Notes: Institutions

· Importing democratic institutions into dictatorships
· Legislatures and parties
· Presumably elections too
· Both licensed and managed; not Potemkin
· Why?
· Why those institutions?
· Why would you choose them if you were a dictator?
· Are they what an opposition would want?
· What do they give dictator’s opponents/not sure supporters?
· Why doesn’t she didn’t include elections among the institutions, do you suppose?
· Because they couldn’t be free?
· Can opp get anything from rigged elections?
· Basic question: What must any government do?
· Maintain order (Hobbes)
· Provide adequate material sustenance
· Market
· Command
· Maintain a functioning economy
· Beyond material sustenance
· Jobs
· Produce material rewards
· Various forms of infrastructure 
· Money for government
· ≠ functioning economy or $ for people
· Control a valuable resource—coltan, diamonds, rubber, oil + monopolize trade
· Keep most/enough people happy
· Unless ruling by utter terror
· Then it’s only the security forces
· Still want to limit opposition/discontent
· Co-opt: cheaper in mid-term
· Long run: Gaddafi? 
· Benefits/mobility for key groups
· No sure prescription for how 
· Lots of ways have worked
· Some overtly authoritarian
· Some beneficent but not democratic
· Some democratic
· Democracy is not the only answer
· For many & for a long time it was not the best answer
· What we have seen re-authoritarians
· Concentrate power
· In executive
· In ruler personally
· In ruling organization
· Limit accountability
· General public/all citizens?
· Influentials?
· Select insiders?
· Note: accountability pattern reflects concentrated power
· Rule of law: iffy to dodgy
· Fair, non-partisan treatment: one law for all?
· All subject to the law?
· Law used political ends: politicized justice?
· Role of coercion
· Status of opposition
· Free?
· Harassed?
· Licensed?
· Illegal?
· The above is how authoritarians govern 
· What instruments/institutions do they need?
· Sometimes very few
· Guns and people ready to use them
· Failed states, power vacuum
· Fairly common in 18th c. Lat Am
· Also appears to apply to Samuel Doe’s coup in Liberia in 1980
· Though Doe may have created the vacuum by killing all the old regime.
· And got $ from Firestone for rubber
· More often need administrative structure
· Formal security forces
· Financial administration
· Public health—or else foreign investment flees
· Public works    “                                               “
· Can be minimum needed to keep $ in country
· Open airport—may have to leave…quickly
· As time passes need more
· Especially if ruler needs to win support of critical groups
· More complex, developed country
· More groups with political interests
· More diversity ( harder for govt to meet demands ( 
· Harder to generate support
· Institutions may/may not save dictator
· PRC + VN v. Egypt
Gandhi
· Says dictators “hold power w/o the legitimacy of having been chosen by their citizens” thus need to “thwart challenges to their rule”
· Is this latter point different from elected officials?
· Other forms of legitimacy?
· Autocrats need cooperation & compliance
· Any surprises?
· How do they do this?
· Question: How do legitimately elected govs do this?
· Keep this in mind
· JG: To “organize policy concessions” need a forum
· Parties and legislatures
· Not elections, as they don’t facilitate deal-making
· P&L aid dictator in co-opting needed support
· Note 
· Doesn’t apply to “totalitarians”
· They don’t make deals
· Kims
· F. Castro
· The rest 
· Dictator will have to give up real power
· Let opponents influence/make some decisions
· What JG wants to know
· Do dictators really use parties and legislatures to build support?
· Do parties and legislatures ( different policies?
· Do they ( better economic results?
· Do dictators w/ P&L keep power longer?
· Do institutions matter?
· Careful to argue P&L do NOT make dictatorships more democratic; 
· Just more open
· Brazilian military tried this
· So did Gorbachev
· So has PRC, in its own way
· How JG defines dictatorship

