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The following article will attempt to provide an insight about
the relationship between economic development and the democracy
of a country. A brief State of the Art revision has been construc-
ted in order to propose a theoretical underpinning for the discus-
sion. In addition, this article includes an interview with Professor
Matthew Carnes S.J., in order to enrich the discussion arguments.
His answers make a positive contribution to the debate by displa-
ying alternatives that address the issues of our current political sys-
tem. During this article, several frameworks will be presented to
establish the interconnections between the economic system and the
performance of democracy, opening up the door for several authors
such as Seymour Martin Lipset, James Robinson, Adam Przewors-
ki, George Akerloff, Robert Shiller, Inglehart, Collier and others,
which will be applied to the Colombian case.

1 economistand political scientist of the Pontifical Javeriana University. He is a Co-founder of the
Political Economy Research Group of the Pontifical Javeriana University, the Sumak Kawsay
Research Centre and The Fair Coffee and Sumak Kawsay alliance. His main publications have
focused on the political economy of alternative development, inequality, land distribution and
the Sumak Kawsay approach.
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Resumen:

El siguiente articulo tratard de proveer un aporte sobre la rela-
cién entre el desarrollo econdémico y la democracia dentro de un pais.
Una breve revision del estado del arte se ha construido para propo-
ner un sustento teorico para la discusién. En adicién, este articulo
incluye una entrevista con el profesor Matthew Carnes S.]J., con el
objetivo de enriquecer los argumentos de la discusioén. Sus respues-
tas se constituyen en una contribucion positiva para el debate, en
la medida en que evidencia las alternativas que abordan las proble-
maticas de nuestro sistema politico actual. Durante este articulo, se
presentardn marcos tedricos para establecer las interconexiones entre
el sistema econémico y el desempeno de la democracia, abriendo la
discusion a autores como Seymour Martin Lipset, James Robinson,
Adam Przeworski, George Akerloft, Robert Shiller, entre otros, que
seran aplicados al caso colombiano.

Desarrollo econémico, democracia, desigualdad, economias en
desarrollo, correlacion, relacion causal, Colombia.

Economic Development, Democracy, inequality, developing
economies, correlation, causal relationship, Colombia.

6) Subject Review article

Introduction: The correlation and relationship between
economic development and democracy
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On the one hand, the first links between economic develop-
ment and democracy were drawn as a causal relationship, proven
by statistical correlations and a qualitative explanation mostly seen
in so called developed countries. On the other hand, new authors
have added new econometric methodologies to the statistical corre-
lations, such as heterogeneous assumptions and case fixed eftects.
As a result, these new studies have rather underpinned the positi-
ve relationship between the two variables. However, they note that
economic development should be accompanied with other variables
and thereby cannot always derive into stable democracy.

Authors such as Seymour Martin Lipset (1959) categorized
economic development firstly from a modernization perspective,
by linking it with wealth and economic growth. This was evident
as Lipset subdivided economic development into four variables:
wealth, industrialization, urbanization and education (Diamond,
1992, p.3), from which was assumed that a higher level of wealth
could reduce the overall inequality level (Thiebault, 2013). In addi-
tion, this hypothesis is related to Kuznet’s U-shaped curve (1955)
that displayed the relationship between per capita income and inco-
me inequality.

Furthermore, a link between several conditions of capital in-
dustrialization and modern democracies was established by Karl
Marx, Max Weber and Barrington Moore (Arat, 1988). In other
words, these authors identified an important role played by the inte-
raction of the bourgeoisie and the middle classes in the development
of modern democracies.

These views have been complemented by post-Marxist, and
geographical approaches such as Uneven and combined develop-
ment. In the case of Bresser-Pereira (2011), he displayed the four his-
torical conditions, whereby universal suffrage was guaranteed and a
democracy could never slip back into a non-democratic regime.
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Other studies, have subsequently included more variables into
the analysis, such as life expectancy, fertility rates, poverty and dis-
parity of income. One of the conclusions is that democracies are
much more fragile if they spring up in poor countries, as there is a
poverty trap, however the political regimes do not have an impact
“on growth of the total income when countries are observed across
the entire spectrum of conditions” (Przeworski, 2004, p.21).

