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.m:,_wm_.m. of the Hutu ethnic m_\o:n i .ooimwmm 3mm«._<.mo.9ooo Tutsis
u8 _.E.Em.. Hz.,%m immediate’ mmm_.:,_m of the killings Rwanda’s futire looked
fic ._.o:um feared and a_m::m,nma one another. Establishing a m,nmv_m_mo__._m_._._amz»

_m_a? ._ummu;m »:m,mm @_oo:é v_.owUmn? z.a mo,..m_\::,_.m.:ﬁ oﬁn_‘mmamﬁ _um:_

neWho camie to power in 2Q00, has made considerable progress. It has increased.

(e Ot os_.ﬁ? _.mn_pnmavoo_‘_.cu:o:\.nﬁ infant mortality, improved children’s chances of

ducation, lengthened citizens” _m“,.ﬂm.mxwm.nﬂm:.ns and promoted equality for

short, ﬁ:m mo<2:3ma has had cansiderable mcnnmmm ini .ﬁmhokrmr,mmma lities—

. tricted clvil and political liberties and retained power

Srian :,_m.m:m. In the gitise of preventing “divisionism” that might lead to re-

: *mznm the government has stifled criticism of ts policies and intimidated
orients. The government gets ta decide é:mz ocuozm:ﬁm mqm.u_\mn:n_:m

s’ and can ._.m_._.*:m_.: E:m:.ﬁ:& cross the ENN< m_:m between what they are

ted 1o m_mx .m:a what they are not. .

dent _Ammmém\m success in ﬂau_\os:m citizens’ capabilities while Em_:ﬁm_:sm ail-

Spran vlle vaises c:no:.:no_.ﬁmc_m questions for’ m:nto_\ﬁm_\m of democracy. Is Qmaon_\mnw

: *o_\,m__ nocnﬁzmm:m it _uomm_c_m ﬁ:mﬁ in some n:.n%,_mhnminmmh m:n: as those in

: il and politi-

] mn:_,m<m _339.53%3 in ma:nmﬁ_o:.. smm_ﬁ: m:o_ mmsnmqq : ..,..o, are w.o_.:m. kinds

1 isa Qum of ca__:nm_ mﬁ.hma in s._:_n: a single _:Q.Ea:m__ or small
_ﬁ:oﬁ .no.:mﬁ_ﬁﬁ_o:m_ n:mn_G on Em:. use 9n UDEQ a:@ can use ﬁ:m:‘.‘_ooém_. S

. m_..& ﬁ_.__\acm_,_.aoﬁ of recorded
\...maum_,o_.m: kings, and sifltang have mmmcamn the Fight to rule with no »7
fi.their voém_\.?o:,_ ordinary peaple, _.o:_m xﬂ< Em.mcmo_:ﬁm :_o:m..n_._ of \
wm..ﬁo Hqﬁ v_.on_m_:,_mh_ s_.;:oﬁ any int of ::3.:?

Son alone resides:the sovereign power . . . and it is from me-along thatthe
51d their existence and their authority. That . . . authority can only be exer-
‘Hame. . .. For if is to me éxclusively that the legisiative powér belongs. . ..
uzc:n.o&m_. mim:mﬁmm ﬁn_.oz,_ me since H am dﬁ..mct.\ms,_m.ocm.i._m:. ....The

bsolute monarchs like. Louis XV have disappeared, new forms.of authori-
Yie-taken their place. Like their premodern predecessors, modern forms of
S noi_::m 8 8:8338 mﬁmﬁm coém_. _: :ﬁ :m:am of a small m__ﬁm ésmﬁ
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make them authoritarian rather than democratic. First, power is concentrated:
utive branch of government, and within that branch it is nosnmzﬁ_‘mﬁma further
of the chief executive. The legis!ature. lacks powet to ::ﬂ_:m:nm _m_o<m_\33m:ﬁ.uo_ :
judiciary lacks power to assert the _m,z _:Qm_um:am_._ﬁ 9, the mxmo:gm. mmnos.ﬁ_h gove
are not mnnocﬁmc_m to citizens. o_<__ and _uo__rnm_ :mEm are _.mmﬁ_\_nﬁmn_ or denied.
>=§9ﬁm:m: mo,__m_.zsm:ﬁm Em_\m on the %dﬂm:mzm Umgmmﬁ 74 and 2000

