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JleMOHCTPAIlMOHHBIH BAPHAHT U MeTOAUYEeCKHEe PeKOMEeH AU
no HanpasjeHno «Iloaurosorus»
Hpoduan:
«IIpukaagHas NOJIUTOIOTUD)

JEMOHCTPAIIMOHHBIN BAPUAHT
Bpems BoinosiHenus 3aganus — 180 MunyT.

IIpenBapuTte/ibHbIe KPUTEPUH OLIEHUBAHUA PA0OT YYACTHUKOB OJMMIHMATHBIX COCTA3aAHMIA
MaxkcumanbHasi OLEHKa 32 HAlMCaHUE 3CCe COCTAaBIAET 65 0ayuioB, 32 OTBETHI HAa BOMPOCHI TIO
AHTJIOS3BIYHOMY TEKCTY — 35 OGayutoB. B cymme ydacTHHK oiMMmuaabpl MOXeT HaOpatb no 100
0asos.

1. Hanummre akageMuuecKoe 3cce Ha OHY U3 MPeIJI0OKEHHBIX TEM.

Temwr occe:

1) Kakue (GaxTopbl OMpEneIuiIn yCIeX MOJCPHU3AIMN aBTOPUTAPHBIX pekuMoB? CpaBHUTE
KOHKPETHBIE PEKUMBI.

2) Yacro yrBepxkmaercs, 4ro B Poccun ciabbiii mapiameHt. IlpuBenuTe aprymeHThI,
00OCHOBBIBAIOIINE W/HMIM ONPOBEPTaloNIve TaHHYI0 TOUYKY 3pCeHHsS. B deM mpeumyinecTBa u
HEJOCTaTKU TOCYJapPCTBEHHOT'O YCTPOMCTBA CO CIa0bIMU JIETUCTATyPaMH.

3) Onummure ClHEHApUXd PA3BUTUS AJICKTOPATBHOW KOHKYPEHIIMM M IMOJUTHYECKOTO
iopanu3Ma B coBpeMeHHoW  Poccuu.  VYkaxute  ¢akTopbl, CHOCOOCTBYIOIIME |
MPENSTCTBYIONINE PEATU3AIMN TAKUX CLIEHAPHUEB.

4) BO3MOXHO JI OOBSICHUTh KJIACCHUECKMMHU TEOPHSIMHU M KOHIEIIUAMH PEBOJIOIMHA KOHIIA
XX — navana XXI BB.?

5) TennmeHiuu pa3BUTUS HACOJOTHMA B COBPEMEHHOM MHUpPE (PacCMOTPUTE KOHKPETHYIO
UJICOJIOTHIO)

2. IIpoumTaiiTe (pparMeHT TeKCTa HA AHTJIMIHCKOM SI3bIKe U OTBEThTE HA BONMPOCHI MO
TEeKCTY (TaKKe HA AHIJIMIICKOM SI3bIKe)

To starkly illustrate our framework, consider a society where there are two groups, an
elite and the citizens. Nondemocracy is rule by the elite, democracy rule by the more numerous
groups who constitute the majority, here the citizens. In nondemocracy the elite get the policies
they want, in democracy the citizens have more power to get what they want. Since the elite lose
under democracy they naturally have an incentive to oppose or subvert it, yet most democracies
arise when they are created by the elite.

Why does a nondemocratic elite ever democratize? Since democracy will bring a shift of
power in favor of the citizens, why would the elite ever create such a set of institutions? We
argue that this only occurs because the disenfranchised citizens can threaten the elite and force
them to make concessions. These threats can take the form of strikes, demonstrations, riots and
in the limit a revolution. Since these actions impose costs on the elite, they will try to prevent
them. They can do so either by making concessions, by using repression to stop social unrest and
revolution, or by giving away their political power and democratizing. Nevertheless, repression
is often sufficiently costly that it is not an attractive option for elites. Concessions may take
several forms, particularly policies that are preferred by the citizens, such as asset or income
redistribution, and are likely to be less costly for the elite than conceding democracy.

The key to the emergence of democracy is the observation that because policy
concessions keep political power in the hands of the elite, there is no guarantee that they will not
renege on their promises. Imagine that there is a relatively transitory situation where it is
advantageous for the citizens to contest power. Such a situation may arise because of wars, or
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shocks to the economy such as a harvest failure, a collapse in the terms of trade, or a depression.
If repression is too costly, the elite would like to buy off the citizens with promises of policy
concessions, for example, income redistribution. However, by its very nature, the window of
opportunity for contesting power is transitory and will disappear in the future, and it will be
relatively easy for the elite to renege on any promises they make. Anticipating this, the citizens
may be unsatisfied with the offer of policy concessions under unchanged political institutions,
and may choose to revolt.

In our framework the key problem is that the politically powerful cannot necessarily
commit to future policy decisions, unless they reduce their political power. Democracy then
arises as a credible commitment to pro-citizen policies (such as high taxation) by transferring
political power between groups (from the elite to the citizens). Democratization is more of a
credible commitment than mere promises because it is associated with a set of institutions and
greater involvement by the citizens and so it is harder to reverse. The elite must democratize—
create a credible commitment to future majoritarian policies—if they wish to avoid more radical
outcomes.

