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When the former Soviet Union and China, the two communist giants, set
on their courses of reform, they chose different routes, which have led to

ifferent results, In China, great rsgiess has peen made in reforming its
gconomic sysiem, but its political réalm remains a highly authoritarian one.
In the former Soviet Union, however, while significant demaocratization has
occurred, its economy has been experiencing a real decline. The striking
contrast raises to a question: Could democratic institutions and economic
welfare {lourish together in the course of transition from authoritarian state
socialism?

My presentation is divided in to two parts. The first part discusses the
Chinese experiences in contrast to the experience of the former Soviet Union,
I will focus on the Chinese experience, because you don't need me to tell vou
what you have achie""clmd what problems you aW@facing The second part
iries to answer the question [ just raised by reviewing theories and

empirical studies on the relations between political development and
gconomic development. e‘zd up with a pessimistic but realistic conclusion:
ithe rclat%ammpa between democratization and economic development is
neither linear mor constant, but is, ra;he; contingent and variable. [t is naive
Y
and narmful to believe that any variant 6f democracy is able to facilitate
economic transformation and that economic development always brings
about democratic change.
e _;‘n”g,—— rrdmeekese dnlic o Loorle b
" 1. Economic Reformé and Its Achlevement in China
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In the last decade, China has made great headway in reforming its
economic system. The changes are so manifest and so fast that the China of
today is unrecognizable to those who last visited the country in the late
1970s and early 1980s. Deng Xiaoping calls China's post-Mao reform
peegeams as the "second revolution” He is certainly right, except on one
point: the "second revolution” doesn't intend to succeed Mao's "first
revolution,” rather than it has been heading the opposite direction, moving



toward a market capitalism. Although still far from a free-market economy,
the role of the market in China by the late 1980s had vastly increased

compared with the (.hma of the 1970s. Except for a few crucial commodities
that remain undebﬂ”hce control. China has gradually allowed the market to

determine all other commodity prlcesQ/fMere significantly, non-planned
sectors are growing, and have been, for a number of vears, at many {5 praif
ulnples the pace of the planned sector. Private businesses have sprang up
like mushrooms,Currently, over 20 million people are empioyed in the
private sector now?2 Another important aspect of development of non-
planned sectors has been the very high rate of growth achieved by rural
enterprises. Owned by townships, villages, groups of households and
individuals, those enterprises cover all economic areas, e g manufacturing,
mining, construction, trade, transport, and service. The rates of growth of
~ this sector have been 50 high that many have used terms like "phencmenal”
- or “spectacular” to describe them. By the end of the 19805 such enterprises
were playing an important role not oaly in the rural economy, but also in the
goonemy of the couniry as a WhaieC More over, China has aiiracted a
considerabie volume of foreign investment. From 1979 thiough 1991, China
has attained about §21.3 billion from direct foreign investment in more than
17,000 joint ventures of various kinds* Thus, everyday a large share of
the Chinese economy is subject {0 market forces, and a large share of
resources is being allocated outside of the planning mechamsm& \’l'he
market-oriented reform has improved (Eehma s economic performance The
economy grew at a rate 9 percent per annum-for the decade of the 1980s.
During much of the 1980s, China's problem was not economic stagnation but
super-fast economic growth which created excess demand and inflationary
pressures, Although the growth rates have slowed down somewhat in 1990
and 199 l‘. China still is one of the fastest growing economies in the world.

1 By 1990, nnlv less than 30 percent of consumer goods have remained subject to
pmcn control \ World Journal October 23, 1991

4 ¥orld Journal Aprills, 1991
3 In 1991 ihe indusirial autput of China's rural enterprises is estimated to be more
than one {rillion vuan {$185 19 billion), accouniing for one third of China's annual
indusirial pr’edueii(m%: Washington Post Journal December 27, 1991
% World Journal. December 16, 199]
3 The f'icfure for 1990 shows that the formal state sector's share of indusirial cutput
was only 49% | Seﬂ Geoff Rabv "Fronomic Reform in China Continues despite the
Rhetoric ™ fral;an Foreign Affairs {Summer 1991), 05
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In other words, the Chinese growth record is as good as anything achieved
by Japan, South korea, Taiwan, and Brazil during their post-war "miracles”
China has demonstrated tremendous capacity 1o preduce manufacture
goods for world markets. In volume terms, China's export growth rate rose
from 6% per annum in 1968-1980t0 13 1% in 1981-1990, despite the fact

that this was a period of great difficulties in world trade® In 1951, China
becones a countiv which, after Japan, has the second largest trade surplus in
ihe world. Its irade surplus with the United States had exceeded $10 billion
in 1990 and reached about $12 billion in 19917

