Notes-2
Authoritarian politics

· Regimes

· Broadest class of governments

· Groups together those with shared characteristics

· The characteristics tell us how governments in the group govern

· Tools, objectives, style

· At a general level

· Indicators of regime type

· Legitimacy: Its basis

· Accountability: To whom and how

· Influentials: Who gets preferred access

· Relations with governed: Citizens or subjects

· Governing structures and instruments: how governing carried out

· Just discussed democratic regimes in some detail

· Used Spain

· Legitimacy?

· Accountability?

· Influentials?

· Relations with citizens?

· Structures and instruments?

Authoritarians

· Denotative definition, current

· All non-democratic governments

· All governments not chosen by free and fair elections.

· Very broad

· Governments using electoral fraud

· Governments ruling through fear and violence

· All non-democratic or pre-democratic

· No/very limited role for average citizen

· Most also non-constitutional

· Few legal limits on ruler

· Best previous example of constitutional authoritarianism was South Africa, pre-1994: apartheid

Types

· Absolutist monarchies

· Military governments

· Personal dictatorships

· Party/other institutional dictatorships

· Why study them?

· PS often doesn’t 

· Once far outnumbered democracies

· Still a lot

· Pre-end of WWII openly anti-democratic=ok
· In 1975 Freedom House, www.freedomhouse.org/ , found only 25% of countries were “Free”
· Countries where citizens enjoyed political rights and civil liberties ( good connotative definition of democracy
· In 2011, Freedom House put 45% “Free”
· Majority still not free
· Authoritarian or not very democratic
· Authoritarian governments are important
· Some important governments are authoritarian: PRC; probably Russia; maybe Ukraine; N. Korea; Iran; 
Examples
· Personalist regimes
· Power rests mainly on the person of the leader
· Personal dictatorships
· Absolute monarchies
· Absolute monarchies
· Monarch above law
· Does not rule unaided
· Has a bureaucracy
· Has military force
· Judiciary under monarch’s control
· Current examples

· Saudi Arabia
· Gulf kingdoms/sheikdoms
· Brunei
· Recent example: Iran before 1979
· Similar: politically active monarchs
· Jordan
· Morocco
· Monarchy vs. other forms of personal rule
· Legitimacy: Family 
· Hereditary
· Has withstood bad government
· In other respects can be the same
· But should be more stable than other personal dictatorships
· Legitimacy
· The tyrants:  archetypal dictators
· Lots: Gadhafi, Saddam, Assads, lots of Latin American and African dictators
· May or may not include Kim (N. Korea) or Castro (Cuba)
· Rule through Communist Party
· Though they dominate CP
· CP may ease transition to next ruler
· Less likely to be multi-generational
· Hard to get beyond two
· Legitimacy must be based on either
· Performance – deliver the goods; or
· Continued coercion
· Mix is most probable
· W/in ruling generation quite stable
· Dictator controls everything
· No organized group to challenge him
· Has praetorian guard loyal to him
· Keeps changing favourites
· Effective use of clientelism
· Force and coercion
· Like monarchs they count on family
· Loyalty
· May not be competent
· Also like monarchs need other supporters
· Competence
· A subset: the warlord
· Takes power by force and governs through violence
· Often rob public
· Little social/economic progress
· Often emerge in power vacuum
· Baddest one wins
· Failed state
Institutional dicttorships

· Built around party, military, religion
· Can have a single leader
· Or can see rulers from the institution rotate as leader
· But all rulers come from the institution
· Depend on institution for support
· If institution keeps autonomy it controls ruler
· Institutions set the rules
· What govt is to do
· How it is to do it
· Change remove ruler and put in another
· From the same institution
· Institution continues to rule
· Can last a long time
· Not as long as monarchies or democracies
· The military
· Key terms
· Coup: forceful seizure of power
· Junta: a committee of military officers who run a military government ( collegial
· Key traits
· Seldom govern for long
· Hand back to civilians
· Sometimes do stay longer
· Remodel the system
· Or simply do not want to leave
· May distrust civilians
· May be doing too well
Coup d’etat or Golpe de estado