Finally, more econometric evidences to the relationship emer-
ged when Idzalika and Martinez-Zarzoso (2017) assumed a hetero-
geneous variance of explanatory variables, in the case of economic
development. Their results, showed a positive relationship to the ex-
tent that a rising income can be associated with a higher probably of
becoming fully democratic.

Development and inequality in so called developing
economies

In line with these ideas, Robinson (2006) explained that the
casual effect between economic development and democracy was
not yet clear, as the econometric evidence did not provide a conclu-
sive result. In spite of the consensus on the correlation between the
two variables, it was proven that more cross-country and depth-case
studies was needed in order to understand the relationship (Ace-
moglu et al., 2008; Robinson & Acemoglu, 2008).

Hence, further studies (Acemoglu et al., 2015) showed that the
theoretical underpinning of the reduction of inequality in a demo-
cracy could be hampered if it was captured by a richer segment of
a population, which is a recurrent case in called developing econo-
mies. In addition, inequality tends to increase with factors such as
a process of structural transformation, high land inequality, a small
gap between the middle class and the poor.
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New studies have proven that a higher level of economic deve-
lopment does not translate into the consolidation of a democracy.
This conclusion was driven from an empirical demonstration of the
increase in clientelist politics as countries moved from low to in-
termediate levels of both democracy and development (Kitschelt &
Kselman, 2013, p.2).

It we add up this idea to the conclusion of Acemoglu and Ro-
binson (2012) from their book: Why nations Fail, then the dots
could be connected between coopted institutions and vicious cycles,
which obliterates the effect of economic development on the conso-
lidation of a democracy. Heo (2015) also contributed with the factor
of institution and democracy maturity, as an important condition
in order to show that economic development and democracy atfect
each other.

It is useful to mention Griindler and Krieger’s (2016) study
which concluded that development does not necessarily lead to a
higher level of distribution. In other words, by using Support Vec-
tor Machines and mathematical algorithms, the authors concluded
that democratic countries may have good indicators for develop-
ment but not necessarily for redistribution. This was analyzed for
185 countries.

Measurements of democracy

Democracy itself can be measured depending on the adopted
approach. That is, whether the quality of the democracy is to be
measured by the democratic culture, the determinants of a good
democracy, a good governance, democratic institutions stability, or
several others.

For the purpose of measuring the relationship between demo-
cracy and economic development, some author’s measure democra-
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cy by the years of democratic experience a country has had, along
with income inequality and stability (Muller, 1988, pp.50-68). This
in turns gives a positive correlation between low income inequality
and years of democratic experience.

Other authors such as Rivera (2002), Abeyashingue (2004),
Persson (2005), Rachdi and Saidi (2015), Heshmat and Kim (2017),
have measured the variable of democracy through its link with eco-
nomic growth. This in turn brings about the debate around the
relationship between economic growth and economic development
which can be addressed from many approaches.

From statistical studies, other authors have rather attempted
measurements by using panel data extracted from large comparative
databases where the measurement variable is whether the country is
a democracy or not (Heshamt and Kim, 2017, pp.1-2) . Other study
that drew on cross-sectional and panel data to compare the forms
of democracy as a dichotomy concluded that there is a positive rela-
tionship between a democratic form and economic performance in
the long run (Persson, 2005, p.3)

In terms of indicators, some authors have measured democracy
by the quality of governance and its relationship to strong democra-
tic institutions (Rivera, 2002, pp.10-13) for example. Others have
created indicators such as “Institutionalized Democracy Score, Ins-
titutionalized Autocracy Score, Competitiveness of Executive Re-
cruitment, Openness of Executive Recruitment (...)” (Rachdi and
Saidi, 2015, p.2). In addition, a democracy may lead to political sta-
bility but is not a unique result of it, hence proving that sometimes
a democracy may be lacking but political stability would be a factor
driving economic growth (Abeyashingue, 2004, pp.7-8).