All this has been reflected in real improvements in living standards. Few
nations. let alone those of China's size, have experienced such an
improvement in living standards in such a short space of iime as that which
occurred in China in the 19805 Chinese data show a doubling of average
real material consumption per person between 1978 and 1987 According to
a world Bank report "the speed and scale of of the improvement is probably

unprecedented in human history
After the Tiananmen incident of June 1989, many foreign observers

developed a "mind-set” that China was moving away from economic reform
policies and rolling back to central planning. Indeed, China implemented
policies of austerity in the last two vears of the 1980s but it was not a result
of the political shift in June 1989 In fact, the policies of austerity were .
made in September 1988, because The confluence of the stresses and strains 1 Stein |
of overheaied economy and poor macmecenomm management had lead to a
sttuation which threatened hyper-inflation. Those measures may have
seemed to some at the time to have been heavy handed, but they were
justified and necessary The austerity program has proved to be effective in
e*abmzmg the economy. In December 1991, the government declared its

hree-vear Ietrenchdzenfpr ogram successfully completed. According to a
E(feigﬂ observer, China's economic planners could claim at least four
substantial successes over the past two vears. First, and most important,
they brought infiation under control { from 25% in the first half of 1989 to
2% in 1990 and less than 3.5% in 1991) Second, they achieved the largest
harveast ever in 1990, and the second largest harvest in 1991 despite the fact
that the nation suifered one of the worst floods in a century Third, they
mcreased foreign exchange holdings through the trade surplus Fourth thev

5 Dutlook, March 25,1991 p7
7 TheFcopomist, November 23-29, 1991

% World Bank, China: Long-term Development Issues and Options (Washingion, D C:
World Band, 1985), p 30




Tg2'vei[¥as ]

—

3

it

!

R

eased bottlenecks of the national economy bv giving priority 1o investments
in infrastructures ?

Contrarv to widespread expectation, economic reform has kept going on
despite political change after the Tignanmen incident, In the last two vears,
the government has taken steps toward further economic reform, such as
devaluating its currency, adopting a more {lexible exchange rate policy,
phasing out export subsidies, adjusiipg the prices of many important
consumer and producer goods' and the like. All those are measures that the
World Bank and the IMF had been urging on the reformist leadership prior
to June 1989, but which had been steadfastly resisted. Ironically, it was so-
called "hardliners” who put those politically verv difficull reform measures
into practice, As the three-year austerity program was drawing to the end,
the government announced recently that it would assume politically even
more difficult reform measures in 1992, among which are the reduction of
subsidies to consumers and the closing of inefficient enterprises.

For 1992, economic prospects are fairly gﬂod;.\ We may witness a more
vigorous economic growth in China, s ot

However, the economic hberahzatmn “hot accompamed bv a political
fiberalization. The Chinese Communist Party still monopelePs the power
After the Tiananmen incident, the regime has purged refor mist leaders,

closed liberal publications, silenced opposition views, stepped up
surveillance against dissenters, and above all put hundreds of activists of the
1989 protest movement behind the bars. Although far short of a revival of
full-blown totalitarianism, China nevertheless is still under an authoritarian
rule, while the former Soviet Union and the former state socialist countries
in East Europe are experiencing political freedom for the first {ime in
decades

But the ireedom seems to have a price tag. The former Soviet Union and
new democracies in East Europe all are facing profound economic crises. A
number of them have witnessed a dramatic decline in production, massive
unemplovment, and skvrocketed inflation. The people of those countries are
told that, in the course of transition from state socialism, thingsare bound to
get worse hefore they get betier, but many are wgndering how long they
have to tramp in the tunnel before seeing light. -

9 Barry Naughton, "The Fconomy Emerges from a Rough Patch,” Current History
(September 1991)
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“Man certainly does not live by bread alone, but neither does he, or she,

live by democracy, alone "1¢ However, we found that while Russians have
no censorship which still persists in China, Chinese have consumer goods
abundant in their shops which become the envy of Russians. What does this
conirast mean? Either unfree or unfed? Behind such a practi@jgoncern lies
a theoretically intriguing question: Can democracy and prosperity flourish
together? Tole as

