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PSC/IR 251: Dictatorship and Democracy 
 

University of Rochester 
Spring 2019 

TR, 11:05am-12:20pm 
Classroom: Gavett 202 

 
Instructor: Jack Paine 
Office: Harkness 326 

OHs: Tuesdays 12:30-2:30 
jackpaine@rochester.edu 

www.jackpaine.com 
 
Course overview. This course will teach students about politics in authoritarian regimes, 
transitions from authoritarian to democratic regimes, and democratic backsliding and 
reversion. Topics include
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Grading for W students: 
• Essays are 30%, final is 30%, attendance etc. is 10%. 
• The remainder comes from a final paper of roughly 20 pages with instructions 

provided at the end of the syllabus. The due dates for a first draft of about 10 pages 
(10% of final grade) and for a final draft (20% of final grade) are listed in the 
schedule of courses. 

 
More on grading. Unfortunately, students that cannot take the final on May 10 should 
drop the course, which is too large to accommodate individual exam times for students. 
Additionally, any student that fails to hand in more than one of the three essays, misses 
the final exam, or (for W students) does not hand in the final W paper will automatically 
fail the course. 
 
Role of the TA. The role of the TA is somewhat unique in this course because they will 
not teach a separate section. However, with a course of this size, they will be an 
invaluable resource. Think of them as the administrator for this course, your first line of 
defense for most email inquiries and other questions about the course. That does not 
mean you should never contact me, but for most questions, it will be best to contact the 
TA
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Key questions: In what ways do parties provide effective organizations for helping 
authoritarian regimes remain in power? What are the difficulties and tradeoffs involved 
in creating strong authoritarian parties? What are sources of vulnerability in party 
regimes? 
Reading: 

• Magaloni, Beatriz and Ruth Kricheli. 2010. “Political Order and One Party Rule.” 
8002,6%?):#)'%$7%1$6#4#+,6%9+#)0+)C%13: 123-143. 

• Pgs. 54-70 (in chapter 2) and 236-258 (in chapter 6) of Levitsky, Steven and 
Lup2 Sp cal
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Key questions: What are authoritarian rulers’ goals when imposing media controls? 
Under what conditions can rulers achieve these goals? When might authoritarian 
regimes benefit from loosening media controls? How has the advent of the Internet and 
social media affected prospects for authoritarian regime survival? 
Reading: 

• King, Gary, Jennifer Pan, and Margaret E. Roberts. 2013. “How Censorship in 
China Allows Government Criticism but 
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Key questions: How can citizens police transgressions by the government? Why do 
electoral losers ever agree to relinquish power? How can elites protect their privileges 
under democratic rule? 
Reading: 

• Pgs. 245-253 (stop at section “Democratic stability”) in Weingast, Barry R. 1997. 
“The Political Foundations of Democracy and the Rule of Law.” 8*)"#+,0%
1$6#4#+,6%9+#)0+)%?):#)', 91(2): 245-263.!

• North, Douglass C. and Barry R. Weingast. 1989. “Constitutions and 
Commitment: The Evolution of Institutions Governing Public Choice in 
Seventeenth-Century England.” G$2"0,6%$7%I+$0$*#+%&#-4$"=%49(4): 803-832. 

• North, Douglass C., William Summerhill, and Barry R. Weingast. 1999. “Law, 
Disorder, and Economic Change: Latin America vs. North America.” 

• Tucker, Joshua A. 2007. “Enough! Electoral Fraud, Collective Action Problems, 
and Post-Communist Color Revolutions.” 1)"-!)+4#:)-%$0%1$6#4#+-, 5(3): 535-551.
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Key questions: Why would elites democratize to solve a commitment problem? What 
types of elites are most resistant to democratization? Are organized labor and capitalists 
helpful or harmful for democratization? 
Reading: 

• Chapters 1 and 2 of Acemoglu, Daron and James A. Robinson. 2006. I+$0$*#+%
D"#/#0-%$7%
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Key questions: What factors made universal white male suffrage relatively easy to 
attain in the United States? What incentives did political elites face to disenfranchise 
blacks, and how did this undermine democratic competition in the U.S. South until 
1965? Do/have U.S. political institutions facilitated majority rule? 
Reading: 

• Paine, Jack. 2018. “Colonial Institutions and Democracy: Resisted Transitions 
from European Settler Oligarchies.” Working paper. 