Having said that, concepts such as democratic governance have
been used in order to further underpin the quality of the measu-
rement. Scott et al (2011) have created a compound indicator to
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measure the variable of democratic governance which includes nine
dimensions: “the level of democracy, rule of law, corruption, eco-
nomic growth, inflation, job creation, poverty, education, citizen
security” (Scott et al, 2011, pp.33-34).

Democratic quality and performance have also been measured
by compound indicators that contain variables such as: free and fair
elections, openness and accountability of responsive government,
civil and political rights and democratic society (Berg-Schlosser,
2004, p.14).

Inglehart (2003) provided a useful insight into this type of in-
dicators by measuring “how strongly the individual-level responses
to given survey items are linked with high (or low) levels of demo-
cracy (Inglehart, 2003, p.51). This highlighted the importance of

public opinion’s perception as a determinant of a democracy.

For the particular example of latinamerican countries, the La-
tinobarometro has been a yearly published analysis of democratic
quality and most importantly of the perceptions of the citizens
towards their democracy which reveals several conditions that are
particular to one country. (Latinobarometro, 2017)

The Latinobarometer reveals that in spite of living in democra-
tic countries that have a certain degree of economic development,
citizens of latinamerica display contradictions. For example, in 2017
only 30% of the average population in latinamerica said that they
were satistied with democracy. Yet, in countries like Venezuela, 78%
said that democracy was preferable to different systems. (Latinoba-
rémetro, 2017, p.9).

Here we can retrieve important indicators of the quality of de-
mocracy, as a variable that is measured by the citizen’s perception.
This includes level of satisfaction with democracy, government ap-
proval, government trust, interpersonal trust, corruption and voting
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valuation (Latinobarémetro, 2017, pp.24-40). This is underpinned
by Inglehart’s link between interpersonal trust and the stability of a
democracy (Inglehart, 1999, p.88)

This gives sense to concepts like the Churchillian notion of
democracy, which states that democracy is a flawed system but still
the best government system. This in turn is contrasted with the
citizen’s perception of the economy, understood by variables such as
subjective income, sufficient food, unemployment risk, social pro-
tection, economic progress perception and economic expectancies.
The conclusion is that the perception of the quality of democracy
and economic development are intertwined for the citizen’s opinion.

As a complementary measure of democracy and economic de-
velopment through citizen’s perception, the National Democractic
Institute (2005) also formulated indicators that consisted of 11 va-
riables that link the two concepts: “Civil rights, economic and so-
cial rights, civil and political participation, political parties, free and
fair elections, rule of law, military and police control, government
accountability, corruption, media and government responsiveness”

(O’Day, 2005, pp.1-2).

These two examples of compound indicators that are based on
citizen’s perception have proven that for the case of latinamerican
countries and so called developing economies, the link between de-
mocracy and economic development is not inherently positive.

This would provide an additional insight into Olson’s thesis
about the importance of a democracy vis-a-vis autocracies (Olson,
2013), as it can empirically proven that bad economic performance
is only a problem of autocracies but also of democracies. In turn this
would also provide a support for Collier’s thesis that links resource-
rich countries with open democracies that lack effective check and
balance schemes, hamper economic performance (Collier, 2008). In
addition, democracies that have a certain income threshold may be
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prone to political violence which in turn hampers economic develo-
pment (Collier, 2010, p.24).

The development debate and economic performance

According to some authors, it is granted that “development re-
quires sustained increases in income (...)” (Mobarak, 2006, p.2),
which ties a link between economic growth and economic develop-
ment. This link has been however questioned by several studies in-
cluding as we have seen by Griindler and Krieger. Professor Carnes
(2018) also provides an insight to this by explaining that economic
growth does not necessarily lead to an equitable distribution and
thus to a higher economic development.

Both visions about the relationship are underpinned by the
conception of development that is adopted, which may or may not
include variables such as economic distribution, economic satisfac-
tion, economic perception, social welfare and many others. Thus,
the concept of debate is rather a category subject to debate rather
than an empirically defined concept. Among other approaches, it
can be considered as political economy debate.