ber of authoritarian governments in the world fell %mamﬁ_nm_z during these years. B!
1990s, mmumn_m:< m#m_\ the fail of the Soviet Union, many no_;_nm_ mn_m:ﬂ_mﬁm.cm eV ass support for the party and leader mrnosmm the media. zallies, and
2

was nho credible alternative to am_.:oa_.m@ They 2 assumed it was only a miattet ; &w. Finally, they use terror and violence on a massivescale to intimi-
democracy r‘_caurmn in countries stifl under authoritarian-rule. j.,m transition ,8 el #.destroy not OE%.ﬁm_ﬁnm_.Qw_ﬂonmﬁmﬁ@.ﬁ. entire categories of people
racy a_m:ﬁ take longer in some; nocizmm than in others, c.ﬁ liberal’ amﬂ:on_.mnz woll R segimes do not necessarily achieve their goals, but ﬂw.o% o0 farther in tryin .
tually becorme “the final form 9ﬂ human goveinment.”® . itizens’ private lives than any other type of regime. munmb.%_.mm of Hom.
More recently, however, \%mﬁ ou&_s_m:._ ‘has ebbed: A number of mﬁro:ﬁm:m: 3 gimes include the Soviet Union under the leadership of Joseph St lin
have displayed _Bu_\mmmzm staying pawer. This is mmumn_m_ ly true In the gag_m .mmmﬂ early 1930s until his death in 1954, China-under the lea %EE@ of Mao
single Arab country Is a democracy. Authoritarianism is also prevalent in some part om-the late 1950s until 1976, and Germany under the leadership of
and Asia, sn_:g_zn China, the world’s most uotc_o:m 8::.3 To make: matters WOrS 1933 until 1945. The. only current example is North Korea
ppeared to be on thelr way to %3832 have sHpped back into/an] . Ee itarian regimes differ from totalitarian governments ow.nmnr of

. sion n.u,m.m radically n_mmmwmb.m wnm.mmmﬁomn&% better society, and a
for realizing that vision.. Second, they have a sipgle political party
m,_uw‘ one dominant leader: Third, the state: controls,newspapers;

e be LA

elevision, and -book wcgmrﬁm to- promote its views and stifle alterna-

th, ﬁonmrﬁmnmb regimes make continuous efforts to mobilize enthu-

countries tha

tarlan ruleRussia isthe most significant example.” Democracy. specialist Larry D ints. :Authoritarian regimes use ideologies to justify their rule, buij
. . , b

ot as elaborate or ambitious as those of totalitarian regimes.
, .a..ﬂsnwonﬂmimb regimes have been ruled by one party, they do not|
nobﬁ._..o_ over citizens’ behavior and thoughts or a total transfor-
societies. Authoritarian regimes also sometimes allow limited

acknowledged in 2008: “n g few short years, the n_m:_on_.m:n wave has been slowec
powerful authoritarian :328& and the world has slipped into a nm:._on_\m:n._‘mnmw

Authoritarian leaders are now .on the offe sive. ‘Some of ﬁ:mB "can clajm co!
success in improving their o_\:mm:m\ __<mm. oaacs_me _um_.Q leaders can tak
for one-of the fastest mn0=03_n g 0 Trates 9ﬂ any. noczﬁQ in Emﬁo_.s s_.:_n.: ha
more people out of mEmQ uoﬁ.& n m msolm« time t ﬁ:mz ny country in histor

