

Muslims and Hindus are so different that they 

cannot live together in one state”. What they have 

meant is that, “The Muslim bourgeoisie and the 

Hindu bourgeoisie are so competitive that they 

cannot both own the banks and industries, run the 

commerce, do the professional and other jobs, in 

one capitalist state”, says W.C. Smith.The two 

communities travelled their separate waysuntill the 

fifth decade of the 20thcentury, and thus 

‘culminating in the partition of the country into two 

states’.  

The First Decades Nominal Democracy: Pakistan 

as created was a geographical monstrosity with no 

modern precedent in history - with two wings as 

West Pakistan and East Pakistan. Its national 

identify was thin and vulnerable. Its leadership was 

alien to the inhabitants of the territory which was 

now called Pakistan. The Hindustani elite which 

had taken over the reins of the Government not 

only shared the fantasies of Hindu - Muslim unity 

but also found in it the only method of perpetuating 

their authority over the new state where they were 

aliens. The capitals of the two wings of Pakistan 

were almost 1,500 miles apart and over 1,000 miles 

of Indian territory lay between the two wings. 

Though West Pakistan had 85 per cent of the total 

territory of 3,65,000 Sq.m.55 per cent of the total 

population (around 100 million in 1947) was in the 

eastern wing. There was distinct cultural 

differences between the east Bengalis and the 

politically dominant West-Pakistanis, especially 

‘Punjabis’, who constituted most of the armyand 

bureaucracy. 

According to ThedaSkoepol the birth of Pakistan 

was certainly not ,a social revolution as there was 

no element of the coincidence of societal structural 

change with class upheaval. It was not even a 

political revolution of any radical kind because, 

although the colonial rulers had departed, the state 

structures had not been transformed. The “taid-e-

Azarn' - Muhammed Ali Jinnah, was formally 

installed as Governor-General of Pakistan on 15 

Aug. 1948 and his lieutenant - Mr. Liaquat All 

Khan as Prime Minister. Thefather of 

thenationruled the country on the basis of the 

Government of India Act, 1935. He appointed 

bureaucrats as Governors in provinces and even 

“used the powers under the Act to dismiss 

Provincial Ministries”.  The Governors of Sind and 

North West Frontier Province (NWFP) were 

instructed to dismissMinistries which had majority 

supports. Thus, the Quoid-e-Azam functioned not 

as a constitutional head but as a viceroy. This 

proved to be a crucialdecision, as it set the basic 

trend toward an authoritarian system in Pakistan. 

Later, perhaps, Governor-General Ghulam 

Muhammad could also justify his dismissal of the 

Nazimuddin Ministry in 1953 and even the 

dissolution of the Constituent Assembly in 1954 by 

citing precedents of dismissals of provincial 

ministries enjoying majority support In their 

Assemblies on instructions from the Quaid-e-

Azam. In addition of his innate authoritarian 

measures, Jinnah did comparatively nothing to 

strengthendemocracy in Pakistan. The Muslim 
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League was very weak from the very inception of 

Pakistan. The north Indian Zamindars and Bombay 

professionals were deemed as Mohajirs (Refugees) 

and had no support base in the new country. Thus, 

the League started crumbling down. A sick man for 

many years M.A.Jinnah-Quaid-e-Azam - of 

Pakistan, died in 1948. Liaquat Ali Khan emerged 

as the next leader of Pakistan as Prime Minister. He 

elevatedNazimuddin to the office of Governor-

General. Liaquat was a great leader after Jinnah, 

but he was also removed from the political scene 

by the vested interests. He too lost the confidence 

of the Bengalis. So, in 1951 Liaquat Ali Khan was 

assassinated and the country turned to a dismal 

point. There has been a great deal of suspicion 

within Pakistan as to who were behind this 

assassination plot and some people believed that a 

Punjabi clique in the bureaucracywasvery much 

involved in the planning and implementation of the 

assassination.The murder of Liaquat was proceeded 

by an attempt on his part of emphasis the anti-

Indian aspect of Pakistani Identity. The new State 

hadinvolved itself in a conflict with India on the 

morrow of its freedom and instead of seeking to 

device ways and means of living In peace and co-

operation with India, the leaders of Pakistan had 

begun toutilise the conflicting relationship with this 

country as an additional layer of a new Pakistani 

identity. As crisis began to overwhelm Liaquat, he 

had raised a clenched fist' as the symbol of his 

country's attitude to India.This did not save him 

from extinction butprovided the subsequent leaders 

of Pakistan with an alternative to a positive Islamic 

sense of belonging which they in any case would 

have been unable to manipulate. 