Following Uribe’s review on development models, economic
theory changes have provided the main base that defined the first
conceptions of development. For example, classical economic theory
underpinned by Smith, Ricardo, Malthus, Say and Marx provided
an explanation for economic wealth, natural resources, value, distri-

bution and capital. (Uribe, 2008, pp.28-49).

On these grounds, development was split mainly into two
pathways. Development as seen in the eyes of the modernization
values or development as seen by the values of change theory and
revolutions.
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In the vision of Inglehart (2005) modernization consolidated
several values to the concept of development whose change through
time led to the integration of concepts such as trust and GDP mea-
sures (Inglehart, 2005, p.48). Kuznet’s measure of GDP supports
this conception, establishing a link between economic growth and
economic development.

The questions about distribution were included in the concept
of development gradually as Keynes macroeconomic theory, along
with the Welfare State policies took place in the decades of 1950
and 1960. After the decade of 1980, neoclassical economics based
on the optimization models such as the Walrasian equilibrium and
Pareto’s optimality, brought back a debate between distribution and
efficiency. (Uribe, 2008, pp.70-97). The international Financial
Institutions, The Bretton woods agreement and Milton Friedman’s
monetarists further underpinned the theoretical grounds of this
conception that defined development in terms of economic and mo-
netary efficiency.

The Human Development Index was built thereby as a com-
pliment and not questioning of these assumptions, as the GDP was
still considered as a determinant of the index. Thereby mathematica-
lly speaking, a positive relationship between economic growth and
human development could be drawn.

Subsequently different conceptions of development were deve-
loped based on new approaches more linked to the postmodern era,
such as post-structuralism or poscolonialism. The concepts of ideo-
logical domination (Sousa Santos, 2010) were introduced and the
cultural values of modernization that were attached to development
were questioned.

The concept of development is thus nurtured by new varia-
bles that take into account the cultural values of the assumptions
underlying economic theories. Hence a new conception of develo-
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pment is proposed by these theories, as the concept of self-develop-
ment and self-knowledge is introduced as opposed to modernization
and globalized economic efficiency values.

Furthermore, approaches such as ecological economics or green
economics, have engaged in the orthodox economic theory debate
by introducing terms such as the Steady State Economy, climate
change, the ecosystem and energy cycle. ()

These have started to question the notion of sustainable de-
velopment as seen in the Bruntland commission (Boudling, 1969,
pp-1-12). and further conferences including Rio+10 and Rio+20
that have not yet abandoned the notion of development as tanta-
mount to economic growth The steady state economy is proposed
as a mechanism to reduce the throughput rate of the economy and
even establishing a cero growth goal in order to attain the desired
level of development (Daly, 2012).

This has led to several heterodox approaches such as ecosocia-
lism, ecofeminism, ecological Marxism, among several others than
offer themselves a different view of development that releases several
assumptions from neoclassical economics.

Most importantly, concepts such as degrowth have nurtu-
red the notion of self-development, as it defines development as a
pathway of reducing economic growth to attain sustainable develop-
ment (Kallis et al, 2012, pp.5-8). In compliment, approaches such as
the Economics of happiness have modified the most basic neoclas-
sical underpinnings based on the utilitarian theory (Lee Graham,
2005; Inglehart and Klingemann, 2003, p.166).

Finally, local conceptions of development that foster traditional
and ancestral values offer a completely different worldvision that en-
tails new definitions of development. Such examples may be found
in conceptions such as Sumak Kawsay, Suma Qumana, Alli Kawsay
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and several others. These offer a conception of development based
on three pillars: Mother Nature, the Human Being and the Com-
munity. Economic growth is not seen as a pillar and its relationship
is obliterated.

Both Orthodox and Heterodox conceptions of development,
based either on new economic theories, cultural challenges, self-
development conceptions and local worldvisions spell out the need
to challenge the conception of development as one single definition.

In sum, economic development can be addressed from different
approaches and worldviews that entail the entrance of new variables
and elements into the relationship with economic growth. Some
even propose a negative relationship based on new theoretical eco-
nomic underpinnings. As the concept of development is presented
as a debate, it must be adjusted accordingly given the methodologies
of measurement and the approaches that best describe the desired
situations.