· Military is different 
· Can act against military governments too
· The institution sets the rules
· Coups especially common in certain places: 
· Latin America,  SS Africa,  N. Africa, Mid-east, parts of Asia
· And under certain conditions
· Unstable, ineffective, “disloyal” govt
· For a coup to succeed need:
· A grievance
· A coalition strong enough to win
· To neutralize opponents
· To act quickly
· To decide fate of ousted govt
· Can see military rule “institutionalized”
· Becomes a regular, accepted part of how a country is ruled
· Even legitimate
· Military = arbiter of disputes among civilian politicians
· Party dictatorships
· Mainly Communist 
· Franco, Saddam,  Assads – sort of
· One institution controls political life
· Party either stronger than leader or leader dependent on party
· Mao, Deng, Stalin, Khrushchev, Ho
· Can prohibit other parties (one-party state) or permit them to exist but not govern (hegemonic party state)
· Hegemonic 
· Mexico (1929-2000, PRI), Somocista Nicaragua (1936-79), PRC
· Good reasons to let others exist
· Appearances
· Co-opt
· Hegemonic party states often dictatorships
· Or could be quasi- or semi-dictatorships
· Depends on levels of control exercised. amount of violence used, how much of police state it is
Recap

· How authoritarians differ from democracies
· Democracies HAVE to be 
· Accountable
· Pluralistic
· Follow rule of law
· Authoritarians do not
Readings

· Siaroff
· Names used: 
· Sultanism
· Electoral authoritarianism
· Problem in PS
· Totalitarianism
· Not important now; could be again
· Includes electoral authoritarianism
· Levitsky and Way
· Competitive authoritarians, hybrids, new phenomenon
· Not a stop on way to democracy
· Can become more democratic, more authoritarian, or stay mixed
· But must have basically free, competitive elections
· That’s what distinguishes them
· Must also have legislatures where opp parties function freely
· Don’t have to win anything
· Must have some level of judicial independence
· Though courts can still make partisan decisions
· Must be some independent media with some clout
· Have to be able to criticize and to publicize 
· Note that L&W say nothing about non-governmental actors, civil society
· Authoritarians say non-govt = anti-govt = not pluralistic
· Democrats don’t = pluralistic
· How are they authoritarian?
· Limit opposition through bribery or legal harassment
· Marginalize civil society
· Politicize usually non-partisan parts of govt
· Reduce govt accountability to minimum
· Govt only responsive to loyalists 
Hybrids
· Obviously combine traits of different kinds of regimes
· Can be used to describe any mixed system
· For example, party + personal dictatorships,  like Cuba (the Castros + Cuban Communist Party)
· For about last 10 years used to describe
· Specific democratic – authoritarian blend
· Free and fair elections +
· Authoritarian elements
· Important?
· If elections free and fair = government can lose any election
· Implies accepting becoming opposition
· A couple of points
· Govt can lose any election
· Not just a remote technical possibility
· But govt does NOT control political system to a degree that permits winning in any but extraordinary circumstances
· Implies
· Non-partisan electoral authority
· Won’t fudge results
· Won’t eliminate opponents ( 
· has reasonable rules for qualifying to run or vote 
· Applies them fairly
· Opposition can still be weak ( dominant party system
· Can’t be  hegemonic party system
· Campaigning
· Heckling ok, harassment no
· Equitable (?) access to media and funding
· Violence (?) India? Jamaica?
· Media
· Free enough to report and criticize
· Can be highly partisan
· Voters
· Don’t feel threatened
· Voting not a hardship
· Voting “wrong” won’t bring harm
· Free & fair harder than we might think
· To be an electoral democracy all the prerequisites for free & fair elections must be met
· Electoral democracies fall short of full or consolidated democracies
· Because they can have other non-democratic features 
· The authoritarian side
· Mostly linked to personalized govt
· Very strong president/PM
· Such govts often have non-democratic traits
· Even when found in democracies
· Usual features
· Limited accountability: elections; little else
· Not courts or legislature
· Weak rule of law
· Restricted pluralism
· Parties, some powerful organized interests
· Civil society limited
Big question

· Can they maintain free elections and their non-democratic traits?
· Can an electoral democracy survive where there is: 

