
PLSC 408: Democracy and Its Impacts
TTH: 1:35-2:50

Instructor: Laurie Tumaneng Office: Pond 211
Email: tumaneng@psu.edu Office Hours: TTH 3:30-4:30 PM

Since the end of the Cold War in the late 1980s, democracy assistance has come to play
an important role in the foreign aid programs of the U.S., Western Europe, and other long-
standing democracies. Billions of dollars have gone to developing nations to help conduct
and monitor elections; promote civil society and citizen engagement; develop governmental
capacity; and much more. The rationale driving such aid is that building up democracy can
generate more prosperity, promote greater social and economic equality, and/or insure peace.

Our goal in this course is to assess the aid programs and the claims about democratic gov-
ernment. What are democracy assistance programs designed to do? What are the potential
advantages and drawbacks of different forms of such aid? Do investments in democracy
assistance yield a significant return? If so, which ones are more or less effective?

Equally important, does regime type matter? Do democratic governments in fact generate
higher rates of economic growth, or improvements in human capital and welfare? Do they
experience less civil conflict? Less corruption?

The course is designed to survey the different types of democracy assistance, the theoretical
arguments behind them, and the evidence about their impacts. It also provides an overview
of theories about why performance should differ between democratic and autocratic regimes;
and of evidence on how their performance compares.

I encourage you to read national and international newspapers online. Example sources in-
clude The Economist and BBC, among others. Please feel free to bring interesting articles
to the attention of the class.

The subject matter of this course serves as a tool to help students develop skills to become
a better thinker and communicator. Most class periods will consist of a short lecture and
then a seminar style discussion based on the readings of the week. Participation is key to
the success of the seminar portion of each class.

With this in mind, much of the course grade will be based on the quality of student partici-
pation during these seminars. The goals for this course are for students to:

Ask good questions. Learning necessitates curiosity.
Assess and synthesize information. Use the course material to arrive at informed opinions.
Engage in analytical reasoning. Respectfully discuss and deliberate ideas.
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Communicate effectively. Continue to improve the skills necessary to write or present a
clearly argued and well-developed discourse.

If you have any questions regarding the course, feel free to email me. However, emails re-
ceived after 8:30 PM are not guaranteed to be read until the following morning.

Class Expectations and Grades

Read all of the assigned materials and be prepared to discuss each piece during the as-
signed class week. Laptops will not be allowed during class meetings, so make sure to print
out the readings before class or come prepared with written notes. More details about the
assignments and their due dates are listed in the next section of the syllabus.

• Two Reading Responses (10% each): The two reading responses are each be 3-4 pages
long, and will respond to the readings for a particular class period. The memos will
be due the day before the class period. The reading responses will be graded based on
the following criteria:

– A summary of the readings. What are the big points or contributions of the
readings? How is the reading structured? What are the arguments? And so
forth. I would expect that you could do this in a paragraph, two at the most.

– Explain the significance of the reading and/or linking it back to previous read-
ings/discussions. How does the reading add to the debates discussed in class or in
other readings? Does the reading agree or disagree with previous authors? How?
This is the meat of the paper and may take a few paragraphs.

– Contribute an insight, question, or comment on the readings. This question is
not one meant to stump the class, but rather something you are wrestling with
or wonder. Or, it might be an insight into how the reading is critical or makes
a major contribution, etc. Finally, you might also offer a critique of the reading.
This should only take a paragraph, although you might write more if you have to
explain why a contribution is especially significant

• Discussion Leader (20%): For one class of your choosing, a group of no more than four
will be required to lead class discussion. Discussion leaders will be required to make a
short presentation/summarization of the readings as well as guide the discussion with
questions or activities.

• Exam (25% ): One take home midterm essay, which will consist of your choice of three
essay questions.

• Paper (35%): A final paper of 8-10 pages. More information will be given closer to the
due date.

Grading Scale and Grade Appeals
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A=93-100; A-=90-92;
B+=87-89; B=83-86; B-=80-82;
C+=76-79; C=70-75; D=60-69; F=Below 60

Grade Appeals:

If you believe that you have legitimate reasons, you may appeal your grade. To do so, wait at
least 24 hours after the grade is released and submit a brief memo explaining your concerns
within one week (printed with your name on it). I will not discuss your grade with you in
person.