dlso ajeader in terms ‘of adopting green hnmn:;o_o..u_m Its eaders- mﬁ:wﬁmﬁs. support. They prefer politically apathetic citizens who obey th
to their. mc___c\ to make decisions guickly and 10 maxe vo__Q. for the long run.T . d do not challenge it. Finally, while they use torture io_mnnm%mbm
the UniteT STRIES 2nd other democracies for getting bogged %ﬂﬁm;% argu : er to intimidate opponents and eliminate mﬂn&w& threats to
and for thinking no further into the future than the pext. m—mnco: cycle. _umaon_.m ﬂﬂroiﬁmimb rulers do not use those methods on the massive
charge; are ﬂm_cnﬁmzﬁ 1o n:msmm ineffective m:a o:& ﬁma po n_mm mcuuo_.wmm 3 ent
interest groups in fear of offending them. 0" .
Thischapier _umm_zm by a_mﬁ_smc_m_:_:o cmﬁémms m:.%o_\_wm:m:_ma and _ﬁm m, .
totalitarianism. It then turns to a description of different w_nnm of m:ﬁ_._o_.;m:m:
monarchy, military, one-party, electoral authoritarian, and personal rule. & req
set of rules and procedures for choosing leaders and policies that exists in ac cléctor s
a period of time, and the mo<m:._3m3 that embodies these rules, not individua . _nnmwmww mmﬂw MMMMMMM_BMH_%%@MMMNWMMW.AMENQ _monp_wm OEM_OS
Theshapter next-examines how leaders.of numerous authoritarian regimes hav Lo : moEEmﬂoP and how ﬁrmw mﬁmw in power.13 » Tules, how rulers
to persist in.an age of democratization, focusing-on ‘why there are no Arab dem : .
The chapter ends with a comparison of how different forms of authoritarianism :
moting capabilities. The question of how mc.%o:am:m:_mg fares in comparison to
_.mns in terms 96 increasing n_:Nmzm\ _:nm nsm:nmm s amﬁmimn E_E Chapter 7. :

ere were more ruling monarchies in the world than there were one-
litary regimes. This is surprising, since monarchy is an ancient form

>c._._._o_~m._.>_ﬂ>z >z= ._d.n>_h._.>_ﬂ>z wmmn_smm

Palivieal scientists distinguish between authoritarianism mﬂn_ the ¢

e'not just survived, but-—measured by length of tenure in office—
E) #@.Hﬁoﬂ successful of all authoritarian regimes. In a monarchy, the

——_— s




- F rule and claim Hom_aamn Legitima
on_mm that a regime ri htfully holds and exercisés po

¢
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dﬁmmamﬁiﬂ@am.&t_ﬂ_mr_u .&?ﬁﬂdﬁ#ﬁ%&ﬁmﬁ%&mﬁ.
¢:military leaders need to convince people that they have a right to
ce.18 Leaders often try to assert their. legitimacy. W% promising a quick
mBonHmﬁn rule after they clean up. problems created by the “Civilian

For'exitniple, the leaders of the Niger coup signaled that inten- -
::HMW huwamm_ﬂmmn_ the Hmu?.oBm Council for the Restoration of
. _ , ilitary leaders also try to gain legitimacy b holding. elec-
s are: nwmzmamnm to justify nrmﬁ i elections wrm EEEQ mmmmw_mrnmm a _uo%ﬂn& @mmdw which is mm_wmmh
is the: g::Embamm 0m citizens to.AC i m m%mﬁmm% over competing civilian parties. The most important
En:B_unnﬂm wmed guns, whereas. the opposition does not.”20

Monarchs are not just symbolic heads of state like the Queen of Engla
the King of Sweden, but make major policy and personnel decisions.
them rule Arab countries, including Saudi Arabia, Oman, the Unitec
Emirates, and Jordan. Some; such as Saudi Arabia, have abundant.oil
Others, such as:fordan, do not. All of these monarchies, however, rul
tries in an area of the world of great mﬁ.mﬁmmun interest mo_.. dﬁmmnmg mE..ow
the United States. : i
Contemporary rulin

racies, governments claim legitimacy w% being elected. Since Bommwnrm_.. m E_Emﬁ% Ham:mmm seek legitimacy by claiming to defend the na-
elected, they need other ways of making their rule legitimate. One w: gn threats. In the 1960s and 1970s, military

sia and Latin America mmﬁzg&% invoked the menace 0m commmu-
ecure support from the population. In South Korea, Thailand, and
military regimes pointed to the threat posed by China. Military.
hwﬂn America in the 1970s and the 1980s ﬁo:.ﬁmn_ to the threat

claim legitimacy on the basis of long-standing tradition. In Arab co
they can link their rule to:traditional Islamic practices.-Monarchs ¢
seek legitimacy by presenting themsclves as effective rulers who promo
well-being of their subjects. Huge oil deposits have provided several:
Arab monarchies with the means to do so. These monarchies can use‘o
enues to provide free health: care, n.mnnmcomu mmm roﬁ_mEm for Qﬂmmumu
‘as government jobs. :

Monarchies stay in power not just _u% appealing to ﬁm&ﬂo&m_ Iy
practices or providing citizens with welfare state.benefits, but throug
repression. All of them have large security forces. Their secret police an
ligence agencies are well funded, and have been very effective at disru
movements critical of the monarchy and crushing dissent.