Further Challenges to the relationship between the two
variables

There have more challenges to the relationship, both from or-
thodox and heterodox approaches, from quantitative and qualitative
perspectives and from theoretical and empirical grounds. Although,
it is important to note that economic development proposes a debate
in itself, which still leads to a structural discussion of the definition
and inclusiveness of the term.

Firstly, some statistical challenges to the relationship of the va-
riables, were underpinned by the comparison between cross-sectio-
nal and longitudinal data. Their argument was that the positive co-
rrelation could not be confirmed with longitudinal data. However,
this was not contradictory to Lipset’s conclusion, as he stated that
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economic development was a necessary but not sufficient condition
tfor democracy (Arat, p.15). Yet all the multivariable analysis, still
identified economic development as a relevant determinant of a de-
mocracy.

Secondly, several cases have been pointed out by historical
approaches between the 1990s and the 2000s, where democratic
breakdowns were used to prove the faults in the relationship by cer-
tain political scientists (Thiebault, 2013, p.3). In the case of deve-
loping economies, authors such as O’donell (2013) demonstrated
that a higher level of economic development, promoted bureaucratic
authoritarian dictatorships in the case of Latin America, instead of
democracies. For example, in the case of countries like Chile, eco-
nomic development did not lead directly to the replacement of the
dictatorship.

Moreover, Rustow( 1970) argued that democracies had existed
at low levels of economic development, pointing out many cases like
the United States in 1820 or France in 1870. In contrast he conclu-
ded that the necessary conditions for a democracy to take place were
a national unity sense and elite commitment towards democratic
transition (Thiebault, 2013, p.3).

In addition, several exceptions have been found by social scien-
tists, when analyzing increases in economic development levels in
countries like China, Venezuela, Saudi Arabia, and others. The ar-
gument here is that higher levels of income and even lower levels of
inequality have not been translated into a better performance of a
democracy.

These last arguments, provide a useful element into the dis-
cussion of our current political system, as Colombia has a political
structure that resembles the elements described by O’Donell, Rob-
inson and Rustow. That is, a very high land inequality, a history of
political clientelism and cooptation of the State by the elites or the
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wealthy privileged (Rao, 1985), and a rather ambiguous sense of
national union (Bushnell, 1993).

It we combine these elements with the current political outco-
mes, seen both in the congress elections of the 11" of March of
2018 and the presidential elections of the 27 of May of 2018, we
might be able to extract a preliminary pattern. In other words, ha-
ving trivialized certain effects, we could get that as only 50% of the
population voted (Registraduria Nacional del Estado Civil, 2018),
the patterns of political culture, abstentionism, political activism,
public opinion and electoral strategies have a close relationship to
the distribution of income and the political history of the regions.

The current level of inequality measured by the income GINI
coefficient is 50.8 (World Bank , 2016), however we can add the
indicators of HDI, Multidimensional Poverty and the Unsatisfied
Basic Needs, which have a values of 0.727 (United Nationals De-
velopment Program, 2016) , 0.17 (Departamento Administrativo
Nacional de Estadistica, 2017) and 0.27 (Departamento Adminis-
trativo Nacional de Estadistica, 2005)respectively. If we apply the
theoretical framework of Robinson, Bresser-Pereira and Carnes, we
may be able to draw a connection between the high levels of in-
equality and poverty with the indicators of the performance of the
Colombian democracy. In this case, Professor Carnes S.J. provided
a magisterial interview that further explains the relationship of the
variables in the Colombian case.

Interview with Professor Carnes, S.J.

Reverend Matthew Carnes Ph.D. is an associate professor at
the Department of Government and the Walsh School of Foreign
Service of the University of Georgetown, and has been the direc-
tor of the Center for Latin American Studies since 2016. His main
research has focused on labor and social welfare policies in middle-
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income countries and developing economies (Georgetown Universi-
ty Berkley Center for Religion, Peace & World Affairs, 2018; Goo-
gle Sites, 2018) and the political economy of distribution (Stanford
University Hoover institution, 2018).