· Origin & evolution of term
· Her definition: minimal & procedural ≠ substantive
· Why?
· See the map on p. 11
· Her three classes of dictators
· Monarchs, absolute
· Military
· Civilian
· Others things to note:
· How she operationalizes the terms
· What she says about both legislatures and parties
· What’s included
· How legislatures are chosen
· Why is it important to recall that the parties are the creations of the regime? 
· What does that exclude
· Three cases
· How does JG use her cases?
· Compared to NB?
· What each case shows: details
· Kuwait
· Initial cooperation/cooptation
· Later breakdown
· Why?
· Morocco
· Why institutions?
· Which institutions?
· How they worked
· Ecuador
· What happened?
· Why did it happen?
· JG calls these “stylized facts.” 
· What does that mean?
· How does JG use the descriptions?
· What’s her objective?
· What story is she trying to tell?
· What does this say about 
· Selecting cases?
· Presenting cases?
· How is this about comparative politics?
· Countries and concepts?
· Ch.3: institutions to co-opt
· Ask: Do democracies do the same things dictatorships do?
· Not in the same way obviously
· Do democratic govts need to co-opt and seek cooperation?
· If so can we compare democracies and dictatorships?
· How can we know what dictatorships do?
· Do all dictatorships have the same need to use institutions to co-opt?
· JG says monarchies don’t; neither do some military govts
· Why?
· What do legislatures let dictators do?
· How is it different that what happens in some democracies?
· What do parties let dictators do?
· Official party?
· Licensed party?
· What if it gets out of control? What can dictator do?
· How does this compare with democracies?
· Uses the term “inclusive authoritarian”
· What might this mean?
· How would “exclusionary authoritarianism” differ?
· . 82-92, JG sets out model
· What’s she trying to do?
· What’s she modeling? 
· Why?
· JG tests more hypotheses, chs. 4-5
· Dictatorships w/legislatures and parties produce different policies than those w/o
· Reasons that opponents would not participate if they had no impact on anything
· Political survival?
· Look at where her data come from and how she constructs here indicators
· She finds that they sort of do
· Looks at
· Rights and freedoms—free expression
· Your hypothesis?
· Military spending
· Your hypothesis?
· Social spending
· Your hypothesis?
· JG’s findings
· More freedoms, less defence spending, but not more social spending
· Tries to figure out why. Hypotheses for next study
· Very typical of social research
· Frequently don’t get everything right
· Try to puzzle out what some alternative “right” answers could be
· Ch. 5: Economic outcomes
· Inclusive, “broadened”, dictatorships will produce better economic results
· Institutions provide mechanisms to smooth relations between govt and non-govt groups
· Yields more stability ( conditions more favourable to economic growth
· Think of problems in Latin America in caudillo era to see costs of instability
· Hypothesis is confirmed
· Finding suggests institutions help produce compromise
· Overall do better than single-party dictatorships
· JG thinks that leadership/other non-institutional factors count in single party regimes econ fate
· Spain, post-1958
· S. Korea
Regime survival, ch. 6
· This is the big one for the dictator
· Inst let dictator manage key parts of society
· Relay information about state of pub. opinion
· So can even rigged elections
· Let dictator adjust behaviour 
· Dictators w/inclusive regimes survive longer
· Hypothesis is disconfirmed
· No statistically significant difference between broadened and exclusionary dictatorships
· How JG interprets this
· Maybe L&P don’t count for much in survival 
· Dictators who offer L&G face more problems than those who don’t, thus more prone to fall
· Counter-example of Ecuador
· If junta had built institutions it might well have lasted longer
· Social research asks why the initially plausible explanation did not hold
· Do institutions matter in authoritarian sys?
· How do they differ from institutions in democracies?
· If they have the same names?
· Any institutions unique to authoritarian states?
Hybrids
Intro

Less authoritarian regimes

· Governments that are not fully democratic

· But not totally authoritarian

· Two possibilities

· Semi-authoritarian

· Hybrid

· Sometimes synonyms, not ofter

· Very similar; can distinguish

· Diamond + Levitsky & Way

· Key point is free and fair elections

· Without them, not even a hybrid

· What makes elections free and fair?