· Limited accountability?
· Weak rule of law?
· Restricted pluralism?
Chavez

· Venezuela, 1958-1998
· Successful democracy
· First in country’s history to last
· Built on a pact: an inter-elite deal
· Pact of Punto Fijo
· In return of accepting democracy:
· Military got more money and more modern arms
· Business got assurance of no nationalizations 
· Big landholder: no expropriations for land reform
· Labour: solid wages from oil revenues
· Landless: opening public lands to settlement
· Worked well until early ‘80s
· Oil prices fell after 1980
· But rapid price rise in ‘70s ( much spending and then borrowing
· Brought big foreign debts & debt crisis
· Brought Structural Adjustment
· Like what Greece has now: AUSTERITY!!!
· Structural adjustment brought
· More taxes
· Less government spending
· Including subsidies for basic services like bus transportation
· More unemployment
· Brought the Caracazo, 1989
· 30% rise in bus fares ( riots in Caracas
· Govt responds with force
· Especially in poor neighbourhoods
· Deaths estimated between 500-3000
· Instability and riots in other cities too
· Later scandals involving presidents
· Jaime Lusinchi, 1984-89: corruption
· Carlos Andres Perez, 1974-9, 1989-93: impeached and convicted
· Partydocracy
· Two parties, AD (centre-left) and COPEI (centre-right) dominate since 1958
· Know govt inside out
· Lots of opportunities for corruption
· 1993: Rafael Caldera wins; 31% of votes
· Non-voters=40%
· System broke down in ’80s
· Limped through ’90s w/scandals  + extreme austerity
· Lost legitimacy & support
· 1992: Chavez coup fails
· Reformist, leftist, coup
· Not all that rare: 1945, 1957 in Ven
· Best example: Peru 1968 (1968-75)
· Why? Neoliberalism
· Economic policy prescription + ideology
· Dominant 1979-2002; still very big
· Little govt, lots of freedom for businesses
· Like what collapsed in 1930’s
· Favoured by business + USA + UK + CDA + EU
· One of several capitalist models of Political Economy
· How state & economy interact: who has influence
· Dominant due to support of biggest business and powerful govts (USA)

· Produced structural adjustment + austerity as cure for everything = panacea
· Coup failed, jailed, amnestied in 1994
· 1998: Chávez wins presidential election
· Movement for the Fifth Republic
· Bolivarian Revolution & 21st Century Socialism
· How he won in ’98
· Tours Ven, then parts of LA seeking support
· Begins what becomes close relation with Fidel
· Overlooked by mainstream media
· Debate over military v. electoral politics
· Electoral side, originally opposed by HC,  wins when a Chavez ally running for a leftist party wins governorship of an important state
· Showed left could win electorally
· Note: LA left historically distrusted elections, seeing them controlled by elites
· 1998-Seen as outsider
· Campaigns offering aid for poor, end to old system of party domination, new const.
· Gains support of various leftist parties
· Eventually wins landslide, 56-40
· Referendum on constituent assembly
· HC dominates constituent assembly 
· Bolivarian constitutions\
· Extends state econ role: oil
· Increases presidential powers: military
· Initially pretty moderate
· Opposition mobilizes: Ties w/Cuba
· Coup of 2002
· April 2002: Big anti-govt protest; violence ( 20 dead
· Coup: mil + business + media + old parties
· Succeded for a day then failed
· Suspended constitution & rolled back changes
· Counter-coup( Hugo returns
· 12/02: Strike/lockout by PDVSA (oil)
· HC sacks 19,000; restructures PDVSA
· 2004: Faces recall– HC wins
· 2006: wins re-election;  big margin
· 2007: loses referendum
· 2009: Wins new version of referendum
· Unconstitutional
· 2010: Wins leg majority w/fewer votes than opp
· Gerrymandering before hand
What Hugo does

· Lots of emphasis on intl affairs
· May spend too much on intl image
· Tight w/Ahmadinejad; was w/Gadhafi;
· Objective apparently building anti-US alliance
· Domestic
· Economic
· State sector expands somewhat
· No bigger than in 1998
· Almost completely dependent on oil
· Govt spending up; poverty down
· Poverty is WB $1 or $2/day
· Inflation rising; as is deficit
· Human rights:  Women and indigenous – better
· Apparently political discrimination
· Questions re-media freedom
· Political
· PUSV: pressures allies to join
· Electoral manipulation – some
· Seems to use state against opponents
· Main weakness: personal rule
· Succession unclear
Hybrids-C&P