With the death of Liaquat, leadership gradually 

began to pass into the hands of the “Sons of the 

Soil.” and the all-India elite yielded place to anew 

Pakistani elite. The effect on the alien leadership 

came from the Punjab and although the politicians 

of the Punjab were utilised in full measure as the 

apparent vanguard of this struggle, the real forces 

who were trying to be ascendant were the army and 

the bureaucracy.. Thus, th assassination of the first 

Prime Minister of Pakistan also marked the 

beginning of the emergence of the military-

bureaucratic elite as the dominant elements in the 

power structure of Pakistan. 

According to Keith Collard, in Pakistan, political 

parties have waxed, waned and suffered eclipse. 

Political leaders have argued and reduced each 

other to impotence. Men of religion have laid claim 

to complete authority and have achieved almost 

none. In the meanwhile, the state has been run 

largely by the civil service, backed by the army 

which has carried on much as It did before 

independence. 

In East Pakistan, the newly emerged, white collar 

middle class asserted their presence in the language 

agitation of 1952 and it ultimately led to the 

landslide victory of the United Front in 1954, 

leaving the Muslim League to a pathetic score of 

just 11 seats out of 309. But the assembly was 

dissolved and Governor's rule proclaimed. It was 

from 1951, with the appointment of Ayub Khan as. 

the Commander-in-Chief of the Army, the army-

bureaucracy axis came into existence. The military 

began to interfere in foreign and defence policies of 

the country. The Punjabi-dominated bureaucracy 

pushed the army into the forefront of political 

system, on 7 October 1958, eleven years after the 

birth of the 'land of purity'. The army took political 

power through a coup de etat. Thus the attempt to 

construct a bourgeois democratic state on the 

Indian Model had ended in disaster. 
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The Ayub Period: The country's first general 

election was scheduled to be held in March 1959. 