· Two views

· Minimalist

· Maximalist

· Minimalist

· Very minimalist: Elites compete openly for votes

· Presume but don’t demand

· Voters not coerced

· Govt doesn’t have unfair advantages: access to media & resources

· Media report w/o bias; 

· Votes counted fairly and reported accurately

· Opposition has a legal opportunity to win

· Normal minimalist

· Free means:

· Campaign unhindered

· Vote unhindered & w/o threats/inducements

· Govt and opp on relatively even playing

· NB: govts get extra coverage by being govts

· Electoral administration fair to all

· Votes counted & reported accurately

· Opposition can win w/o heroic effort

· Maximalist

· What the normal minimum presupposes +

· Citizens see selves as independent agents

· Media is used to and able to report fairly, accurately and in sufficient depth

· Parties know where the line is and expect to be caught and punished if they cross it too obviously

· Electoral authorities consciously try to be fair to all voters

· Well known, easy to use way to get on voters’ list
· Elections workers appropriately trained and competent
· Try to count and report accurately
· Irregularities are reported, investigated and punished where proven
· Result is that the whole political system reinforces free/fair elections
· Not going to happen the first time out
· Weigh the overall package
· Opt for normal minimally acceptable
· Know it can coexist with 

· Unaccountable executives
· Restrictions on pluralism
· Politicized courts, electoral authorities & administration generally
· If you meet normal minimum = hybrid 
· Has several names
· If not = semi-authoritarian
· Several names
· Hybrids can become more democratic or become semi-authoritarians
· Semi-authoritarians can become more authoritarian or move toward democracy
· General rule (axiom); hybrids offer more freedom in more ways to more people
· Even just as they are
· Hybrids are fairly common
· And are a form of regime that only emerges with Third Wave of Democracy, post-1974
· Especially post-1990
Readings
· Larry Diamond
· Taxonomy
· Classification scheme
· What LD sets out
· Article from 2002
· When attn first went to hybrids or electoral authoritarians or competitive authoritarians
· Journal of Democracy
· Important stuff
· PS + policy wonks figure out 1 election ≠ democracy
· Democracy can be undone
· But also that old time authoritarianism—party or military or personal dictatorship—is not the only option
· LD mainly about classifying regimes
· Why is that important?
· Big distinction: electoral democracy vs. electoral authoritarianism
· When is an election free and fair?
· Various answers
· The politics of grey?
· L&W, Competitive authoritarianism
· What it is
· Elections but not too democratic
· But far from typical authoritarian, too
· More like boss politics
· L&W look at various arenas
· But not civil society
· If govt thinks that non-govt = anti-govt forget pluralism
· With hybrids like Chavista Venezuela initial legitimacy came from winning free & fair elections
· Should they be put with the competitive authoritarians?
· Or are they different?
· Think of an ornithologist who discovers a previously unknown bird: Has to classify it.
· But Chavez and his mates, the Bolivarians, are personalist rulers or hyper-presidential states
· Accountable when they want to be
· Rule of law is weak because judiciary is politicized
· Pluralism is weak because civil society is hamstrung
· Media are pressured and occasionally harassed
· So if they aren’t authoritarians, neither are they fully fledged democrats
· Hard to classify
· Use “hybrid” to  describe them, even though it’s a generic term
· Corrales and Penfold don’t much like Hugo
· Treatment of him is fair and academic
· But other authors would defend HC as practitioner of “real” or “substantive” democracy
· So what is democracy?
· Two definitions
· Procedural/input democracy
· Substantive/output democracy
· Starting with substantive seems to get in the way of having procedural
· Starting with procedural sometimes leads to substantive.
Venezuela

