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WEEK 5, 2022 WORKSHOP 

 
Logistical notes 

 
Mid-semester feedback 
 
We are now almost half-way through the semester. This has been a learning process for all of 
us. I am keen on tweaking the second half of the class to try and make it even better. I have 
created a survey form (link on Wattle under Week 6) to provide you an opportunity to provide 
some constructive feedback. Every year I get some thoughtful and useful feedback from 
students, and I look forward to hearing from you.  
 
I also want to highlight that we have three great class representatives. They will be meeting 
with the university and student union representatives in the coming weeks, and they are keen 
to also get your feedback to aggregate and pass along. You can find their contact details on 
Wattle on the upper-right hand part of your screen. 
 
Literature review 
 
Literature reviews are due on 3 April at 11:59pm. The Turnitin submission link is on Wattle 
under Week 6. Normal ANU-policy late penalties apply if submitted after this time. If you have 
an EAP and need extra time, please speak with me about how much extra time is needed before 
the due date. I plan on taking two weeks to mark all papers and provide individualized 
feedback. I will notify you via email as soon as feedback and marks are available. 
 
Let me know if you have any last-minute questions about your essays. Through workshop 
discussions, a lecture video, and my written literature review guide, I have repeatedly clarified 
expectations for this assessment since Week 1. I have also suggested that you look at the 
multiple literature reviews I have sprinkled around this class’ assigned readings for examples 
of solid literature reviews that have been influential in their respective subfields. I do not share 
previous students’ literature reviews because there is no such thing as a perfect literature 
review, and what works in one area might not work as well for another topic.  
 
Nevertheless, we have read and will read great literature reviews for this class. For example, 
in week 9 we will read about natural resource endowments and conflict. That week we will 
read Michael Ross’ literature review. Here is an excerpt that includes several important 
introductory elements: (1) a concise overview sentence, (2) clear motivating questions (one 
question may be sufficient for your purposes, (3) a clear conclusion from his literature review 
that includes a clear argument, and (4) a summation of the main debates/themes in this 
literature. 
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Example from Ross (2015: 240) 

 
 

 
 
 

Breakout group activity #1  
 
The first question I asked in this week’s lecture was about population-induced scarcity. Here 
it is for easy reference. 
 

Industrialized agricultural growth has outpaced human need. The resources 
of Heaven and Earth have not yet been exhausted. Does this suggest that the 
modern world is systematically different than that Goldstone’s case studies 
and at lower risk of demographically induced instability? 

 
Share your answers (or their basic gist) with the other members of your breakout group and 
discuss your reasoning. 

 
1. What were the areas of overlap? 
 
2. What were areas that did not overlap? 
 
3: In your answers did you incorporate issues of supply-driven, demand-driven, and 
structural scarcity? If so, how? If not, why? 

 
 
 

Breakout group activity #2   
 
This activity is geared towards your engagement with a particular article and evaluate links 
between argument and evidence. 
 

a. Choose one of this week’s assigned articles. 
b. Choose one of their hypotheses. 
c. Decide to what extent the evidence supports (or fails to support) this hypothesis. 
d. Discuss whether and how author(s) also reach conclusions about evidence supporting 

or contradicting expectations. 

PL18CH14-Ross ARI 17 April 2015 20:13

INTRODUCTION
Does natural resource wealth lead to political dysfunction? From 2001 to 2013, hundreds of
academic studies addressed this question. There is now considerable evidence that under certain
conditions one type of resource wealth—petroleum—tends to produce a “political resource curse.”

The resource curse might be defined as the adverse effects of a country’s natural resource wealth
on its economic, social, or political well-being.1 The term was first used in print by economic ge-
ographer Richard Auty in 1993 (Auty 1993). Over the last decade it has been used by both scholars
and policymakers to explain a wide range of maladies in resource-rich countries, particularly in
Africa, the Middle East, Latin America, and the former Soviet Union. New initiatives to stop
the resource curse have been launched by the World Bank, the G20, and the United Nations
Development Program. Two multistakeholder agreements—the Kimberley Process Certification
Scheme and the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative—have been forged. Both the United
States and the European Union have adopted new transparency laws that are explicitly designed
to alleviate the curse in resource-exporting countries. Dozens of nongovernmental organizations,
new and old, have devoted themselves to this issue.

The idea of a resource curse has also influenced many debates in political science—for example,
on the causes of democratic transitions (Gassebner et al. 2012), the role of taxation in state-
building (Brautigam et al. 2008, Smith 2008), the consequences of foreign aid (Bermeo 2011,
Ahmed 2012) and the factors affecting the onset, duration, and severity of civil war (Fearon &
Laitin 2003, Weinstein 2007). A large literature in economics asks how natural resource wealth
affects economic growth (Wick & Bulte 2009, van der Ploeg 2011, Frankel 2012).

This review examines the political effects of resource endowments, particularly on government
accountability, the quality of state institutions, and the incidence of civil war. It addresses three
questions:

! What are the most robust findings on these issues?
! What are the major challenges to these findings, and how valid are they?
! What are the most important gaps in our knowledge?

I argue below there is strong evidence that one type of resource wealth—petroleum—has at least
three important effects: It tends to make authoritarian regimes more durable; it leads to heightened
corruption; and it helps trigger violent conflict in low- and middle-income countries, particularly
when it is located in the territory of marginalized ethnic groups. The effects on authoritarianism
and conflict appear to be recent phenomena, emerging after the 1970s.

There are three main debates about these effects. The first is about the conditions under which
oil has these effects. Scholars generally agree that these effects are conditional and hence limited in
scope, but there is no consensus over what those conditions are. A large fraction of the hypothesized
conditions are measured in ways that are collinear, making it hard to distinguish among them. A
second, related debate is over the mechanisms that generate these conditional effects, although
on one issue—the relationship between petroleum and civil conflict—many studies now point to
a similar underlying process.

The third debate is over whether the resource curse is real or illusory. Although most studies
report evidence of some type of resource curse, a significant minority suggest that the appearance
of a resource curse is a statistical artifact created by either endogeneity or omitted-variable bias.
Others raise a second objection: that petroleum’s damaging effects may be real but are counter-
balanced by beneficial effects that are commonly overlooked.

1I use “oil” to refer to both oil and natural gas, and “resource (or oil) wealth” and “resource (or oil) abundance” to refer to
the value of a country’s natural resource (or petroleum) production, on a per capita basis.
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e. Can you think of other ways of linking their argument (or competing arguments) to 
evidence (whether case studies, quantitative measures, or formal theories)? 

 
4. Please complete the following table. 

 
Element Response  

Paper chosen  

Hypothesis chosen  

Does evidence support this hypothesis? Why or why not?  

Author’s conclusions  

Other ways to form links between theory and evidence  
  