E_..o_ Omm_n_m_m of the ocmﬂom civilian mo<m§EoE and Emn% onrm_.,
unl Wm_w to accept ”rm _mmﬁamn% of a BESQ moéﬁ:ﬁﬁ that

our m_m Z;_EQ governments. noEHo_ such owwosmmﬁm by de-
rial law>which gives them the mﬁroﬂn% to set curfews, ban
d. public assemblies. They also use spies and informants to find
nd arrest them. The military governments of Chile and South
ad spies in the United States to inform on citizens living there
itical of the military. Military governments also ban opposition
and _oE.umr,. msmﬂmﬂaﬁ_ opponents are arrested, imprisoned, and
Jitary regimes in Argentina, Brazil, and Chile _c__mm thousands of
yer informing friends and Hm_wﬁ?mm who they had murdered or
ere buried: The Indonesian military was _..mmwoa_m&m for the
stimated 500,000 wmow_m in the two years following its seizure

E___ﬂm_@. Regimes -
Military regimes were one of the most commen moD.bm of E_m mHoE m_r
World War 1I through the 1980s. During these-decades the military inte:
in politics in nearly two-thirds of the less developed countries of Africa
Latin America, and the Middle East, Nowhere was the entry of the m
into wo_Enm as extensive ds'in Latin America:/In 1960, nine out of ten
tries in Latin America were democracies. A dozen years _mﬂoh ﬂrmﬁ num

fallen to ju
In miilitary regimgs, “a group p of HEEE,.% om_nn_..m man&nm ﬁ%e s;: r

5 Some inil licy.”1¢ Officers take and hold power,
exercises some influence on policy. ) e .and.hold power,
ﬂ_ﬁmmnmumnm to use force. The sudden, violent use of force to overthrow
ernment is known as a n% In a coup d’état armed troops conve;
the office of the civilian president or prime minister, arrest or kill h
seize control of key government ministries. In:some coups, such as the o

- occurred in the West African country of Niger in'2010; only a small num:
troops are involved and few people are injured or killed: In others, suc

coup that overthrew the elected. moﬁHntH of Qﬁ_m in 1973, mmSﬂ.m_
mnond cmmmda mea LI 17

_..mmS._mm do not H&m _u% martial law and coercion alone. .Egm% also
suppozt by crafting. woro_om that benefit bmﬁo&ma groups in
cw cases, these policies- wmbwabms rge Cross section of the popu-
military. regime that ruled South: Kore in_the 19%0s.and-3980s
eform policies that helped poot farmers and educational policies

sons and daughters of workers. In other cases they benefit a
ber- of cronies of the military rulers or narrow constituencies.
ernments in Latin America, such as those in Brazil and Chile, en-
ﬂrmﬁ benefited narrow constituencies. The main beneficiaries of

A, —J-ﬁ. | RS I I S U e 1
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Single-Party Regimes
F mEm_a-ﬁE..Q _.mmmﬂmmu one wmﬂ.w noEHo_m access to mo_:unm_ office a

leaders.”?1 Hb many single-party regimes, no other parties are Hum_..n:
exist. If other parties are allowed, they serve a purely VMBUO_E functi
cannot challenge the rule of the dominant worsmuwgwmnﬂ% 22 .HWn “thré
types of single-party regimes have Gmgﬁo@%:h_m 15CISE, ¢
All three led mass movements, and once 1n power, legitimized their 1
ideologies promising a better ?Snm for their followers. mEm_m parties’
used to construct cither totalitarian or authoritarian regimes. For ¢
Joseph Stalin used his control of the communist party in the Soviet U
construct a totalitaridn regime, but subsequent leaders of the party
talitarian controls to create authoritarian regimes. Communist partiés
16 countries in the 1980s,2> but are now found only in China, North'
Vietnam, Laos, and Cuba. Fascist parties ruled Germany and Italy fi

thrown 5 military coups d’état, but a dozen remained in 2009.2
remainder of the section, we focus on communist and fascist political
because these two types of political parties have had enduring mmmnﬁ .
lives of hundreds of millions of people.