Class Schedule

This schedule should be treated as tentative and flexible. It may be the case that it takes us
more or less time for a particular topic than I have allotted here. We will adapt accordingly.

Week 1: August 23-25 – Democracy as a Value

Tuesday :
No required reading

Thursday :
Amartya Sen, 1999. Democracy as a Universal Value, Journal of Democracy 10(3): 3-17.

G. John Ikenberry, 1999. Why Export Democracy? The Wilson Quarterly 23(2): 56-65.

Week 2: August 30-September 1 – No class (Instructor at conference)

Week 3: September 6-8 – Evolution of Democratic Governance

Tuesday :
Dinorah Azpuru et al. 2008. What Has the United States Been Doing? Journal of Democ-
racy 19(2): 150-159.

Thursday :
Tina Freyburg et al. 2009. EU Promotion of Democratic Governance in the Neighborhood,
Journal of European Public Policy 16(6): 916-934.

Week 4: September 13-15 – Election Assistance, Aid, and Strategic Manipulation

Tuesday :
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Judith Kelley, 2012. Are Monitored Elections Better? in Monitoring Democracy, pp. 112-130

Pippa Norris, Richard Frank and Ferran Martinez i Coma, 2013. Assessing the Quality
of Elections, Journal of Democracy 24(4): 124-135.

Thursday :
Edmund Malesky, Regina Abrami, and Yu Zheng. 2011. Institutions and Inequality in
Single-Party Regimes: A Comparative Analysis of Vietnam and China. Comparative Poli-
tics 43(4): 409-427.

Week 5: September 20-22 – Political Parties and their Impacts

Tuesday :
Anckar, D., & Anckar, C. (2000). Democracies without parties. Comparative political stud-
ies, 33(2), 225-247.

Thursday :
Krishna Kumar, 2005. Reflections on International Political Party Assistance, Democrati-
zation 12(4): 505-527.

Week 6: September 27-29 – Legislative Development and Impacts

Tuesday :
Przeworski, Adam, Jos Antonio Cheibub & Sebastian Saiegh. 2004. Government Coalitions
and Legislative Success Under Parliamentarism and Presidentialism. British Journal of Po-
litical Science 34: 565-587.

Thursday :
Wright, Joseph. 2008. Do Authoritarian Institutions Constrain? How Legislatures Affect
Economic Growth and Investment. American Journal of Political Science 52: 322-343.

Week 7: October 4-6 – Identifying Democratic and Autocratic Regimes

Tuesday :
William Roberts Clark, Matt Golder and Sona Golder, 2013. Democracy and Dictatorship:
Conceptualization and Measurement, in Principles of Comparative Politics. Washington,
D.C.: CQ Press, pp. 143- 170.

Thursday :
Barbara Geddes, Joseph Wright, and Erica Frantz. 2014. Autocratic Regimes and Transi-
tions, Perspectives on Politics 12(2): 313-331.

Freedom House Data
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Polity IV
Quality of Government (QoG)

Week 8: October 11-13 – Economic Prosperity

Tuesday :
Martin Rode and James Gwartney, 2012. Does Democratization Facilitate Economic Liber-
alization? European Journal of Political Economy 28: 607-619.

Mary E. Gallagher. 2002. Reform and Openness: Why Chinas Economic Reforms Have
Delayed Democracy. World Politics 54(3), 338-372.

Thursday :
Midterm Exam

Week 9: October 18-20 – Socioeconomic Inequality

Tuesday :
Adam Bonica et al. 2013. Why Hasnt Democracy Slowed Rising Inequality? Journal of
Economic Perspectives 27(3): 103-124.

Christian Houle, 2009. Inequality and Democracy: Why Inequality Harms Consolidation
but Does Not Affect Democratization, World Politics 61(4: 589-611).

Thursday :
Christopher Anderson and Pablo Beramendi, 2008. Income, Inequality and Electoral Par-
ticipation, in Pablo Beramendi and Christopher Anderson, eds. Democracy, Inequality and
Representation: A Comparative Perspective. New York: Russell Sage Foundation, pp. 278
311.

Week 10: October 25-27 – Gender Inequality

Tuesday :
Sarah Sunn Bush, 2011. International Politics and the Spread of Quotas in Legislatures,
International Organization 65(1): 103-137.

Duflo, Ester. Female Leadership Raises Aspirations and Educational Attainment for Girls:
A Policy Experiment in India (with Lori Beaman, Rohini Pande and Petia Topalova), Sci-
ence Magazine, Vol. 335 no. 6068, February 2012.