At the first glance, the answer seems obvious. Most wealthy countries
are democratic, and most democratic countries are wealthy. The correlation
between wealth and democracy seems to suggest that couniries achieving
high levels of economic development are more likely to establish and sustain
democracy, and nations with democratic political institutions are more likely
1o accelerate econamm growth. If democracy and economic development do
20 together, we's hcuid not be bothered by the vastly different routes taken
by China and the former Soviet Union, for they would converge sooner or
later

The idea that economic development and democracy facilitate each oiher
is appealing Indeed, the wealthy democracies in the West presenied 4
poweriul alternative to the politicaily authoritarian and economically
stagnaied state socialist system for the peoples of East Europe and the Soviet
Union in their 1989 revolutions. But we should be cautious about the notion
of "Ali good things to together.”

The argument that economic development and political development are
mutually supportive implies two directions of causality; irom the former to
the latter and from the latter to the former. If cannot be true unless we
have evidence which sustains the both ways of reasoning. In what follows,

I am going to briefly discuss some of the theoretical and empirical literature
dealing with the themes of the positive and negative interaction between
economic development and democracy. [ will discuss the impact of regime
type on economic development first and then turn to the impact of economic
development on regme tvpe.

Ihe 1moact 01 democracy Of £CoNnomic development hag been a much- ot A

dehated quhlpct 11 Snme assert that demncracy lavs the hasis for successful

10 payr Dahrendcey, Reflections on the Revolution in Eurcpe (London: Chatio &
Windus, 19901 p 75

1 a .
U “Feonomic development” in this article is narrowly defined as the rate of
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fong-term economic growth.i2 According this school of thought, the

prevaience of democracy is positively associated with the provision of

human rights and political freedom . The long-run effect of democratization

is to expand and enhance individual freedom. A competitive political

systems whose paramount objective is to maximize the seli-development of

all members of its society thus will enable individuals to seek self-inierest

and 1o bring their initiative into full play, which heips promote

prosperity 13 Sicrust

But many observers disagree. They note a "cruel choice" between rapid eeorev: &
_ .:.% expansion and democratic processes 14 Richard Lowenthal, for instance,

5‘*}"”§ ~ goes so far as stating: "Every increase in freedom takes place at the cost of a

siowdown of development; every acceleration of development involves less

freadom. 'Y It is widely believed that higher economic growth would result

from higher rates of domestic savings and that, in turn, non-democratic
goveraments would be relatively more likely to limit consumption and boost | |
national savings 16
[t is very hard io {ind empirical analyses which come out in favor of
i democracy when it comes to economic growth, though there are a number of
¢ w17 -~ studies which argue in favor of democracy in terms of economic
- development in a broader sense (material equality and weifare rather than
growth alone). Based on a comparative study of African regimes, for
Ve ﬂ:"\“;/Hgg_:j?:anceI?i&lefem!%’fe::g»Seha%rs&ef concludes that democratic systems fare quite
g wellin terms of the improvement of the basic quality of life. But he notes
that authoritarian systems have a "strong positive effect on the overall rate

of GNP growth "7 A similar conclusion is reached by Dwight-Y-=king-in his

are by godoelan

economic growth
12 Fer example, see Robert Holt and John Turner, The Political Basisof Economic
Development (Princeton, N J. Van Nostrand, 1966).

13 Abbas Pourgerami, "The Political Economy of Development: An Empirical

Fzamination of the Wealth Theory of Democracy,” Journal of Theorstical Politics Vol 3
no 2 {1991), p.192

14 jagdish Bhagwali, The Economics of Underdeveloped Countries (New york: Mc
Graw-Hill, 1966), p 204

Cited from Geory Sorensen, Demaocracy, Dictatorship and Development {London:
MacMillan, 1991}, p 1

16 B ¥ Nehru, "Western Democracy and the Third World," Third World Quarteriy,
Vol 1, no. 2 ( April 1979)

17 pirk Berg-Schosser, "African Political Systems: Typology and Performance,”
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analysis of six Asian countries!8, and by Atul Kohli's study of ten countries
over the period of 1960-1982 1% There is only one empirical study known
to me that claims to have confirmed a positive interplay between democracy s b s 90
and economic growih 20 But crities peint-out that the author's-ambiguous @ very »mbiye
~classification of regimes-plays a kev role-for-the result of the analysis: N closipe b o}
On the contrary, there have been many cross-national studies supportii;@\\ vegimes . whics

[ ]

Lt 1 P is i > . s s . Y e L e

ifie "cruel choice” position2! The perhaps most comprehensive study is Py ‘ "?