· Corrales & Penfold
· Analytical
· What a hybrid regime is and what its govt looks like
· Argumentative
· Chavez more authoritarian than democratic
· Not unusual to see this
· Especially with controversial figures/govts
· Think comparatively!
· Try to think of other cases where there is something similar to what C&P find in Ven
· Then ask if what the similarities & differences are
· There will almost certainly be both
· Then think about what this means
· Their definition of hybrid
· Mechanism for determining access to state office (has) authoritarian + democratic practices (1)
· On the democratic side
· Real freedoms exist
· Opposition competes in elections (win?)
· On authoritarian side
· Checks and balances inoperative
· In other words
· Elections mostly free=people have choices
· But govt not accountable
· Probably restricts pluralism – centres of power outside govt control
· Probably ignores rule of law
· A question they don’t ask
· Can you maintain a hybrid over time?
· Or does it have to become either more democratic or more authoritarian?
· They see HC tending authoritarian
· But could the pendulum swing the other way?
· Can’t actually answer; good to ask
· Some traits they say = authoritarian
· Govt rarely negotiates w/opp -- ?
· Make govt fiercely partisan
· Only loyalists get jobs -- ?
· No non-partisan, autonomous institutions *
· Law used against opp; not to bind govt + govt changes/ignores const ( weak rule of law*
· Uneven electoral playing field -- ?
· Pre-election $; early election calls -- ?
· Another case of how far something can go and still be democratic
· Explaining Chavismo
· How he got there; different take
· Institutional change:  Decentralization – elected mayors &  governors + party system fragmentation – bi-partyism collapses
· Economics: Role of oil + control of PDVSA
· Social policy: redistribution but more $ to insiders
· They don’t say so but this sounds like boss politics
· See, my chapter in the book, Undoing Democracy”
· Boss politics common in CDA/USA until around 1970
· How Hugo got power and used it
· Why make a new constitutions your first priority?
· Doesn’t always happen: Nicaragua 1990
· But pretty common after a big change
· Specifics
· 1961 constitution gave more power to legislature
· Practical stuff
· Constituent Assembly
· Approved by referendum
· Members were elected
· MQR=Chavez=best organized + best mobilized ( roughly 90% of seats
· New constitution
· Fewer checks on executive
· Typical of personalistic rule
· Remove legal/institutional limits on leader
· OK if leader is OK; if not…
· This model also followed by 
· Rafael Correa in Ecuador
· Evo Morales in Bolivia
· Seems to work
· Economics:  A good price for oil is the best finance minister!
· Staples-based economy
· What Chavez did
· Started very cautiously; oil prices low
· 2002 PDVSA strike ( takeover
· Oil prices rise ( more revenue ( more ambitious govt expansion
· P. 57: off-budget revenue from PDVSA
· What’s off-budget revenue and why does it matter?
· Oversight and control
· PDVSA becomes revenue source for social $ + is off-budget
· PDVSA no longer run as oil company
· Now a social $ bank
· P.63: ISI, or Import Substitution Industrialization
· What it is
· Not quite like CDA/USA used tariffs
· Where it’s been used
· With what results
· In Ven
· Capital flight
· Pressure on private sector
· Scapegoating 
· Happens here + business scapegoats govt
· Keystone pipeline
· Balance?
· Chavez brings state back in
· Uses it to further his political ends
· Hardly novel
· Also can use reducing role of state to advance political ends: Margret Thatcher or Ronald Reagan
· Institutional resource curse
· Resource curse: p. 71
· Easy money; boosts govt revenues; ups spending until prices fall + correlates with authoritarian rule
· Capturing rents?
· Rent: surplus generated by production & sale of a natural resource – only so much oil
· Who gets the surplus?
· Govt institutions and rents
· If rents go to exec and exec is unaccountable money may not serve public ends
· Also happened when Ven parties controlled rents and kept $.
· Oil & authoritarianism – most comes from authoritarian states in middle East and SW Asia – applies to exporters-OPEC
· Some oil exporters relatively democratic
· Indonesia, Colombia, Mexico
· Political control and PDVSA
· Not like a crown corporation
· Run for political ends: to finance social programs
· Off-budget funds
· Why would govts like those?
· No external oversight; no debate on spending
· Final point- back to staples
· C&P don’t use term but do use concept [93]
· Staples trap
· Foreign policy
· Not much to do with authoritarianism
· Like many leaders HC is his own chief diplomat—not unusual
· Some terms
· Soft balancing
· Form of Balance of Power
· Aims at making it hard for foe to act
· Here it means making it politically costly for US to act against HC + not cooperating with US, e.g. on drugs
· Note: Since 9/11 Latin America has almost fallen off US radar
· Social Power Diplomacy
· Like Dollar Diplomacy
· Give lots of aid
· Benefit of high oil prices
· What C&P don’t say
· Shows small power winning over big
· In short/middle term any way
· Not supposed to happen
· Actually not that uncommon
· Reviews evidence re-Hugo’s hybridism, 137-44
· Populism: polysemous term
· Meant something specific in US and CDA from 1870-1940
· Farmers vs. Bankers + Big Business
· People vs. the aristocrats, plutocrats and all the other rats
· Had strong parties + specific platforms
· In LA and TW generally
· Very strong, charismatic leader
· Direct links to the people
· Minimize intermediaries, e.g. parties
· Trades material benefits for support
· Like boss politics
· Key is the personalist leader
· Second is swap of goodies for support
· Different from NA original
· Not leader-centred 
· Built parties to contest power and legislate
· Where does this put HC’s hybrid?
· Personalistic
· Key variable
· 1-person rule/one-person regime
· Emphasis on ties between president as individual and the people
· President = personal source of good things
· Democratic side:
· Normal democratic state institutions
· Overshadowed by president
· Don’t really impose accountability and control
· A delegative democracy: 
· free elections, then pres. does whatever can be gotten away with
· Until next election
· Authoritarian side
· Unaccountable hyperexecutive
· Const + legal framework favours exec
· President who is as democratic as he wants/needs to be
Hybrids, Semi-authoritarians, Authoritarians
· Hybrids like HC’s: essentially free elections + other democratic elements + authoritarian ones