Thursday :
Duflo, Ester. Women as Policy Makers: Evidence from a Randomized Policy Experiment in
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India, (with Raghabendra Chattopadhyay), Econometrica 72(5): 1409-1443, 2004 (also see
NBER Working Paper No. 8615; BREAD Working Paper No. 001, 2001).

Week 11: November 1-3 – Human Rights and Democracy

Tuesday :
Davenport, C. (1999). Human rights and the democratic proposition. Journal of Conflict
Resolution, 43(1), 92-116.

Thursday :
Sikkink, K., & Walling, C. B. (2007). The impact of human rights trials in Latin America.
Journal of peace research, 44(4), 427-445.

Week 12: November 8-10 – Corruption, Clientalism, & Dynasties

Tuesday :
Herbert Kitschelt. ”Linkages between Citizens and Politicians in Democratic Polities.” Com-
parative Political Studies 2000, 33 (6/7):845-79.

Keefer, Philip and Stuti Khemani. 2009. When Do Legislators Pass on Pork? The Role of
Parties in Determining Legislator Effort. American Political Science Review 103(1): 99-112.

Thursday :
Dal B, E., Dal B, P., & Snyder, J. (2009). Political dynasties. The Review of Economic
Studies, 76(1), 115-142.

Week 13: November 15-17 – Colonialism

Tuesday :
Lange, M. K. (2004). British colonial legacies and political development. World Develop-
ment, 32(6), 905-922.

Thursday :
Banerjee, Abhijit, and Lakshmi Iyer. ”History, Institutions and Economic Performance: The
Legacy of Colonial Land Tenure Systems in India.” American Economic Review 95, no. 4
(September 2005): 1190-1213.

Thanksgiving Break: November 22-24

Week 14: November 29-December 1 – Backlash

Tuesday :
Alexander Cooley, 2015. Countering Democratic Norms, Journal of Democracy 26(3): 49-63.
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Thursday :
Darin Christensen and Jeremy Weinstein, 2013. Defunding Dissent: Restrictions on Aid to
NGOs, Journal of Democracy 24(2): 77-91.

Week 15: December 6-8

Tuesday : Overview

Thursday : Paper Workshop (Optional)

Final Paper Due Date TBA

Additional Information

The Department of Political Science, along with the College of the Liberal Arts and the
University, takes violations of academic dishonesty seriously. Observing basic honesty in
ones work, words, ideas, and actions is a principle to which all members of the community
are required to subscribe.

All course work by students is to be done on an individual basis unless an instructor clearly
states that an alternative is acceptable. Any reference materials used in the preparation
of any assignment must be explicitly cited. Students uncertain about proper citation are
responsible for checking with their instructor.

In an examination setting, unless the instructor gives explicit prior instructions to the con-
trary, whether the examination is in class or take home, violations of academic integrity
shall consist but are not limited to any attempt to receive assistance from written or printed
aids, or from any person or papers or electronic devices, or of any attempt to give assistance,
whether the one so doing has completed his or her own work or not.

Lying to the instructor or purposely misleading any Penn State administrator shall also con-
stitute a violation of academic integrity.

In cases of any violation of academic integrity it is the policy of the Department of Po-
litical Science to follow procedures established by the College of the Liberal Arts. More
information on academic integrity and procedures followed for violation can be found at:
http : //www.la.psu.edu/CLA− AcademicIntegrity/integrity.shtml.

If you (almost) finished reading the syllabus, congratulations! You’ve earned yourself some
extra credit points. Please take a picture of this paragraph and email me to earn your points.
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This opportunity expires within one week.

Note to students with disabilities: The Pennsylvania State University encourages qual-
ified people with disabilities to participate in its programs and activities and is committed
to the policy that all people shall have equal access to programs, facilities, and admissions
without regard to personal characteristics not related to ability, performance, or qualifica-
tions as determined by University policy or by state or federal authorities. If you anticipate
needing any type of accommodation in this course or have questions about physical access,
please tell the instructor as soon as possible. Reasonable accommodations will be made for
all students with disabilities, but it is the students responsibility to inform the instructor
early in the term. Do not wait until just before an exam to decide you want to inform the
instructor of a learning disability; any accommodations for disabilities must be arranged well
in advance.
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