· Very little experience with civic oligarchy
· Polyarchy then democracy
· Conventional path
· Only democratic experience 1945-48
· Starts with a reformist coup
· Brought strongly democratic reformist junta
· Non-military
· Holds democratic election in ‘47
· Overthrown in ’48 by conservative coup
· Military government again until 1957
· Another reformist coup
· Pacted democracy – a big deal
· Power-sharing deals
· Support democracy ( get guarantees
· Pacto de Punto Fijo
· Among 3 biggest parties
· Originally to play fair & respect results
· Later an institutional  pact
· Also affected other actors: military, business, latifundistas, peasants and labour
· Created partyocracy
· Democracy by & for pacting parties
· Elections = free and fair
· But lots of corruption
· Finally saw one ex-president charged w/corruption and another impeached and convicted
· Economics of the 4th Republic, 1958-98
· Oil
· Price rise in ‘70s ( spending spree
· Price fall post-’80 ( borrowing spree
· ( debts ( structural adjustment (think Greece now) ( austerity ( unemployment + poverty
· Austerity ( Caracazo 1989 + inspired Chavez’s failed coup of ‘92
· Reformist coups: not uncommon in LA
· In Venezuela: 1945 – overturned in ‘48, 1957 – led to  4th Rep, 1992 (failed)
· Elsewhere
· Peru, 1968-75
· Joined with other forces: Guatemala, 1944; El Salvador, 1944.
· Torrijos, Panama; Prestes, Brazil
· Consistent with politically active military
· 4th Rep declines after ‘89
· Chavez amnestied in ‘94
· Begins plans to take presidency
· Forms MBR-200 in ’92; dusts it off after ‘94
· Only embraces electoralism after ally wins impt governorship for another left party in ‘95
· Forms Movement for the Fifth Republic
· Wins, w/allied parties, 55% of vote in ‘98
· Promised
· Referendum on const. assy – won
· Const. assy elected w/ Chavista majority
· Drafts new “Bolivarian Constitution”
· More power to exec
· But more guarantees for human rights
· 2002: Coup against him
· Succeeds briefly; very conservative ( counter-coup
· HC back in 3 days
· 2004: attempt to recall HC fails
· 2006: re-elected with larger majority
· 2007: referendum to amend const fails
· 2009: new amendments carry
· Vote probably unconstitutional
· 2010: legislative elections
· HC’s PUSV gets majority w/ fewer votes than opp
· Gerrymandering
· 2011: Cancer( run in 2012?
Chavista Venezuela

