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Power Structure Land Equality and National Development
Gao Bo Li Haomin (116)

[Abstract JPower structure is a pattern of distribution of power resources among inter—
ests groups and various power structures result in different development performance.
The authors put forward a new theoretical framework called theory of power equality
development which is based on power game from the perspective of political econom—
ics. Its main points include: a country’s power structure is the primary factor determi—
ning its development performance and an equal power structure is conducive to pro—
moting development while a centralized power structure hinders development; land e-
quality based on power equality is the main path to achieve development; the change
of power structure is cyclical. The mechanism of national development is: the crisis
triggered by high inequality starts the process of power equality during which it is
possible to achieve land equality given the increase of power resource of the peasant
group. Land equality promotes the economic prosperity of family farms and the equality
of income distribution thus starting a virtuous circle of labor-intensive industrializa—
tion economic structure upgrading and overall economic and social equality; the
process of economic and social equality can also help to consolidate the equal power
structure and jointly create a civil community a strong political party and an efficient
government so as to achieve inclusive political development. The mechanism of the
development trap is: in the process of a country’s centralized power structure being
never broken the economic and social inequality brought about by the land centraliza—
tion supported by it inhibits supply and demand thus forming a rent-seeking and cor—
rupt society economic dependence and political clientelism which leads to the coun-
try into a development trap. The empirical part of this paper uses two methods: statis—
tical analysis and case study. Based on the quantitative research on the data of 61
countries from 1980 to 2020 the highly positive correlation between power equality

land equality and development performance is confirmed. The case studies of South Ko-
rea Mexico and the United States verify the two development mechanisms.

[Key Wordspower equity development theory power structure land equality inclu—
sive development exclusive development
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