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Question 7 
 
5 points 
 
Part (a):  
 
One point is earned for correctly describing one reason that authoritarian regimes hold elections. 
 
Acceptable descriptions may include: 

• To build internal or external legitimacy 
• To help the regime maintain control or power 
• To prevent unrest, build support for the system, or create the perception of representation 
• To shape policies or leadership 
• To build a favorable reputation in the international community 

 
Part (b):  
 
One point is earned for correctly explaining how presidential elections since 2000 strengthened or weakened 
democracy in Russia. 
 

Acceptable explanations may include: 
• Weakened democracy because of less competition 
• Weakened democracy because there was no alternation of party control or top leadership 
• Weakened democracy because voter fraud reduced legitimacy or political efficacy 
• Weakened democracy because liberal parties were weakened 
• Strengthened democracy because of stabilized parties 
• Strengthened democracy because of increased legitimacy or political efficacy 

 
Part (c):  
 
One point is earned for correctly explaining how presidential elections since 2000 strengthened or weakened 
democracy in Mexico. 
 

Acceptable explanations may include: 
• Strengthened democracy because of more competition 
• Strengthened democracy because of alternation of parties in power or development of multiparty 

system 
• Strengthened democracy because of increased legitimacy or political efficacy 
• Weakened democracy because of widespread fraud reducing legitimacy or political efficacy 
• Weakened democracy because of the use of state resources in elections 
• Weakened democracy because of the return of the formerly dominant party 
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Question 7 (continued) 
 
Part (d):  

 
One point is earned for correctly identifying one factor other than elections that strengthens 

democracy.  
 

Acceptable factors may include: 
• Civil rights or civil liberties 
• Civil society 
• Independent judiciary 
• Linkage institutions including media, interest groups, or political parties 
• The establishment and adherence of rule of law 
• Checks on power 
• Governmental transparency 

One point is earned for correctly explaining how that factor contributes to democracy.  
 
 

Acceptable explanations may include: 
• Increased political participation not related to voting 
• Consideration of alternate viewpoints  
• Increased protection of civil liberties 
• Prevent concentration of governmental power 
• Increased accountability of government officials 
• Increased legitimacy or political efficacy 

 
 
A score of zero (0) is earned for an attempted or off-task answer that earns no points. 
 
A score of (—) is earned for a blank. 
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Question 7 

Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors. 

Overview 
 
The intent of this question was to assess students’ understanding of the reason authoritarian regimes hold 
elections, of how presidential elections since 2000 have strengthened or weakened democracy in Russia and in 
Mexico, and of how a factor other than elections strengthens democracy. The skills tested were descriptive and 
explanatory. Students had five specific tasks: to describe one reason that authoritarian regimes hold elections, 
to explain how presidential elections since 2000 have strengthened or weakened democracy in Russia, to 
explain how presidential elections since 2000 have strengthened or weakened democracy in Mexico, to identify 
a factor other than elections that strengthens democracy, and to explain how a factor other than elections 
strengthens democracy. 
 
Sample: 7A 
Score: 5 

In part (a) the response earned 1 point for identifying one reason that authoritarian regimes hold elections as “to 
bolster their support and sense of legitimacy.” The response describes the building of internal or external 
legitimacy as a reason why an authoritarian regime holds elections. Additional acceptable descriptions include 
helping the regime maintain power, preventing unrest, building support for the system, creating a perception of 
representation, shaping policies, and building a favorable reputation in the international community. 

In part (b) the response earned 1 point for explaining how presidential elections since 2000 weakened democracy 
in Russia “by consolidating power in the single party of United Russia.” The response explains how presidential 
elections since 2000 weakened democracy in Russia with no alternation of party control. Additional acceptable 
explanations include less competition, reduced legitimacy or political efficacy due to voter fraud, and weakened 
liberal parties. 

In part (c) the response earned 1 point for explaining that presidential elections since 2000 strengthened 
democracy because “Mexico has transitioned into a competitive multi-party system because of these elections.” 
The response explains how presidential elections since 2000 strengthened democracy in Mexico with the 
development of a multiparty system. Additional acceptable explanations include more competition and increased 
legitimacy or political efficacy. 

In part (d) the response earned 1 point for identifying “free press” as a factor other than elections that strengthens 
democracy. The response provides a specific example that demonstrates understanding that the civil liberty of 
freedom of the press is a factor other than elections that strengthens democracy. Additional acceptable factors 
include civil society; an independent judiciary; linkage institutions including media, political parties, or interest 
groups; the establishment of and adherence to rule of law; checks on power; and governmental transparency. 

In part (d) the response earned 1 point for explaining how freedom of the press contributes to democracy: “They 
(the media) can inform citizens of procedings that may raise concerns as well monitor if elected representatives 
are remaining true to their constituents concerns.” The response explains how freedom of the press contributes 
to democracy by increasing the accountability of government officials. Additional acceptable explanations 
include increased political participation not related to voting, consideration of alternative viewpoints, increased 
protection of civil liberties, preventing the concentration of governmental power, and increased legitimacy or 
political efficacy. 
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Question 7 (continued) 

Sample: 7B 
Score: 3 

In part (a) the response earned 1 point for identifying “to gain legitimacy” as one reason that authoritarian 
regimes hold elections. Additional acceptable descriptions include helping the regime maintain power, 
preventing unrest, building support for the system, creating a perception of representation, shaping policies, and 
building a favorable reputation in the international community. 