In communist regimes, Mmmmm mwﬁa@@m.

with real power concentrat®
determine public' policy. In ﬂrmcg. these leaders ‘are elected by lower-ra;
party organizations, but in reality such elections are a facade to legitim
ule of the leaders. Communist parties have five main Features. First
avowed goal is to lead workers and peasants iFTEvolution 10 take pow
build communism. Second, they are vanguard parties. Their members fo
] elite group that provides leadershipfor working class and peasant move
Third, there is an elaborate ideology based ‘on Marxism-Leninism. F
communist parties Emr_mmmq eliminate o_uﬁom._nos political parties and
pendent associations in society. Finally, communist parties penetrate
nto society with party branches in _on& ‘governments; factories, mnroo,
rganizations of all kinds. :
O@EEﬁEmH parties have come to power in two ways. First is th
rmn#&ﬂnou vhich “is a rapid, fundamental, and violent domestic change i i
domminant valites and mvthe of a ¢hridte in ite nalitical Snetitntinng
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parties camé to power in:the Soviet Union, China, Cuba, and
OoE.B:BmH Huu_..mnm m_mo moﬁﬁﬁg power by _umwﬂm E_@omon_ on E&mr-

ummon&agu and mncﬁmnncn from internal and external threats.
ist ideology is based on Marxism. According to Karl Marx, all
st on the exploitation of one social class by another: What slave-

thers.: The state and legal system reinforce these relations of ex-
Just as slavery was replaced by feudalism, which, in turn, was
vy capitalism, so will capitalism be-replaced by communism.

s @:&5\. mbm the m_u___aﬂ of m: individuals to m@m_ow their creative
es; Marx. assumed that communist societies will have highly devel-
dustrial economies. They will have no specialization-of labor in
bme persons are privileged because of the kind of work .they do:
asses will disappear and with them so will the state, a tool of the rul-
o dominate other classes, Communist societies will be societies of
e in which the criterion for the production and distribution of
nd services will be *from each according to his ability; to.each:ac-
o his needs.” This vision of communism might be an improbable
to readers today, but it attracted many workers and Eﬂm__nnﬂsm_m in
teenth and twentieth centuries. - :
imunist parties have also appealed to (ationalis o._,nmEBmNm their
ot leaders won support from their populatioin by leading the country
.over-Nazi Germany in World War II, and by transforming it into on
o “super powers” .of the Cold War period. Soviet citizens took pride
¢ountry’s rise to the status of a4 world power. China’s leaders have
won support for transforming China from an impoverished country
‘to a major economic.and military power today. The 2008. Summ
8 in: wﬁ:wmu which showcased China’s mnrﬁqmﬁnnﬁmu was a source of

y; communist partieg” #Claim legitimacy®pn the basis of Q&Q&Em their
from foreign attack afid preventing domestic instability. Communist
allegations that theit countries were threatened by foreign attack were
o citizens. Soviet leaders could point t6 U.S. troops in Europe and
miissiles armed with nuclear warheads targeted at Soviet cities, and China
‘¢ similar:assertions about U.S. intentions today. In addition, both the
ad Chinese communist parties claimed that their tight control over so-
necessary to prevent political instability and turmoil.

pRAb ; .
iére the velvet glove Ta1ls, communist parties can relv on the iron fist.

——



14b | CHAPTER & Authoritarianism Types of Authoritarian Regimes | 147

gile: %Eonnmn% In uwww Adolf Hitler became Chancellor of Germany
eded to create: the Third Reich on the ashes of the beleaguered
Republic. Fascism was on the move elsewhere in Central Europe as
ccumbed to the fascists a year after Germany and powerful mmmn_mﬁ
its contended for power in Romania and Hungary.

st political parties were organized differently from communist
parties. While communist parties retain the facade of elected leaders
esponsible to party members, fascist parties are distinguished by
ied .centralization with overall command exercised by an individual
ure.” This leader was called der fubrer in Germany and il Duce in
st-parties copied the hierarchical structure of military organization
ith military-style uniforms and salutes,28

st parties usd ideology,yhe facade of democracy, and charismatic
ain legitimacy. Idéologically, they presented themselves as anticom-
ss movements drawing support from all social classes. Their popular
as rooted in ultranationalism. Instead of QBEEENEW class struggle
Emﬂ parties do, TASEISEEMphasized the importance of a cohesive,
»-nation. The harmony of the nation allegedly permitted them to
ithe kinds of social conflicts that afflicted other societies such as the
between. labor and capital 2’ On the other hand, fascist political par-
wi clear boundaries. between those who were part of the nation and
ho were not. Ethnic, religious, and cultural minorities threatened the
the nation and were defined as “others.” The most destructive out-
uch policies was the Nazi regime’s murder of six million Jews.