· Generalities of LA govts
· Executive-centred to hyperexecutive
· Courts, electoral authorities, all govt agencies 
· Historically “attentive” to president
· Military historically politically active
· Often given active role in constitution
· Usual democratic institutions – parties, legislatures, courts, civil society – weak in most countries
· Historically few liberal, constitutional democracies
· Oldest continual: Costa Rica, since ‘49
· The rest products of 3rd Wave, so post-1974
· Govts were elite-dominated
· Relatively high levels of violence
· Rights and liberties iffy
· Run on clientelistic principles
· That’s the foundation
· Personalism
· Caudillismo or Big Man 
· What it is
· Individual dominates govt –
·  happens in democracies too
· Bigger than institutions
· Not constrained by rule of law + mostly unaccountable
· Leader is the star
· Long history in LA + TW
· Weak political institutions
· Don’t trust institutions if you can’t control them!
· Weak civil society
· Small political class
· Often polarized society
· Inhibits cooperation & institution building
· Recipe for bad govt + facilitates authoritarianism
Corrales & Penfold
· Hybrids-their definition: Mechanism for determining access to state office (has) authoritarian + democratic practices (1)
· Freedoms exist + opp can compete (win?) in elections + checks & balances inoperative (1)
· Free or mostly free elections but
· Limited accountability, pluralism, transparency, rule of law
· Specifically
· Govt doesn’t negotiate w/opp
· Partisan appointments to all top-level jobs; incl courts
· Govt tries to undermine autonomy of civic institutions ( make them partisan tools
· Law used against opponents; not to bind govt
· Incumbents changes & circumvents const
· Electoral playing field tilted toward govt
· Reflect
· First like here
· Next two are not; even if it’s because it’s too hard to do
· Law as political weapon very occasionally used; used more 60 years ago
· Next doesn’t apply; again doesn’t matter if it’s only because it’s too hard
· Always some tilt toward govt: electoral business cycles + early elections ( can backfire
· Any political system can have authoritarian elements
· Why worry about them more in hybrids than in historic democracies?
· How do we draw a line or set a standard that says it’s time to worry?
· Electoral autocracies where one party or coalition overwhelms others
· Solid South? Alberta? Sweden? Japan?
· What’s the difference?
· Dominant v. Hegemonic parties?
· Comparative politics helps
· Makes you think conceptually & of other cases
· Makes you a better analyst
· The rise of a hybrid
· Power-grabbing: How to accumulate power
· What do they look at?
· Elite intentions
· Political opportunities 
· Includes: institutions + context
· Polarization
· Why it matters
· On purpose?
· First step: tailor-made constitution
· Why?
· How common?
· Can it be democratic?
· Polarization and mobilization
· Led to 2002 coup; failed; strengthens HC
· Is polarization a good tactic?
· Who else uses it successfully?
· The PDVSA strike/lockout and firings
· Reagan and the air traffic controllers?
· The recall and its consequences; Tascon List
· Later see revitalized student movement – still strong
· Control of legislature ( HC governs substantially by decree
· Classic dictatorial behaviour
· Also a plebiscitary  angle
· Democratic or not?
· Politicized justice
· Democratic or not?
· Continual re-election
· Why a big deal?
· Why especially in Latin America? Continuismo
· Stop here and add up the score
· Highly personalist
· Few neutral institutions
· Iron grip on policy process
· But
· Still faced mobilized opposition
· Lost key referendum in ‘07
· Loads electoral dice but still faces real opponents
· Hybrid?
· Add clientelism and cronyism
· What’s the difference?
· Both old hat in places with large dependent population ( Undoing Democracy
· Logical if not especially democratic way to organize politics under certain conditions
· Clients support party as long as they need help
· Once independent can change vote: Joey by ‘68
· Not real loyalists
· Questions to here
· If democrats can use the same tools as authoritarians how do tell the difference?
· Personal rule and institutions
· Antithetical?
· Caudillos and Big Men and ordinary Bosses and Dictators
· Leader and followers
· What Relation?
Economics & petroleum

· Staples-based economy
· What it is
· Why it matters
· What Chavez did
· Started very cautiously; oil prices low
· 2002 PDVSA strike ( takeover
· Oil prices rise ( more revenue ( more ambitious govt expansion
· Some terms, chs. 3 & 4
· Off-budget revenue (57)
· PDVSA funding social programs
· Not in state budget
· Why does this matter?
· ISI, Import Substitution Industrialization (63)
· What it is and is not
· Who has used it as a policy
· How it works on paper and in practice
· As oil revenues rose, HC expands state’s role
· Takes over oil sector: Commanding Heights
· Uses revenue to fund programmes off budget
· Turns PDVSA into bank for grey money for costly social programmes
· Efficiency as oil co. falls; high price keeps revenue up
· Is this sustainable policy?
· Forget democratic or not
Resource curse