· Semi-authoritarians: rig elections + some democratic elements + authoritarian ones

· Authoritarians: little or nothing democratic

· Three Bolivarians

· Allies of Chavez – like minded leaders

· Daniel Ortega, Nicaragua

· Rafael Correa, Ecuador

· Evo Morales, Bolivia

· Semi-authoritarian: 

· Vladimir Putin, Russia

· Authoritarian

· Communist Party of China

· Ask:

· Do Bolivarian hybrids all have essentially free elections? Role of leader similar in all?

· Russia: What qualifies it as semi-authoritarian? Are elections the main problem?

· PRC: What does a party dictatorship look like and how does it run? What distinguishes it from a semi-authoritarian state?

Bolivarians

· Why the name?

· Daniel Ortega, Nicaragua: History

· 1964,  joins FSLN: Sandinista National Liberation Front

· By 1977 one of three leaders of one of three factions of FSLN

· 1979: Overthrow Somoza dictatorship

· Ortega one of 5-member Governing Junta of National Reconstruction

· 1984, elected president; landslide, free election

· 1990, loses election

· 1995, purges opponents from party

· 1996, loses election

· 2000, power-sharing pact with governing Liberals

· 2001, loses election

· 2004, FSLN does well in municipal elections

· 2006, wins election

· 2008, FSLN wins most municipal elections; probably fraudulent

· 2009,  wins right to run again; probably illegal and unconstitutional

· 2011, wins election; probably fraudulent; can’t tell because DO’s govt did not allow anybody to observe.

· So Ortega has likely passed from hybrid to semi-authoritarian

· NB: Doubtless won 2008 and 2011 but probably cheated to boost numbers

Rafael Correa

· Ecuador

· PhD, economics, U of Illinois

· One govt post before presidency: 4 months as Min Fin, 2005

· Own party – Alianza PAIS

· Only candidate: him for pres.

· Proposed “Citizens’ Revolution

· New Const

· Anti-corruption

· Micro-credit: very small businesses/farms

· National sovereignty=renegotiate debt

· Wins in 2006 in runoff

· Wants to call Const Assy

· Congress objects; Electoral office convenes; Congress sacks head Electoral office; Elect office sacks majority of Congress

· New Const in 2007; approved in referendum 2008

· Land reform + more controls on economy

· Esp oil and mining

· Civil same-sex marriages

· Allows president to be re-elected once + other powers

· Recognizes nature’s right to exist, persist, regenerate its vital cycles

· 2011 referendum: includes measures to monitor media content

· Later wins $40mil libel suit against newspaper

· Editorial titled “No to lies!”

· Wins elections, apparently cleanly

· Concentrating power and attacking enemies

· Where to put him?

