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Introduction


     The aim of this research paper is to analyze the authoritarian regimes of government in Pakistan as regarding to economic development, here I would like to discuss the era of Ayoub, Zia, and Pervez Musharraf. It is always said that the martial regimes are better than the democratic form of governments in Pakistan and the martial governments also claimed that “economic increase and strength is always better in martial governments as compared to the democratic governments. Especially in Country like Pakistan where half of the total period since its birth the military or martial governments have ruled and seed of democracy did not kept its basis in the Country”(Ahmed, 2014, 46). We know that the main job of Military is to defend the g borders of the country not the political field of the state. But in our country military has grate weight in political field.  

        Economy of Pakistan performed really well during the three periods of Ayub, Zia and Musharraf. Pakistan's history has been characterized by periods of military rule and political instability. It is a developing country that faces troubles with high levels of poverty and illiteracy. For most of its existence, Pakistan has been under direct and indirect rule of the military Army from Ayub Khan to General Pervez Musharaff. “The military has rule Pakistan for most of the country’s existence and they have shaped and determined the internal politics, security and economic developments whilst at the same time negotiated its role in the region weakening the civilian leadership to be mere followers”( Singh, 2011, 179). The army has political pressure over foreign, security and key domestic issues including mediating confrontations among the feuding political leaders, parties or state institutions which created political instability. So there is comprehensive debate on achievements of former Generals as regarding to economic development. 
Ayub’s Era 



Muhammad Ayub Khan was the first armed ruler of Pakistan, serving as the President of Pakistan. As a result of his having control of the Pakistan Army “Ayub deposed his mentor President Iskander Mirza in a bloodless military coup triggering a succession of military takeover in Pakistan history” (Singh, 2011, 182). Ayoub was really welcomed in Pakistan, since the nation had experienced a very unstable political situation since freedom. This would be the first of many instances in the history of Pakistan of the military becoming directly involved in politics. From 1958 to1968 this was first martial law with an American presidential system and saw the rise of the capitalist class. The 1960s stands out as the decade with best performance, it was Ayoub Khan’s era.


In Ayub era first time in Pakistan there were automobile industry, a cement industry and few other heavy modern industries. There was rapid industrial progress (mainly in the western wing of the country) with two five-year economic progress plans in this era.  We also came to know that “development decade actually became a decade of exploitation and purposeful support of dissimilarity between classes and regions with the 22 big industrial families amassing most of the wealth. The record reveals that Pakistan's Second Year Plan (1960-1965), the one that cover a good part of the martial law period, was an extensive success as according to statically point.” (Hassan,1998, 235).


As we know Ayoub’s economical policies were dependent on the model of capitalism and followed the Free-market economics main beliefs, industrialization that took place in his period is frequently regarded as “Great Decade” in the history of the country. “The "Great Decade" was celebrated, which highlighted the development plans executed during the years of Ayub's rule, the private association companies, and industries and credited with creating an situation where the private sector was encouraged to start medium and small-scale industries in Pakistan” (Toor, 2011, 84). This thing created new job opportunities and thus the economic graph of the country started growing. Ayub introduced a new curriculum and books for schools. Many schools and colleges were constructed through his era. In this context Siddiqa (2007)  introduced farming reforms according to him no one could occupy land less than 12.5 acres in others words maximum 500 acres irrigated land and 1000 unirrigated. An oil processing plant in Karachi was set up, and these reforms led to 15% GNP of the country that was three times greater than that of India. Despite the increase in the GNP the profit and revenue was gained by the 22 families that controlled 66% of the industries and land of the country and 80% of the banking and insurance of Pakistan.
Zia’s era 
“Takeover by General Zia ul Haq in 1977 had crystallized the hegemony of the civil and military bureaucracy, not just on the political map of Pakistan. With political and administrative roles and interests, the civil and military bureaucracy emerged as a key and well-established entity in the economy” (Singh, 2011, 180). With the takeover by General Zia armed rule returned and the capitalist class was back in power. “Zia also extended the role of the army in governance through extensive utilize of military intelligence, selection of senior officers to key posts and general dispensation of patronage to armed forces” (Hassan, 1998, 236).
 We also came to know “important economic growth and relatively low price increases during the Zia period did translate into broad based income growth for most income group” (Siddiqa, 2007, 64).  We also came to know that economy under Zia enjoyed a high and constant rate of growth. The economy extended to nearly 6.6% per annum and inflation tended to decline during 77-78. There was a broad sharing of the benefits of growth. Real wages improved and poverty tended to decline” (Hassan, 1998, 237). In the Zia’s era the investment climate for the private sector was improved by providing guarantees against future nationalization, clearer demarcations of activities between the public and the private sector and extra tax concessions”(Ahmed, 2014, 47).

