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Hanpasienue: «Iloaurosorus»
Ipoduian: «IIpukaagHas MOJIUTOJIOTHS KOJ - 230

Bpems Boinosinenus 3aaanusi — 180 MUHYT, sI3bIK — PYCCKHIi U AHTJIHICKMIA.

1. Hanumure 3cce HAa 0IHY U3 NPEAJT0KEHHBIX TEM:

1) Pesynbratel BeIOOpoB B ['ocymapcrBennyro ymy 2016 1. mokaszanu, 4TO SKOHOMHUYECKHUMA
cnaj TMOCJIEIHUX JIET HE NPHUBEI K POCTY MOJUTUYECKHX MPOTECTHBIX HACTPOCHUM B POCCUMCKOM
obmectBe. Kak Bbl Mokere 00baAcHUTH 3TOT (heHomeH? Kakue BO3MOXKHOCTM W PHUCKH HECET Takas
CUTYaIMs JJI1 POCCUICKOMN BIacTu?

2) B mnocnennue roasl B pasHbIX CTpaHaX MHUPA HEPEIOKH CIIy4aW CEPbE3HOIO PACXOXKICHUS
MEXJy JaHHBIMHM INPEABBIOOPHBIX ONPOCOB OOIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHUS U pe3ysibTaTaMu BbIOOpOB. B uem
npuunHbl? Kak ycunuTh NporHocTuYeckue BO3MOXKHOCTU IIPEIBBIOOPHOI COLMOIOTUN?

3) Kak sxoHOMu4eckuil Kpu3McC BIUSAET Ha MOJIUTUYECKYIO CUTYallUIO B peruoHax Poccun?

4) Bo MHOrmx pasBuBarOLIMXCsl CTpaHax MPU3HAETCS HEOOXOAMMOCTb MHCTUTYLHOHAJIbHBIX
pedopm. Tem He MeHee, peain30BaTh UX B IIOJHOM 00BeMe ynaercs KpailHe peako. B yuem nonutnyeckue
IIPUYMHBI U MEXAHU3MBI 3TOTO SIBJICHUS?

5) B yem cunma u B yeM ci1abocTh TMOPHUIHBIX PEKUMOB C TOYKH 3PEHHSA MOIHUTHYECKOM
cTabuIbHOCTU?
2. IMpounTaiiTe pparMeHT TeKCTa HA AHIJIMHCKOM si3bIKe W OTBETbTE HA BOMPOCHI MO TEKCTY

(TakKe HA AHLJIUHCKOM SI3BIKE)

A skeptical reader might scratch his head and ask why dictators and the organizations that launch
them have to engage in a power struggle. Why can't the dictator offer to be a benign despot, and the
leadership of the launching organization accept his offer?

This benign despot outcome is at the heart of widely cited stationary bandit model of dictatorships.
In this framework, dictators are assumed to face no threat to their survival, and thus operate as “stationary
bandits.” They therefore have long time horizons, giving them fiscal incentives to enforce property rights
universally, invest in public goods, and tax at the long-run revenue-maximizing rate. They then spend all
tax revenues in excess of that necessary to enforce property rights and create public goods on conspicuous
consumption. Przeworski et al. (2000) advance a similar argument, but make even stronger claims. They
agree that a long-lived dictator will have an incentive to defend property rights, but then go on to argue that
the real threat to property rights comes from democracies, because organized social groups can vote in
favor of income redistribution. They assert, in fact, that most non-communist dictatorships are committed
to defending private property, and further claim that the probability that a democracy will fail actually
increases investment.

As Acemoglu et al. (2004) have shown, the strong claims made by Przeworski et al. are a product of
mis-specified regressions: their econometric results fall apart as soon as researchers control for omitted
variables in simple ways, such as adding country fixed effects.

Moreover, as a matter of history, the kind of benign despots/stationary bandits are quite rare. The
case study literature about long-lived dictatorships indicates, in fact, that they are highly predatory. For
every benign despot like Lee Kuan Yew, there are a dozen predators like Juan Vicente Gomez, Fulgencio
Batista, Ferdinand Marcos, Rafael Trujillo, Anastasio Somoza, Francois and Jean Claude Duvalier, Idi
Amin, Mobutu Sese Seko, Suharto, Robert Mugabe, and Blaise Campaore, whose modus operandi is to
appropriate everything they can.
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There are theoretical reasons why the benign despot/stationary bandit solution occurs so rarely.
First, the stationary bandit model assumes that the dictator can see how the exercise of his power in the
short run diminishes his long-run accumulation of wealth. Second, it assumes that dictators have infinite
time horizons. The problem is, of course, that no one lives forever. The older the dictator grows, the more
he will discount the future, and as his discount factor increases the more likely he will be to increase taxes
and seize property. Finally, it assumes that the dictator's allies — the leadership of the group that helped
bring him to power — are lacking in selfinterest: the dictator may extract social surplus by keeping for
himself the difference between what he obtains from taxes and spends on public goods; but his allies seek
nothing more than the opportunity to compete on a level playing field against everyone else in the
economy. In short, the stationary bandit solution is rare because it has an underlying model of politics in
which there are no politics.

1) HazoBuTe KIIIOUEBYI0 XapaKTEPUCTHKY AaBTOKpaTa B MOJEIH «OCEIJIOT0» («CTallMOHAPHOTO»)
OaHauTa, KOTOpAs TO3BOJISIET €MY ITPOBOAUTH OJArONPHUATHYIO IS 00IIeCTBA MOJIUTHKY.

2) Kparko nmosicaure cMbici ciioBocoueranus “to discount the future”.
3) Kaxoit ctaTucTideckuii METO1 aHaiau3a ucnosab3oBanu [imeBopckuii ¢ coaBTopamu?
4) [ToueMy B MOZENN OJUTHKY, JIEXKAILEH B OCHOBE TEOPUH «OCEUIOro» OaHIUTA, «HET NOJUTUKNY»?
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