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YTO TakO€ NOJIMTUYECCKUN PEKUM?

OedovHnuma I O’ donHHenna un I lUmutTepa:

A) COBOKYMHOCTb SIBHbIX N HEABHbIX MOAESNEMN,

onpenendarnx CbOprI N KaHalibl OOCTYIa K
Ba)XHEULLINM yrnpaBJieH4YE€CKUM MO3ULINAM,

B) xapaktepucTtuku cybbekToB, MMELWMX 3TOT
OOCTY;

B) gocTynHble ona cyObeKkToB cTpaTernm
60opbObLI 33 BNACTHLIE NO3ULUU;

[) MeToabl yripaBneHnst 1 KOHTPONS Haa
oOLLEeCTBOM.
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IllecTh mpu3HAKOB TOTAJIMTApH3Ma I10
K. ®punapuxy - 3. EBC}KI/IHCKOMV
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1. Hann4yne ngeonormu
2. MaccoBsoin napTum -

3. Teppopuctnyeckou
CUCTEMBI

4. MoHononun Ha CMIU TOTALITARIAR
5. MoHononuu Ha DICTATORSHIR
BOOPYXXEHHbIE CUMbl & AUTOCRACY
6. Hannuune

LIEHTPaNN30BaHHOIO

& By CARLJ. FRIEDRICH and
% ZBIGNIEW K. BRZEZINSKI

~ Second Edition, Revised by CARL J. FRIEDRICH

KOHTpONA Hag
3KOHOMUKOU




[. O’JloHHEm1: OFOPOKPATHUYECCKUM

ABTOPUTAPU3M
A
v
- 3
=
§' BA-pexum*®
5
=X |
T e vl
Cenbcroe Cpegctaa Nnpon3eoacTBa da3a MHOYCTPMAnU3aumm
XO3AWCTBO (noTpeduTensckie ToBap.bI (notpebuTtenbckvre ToBapbl

KPATKOBPEMEHHOIO NONL3VBAHKMA)  ANUTENLHOrO NONb30BAHWA)



I larpuMoHHnaIn3M 1
HeonaTpumoHuanusm (M. Bebep)

[ormkHOCTHOE NNLI0 paccMaTpUBaET CBOU
MONMHOMOYUS KaK NTUYHYIO NPUBUNETNIO, MOMYYEHHYO
OT rocrnoauHa.

[To3TOMY OOSMKHOCTHBIE NLAa B NATPMMOHNATIbHOM
ynpasreHun criy>art Kak IM4YHO CBOEMY rOCroanHY,
Tak U CBOMM MHTEPECAM, HO OHM HE cryXaT
O0OLLECTBEHHBIM MHTEPECAM, HE peanuaytoT
0e3nunyHble uenu.

BaxxHenwnm npmusHakom naTpmMmMoHnanbLHoro
yrnpaBneHns ABMNAETCA «JIMYHOCTHLIN XapaKTep
OTHOLLEHNN BNacTuU», NOTOMY YTO YNHOBHMK NpeaaH
CBOEMY rocrnoauHy Ha OCHOBE JIMYHOro OTHOLLEHUSA K
HEeMY.



H. PoOouncon (2012)
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AXTOPCKHH ITOAXOM K UCCIICIOBAHUIO
ABTOpUTAPHU3MA . KTO IPABUT?

Tunonorua b. 'eanec

[TepcoHanuctcknn (19 )
— y3Kasi Koanmuus

BoeHHbIN (7) — noruka
Urpbl «CYMNpPY>KEeCKOU
napbi»

[MapTunHbIn (35)-
N10rnKa Urpbl «OXOTbl Ha
ofleHs»



Turosorus HEAEMOKpPATHYECKUX
pexXuMOB XnajaeHuca u k. Teopeina

Non-party

Monarchy Military

Multiparty One-party




KoOHIIENT COPEBHOBATEIHHOIO
aproputapuszMma (JI. Bau u C. JIeBULIKMI)

Regimes

/ \
/ \

Mo Closed Authoritarian
Paradigmatic Cases: China, Saud Arabia

Contested Elections Yes No Hegemonic Authoritarian
/ \ Paradigmatic Cases: Tumsia, Uzbekistan
Free and Fair Elections Yes Mo Competitive Authoritarian
/ \ Paradigmatic Cases: Zimbabwe, Malaysia

Freedom, Pluralism. Eule of Law ‘r'f‘s Mo Electoral Democracy

! Paradigmatic Cases: Brazl, Phalippines

Liberal Democracy
Paradigmahic Cascs: Sweden, United States
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Hhragan o

Gronan! in
v

Hivsas S5y

Nortia Pu

Nerth Pacific Ocean

-’

tndign Ceean

e
South Atlantic Dcean

Limesr S

mm“m South Pacific Ucean

Survey Findings T e fimbog of el ole o vz, sl lea: cnl linriesee wichdy anl
wme G P Srddn L s 2011 E
revdial g aniet:l