Roberi March's survey of 98 couniries in the period 1966-70 He concludes: :""if ”’} ’:
T Pl rer L vese ik b ok

ianr £ ;‘.114!3 5

Political competition/democracy does have a significant effeci on _
later rates of economic development: its influence is to retard the ¢ ™
development rate, rather than to facilitate it. In short, among the
poor nations, an authoritarian political system increasggs the rate of
economic development, while a democratic political system does

appear to be a luxury which hinders development 22
Y tiaklevi T hinds

The empirical analvses thus mostly stress democracy's negaiive effect on
sconomic growth Of course, economic growth under authoritarian conditions
is certain to invoive substantial human and )gg_c_iﬁ_a_ll_,cost But some argue that
every process of development involves s*acfriLficés‘]-’_,The suspension of civil
es . . X ¥ oridzenjuing .
and political rights may be the price for génuine, and fairly concrete,

growth?3 If the “cruel choice” between economic development.and political

\ .
fas AT

Comparative Political Studies Vol 17, no 1 {April, 1984)
1% Dwight Y ¥ing, "Regime Type and Performance, Authoritarian Rule, Semi-
Capitalist Development and Rural Inequality in Asia,” Comparative Political Studies.

Y0113 no 4 {January 1981}
i9

Atul Kol "Democracy and Development,” in John p Lewis and Valeriana Kallab,
=ds, Development Sirategies Reconsidered {New Brunswick: Transaction Books, 1985 )
20

G William Dick, "Authoritarian versus Nonauthoritarian Approaches to Economic

7.1 2% 1T
¥ it fara IR

Dovelopment,” Journaf of Politioal Pronnmy Vol 32101

Nelaon Polshy  eds Handbook of Political Science Yol 3 iKeading, Mass: Assison-
Wesley, 1975); and Y Cohen, "The Impact of Bureaucratic-Authoritarian Rule on
Feonomic Growth," Comparative Political Studies, Vol 18, no 1 (April 1985)

22 Pobert March, "Does Democracy Hinder Economic Development in the Latercomer
Developing Nations?' Comparative Social Research, Vol 2 (March 1979), p 244
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(1 wi Dav ok
damncraw is indeed imperative, What is \fés implicationsfor the re%ubim of
the injj_er Soviet Union dnd for Chinag? If democracy is a valued gba{ it may
he necessary to settle for moderate or even slow growih f ates. [he problem
is that economic foriunes are {aking a turn for the worse in the republics of
the former Soviet Union Will these newly emergent democracies be abie 1o
impose heavy {ransitional costs (hyper inflation, masswe unemployment,
growing inequality) upon those social groups v1ct1m1zed by their capitalistic
reforms while managing to al,cmeve a quick economic recoverv? Can these
fragile democratic regimes survive a protracted economic crisis? Those are
questions that concern many people within the former Soviet Union and
without.
Chinese leaders seem to have made their mind about how, 193d¢a£mth
the “cruel choice™ sacrmcmg political freedom for ec&nom;c ﬁrosbeh y‘ Ina
recent report about China's human rights situation, the: government defends
its development strategy by arguing that people’s rights of subsistence are
more fundamental and more 1mportant than ]‘,hb‘ii' political rights. Ironically,
many liberal intellectuals share this c0nv1ct1dn Before the Tiananmen
incident of 1989, a group of young economists and political scientists had
advocaied "neo-authoritarianism” in China. They embraced democracy as
ihe ultimate goal Bui it was thought too risky to pass aver directly 1o
democracy, especially when the countrv was committed to replacing iis
command economy with a market economy. Therefore, at least during the
transiiional period, it would be better to retain an enlighiened {or more
preciselv market-oriented) authoritarian regime so thai the government is
able to overcome political resistances from dislocated social groups and-keep
More recently, the disintegration of Soviet Union has astounded even
some radical intellectuals and pro-democracy activists in exile. A new
current of thought is takmg shape in China, which calls itself "neo-
coneervatiqm Also clmﬂgmg 10 the belief that economic development should
claim erY cedence} over political change, the "neo-conservatives’ now come 1o
the conclusion that even economic reform should proceed with great caution. & ./
Otherwise, China may end up with neither democracy nor prosperity but i g
chaos. P pEET
The Impact of Economic Development on Regime Tvpe
The "neo- autharxtanaqmm and "neo-conservatism” may be regarded as
thoughtiul and prddemlad strategies for bringing about democracy 10 China,

23 I Donelly, "Human Rights and Development: Competition Concerns?” World
Politics Vol 36 no 2 {January 1984)
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if it can be proved that there is a positive relationship between the level of
gconomic development and democracy.

