
IMPORTANCE OF UNDERSTANDING CIVIL MILITARY RELATIONS

The relationship between the United States' public and its powerful military may ultimately determine the outcome of the
Global War on Terror.

The more such societal influences present within the military culture, the smaller the attitudinal differences
between the two worlds and the greater the chance of civilians maintaining control over the military. In
Balochistan, India and the Gulf states have sponsored a range of sub-nationalist and sectarian jihadist groups
respectively, to secure their strategic interests in the mineral-rich province. Huntington's answer to the control
dilemma was "objective civilian control. This poses the paradox that "because we fear others we create an
institution of violence to protect us, but then we fear the very institution we created for protection". The
question here is, why does the civilian setup not take its officers to task, the bureaucrats and politicians who
suck billions out of the national exchequer every month to satiate their limitless desires? He further stated that
the most dangerous arrangement was one whereby civilian leaders intruded extensively in the military world,
creating a situation whereby the military leadership was not politically neutral and security of the nation was
thus threatened both by an ineffective military and by provoking the military to avoid taking orders. As
discussed above, Huntington and Janowitz dominated the debate. While armed forces were built up during
wartime, the pattern after every war up to and including World War II was to demobilize quickly and return to
something approaching pre-war force levels. For organisations dedicated to improving the humanitarian
outcomes for people in crisis, a renewed and deeper engagement with civil-military relations may be
necessary. By structure, he meant the legal-constitutional framework that guided political affairs generally and
civil-military affairs specifically. This is a preview of subscription content, log in to check access. Finally, in
Federalist No. McMaster, who urged a more direct debate between civilians and the military on defense policy
and actions, and Summers, who argued for a clear separation between civilians and the military, both pointed
out controversies over the proper roles of civilian and military leaders. The promised " peace dividend " led to
a debate over changes in American national security strategy and what that would mean in terms of the
transformation of the mission, composition, and character of the armed forces. He foresaw the necessity of
creating a civilian government that kept the military at a distance. James Madison, in Federalist No. The
people are committed to uprooting terrorism and not just crushing it temporarily. However, there remains real
caution and a tendency to stress the limits of dialogue in situations of armed conflict. In such a society, the
armed forces are called upon to cope with domestic disorder only in extraordinary circumstances, this task
being relegated largely to civilian police forces. More frank discussions are needed about the capacity of
militaries that may be deployed in response to biological threats or other major crises, like Ebola. To put it
simply, the more "objective civilian control," the more military security. It is important to develop a deep
understanding of the role and capability of the sovereign state. This period was concerned with the supposed
lessons of the Vietnam War , how the volunteer force changed the nature of the armed forces, and whether
those changes led to wider gaps between military and civilian societies. Kyazze 2 September Within six hours
of the 7. Does the gap matter? Many people have been raising slogans, as in the past during such crises, for the
army to overthrow the regime and take charge of the country. When it works well, military involvement in
humanitarian relief can dramatically increase the effectiveness of humanitarian relief. It might be entirely
inappropriate for military and humanitarian actors to work together, for fear of blurring the distinct neutrality
and independence of humanitarian relief. Google Scholar 3. Military organization it follows, are structures for
the co-ordination of activities meant to ensure victory on the battlefield. Troops are meant to fight wars and
protect the homeland from incoming dangers.