· In general:
· Countries extremely dependent of resource exports, esp. oil, often
· Authoritarian
· Prone to booms and busts
· C&P add “institutional resource curse”
· How & by whom resource revenues are managed
· Even in authoritarian state plausibly can be well run
· Problem of Rents and Capturing Rents
· Rent: surplus generated by a natural resource
· Capturing rents: who controls the surplus
· If to unaccountable exec (or parties – Ven pre-98) not likely to max. public benefit; turned to private ends
· Question of oil and authoritarianism
· Empirically: pretty clear among OPEC
· Some are now relatively democratic: Colombia, Indonesia, Mexico
· PDVSA
· Under political control
· Used not just to boost revenues
· But also for off-budget $
· State-owned enterprises can be run efficiently
· Have operational autonomy – crowns
· Less likely if authoritarian
· Avoid accountability
· Increase govt’s control
· Balance after four chapters
· Centralization in president’s hands
· Better hope prexy is good guy
· Politicization of what might better be autonomous entities
· State in economy: Yes, to limit capitalists; also to promote control over funds for political ends
· Stable hybrid? One leaning democratic? One leaning authoritarian?
· Foreign policy
· Note terms
· Soft Balancing: form of Balance of Power
· Applies to Ven-USA relations
· Differs: Not military
· Limits cooperation w/greater power
· Seeks to limit what greater power can do to it
· NB: US interest in LA declines after 9/11
· Social Power Diplomacy= $ Diplomacy
· Aid; often subsidized oil
· Hugo= Chief Diplomat
· Not unusual
· Not authoritarian, per se
Hybrids and Populism
· What is populism?
· What C&P describe is not the US-CDA original
· 1870-1944
· Farmers v. Bankers + Big Business; 
· Strong Party + Movement=sought to govern 
· Policies: mktg bds + publicly-owned utilities + bimetalism (anti-gold standard) + anti-old parties
· LA populism:
· Leader, personalistic + charismatic
· Direct ties with the people
· Party = vehicle for leader
· Policy=material rewards for support
· Fits HC
· Party is stronger than usual
· Venezuelan hybrid = populist
· Must a hybrid be populist, in the LA sense?
· Venezuela as democracy
· Usual state institutions function somewhat
· President overshadows
· President not accountable or counterbalanced
· Is problem personal rule?
· Venezuela as authoritarian
· Consequences of personal rule
· President as democratic as he feels necessary
· If he feels threatened can respond quickly and forcefully
· A delegative democracy?
Hybrids, semi-authoritarians and authoritarians
· How hybrids like Hugo’s differ
· Among themselves
· From semi-authoritarians like Russia
· Authoritarians like the PRC
· Will not look at tyrants, e.g., DRK
Bolivarians
· Why the name
· Who they are
· Daniel Ortega, Nicaragua
· Rafael Correa, Ecuador
· Evo Morales, Bolivia
· What all share
· Took power in competitive elections
· Personalist-hyperexecutive govts
· Daniel Ortega – key dates
· 1964
· 1977
· 1979
· 1984
· 1990
· 1995
· 1996
· 2000
· 2001
· 2004
· 2006
· 2008
· 2009
· 2011
· Balance
· Tilted toward semi-authoritarian since 2008
Rafael Correa

· Rookie, president on first try, 2006
· Had 4 months as MInFin in 2005
· Forms own party, Alianza Pais
· Only candidtate
· 2d in 1st round
· Big win in runoff
· Supposedly had $$ from Hugo
· Platform
· A Citizens’ Revolution
· New constitution
· Anti-corruption
· More $ for health/education
· More attention to indigenous rights
· Note: Ecuador very unstable for a long time
· One of the most coup-ridden in LA
· Calls constituent assy
· Congress, opposition controlled, resists
· Electoral authority (EA) calls elections for con-con
· Congress dismisses EA pres ( EA declares 47 deputies’ elections invalid ( majority for Correa
· Cons’t approved in 2008 referendum
· Recognizes rights of nature
· Increases state role in econ, esp in oil & mining
· Increases presidential powers, though not greatly
· 2011 referendum: 10 questions, all passed, barely
· One allows monitoring of media content
· Correa later wins $40mil libel suit against newspaper
· Editorial titled “No to lies!”
· 2011 attempted coup? Certainly a police revolt against RC
· Balance
· Elections seemingly remain free
· Electoral authority may be under prexy’s sway
· Has plebiscitarian tendency
· Does show authoritarian behaviour
· Still a hybrid
· Institutions may be more democratic than the president himself
Evo Morales

