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Motivation

for the Study

% Democracy under stress in several countries

(Venezue

& Since proj

a, Georgia, Russia, . . .).
ect began, democratic government

overthrown in Thailand, Fiji, and Bangladesh

# Nascent democracies in lIraq and Afghanista
are vital to U.S. national security.



Goals of the Project

% Policy-oriented study of young democracies

= Survey existing literature
= Compile and analyze a new data set
of young democracies
@ Output:
= Seminars attended by poliegakers (USAID, State
Department, World Bank, etc.)

= Articles in policy-oriented journals (Journal of
Democracy, Survival)

= Forthcoming book from Cambridge University Pre:



New Dataset:
Young Democracies 19604

1960s| 1970s| 1980s| 1990s| 2000 | Total

Total 26 | 20 | 17 | 52 | 8 | 123
Latin America 6 3 11 5 1 26
W. Europe 1 3 0 0 0 4
E. Europe 0 0 0 19 2 21
SubSaharan Africa 15 6 2 19 4 46
Middle East/N.Africa| O 1 1 1 0 3
Asia 4 7 3 8 1 23




Todayos Tal k

#ldentify Correlates of Democratic
Reversal

2 Descriptive Statistics
2 Regression Analysis
#Lessons for Foreign Assistance

#Questions for Future Research



Possible Correlates
of Democratic Reversal

% Initial Conditions
(Engerman and Kenneth Sokoloff 2002)

¢ Economic Performance
(Haggard and Kaufman 1995, Svolik 2007)

% Economic PolicyPrzeworski 1991)
¢ Political Institutions
(Przeworski et al. 2000, Bernhard et.al. 2001)

¢ The Role of Time
(Gerring et al. 2005, Persson and Tabellini 2006)



Democratic Reversal:
The Role of Initial Conditions

% Per Capita Income
#Inequality
#Ethnic Fragmentation
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ni ti1 al Condi t |

Of 28 democratizations with:
#Above average ethnic fragmentation

#Above average inequality

¢Per capita income under $1000

54 percent lasted more than 5 years.
32 percent were sustained for at least 10 year



~ <« Year of
N H alrl d C Souniry @ S| Démocratization

: Thailand 1978

Sustained for = e

More Than Pakistan 1988

. Nepal 1990

10 Years: Benin 1991

Zambia 1991

Ghana 1992

Mozambique 1994

Malawi 1994




Economic Performance and
Democratic Reversals
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Few relationships evident from descriptive
statistics

High growth does not prevent reversal and
low growth does not guarantee reversal.

Inflation rises more often in cases that
were ultimately reversed.



Growth and Democratic Reversal
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Growth and Democratic Reversal,

By Region
Average Growth,| Percentage
Region First 5 Years Reversed
Latin America 3.7 34.6
Eastern Europe -4.6 9.5
Sub-Saharan Africa 3.8 63.0
Asia 4.8 56.5
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Economic Policy
IN Young Democracies

% Pressure to increase government spending.

% Economic reform (trade liberalization,
privati zation) 1 s ap
Pi Il o after all

¢ Transition to democracy generally yields
rapid improvements in health and education,



Changes In Government Spendin
and Democratic Reversal
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