Aty Eooo counings Xe cnX crcnlalicn thx sippers the cepanidoa o« freedon

58 30% 1613358200 Q2% ; i e s el ngs 1 wiebintil




http://www.freedomhouse.org/

B npoknage OoTHOCUTENBHO UTOIOB
nonutuyeckoro pas3sutna 2012 r. us 195
ncecregyemblix CTpaH «CBODOAHBIMNY
aKcnepTbl opraHu3aunm npusHanu 46,1%
(N=90), «yacTtnyHo cBoboaHbIMNY» - 29,7%
(N=58) n «HecBoboaHbiMn» - 24,1% (N=48)



Country Breakdown by Status

Not Free
47 countries Free ]
(24%%) 90 countries

(46%0)

Partly Free
58 countries
(30%)

Population Breakdown by Status

2.376,822.100 3.046.158.000
m Naot Free m Free
countries countries

(34%) (4394)

1.613,.858.500
m Partly Free
countries
(23%%)



KoaupoBanune pexumon (FH)

Table 10. Democracy Score
2013 Rankings by Regime Type

Consolidated Democracies ( 1.00D=2.99)

Slovenia 1.80
Estonia 1.96
Latvia 2.07
Czech Republic 7 14
Poland 2.18
Lithuania 2.32
Slovakia 2.3

Hungary 2.89



KoaupoBanune pexumon (FH)

Semi-Consolidated Democracies ( 3.00-3.99

Bulgaria 318
Romania 3.0
Croatia 3.61
Serbia 3.64
Montenegro 82

Macedonia 3.03



KoaupoBanune pexumon (FH)

Transitional Governments or Hybrid Regimes (4.00-4.99)

Albania

Bosnia and Herzegovina
Georgia

Moldova

Ukraine

425
439
475
482
486



KoaupoBanune pexumon (FH)

semi-Consolidated Authoritarian Regimes (3.00-3.99) |

Kosovo WA
Armenia 3.36
Kyrayzstan 3.9



KoaupoBanune pexumon (FH)

Consolidated Authoritarian Reeimes (6.00-7, (1)

Russia
Tajikistan
Kazakhstan
Azerbaijan
Belarus

Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan

6.21

6.25

o —

6.5]
b.64
6.71
6.93
6.93



Overall Democracy Scores

t2013:

ransl

inT

Nations

Regimes
6.00-7.00

Consolidated Authoritarian

Transitional
Govemments
4.00-4.99

Consolidated Democracies
1.00-2.99

uesreqz
uejsiuaunIn g,
snrejag
uelteqiozy
ueIsyezey|
ueisnyife]
BISSIY

Semi-
Consolidated

Authoritarian
Regimes
5.00-5.99

ueISZA3ILY

BIUQULIY
O0AOSOY

Sureny}
BAOP[OIN
e1d10an)

| eUtAOTaZIOH-BIUSOE]

elueqy

Semi-Consolidated
Democracies

BILUOPAJBIA]
0132UUON

BIqIeS
BIIROI)
BIUBWOY
eLesng

3.00-3.99

Aregunp]
ED[BAO[S
sroenyry
puejod
arqnday yoaz)
BIAJET]
BILO)ST
BIUDAO[S

rongest

sakest



SOl Nations in Transit

Survey Findings

Payire Ty

CONSOLDATED DEMOCRACIES

SEM FCONSOUDATED DEMOCRACIES
TRANSITIONAL GOVERNMENTS OR HYBRID REGIMES
SEMI-CONSOLIDATED AUTHORITARIAN REGMES

TOTAL 20

The map refects the findings of Freedom Housds
Natoes le Treast 2013 murvey which aseses the
status of democatic devdopmant in 29 countries from
Cantral Burop %o Central Asia during 2012 Freedom
House Introduced @ Democricy Scor—an average of
exch country’s ratings on all of the indicatoes covered
;ﬂﬂﬂhm— ‘with the 2004 edtion

Democracy Score'’s to simplify analysis of
the coantries’ overall progress or deterioration from yee

1o yeaz Based on the Demodracy Saore and s scak of
1107, Fraadom Houss has defined the following
types: casclidated dmocracy (1-2), seml-corsclidated




Polity IV Individual Country Regime
Trends, 1946-2010

.,:’.g Regimes by Type 2011 "
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- Full Democracy { 10)
- Democracy (6 to 9) - Autocracy (-10to -6)
- Open Anocracy (1to 5) [ Failed?Occupied I:l Not included




http://www.systemicpeace.org/polity/p
olity4.htm

Authority Trends, 1946-2010: Russia

(and the Soviet Union)

USR




Polity IV

Global Trends in Governance, 1946-2012
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http://www.transparency.org/

TRANSPARENCY
INTERNATIONAL
the ghobyl coltizn apaint comuption

GCORRUPTION
PERGEPTIONS

INDEX 2013

The perceived levels of public sector
corruption in 177 countriea/termitories
around the world.

SCORE
#stopthecorrupt

www.transparency.org/cpi

© 2013 Tenspuency ntarnational All fights resarved
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