His research has appeared in more than 10 journals including
the publication of a book in 2014 called The Politics of Labor Regu-
lation in Latin America (2014). In his book, he thoroughly analyzed
the Latin America’s labor laws, resilient institutions and reforms
trom statistical and theoretical grounds, demonstrating that there
were few changes between the 1980s and 1990s from past laws.
Although his work was based on the case studies of Chile, Argentina
and Peru, the lessons of the book may as well be applied to Colom-
bia in terms of the pervasiveness of long-term economic boundaries.

That said, Professor Carnes S.], has received several prizes for
his outstanding education and is recognized worldwide for his aca-
demic contributions. Thus, he was invited to give a presentation
in March of 2018 at the International Permanent Forum for Anti-
Corruption studies of the Pontifical Javeriana University. During
the forum, I interviewed Professor Carnes, who very kindly lend
me some minutes of his time to share his valuable experience and
insight. The interview has been posted below:

Beginning of the Interview

Professor Carnes, thank you for your presentation. Would you
be kind enough to give me a few minutes of your time to answer
two questions of an interview for a research I am conducting?

Hi David. Nice to meet you. Sure, go ahead.

Can I record you?
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Sure.

Based on your explanations and given what’s happening in the
global political system, as we have individuals like trump in the head
of the Political System of the U.S., or in the case of Colombia where
50% or 60% of the population doesn’t vote, should we aim to create
a new political system? Are these people sending a bigger message
about the crisis of our political systems? On other words, should we
be striving for new ways of doing politics or can we address these
issues within the boundaries of our current political systems?

Excellent question, I would answer this by thinking about the
way that our political system is intertwined with the economic sys-
tem. The political system in and of itself may be problematic, but
perhaps even greater has been the outcome of the economic sys-
tem we’ve had. And so, the economic system we have, as I men-
tioned, created incredible growth. I mean, about capitalism, it is
actually hard to say that any other system has done better in terms
of growth. However, it has not done well on distribution. So that
means a lots of people are excluded and that becomes a problem for
democracy when excluded people say, I lost out economically, why
would I vote, why would I participate, why would I be investing.

Democracy needs to find democratic structures that better re-
present underrepresented voices that better think about distributio-
nal questions. In other words, how we take resources, which we
actually have, as we say in English, a bigger pie, “Pastel mas gran-
de”, and divide them. But we need to divide them in a way that
allows for better inclusion so that the rich can still do well but not
necessarily super well. So, how can we find a way to address this?
Unfortunately, democracy has shown itself fairly poor at coming up
with those solutions. Now, I am not convinced that dictatorship or
oligarchy does a better job on those fronts. So I would stick with
democracy. But say, we need to really think about how we address
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this and in some ways, encourage those who are in elite positions,
whether elected or because of their economic power, to see it in their
own best interest to also invest in the common good. One thing I
am very concerned about is that, especially in Latin America and
in middle income countries, there is always an exit option for the
rich. In Latin America it’s called Miami. Those who are rich, if they
don’t want to invest at home, just go to Miami and they can skip
trom these things. I think giving them more of a sense, ’'m not sure
exactly how you do this, but a sense of being invested in the whole
community, then gives them responsibility to say: How do I distri-
bute some of what I have, in terms of jobs, opportunity, education,
these sort of things, that then can create more inclusive society and
then, I think, reinforce the democracy that’s more vibrant.

As you mentioned the intertwining between the economic
and the political system, Seymour Martin Lipset comes to mind, in
terms of the line between democracy and economic development,
and also Akerloff and Shiller’s (2016) book on the economics of
manipulation, {Do you reckon that an intertwining between the
economic and the political system, can help us tackle this corruption
or manipulation of the system, as well as solve the political bounda-
ries that have been set by the bad incentives provided the economic
system that provides growth, but at the same time has inequality as
something somehow inherent to the system?