For many years, the notion has been abroad that there is a cause and
effect relationship between economic development and democracy. Seymour
Mastin Llpset argyes, for instance, that a society must reach a certain

economic tﬁr ﬂboid before political modernization can begin 2% SwarustP.
Huntington agrees. He believes that poverty is Jrinc19a1~—~probabiv the
principal---obstacle to democratic development. In poor countries,
democratization is unlikely. Most poor societies will remain undemocratic so
long as they remain poor. Only when poor countries develop economically,
gradually moving into a "zone of transition”, do thev become good prospects
for democratization. According to Hu11;1ngton China has a long way to go
before entering the "transition Zone" "The current fow levels of wealth in
China mean that even with annual per capita growth rates of 3 10 5 percent,
ihe economic conditions favorable to democratization would stilf be long in
coming 23 The Chinese advocates of "neo-authoritarianism” and “neo-

conserv &1%1“?0!,1&1 read into this statement a warning: "Don't waste vour
time to sirive for democracy now, Chinese; you had better concentrate on
sconomic development.”

‘iﬁfh*,f should economic deveiopmenf he more hospstabie 10 demerracv?
Politicat theorists have dfﬁmeafed 3 number of characteristics of industrial
economies that may help democracy:

¥ wielhi ‘_"l)a)]
Tonk ---Industrialization produces weaith wealth produce leisure,
leisure gives people the freedomi to learn about and participate in
politics, and this freedom makes de mocracy possible.
swend ---A wealthy economy makes possible higher levels of literacy,
education, urbanization, and mass media exposure, which extend
ifpoimcal consciousness, multiply political demands, and broaden
political participation.

b A --- Economic development produces greater economze securny,
which offers greater rooms for accommodation and’ cgmpromiﬂe
thus reducing the likelihood of extremist politics _ |

«~  --- Increased national wealth tends to enlarge the meddle ciass 53

24 Seymour Martin Lipset, "Some Secial Requisites of Dem.ocracyr Econcmm
Development and Political legitimacy,” American Political Science Review no 53
{19397

23 Samuel P Huntingten, "Democracy's Third Wave," Journal of Democracy. Vol 2,
ac. 2 (Spring 1991}, pp 31-33
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which has long been associated in political theory with tolerance
and democracy.

Over the past three decades, a great number of quantitative resear ches
have been done to support the thesis of a positive relationship between
economic development and democracy; but in the meantime, the thesis has
also encountered serious challenges.

(First; -focusing on the /feyve/ of economic development, the wealth theory
of ﬁefﬁdcracy doesn’t pay sufficient attention to the process of economic
development. However, while the political consequences of modernity are
not entirely clear, it is certain that the process of modernization tends tc be
de,ambihzmg and anti-democratic.

{Second, the criterion of modernity or the boundary of the "transition
zong" is arbitr ary and ambiguous. Huantington, for instance, s¢is the
threshold at the level of GNP per capita $1,000 (1988} China is excluded
from his "transition zone" because its GNP per capita is only $350 a year. But
it is misleading to measure the value of one US dcﬂardm terms of its
purchasing power in a society where low prices pr vail. “A recent special
report of Fortune magazine suggests that a more realistic measure of China's
per cmpﬂa income is about $2500 per year, higher than the Philippines’. 25

\Thlrd shistorically there have been many instances in which democratic
governments were replacegd by authoritarian ones as their economies were
modernizing. i klain

Would an authoritarian regime become more mclmed 0 initiate
democratization itself after it has achieved rapid industrialization and
economic growth? No necessarily Some argue that when an avthoriiarian
regime has high confidence on its support from the society, it would become
less hesitani in deciding whether or not to initiate political
democratization 27 But others believe that successful economic
development mav serve as a useful uqtmcatmﬁ Ior the continuation of an
authoritarian regime. Moreover, the increased V{}Iume of economic resources
at the government's disposal is also likely to enable it to deal more

sffectively with its opponents 28

26 “Snapshot of the Pac Rim.” Fortune, October 7, 1991 Also,see N D Kristof, "In
China, a Little Goesa Long Way," New York Times, December 23, 1991]