· Experienced in public life
· 1981-94: Cocaleros’ union; pres. ‘85-94
· Gives him union base, movement base, rural base, indigenous base
· Lots of extra-parliamentary/non-party resources
· More like Ortega than Chavez or Correa
· 1995:Enters party politics
· Voice for cocaleros + left generally
· Expelled from Congress in 2002; supposedly for advocating violence
· Finished 2d in 2002 presidential race
· Well-known figure
· Democratic side: worked for marginalized
· But did not always play by constitutional rules
· Not uncommon in movement politics
· 2002-2005
· Leads protests deriving two presidents from office
· Gonzalo Sanchez de Losada and Carlos Mesa
· Both very strongly neoliberal
· 2005 wins election as president
· His party, MAS (Movement Toward Socialism)
· Majority in House, not in Senate
· Took over name of moribund party in 1999
· What he does
· Moves away from neoliberalism
· Nationalizes natural gas but eventually negotiates with the nationalized firms
· Constituent Assembly
· Are these always necessary? Might be.
· Approved in 2008
· Greatly expands reach of native rights—imperative as Bolivia has indigenous majority
· This helped his supporters
· Also decentralizes power—imperative because regionalism has long been a difficult issue in Bolivia
· This probably helped his opponents more
· Will back away from unpopular policies in face of protest
· 2010—gas price rise
· 2010—road through protected indigenous area
· Both times opposition from his supporters
· Current term ends in 2013
· No sign yet of trying to amend constitution to permit a third term
· Balance
· Elections seem free
· Able to deal with opposition
· Still pursue policy agenda
· Still hybrid but probably leaning democratic
Vladimir Putin

· Balance
· Elections seem free
· Able to deal with opposition
· Still pursue policy agenda
· Still hybrid but probably leaning democratic
· But does observe letter of constitution
· Where should he be classified?
· Background
· KGB, 1975-92
· Appointed to various cttees in Leningrad/St. Petersburg, Russian Federation, ‘90-98
· Implicated in dodgy deals; never charged
· Head of FSB, ‘98-99
· Premier, ‘99-00
· 2000-08, president of Russia
· 2008-12, premier again
· 2012-18, president again, most likely
· Party is United Russia
· Formed for Yeltsin’s 2000 election as Unity Bloc
· Carries on
· Self-described as “conservative”
· State media + parties’ law favor the party
· Compared to the Bolivarians
· VP as president
· Hyperexecutivism
· Builds a state-capitalist economy
· War in Caucuses – Chechnya, Dagestan
· Politicized justice?
· Khorkodovsky cases
· Managed Democracy
· Strong president; other institutions weak
· Control the media – over 300 Journalists killed in Russia since 1993
· Manage economy for partisan ends – not unique; question of degree
· Manage elections through
· Access to media + electoral law + harrassment
· Two who discuss this: Michael McFaul and Richard Sakwa
· Where does Putin’s Russia fit re- the Bolivarians?
· Chavez’s Venezuela?
· Ortega’s Nicaragua?
· Correa’s Ecuador?
· Morales’s Bolivia?

People’s Republic of China
· Institutional Authoritarian System
· Communist Party of China (CPC)
· Especially under Mao Zedong & perhaps Deng Xiaoping to a lesser extent was strongly personalist
· Now almost completely institutional
· Party > leader
· No big policy swings for 20 years
· The CPC
Leninist in conception and form

Democratic Centralism

Vanguardist

CPC cannot lose power

Does permit licensed parties; currently 8

Highly centralized

At least in theory; practice often necessarily different

Party is centre of political life

· Indeed Party =State
· State apparatus more administrative
· Policy comes from party in Leninist systems
· In practice
· Relatively decentralized
· Unavoidable in China
· Likely even more since move to Communist Capitalism
· Even letting business people, the bourgeoisie, into CPC
· Chinese Model
· Authoritarian development model
· Not the first capitalist authoritarian model: 
· Most capitalist political economies developed in pre-democratic settings
· Obvious and intentional authoritarians
· Fascists and Nazis
· Various military modernizers: Pinochet & Suharto
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