• Pgs. 891-909 of Engerman, Stanley L. and Kenneth L. Sokoloff. 2005. “The 
Evolution of Suffrage Institutions in the New World.” G$2"0,6%$7%I+$0$*#+%&#-4$"=.  

• Chapters 1 and 2 of Mickey, Robert. 2015. 1,45-%D24%$7%(#M#). 
• Excerpts from other research: 

o Pgs. 256-266 and 316-324 of Keyssar, Alexander. 2000. J5)%?#/54%4$%
U$4). This is a terrific history of franchise expansion in U.S. history. I 
highly recommend the entire book for students interested in reading more 
on this topic. 

o Pgs. 1-6 (stop at the beginning of Section 3) of Komisarchik, Mayya. 2018. 
“Electoral Protectionism: How Southern Counties Eliminated Elected 
Offices in Response to the Voting Rights Act.” Working paper. 

o Pgs. 46-54 (section “Unequal Representation”) in Dahl, Robert A. 2003. 
&$'%()*$+",4#+%#-%45)%8*)"#+,0%;$0-4#424#$0L% 
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Key questions: What are the main arguments by scholars and commentators who 
believe the United States currently faces serious democratic challenges? What are the 
main counterarguments? What evidence supports each position? 
Note: I realize this is a lot of reading, although most of the entries are very short. 
Because of the recent nature of the topic, there are a lot of different viewpoints, and I 
want to be broad in coverage. &$'%()*$+",+#)-%(#)%is the best-received scholarly 
research on the topic to date, and we will spend the most time discussing Levitsky and 
Ziblatt’s arguments. But do your best to skim the other pieces to get a sense of their 
arguments and key pieces of supporting evidence. 
Reading: 

• Republican-driven democratic decline? 
o Chapters 5-9 of Levitsky, Steven and Daniel Ziblatt. 2018. &$'%

()*$+",+#)-%(#).  
o Chapters 1 and 6 of Faris, David. 2018. R4T-%J#*)%4$%.#/54%(#"4=. 
o Vox. 2018. The Republican Party versus Democracy. 

https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/12/17/18092210/republican-
gop-trump-2020-democracy-threat.  

o Bright Line report: 
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Levitsky and Way’s (2010) book ;$*!)4#4#:)%8245$"#4,"#,0#-*<%&=>"#3%?)/#*)-%874)"%45)%
;$63%;$63%@,"%proposes a theoretical framework that examines how various domestic 
and international conditions affect the likelihood that a “competitive authoritarian” regime 
will survive and, if not, whether it will be replaced by a democracy. A competitive 
authoritarian regime, as we will discuss in class, is a regime that holds semi-competitive 
elections for the executive office, but in which the electoral playing field is heavily skewed 
toward the incumbent. They include 35 case studies in their book to test their argument. 
However, questions remain regarding how widely their argument applies. Each W paper 
will examine two case studies and provide a write-up of approximately 20 pages that 
resembles the structure of the case studies from Levitsky and Way’s book, of which we 
will read many during the semester. Students will choose their two cases in consultation 
with the instructor with the restrictions that the country was not democratic in the 1980s, 
is not covered in their book, and there is no overlap in cases among the students. The 
following cases would be interesting for various theoretical reasons: 

• Turkey and Egypt 
• Any country in Latin America besides those covered in the book (perhaps matching 

Cuba with another Latin American country to have variation on the dependent 
variable) 

• Any Eastern European country not covered in the book, in particular countries that 
democratized nearly immediately after the Berlin Wall fell (Hungary, Poland, 
Czechoslovakia/Czech Republic/Czechia, Baltics) 

• Mongolia, Laos, Vietnam (other communist regimes, some of which fell and some 
didn’t) 

• Comparing an ex-French colony that democratized (Mali or Niger) with one that 
didn’t (Chad, Guinea, etc.) 

• Other unlikely democratizers such as Nepal or Bhutan 