The logic underlying coups against democracy is similar to that underlying
democratizations. In democracy minority groups, such as various types of elites, may have an
incentive to mount a coup and create a set of institutions more preferable to them. Yet if there is
a coup threat, why cannot democracy be defended by offering concessions? Democrats will
certainly try to do this, but the issue of credibility is again central. If the threat of a coup is
transitory, then promises to make policies less pro-majority may not be credible. The only way to
credibly change policies is to change the distribution of political power and this can only be
achieved by institutional change — a coup, or more generally, transition to a less democratic
regime.

1) K kakoMy METOJOJOTHYECKOMY HAIMPABICHUIO COBPEMEHHOH IOIMTUYCCKOW HAYKU
MPUHAJJIEKUT 3TOT TEKCT?

2) B cuiy kakod MPUYMHBI HEJEMOKPATHUECKUE DIIUTHI MOTYT O0JafaTh CTUMYJIAMH K
CO3JIaHUIO IEMOKPATHUECKUX UHCTUTYTOB?

3) IoueMy HEOOBOJBHBIX MOXET YCTPOUTh HE MOPOCTO HU3MEHEHHE IOJUTHKH
niepepacIpezieJIieHns: peCypcoB, HO ¥ H3MEHEHHE B paclpeaeIeHU  BIacTH?

4) Yewm peryaupyercsi pacipeeeHue OMUTHISCKON BIacTu?
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METOAUMYECKUE PEKOMEH/JALIUN

Kpurepun oueHuBanust
MaxkcuMaibHasi OLIEHKAa 3a HAlMCaHUE 3CCE COocTaBisfeT 65 OamioB, 3a OTBETHl Ha
BOIPOCHI IO aHTJIOS3BIYHOMY TEKCTY — 35 0asuios.

[Ipu mnpoBepke scce XOpU OYAET PYKOBOJCTBOBATHCS KPUTEPHUSIMH, MPUMEPHBIH
NepeueHb KOTOPHIX MPUBEACH HIKE (C yKa3aHUEM MaKCUMyMa OaJIJIOB IO KaXJI0MY KPUTEPHIO):
® KOPPEKTHOE MCIOJIb30BaHUE KIFOUEBBIX MOHIATUN MOJIUTUYECKON HayKu 1o Teme dcce (15
6ayioB),
® 3HAHHWC KJIFOYEBBIX pabOT M aBTOPOB IO TEME 3CCE, 3HAHWE U YMECHHE aHAIM3UPOBATH
pa3MyYHbIC MOAXOMABI M MO3WIHUU MO TEME 3CCe, CYMECTBYIOIINE B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM
pazJiesie moJUTUYECKON HayKu (25 6aioB),
® CHOCOOHOCTH MPHUBJIEKATh WU, KOHIEHIMU U TOHATUS CMEXHBIX aucuuriuH (10
6aiioB),
® CTPYKTYPUPOBAaHHOCTb COJEpXKAHUS 3CCe, SCHOCTh, JIOTUYHOCTh W3JIOKEHUS U
JI0OKa3aTeJIbHOCTD Acce (15 6amnon).

[Tpu nmpoBepke OTBETOB Ha BOIIPOCHI 110 AHTJIOS3BIYHOMY TEKCTY OIICHKA (MakCUMyM 35
0aiToB) OyJIeT MPEACTaBIATh COO0I CyMMY OIICHOK 3a KaXKIbIi Bompoc. MakcuMasibHasi OlleHKa
3a KaXXIbld BOMPOC (M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, €r0 «BeC» B OOINECH OIICHKE 3a 3a/laHuC) 3aBUCHT OT
IYOMHBI M TIOJIHOTHI TIOHMMAaHUsl TEKCTa, HEOOXOAUMOW nJisi (POpMYyJIUpPOBAHUS MPABHIHHOTO
OTBETA.

Hepeqeﬂb H CoACpKaHME TEM OJIMMIIMAAHBIX 3aJaHui

Temaruka 3cce M 3aJaHUM MOXKET COOTBETCTBOBATH CIEAYIOLIMM pa3JeiiaM MOJUTHYECKOU
HAYKHU:

I. Mctopus nonuTHYecKuX y4eHun

II. TTonmutraeckast ucropust Poccrn

III. Teopus nonuTuku

IV. CpaBuutenpHas MOTUTOIOTHS

V. Ilonutnueckas punocopus

VI. [Tonutrnueckas COUMOIOTUS

VII. [lonuTrnueckas Cuxoa0rus

VIII. ITonuTrnyecknue OTHOIIEHUS U MOJUTUYECKUI MTPoLecC B cOBpeMeHHoi Poccun

IX. ITonmuTnyecknii aHaIU3 U IPOTHO3UPOBAHUE

X. ITomuTHuecknii MEHEIKMEHT

XI. MeTo0n0rust 1 METOABI MOJUTOJIOTHUECKUX UCCIEA0BAHUI
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