As regarding to economic development Hassan (1998, 39), very beautifully summarized the economic growth as calculated by GNP slowed down during Zia’s last five years. This is also important that during 1977-83, the quick rise in worker remittances had pushed GNP growth rate to an annual record of 7.6% per annum. Worker remittances tended to refuse gradually after 1982-3 and interest payments on external debt gathered momentum, the GNP growth rate fell sharply to 4.9% per annum during 1983-8. In the first half of the 1980’s, worker remittances were about as important a source of foreign exchange as products exports. Hassan also described that unluckily, the workers remittances boom did not translate into an extensively higher rate of nationwide savings and investments. Most of the remittances were directed to utilization and this played a main role in falling poverty. The yearly wages of two main wage groups of factory workers point to an increase in nominal wage of around 150% over 1977-88.
As regarding to industrial development there were important development “through the Zia period in the industrial plan framework in terms of stress on the role of the private sector, greater import liberalization of industrial raw materials, and relatively increase of incentives for manufactured exports, not much was done to signal basic change in industrial policies which had hampered the structural change in manufacturing during the 1960’s and 1970’s” (Ahmed, 2014, 52).
There is also a comprehensive debate on exchange rate and trade policy in a book Pakistan’s Economyat the Crossroads: Past Policiesand Present Imperatives, by Hassan, Pervez (1998), he argued that Pakistan in 1982 began to regularly adjust the value of the rupee The rupee was devalued from Rs. 9.90 per US dollar to Rs. 11.84 in 1982 and then gradually depreciated to Rs. 18 per US dollar by the end 1988. Between 1982 and 1988, there was a substantial real depreciation of the rupee; the nominal exchange rate was devalued almost twice as fast as warranted by the relative change in prices between Pakistan and major trading partners. Hassan also explained that real devaluation assisted the overall export expansion of 7-8% per annum during the period and contributed in a significant way in reducing the relative dependence on worker remittance. By 1988 exports were more than double the level of remittances. The industrial zone was established in the late 1970’s to attract foreign investment, speed up flow of modern technology, provide more job opportunities, raise skill and management standards and provide exporters a base for production in an environment free from import duties but the results were however disappointing as exports from the zone were relatively small. 

Musharraf’s Era


 12 October, 1999 General Pervez Musharraf took control of the country and imposes Martial law Musharraf economic policies keep the economy to grow for a short time period. The Musharraf’s rule proves to be a growing period of economy, where every sector of economy was growing. The military returned to power and government, under General Musharraf in October 1999 where he declared the state of emergency which claimed to be equivalent to the state of Martial Law as the constitution of Pakistan of 1973, was suspended, and the Chief Justices of the Supreme Court were fired. He also issued some amendments in the Military Act, which gave the Armed Forces some additional powers. “The economy experienced high growth from 1999 to 2007 under Musharraf with an average real rate of 7 % for the past five years. But economic issues were almost totally neglected during 2007’s political turmoil. As global prices raised steeply, Pakistan’s mechanism for the automatic adjustment of prices of oil products was dropped. The heavy cost of food and fuel subsidies caused reserves to drop from about $14 billion in November 2008, enough to cover only two months of imports” (Singh, 2011, 86). “Foreign investment has dried up and investors have sought to withdraw their assets. International financial institutions estimate that some $5bn of extra financing is needed immediately if a financial crisis is to be averted, and twice that amount over two years”(Ahmed, 2014, 48). On the economy, Musharraf is more compelling. While running the country, “he and his capable finance minister, Shaukat Aziz, chalked up a number of economic achievements, including tripling government receipts, increasing foreign direct investment, and overseeing growth rates that peaked at 7.7 percent in 2005 (the average growth rate under his leadership was just over 5 percent)” (Singh, 2011, 87). One can say empowerment of economy through wide ranging economic reforms is one of achievement of Musharraf.


As regarding to economic development Inderjit Singh (2011) makes a very correct analysis, in the light of his analysis I found, Pakistan pursued consistent and favorable policies of liberalization, deregulation and privatization in the regime of Musharraf. Economic recovery, institutional reforms and good governance were our declared priorities. For economic recovery, the Government pursued a two-pronged strategy of ensuring macro-economic stability and introducing structural reforms for self-sustainable growth. As a result, the economy had expanded at an average rate of 7% per annum during the last four years. Its growth touched a record level of 9% in 2004-05.Growth of large scale manufacturing which was 3.6% during 1999-00, registered an average increase of 11.31 % per annum during the period from 2000-07. Growth of this sector was highest in 2004-05 i.e. 19.9%. Exchange rate remained stable despite widening of trade and current account deficits, clearly indicating strong inflows of external resources. Foreign Exchange reserves have crossed US$ 16 billion mark and the increased reserves can now finance more than 31 weeks of imports against only 10 weeks in 1998-99. Per capita income had increased from $ 526 (1999-00) to $925 (2006-07). 
As regarding to Revenue Collections Singh described that total revenue collections increased from Rs 308 billion in 1999 to Rs 846 billion during 2007. There is little disagreement over the fact that the economy has benefited immensely – as have General Musharraf’s political fortunes and his longevity – as a consequence of 9/11. The single most important attribute of Pakistan’s economy right through the 1990s, was its severe debt burden.
Conclusion 



We found that the Pakistani military has played an influential role in mainstream politics throughout Pakistan’s history. In this context we can say that Ayoub Khan’s era stands out as the decade with best performance. Growth rates in 1960s were very high in all sectors. We also came to know that capitalist economy, and private sectors play significant role in this era. Zia’s rule is the longest rule ever by a single individual in Pakistan. He never let go of the reigns of the power until he was killed in a plane crash. Although his death bought about the end of his rule, much of his legacy still had a strong impact on the political and economic developments in Pakistan for some years.
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