The Bureaucracy was extremely worried, and with 

good reason. There was every likelyhood that the 

'left' would make gains on a provincial and national 

level. There was also a real possibility that the 

mere holding of election could trigger off a mass 

upsurge which might overflow electoral 

channels.The Bureaucracy, in ten years had 

prevented the emergence of a stable and strong 

political party.Its alliance with the landlords had 

reduced the politics of the country to a complete 

mess. It was very clear that its 'petcreation' - the 

Republican Party - wouldbe ignonimously defeated 

in any free election. So,these forces and their 

American Master's fully favoured a military take 

over. Some years later, Ayub's brother 

SardharBahadur recalled that the C.I.A. had been 

fully involved in the coup de etat.President 

Mirzaformaly asked the Commander-in-Chief of 

the Armed Forces, General Ayub Khan to take over 

political power. In addition, as a jesture, the 

General asked the President to resign and leave the 

country. Ayub abrogated the constitution and 

nationaland Provincial Assemblies were dissolved 

in 1958 itself. Then he introduced the system of 

‘Basic Democracy' which ranged from a limited but 

real decentralization of powers to district level 

bodies to an indirect elective system for the 

President and the National Assembly and State 

Assemblies by the 100,000 Basic Democrats. This 

election system eliminated the concept of Universal 

Suffrage except at the very lowest (village) level of 

the Basic Democracies, but it was acceptable to 

most local elite families, particularly in the rural 

areas of West-Pakistan.The Mohajir and Urban 

elite families were less supportive to the regime. In 

1959, Ayub Khan was sworn-in as President and in 

turn, appointed a Constitution Commission to 

frame a new Constitution for Pakistan. The 

Commission submitted: its report on 6th May, 1961 

and Ayub himself announced the new Constitution 

to his people through a broadcast entitled 'My 

Manifesto'on 1stMay 1962. In 1964 Political 

activities started,the Awamy League emerged in 

East Pakistan again to a full-swing. And in 1966 it 

put forth its famous long standing demand for 

Regional Autonomy in the form ofSix Point 

Programme"; it was the harbinger of 

Bangladesh.Ayub's intention initially had been to 

establish a no party system but it quickly became 

clear that this would be counter-productive. Ayub 

then moved to the opposite extreme, legalised 

virtually all parties that applied, and formed his 

own party from an interesting combination of 

political factions. Whatwas rather astonishingthan 

the 1962 Constitution wasAyub Khan's rather 

cleverly disguised authortarian system, which went 

along from 1962 to 1969 with no serious political 

challenges. Surely, there were the recurrent 

troubles in East Pakistan, particularly after the 

1965 Indo-Pakistani War, but these were handled 

with theusual combination of political repression 

followed by limited concessions to Bengali Muslim 

demands, Thethings returned to what passed for 

normal in this ‘always difficult’ and potentially 

explosive relationship.Even though Ayub won the 

Presidentialelection in 1965, by defeating Miss. 

Fatima Jinna, his fall was imminent. The Indo-Pak 

war on Kashmir at the Ran of Cutch in the same 

year which established Indian superiority in the 

sub-continent. The politicallyhumiliating 

capitulation of Tashkent and thesubsequent 

defection of Foreign Minister Zulfikar All Bhutto 

left little doubt that the ship was 

sinking.Bhuttoblamed Ayub for the alleged sell-out 
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of nationalinterests in the Tashkent declaration.In 

the wake of popular revolt both violent and non-

violent triggered by the opposition as early as 1967 

under the leadership of the PPP Chairman Mr. Z.A. 

Bhutto, Ayub announced his resignation on 26 

March, 1969. Power was handed over to 

GeneralYahya Khan, the Army Commander in 

Chief, who proclaimed Martial Law but promised 

general elections in the near future. 

The 'Yahya' Interlude (1967-1970): Life returned to 

normalcy. There was no resistance from any 

quarter. Students went back to their classes and 

politicians retreated to their drawing rooms. 

Thestock market and industrial sector began to 

improve with the martial law ruleof Yahya Khan. 

Thus, there prevailed an imposed truce In Pakistan. 

Yahya Khan reaffirmed his pledge for the 

restoration of the Federal Parliamentary System. 

Thus, the second martial law regime in the 1969-

1970 period was a very different enterprise from 

the first martial law regime under Ayub Khan. 

While Yahya Khan held full powers as Chief 

Martial Law Administrator (CMLA), he defined his 

role in very different terms from those that Ayub 

had in 1958, as; (1) Preparation for national 

elections to a new Constituent Assembly; and, (2) 

Encouragement of all political groups including 

East Pakistani Parties with broad autonomy 

demands, to participate in the political and electoral 

process. With the announcement that elections 

would be held by the end of 1970, the political 

protest movements in both East and West Pakistan 

were suspended and preparation for the elections 

commenced.-On 28 November, 1969 Yahya Khan 

announced that, the general elections would be held 

on the basis of 'one man, one vote'.  

Yahya Khan also made two basic concessions to 

the East Pakistanis in 1969 to ease the tension in its 

relations with the West Pakistan. First, he 

eliminated the fifty-fifty distribution of seats 

between East and West Pakistan and instead, 

allocated a majority of seats in the new constituent 

Assembly to East Pakistan. This was done despite 

the fact that, if only Muslim voters were counted, 

there was close to an even split between the two 

wings. This meant that the balance in the assembly 

was tipped toward East Pakistan because of its 

large Hindu minority. Now, Yahya announced a 

new National Assembly with 313 members 

including 13 seats reserved for women and 

provinces were given seats,in accordance with the 

1961 census.  

The year 1970 witnessed the first General Elections 

in Pakistan based on adult-franchise. The Avami 

League, under the leadership of Sheikh 

MujiburRahman emerged as the majority party 

with 160 seats in East Pakistan, followed by Z.A. 

Bhutto's Pakistan People's party in West Pakistan 

with 82 out of 138 seats. TheWest-Pakistani. 