27 Bachui Zhang, "The Impact of Different Sequences of Political and Economic
Reforms on Transforming to Stable Democracy by Leninist Regimes " A paper
presented at the sixth annual meeting of the Chinese Scholars of Political Science &
International Studies, Inc , University of Califoraia at San Diego, August 16-18, 1991
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Nevertheless, the wealth theory of democracy seems true in a negative
sense. We are not sure about the general statement that economic
development is an "engine" for democracy, but we are pretty sure that a

="\ Poor economy is a poor foundation for democracy and that a troubled
el NI T A ~ . y . \ . . R
P A economy s-atreubde for democratization. "The {orces that give birth to a

&
sl \»KV democracy are not necessarily the same as those that help sustain it ' 2%

-

" Slow or negative growth may help to destabilize an authoritarian regime and
bring about a democracy But if the economic crisis persists, or even
worsens under the new reg;me it may well cause the fragile democratic
government io be supplénted bv a new authoritarian regime, or may tempt
currently democr atié mlmcai leaders to resort {0 repressive measures

themselves. ,
B l_z-(ﬁ.z‘_,,t_;
SN st [ v T

et Conclusion
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\D/\ - &?fem—th&abave discussion, we may draw a conclusion that economic and S
political developments are quite separate phenomena, and usually have only ... <haid
marginal impact on each other Although sometimes there appearstobe a .} ie Serpris )
substantial impact, we know no clear pattern as to how economic situation ’
and regime type are related. This-should-not bs- a-surprising-conclusion; far ooz
regime type is only one of the many conditions mIluenc__g\econnmm
outcomez and similarly, economic situation is only one of the many
conditions afiecung regime type,
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dﬁmm must qtari znmkmg abaut what is the mmt quﬁab}e iOfm of
democracy for their country s};x:b‘grafblfg 1301 only in the sense of being able 10
prevent an authoritarianist resioration, but also in the sense of being
equipped with capacities to promote socio-economic development. *&r@ﬁd

Cijphart warns;

~Once demaocratic constitutions and basic democratic institutions
are in place, they tend to be hard to change. Given this

institutionat conservatism, the best time to introduce the :
optimal democratic institutions for a couniry 1s when j

28 Sung-joo Han, "South Korea: Politics in Transition," in Larry Dmmond, Juan J Linz,
and Seymour Martin Lipset, eds, Politics in Developing Countries: Comparing
Experiences with Democrac

29 Kohli,p 167
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~democracy is first established.30
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™ Chinese democrats, on the other han\éfjiaﬁe to keep fighting against
authoritarianism, never falling into the { alllgcy that economic development
would automatically bring about democracy to their country

3 Arend Lijphart. "The World Shops for a Ballot Box: A Comparative Perspective on
Democratization " A speech at the sixth annual meeting of the Chinese Scholars of
Political Science & International Studies, University of California at San Diego, August
15, 1991
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YALE UNIVERSITY

MEMORANDUM PPt

< T January 20, 1992

Wang—-—

Thanks for sharing your Moscow text with me, I find it instructive
and useful. :

On the matter of aggregate studies of democracy and growth (and also
equality perhaps) it seems to me that the problem ig that there just
haven't been any good studies recently. Almost all of what you cite

ig pretty old (and my own piece, though recent, is only a partial and
inadquate analysis, suitable for a textbook——which is where it is—

but not a rigorous piece of research reporting suitable, say, for a
major journal), This reservation s important, I think, bacause
studies of data a ddddé/ decade or more old will pick up the period

of buveaucratic authoritarinism in the 70s, when especially in Latin
American the military governments came in and, by shifting the balance
of state power against the workers, made possible rapid growth and
revived foreilgn investment {(low democracy, little equality, but growth).
That didn't last, however, especially as the internatifonal economic
system , with the oil shocks, hammered export-led growth policies for
many o¢f these countries, Hence by the 80s the authoritarian growth
pqlicigs falled, and a smapshot then would show a relationship between
non=dempcraey, little growth, and low equality. The subsequent replacement
of many of these authoritarian regimes By democratic ones would show
yet another pattern.

In short, I think the relationship you and T are wondering about ptrobably
is heavily conditioned by time and Iinternational conditions; that one
gets a different answer depending on when one looks,

It would bed ¢/ddd/ R/ édhédrd/ good 1f someone were to check this out
systematically,