It’s a wondertul question. I have a little piece called “political
science and the common good”. If you look on my website, it might
be helpful for this. One thing that is important is to think about
what most of our societies did with their constitutions: They took
seriously the rational turn of economics. We basically figured people
are self-interested and that we need checks and balances to limit
their self-interest. But the thing we didn’t understand, and this is
where Akerloft and Shiller are so important, is the behavioral turn
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and the behavioral side of economics that has lately shown us that
people are not always rational. They don’t always pursue their own
self-interest, as they sometimes misperceive benefits and loses. And
we actually need to think about that more robustly. I don’t have a
clear solution on how you do that but I do think being more aware
of it, allows us to think about how can we build in incentives. The
incentives can’t simply be: if I hand you 10 dollars, you feel that di-
tferently than if you have to give me 10 dollars. We know that from
behavioral economics. Right now we treat in democracy 10 dollars
always the same.

How do we create a system where we actually think about the
ways in which people feel about these incentives, and the ways they
react to them? That’s going to be one of the next turns. Even, crea-
ting default mechanisms by which it is easier for people to vote,
easier to participate, instead of requiring as it is in the United States,
for people to register in order to vote. You know, if there is a way
where we are automatically enrolled to vote, it can increase people’s
turnout. I think it could be very interesting if you think about some
of those nudges and fixes. This would be one of the keys of the
system. The one thing I would say is: nudges and fixes, whatever
we do, we don’t want them to undermine the free choice of the in-
dividuals. So you still want people in democracy to make their own
decisions, but to figure out if there are now ways in which we can
nudge them to make a decision, that I think could be very positive.

I entirely agree with that, Thank you very much for your time.
Thank you. It was nice to meet you

End of the interview

Conclusions
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Since 1959, the year when Lipset published his research on the
relationship between economic development and democracy, the
two variables have been analyzed from several perspectives and ap-
proaches. Some of the methodologies applied include statistical and
econometrical comparisons, cross-country analysis, in-depth case
studies and empirical findings in contrast to theoretical frameworks.

The relationship between the two variables, has been nurtu-
red by new findings insofar as new tools and authors have contri-
buted to the discussion. Firstly, modernization theory provided a
tirst framework of analysis, through Lipset and Kuznet’s work by
associating the level of income of a country with the stability of a
democracy and reduction of inequality, by comparing two groups
of countries. Secondly, Marxist and post-Marxist authors displayed
the importance of capitalist dynamics such as class relationships in
the development of modern democracies. And thirdly, Pzerworska
and neo-institutional approaches such as Acemoglu and Robinson’s
added new variables to the discussions, giving way for econometric
approaches that further supported a positive correlation for a cross-
country analysis.

However, historical approaches and in-depth case studies have
proven several exceptions to the relationship, hence making the cau-
sal link more ambiguous. In addition, econometric longitudinal
data have provided exceptions to the correlation. Finally, authors
such as O’Donell and Robinson, who have studied developing no-
ted several factors such as the existence of clientelist politics and the
cooption of the State by the elite that obliterate the relationship in
developing economies.

The determinants of democracy have been also linked to con-
cepts such as democratic governance and the citizen’s perception
of democracy. These past variables have shown new insights that
display a disparity between the perception of democracy and its
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actual performance including a relationship with economic perfor-
mance. In addition, the theoretical debate around the concept of
development shows that there are several approaches, worldviews
and methodologies that bring about different variables that make it
harder to establish a positive relationship between economic growth
and economic development.

Finally, in the case of Colombia, based on Professor Carne’s in-
terview and application of the frameworks to the current situation of
the political system, several question can be brought up in order to
provide a line of argument for the discussion: How can we address
the current level of income inequality in Colombia, from a democra-
cy that has not been fully developed and that is probably deepening
inequality by its own practices? Which mechanisms can our society
adopt, in order to change the behavioral patterns that shape both
political participation and economic development in our country? Is
it possible to find an alternative to the discussion, by problematizing
the concept of development in itself, as there are other approaches
in Latin America such as Sumak Kawsay that give a difterent defi-
nition of development? Or should we try to find a new intertwining
between alternative approaches of development with the ones that
several authors have employed in this article? The more questions we
ask about our methods and our own findings, as Karl Popper and
Hegel once affirmed, the closer we may get to the understanding of
the phenomenon as a whole. In this sense, conceptions such as the
Sumak Kawsay and self-development provide elements in order to
nurture the discussion and include new approaches to understand
each particular case.
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