Evo Morales

· Elected president of Bolivia, 2005

· First indigenous president

· Politically active since 1981

· Cocaleros’ union—coca activist

· President, 1985-94

· 1995-enters electoral politics

· Voice for cocaleros + left generally

· Expelled from Congress in 2002; supposedly for advocating violence

· 2d in 2002 presidential race

· Evo + cocaleros drive out 2 presidents, 2002-2005: Gonzalo Sanchez de Losada and Carlos Mesa

· Wins in 2005 for MAS (Movement toward Socialism): moribund when he took it over in ’99

· Re-elected in 2009

· Eclectic ideology

· Anti-neoliberalism; nationalized electric industry and natural gas; standard socialist fare

· New constitution in 2008

· Expands native rights + more decentralization + permits his re-election

· 2010: raises gas prices ( protest ( backs down

· 2011: Protest against highway through protected indigenous area ( backs down

· Unpopular with business and in rich eastern part of country

· Popular with indigenous

· No sign yet of amending const to get 3d term

· Where does he belong?

· Four Bolivarians

· Share basic values: anti-US foreign policy + anti-neoliberal, globalized capitalism

· Limited democratic histories

· Ven has most, 30-40 yrs

· Nica, 1984-2008 (2000?)

· Ecuador: 1979-95

· Bolivia: 1982 -2003 (protesters force pres out)

· Differences?

· Levels of experience

· Access to wealth

· Actual recent revolutionary history 

· Bol, 1952; Nic, 1979

Vladimir Putin

· Russian history

· Lots of autocracy, little democracy

· No more than since 1992

· Elections scored reasonably free

· Strong leader is institutionalized preference, an informal institution
· Not legally required but people believe it is necessary to govern effectively

· Is Putin’s Russia hybrid, like Chavez’s Venezuela; semi-authoritarian, thus with fewer democratic traits; or is it an electoral democracy, pure and simple?

· Electoral democracy: Free and fair elections are hallmark of system

· The only way to gain power

· VP’s CV

· KGB, 1975-92

· Leningrad/St. Petersburg: 1990-96; bureaucratic; accused of dodgy deals—not prosecuted;

· 1997-8: admin in Russian Federation

· 1998-9: Head of FSB

· 1999-2000: Premier

· 2000-04 Apptd pres. after Yeltsin resigns

· 2004-8: president

· 2008-12, PM

· 2012-8—Pres?

· Party: United Russia

· Conservative;  founded 2001, grew from Unity Block (1999)

· Uses state resources (state-owned media) against opponents + amended party law in its favour

· Has enjoyed high oil prices

· Fought continuing war in the Caucuses

· State monopoly capitalism

· Khordokovsky case

· Oligarch w/political ambitions

· Critical or VP

· Ends up in jail and losing his oil company Yurkos

· Managed democracy

· How VP defines own system

· One description (Michael McFaul, 2005)

· 1. A strong presidency and weak institutions
2. State control of the media
3. Control over elections
4. “Unstable stability” based on the president’s personality. He is actually a hostage of the system. 

· Sounds familiar?

· Balance

· If elections are free ( electoral democracy

· But would he accept defer?

· Appears to use political justice

· His party accused of electoral manipulation

· Media freedom restricted:140/178 on Reporters without Borders Press Freedom Index + over 300 journalists killed since 1993

People’s Republic of China

· No question about elections – Fixed

· Not even “demonstration elections”

· Thus authoritarian

· No question there

· But not like previous four

· No strong man

· Institutional authoritarian state

· Chinese Communist Party (CPC)

· “The Party is Like God. He is everywhere. You just can’t see him.”

· Classical Leninist model

· Highly centralized and secretive

· Democratic centralism ~ cabinet solidarity

· Control all political life

· And much economic activity – even in the essentially capitalist PRC

· The Party is the state

· Departments of government are administrative instruments not policy makers.

· Reality does not always correspond to ideal type – more “aspirational”

· Ruling CPs so big that absolute hierarchical control impossible

· PRC once had personalist ruler: Mao Zedong, 1949-1976

· Later Deng Xiaoping

· Purged twice by Mao

· Returns after Mao’s death

· Reforms system to move to market socialism:  central planning using mkt mechanisms

· Dissolved collective farms and returned land to peasants

· Set up  enterprise zones; opened way for foreign investment

· Result is Chinese Model

· Capitalist development + significant state role/presence + openly authoritarianism

· How China is authoritarian

· Tiananmen Square , 1989

· Tibet, 2008

· Dissent allowed within limits; cross the line and Boom!

· Free speech and press tightly controlled.

· CPC has several licensed opposition parties but is effectively unaccountable

· How does it compare with

· Venezuela?

· Nicaragua?

· Ecuador?

· Bolivia?

· Russia?

· Consolidated democracies?
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