Military-bureaucratic interests were annoyed of the 

results and were totally against a transfer of power 

to the East - Bengalis. Bhutto, who was not 

prepared to accept the statuspower to the East-

Bengalis. Bhutto, who was not prepared to accept 

the status of an opposition, party leader, first 

demanded a coalition with the Awami League, with 

himself as deputy Prime-Minister. When this was 

rejected by the Awami League, the PPP sought to 

undermine the whole constitution making process 

and, If necessary, to delay the formation of a 

National Government. But given their own 

vulnerable position in the west and Bhutto's lack of 

confidence in the loyalty of some of his own MP’s, 

this was a ticklish game. Compromise between the 

PPP and the Awami League failed. The Punjabi-

dominated military-bureaucratic axis also 

@Mayas Publication                                   UGC Approved Journal                                                    Page 207      

 



                                                                                                                               UGC Jr. No. : 45308 

Impact Factor.1.14                                                                                             Paper ID: 13170613                                                                                                           

Emperor International Journal of Finance and Management Research [EIJFMR]  ISSN: 2395-5929 

 

 

supported Bhutto as the champion of their cause. 

The result was anEast Pakistan rebellion against the 

West domination.Yahiya Khan decided to crush the 

Bengalis. And, it ultimately resulted in another war 

with India in 1971. It led to the dismemberment of 

Pakistan and thus born the Bangladesh as a 

Sovereign Independent State. So, with the creation 

of Bangladesh in the eastern wing the Pakistan, the 

spirit of the Lahore resolution got materialised. 

It is to be remembered that, the resolution spoke of, 

“….... Independent States in which the 

constitutional units shall be autonomous 

andsovereign” . The series of events leading to 

thecrisis of 1971 were disastrous for Yahiya Khan - 

the Martial Law administrator, and for the 

militaries reputation as ‘interveners inand 

manipulators’ of Pakistani’s political 

developments.This was not totally deserved, as 

Pakistani civilian politicians did little to prevent the 

series of crises that led to the dismemberment of 

Pakistan and meekly followed along or, as in 

Bhutto's case, made sure that nothing obstructed 

dismemberment once the process had started. 

Furthermore, the prediction of Lord Mountbatten 

also came true with the birth of Bangladesh. It is 

reported that, Mountbatten had told to Jinnah that, 

the ‘two parts of Pakistan would break up in 25 

years’. So sure was he of the utter illogicality of the 

partition of India. 

Bibliography 

1. K.K. Aziz, The Making of Pakistan; A 

Study in Nationalism, Chatto and Windus, London, 

1967. P. 163. 

2. N.N. Gidvani, “Genesis and Growth of 

Pakistan” in S.P. Varma, et.al.(eds), Pakistan 

Political System in Crisis, South Asian Studies 

Centre, Jaipur, 1971. P.1. 

3. Hector Bolitho, Jinnah : Creator of 

Pakistan. John Murray, London. 1954. P.  

4. Shivanjali, “Wali Khan’s View of India’s 

Partition” in, The Times of India, New Delhi, 29 

September, 1987. 

5. Hassan – AskariRizvi, The Military and 

Politics in Pakistan, Konark Publishers, New Delhi, 

1988.p.21. 

6. S.P. Varma, Problems of  Democracy in 

India, S. Chand and Company, New Delhi, 

1946.p.349. 

7. M. Bhaskaran Nair, Politics in 

Bangladesh, Northern Book Centre, New Delhi, 

1990.p.35. 

8. M.V.Lakhi, “The Two Wings”, Seminar, 

New Delhi, No. 117, May, 1969.p.18 

9. Anthony Hyman, et al (eds), Pakistan : Zia 

And After. Abhinav Publications, New Delhi, 

1989.p.10. 

10. Benazir Bhutto, “Ideology and 

Government in Pakistan”, Secular Democracy, 

New Delhi, Vol. XV, No.2, February, 1982.p.15. 

11. See, Hector Bolitho; Jinnah : Creator of 

Pakistan, Op.cit; pp.155-70. 

12. Wilfred Cantwell Smith. Modern Islam in 

India, Ripon, Lahore, 1947.p.331. 

13. Ashok Mitra, “Point of No return”, 

Seminar, New Delhi, No. 117, May, 1969.p.27. 

14. ThedaSkoepal, States and Social 

Revolutions, Cambridge University Press, London, 

1974.p.4. 

15. K.Subrahmanyam,“Nationali  31. 

16. Chaudhari Muhammad Ali, The Task 

Before Us. Research Society of Pakistan, Lahore, 1 

@Mayas Publication                                   UGC Approved Journal                                                    Page 208      

 