In part (b) the response earned 1 point for explaining how presidential elections since 2000 weakened democracy 
in Russia: “This dominance of government by a single person in Russia lends itself to authoritarianism and 
weakens democracy greatly.” The response explains how presidential elections since 2000 weakened democracy 
in Russia with no alternation of top leadership. Additional acceptable explanations include less competition, 
reduced legitimacy or political efficacy due to voter fraud, and weakened liberal parties. 

In part (c) the response earned 1 point for explaining how presidential elections since 2000 strengthened 
democracy because “other parties such as PRD, PAN have successfully competed.” The response explains how 
presidential elections since 2000 strengthened democracy in Mexico with the development of a multiparty 
system. Additional acceptable explanations include more competition and increased legitimacy or political 
efficacy. 

In part (d) the response did not earn a point for identifying a factor other than elections that strengthens 
democracy as “a strong, efficient, and uncorrupted bueracracy” because this is not a factor that strengthens 
democracy. Acceptable factors include civil rights; civil liberties; civil society; an independent judiciary; linkage 
institutions including media, political parties, or interest groups; the establishment of and adherence to rule of 
law; checks on power; and governmental transparency. 

In part (d) the response did not earn a point for explaining a factor other than elections that contributes to 
democracy as “to serve the peoples needs through the powers of the government.” Acceptable explanations 
include increased political participation not related to voting, consideration of alternative viewpoints, increased 
protection of civil liberties, preventing the concentration of governmental power, increased accountability of 
government officials, and increased legitimacy or political efficacy. 

Sample: 7C 
Score: 1 
 
In part (a) the response earned 1 point for describing one reason that authoritarian regimes hold elections is “to 
make people feel like they have a choice in who leads the government.” The response describes creating the 
perception of representation as a reason why an authoritarian regime holds elections. Additional acceptable 
descriptions include building internal and external legitimacy, helping the regime maintain power, preventing 
unrest, building support for the system, shaping policies, and building a favorable reputation in the international 
community. 
 
In part (b) the response did not earn a point for explaining how presidential elections since 2000 weakened 
democracy in Russia. The response refers to “mock elecltions” but does not explain how presidential elections 
since 2000 weakened democracy in Russia. Acceptable explanations include less competition, no alternation of 
party control or top leadership, reduced legitimacy or political efficacy due to voter fraud, and weakened liberal 
parties. 
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Question 7 (continued) 
 
In part (c) the response did not earn a point for stating “to cater and assist the common citezin and increase their 
political capita” as an explanation of how presidential elections since 2000 strengthened or weakened democracy 
in Mexico. Acceptable explanations include more competition, alternation of parties in power, and the 
development of multiparty system, and increased legitimacy or political efficacy. 
 
In part (d) the response did not earn a point for identifying a factor other than elections that strengthens or 
weakens democracy because it is not attempted in the response. Acceptable factors include civil rights; civil 
liberties; civil society; an independent judiciary; linkage institutions including media, political parties, or interest 
groups; the establishment of and adherence to rule of law; checks on power; and governmental transparency. 
 
In part (d) the response did not earn a point for explaining a factor other than elections that strengthens or 
weakens democracy because it does not attempt an explanation. Acceptable explanations include increased 
political participation not related to voting, consideration of alternative viewpoints, increased protection of civil 
liberties, preventing concentration of governmental power, increased accountability of government officials, and 
increased legitimacy or political efficacy. 


	ap19_apc_commentary_comp go po_form O_q7_final.pdf
	Question 7
	Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors.
	Overview
	Sample: 7A
	Score: 5

	Question 7 (continued)
	Sample: 7B
	Score: 3
	Sample: 7C
	Score: 1
	In part (a) the response earned 1 point for describing one reason that authoritarian regimes hold elections is “to make people feel like they have a choice in who leads the government.” The response describes creating the perception of representation ...
	In part (b) the response did not earn a point for explaining how presidential elections since 2000 weakened democracy in Russia. The response refers to “mock elecltions” but does not explain how presidential elections since 2000 weakened democracy in ...

	Question 7 (continued)
	In part (c) the response did not earn a point for stating “to cater and assist the common citezin and increase their political capita” as an explanation of how presidential elections since 2000 strengthened or weakened democracy in Mexico. Acceptable ...
	In part (d) the response did not earn a point for identifying a factor other than elections that strengthens or weakens democracy because it is not attempted in the response. Acceptable factors include civil rights; civil liberties; civil society; an ...
	In part (d) the response did not earn a point for explaining a factor other than elections that strengthens or weakens democracy because it does not attempt an explanation. Acceptable explanations include increased political participation not related ...