opponents. Mao Zedong gave a classic mmmnﬂwﬂom _:mﬂ@:ﬁ Em smm‘"o.
force when he wrote,

A revolution is not a Q:EE. wmmda or SEHEm an nmmmﬁ or vaﬁEm m, pictuc
doing embroidery; it cannot be so H&Emn_ and so leisurely and mgnﬁ 50 1€
ate, deu.oosﬁmo:mu restrained mbn_ magnanimous. A revolution Hm.mh insy
tion, an act of violence in which one nhmmm oﬁﬂmho%m another.?6

Communist party repression has been used to destroy En,nnonoé
political power of entire social classes, such as capitalists in cities a
landholders in the countryside. Their assets and land were seized,
were killed, and millions of others were sent to prison or.to labor:
After communist parties were firmly in power, they continued to us
rity forces to control societies through the use 0m ngﬁzmbnﬁ infor
and arrests. : .

State ownershi om the economy Eoﬂn& mso%mn means of nonﬁ.o_
worker Worked in a state-owned factory.. Workers® housing and healt
and their children’s schooling were tied to the firm where they -w
Similarly, rural citizens’ lives were controlled by forcing them to live on.
organized cooperative or collective farms-and placing tight restrictions os
ability to move from one part of the country to another. :

Arnother means of control has been: state-sponsored organizations mo_,. ,
ers, youth, women, and intellectuals. These organizations were controlled: by:
communist party rather than by leaders selected by their members.

Finally, communist parties have enacted social and economic

et AT TR D e =T .o . . .
benefit_particular social classes and groups in. society in ord political parties in Germany and Italy also claimed the mantle of
0 maintain thell.SHpport. In the imtal “docades OF Commmrmarr— y.to-shore up their legitimacy. Citizens were stripped of civil and
* workers benefited from guaranteed jobs in state-owned firms, state-pro: rights, and free elections were-ended, but the Nazi Party in OQ..EEQ

to represent the will of the people in a “German democracy.”

ni described Italy as an “authoritative,” “organized,” and “central-
mocracy representing the will -of the Iralian people.?? In both cases,
fs ?.omobmon_ their version of QmBOnnmn% as m%bn to that 0m parlia-

housing, and state-sponsored. health care. The jobs paid low. wages
quarters were cramped, and the quality .of health care was. often low.
other hand, % never lost their jobs, they had roofs gyer their heads
low-quality health care was better than none at all. Feasant} received:
benefits in the form of education and health care, but comfmunist parties

all o Jpeaple évo‘%nnmx@maﬂ;owjﬁwwajm%m@ 2. nation, unlike
have reversed some of these policies and begun to pursue policies.that b v other democracies who Hmmnnmmsﬂnm Hrm narrow Eﬁmunmﬂm of partic-

psinsociety. = - B : :
ly; fascist parties relied rnmﬁF on gharismaticleaders for legitimacy.
s of Adolf Hitler and, to a lesser eXtent, Benito Mussolini, saw them
tdinary, superhuman beings with abilities far beyond those of ordi-
ans. They inspired fanatical support that was cultivated through
es of tens of thousands of people, featuring martial music, and elab-
cantry. They embodied the promise of an integratéd, organic nation
“single, cohesive will.”3* The state was the institutionalized expres-
1e-unified nation, and within the state, the unity of the nation was
in the anfharity of the snnreme leader

they did from the 1950s through the 1970s. China has n_.om.mn_ hundré
state enterprises, throwing:tens of thousands of people-out of work. 1
high-ranking communist party officials and their children are among the

for party officials to demand payoffs and bribes. As David Remnick write
Lenin’s Tomb: The Last Days of the Soviet Empire, “the communist party
paratus of the Soviet Union “was the most gigantic mafia the world ha
known.”?” Cortuption is also pervasive in China, where party official

their nawrer tna pnrich themealvece
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their populations. The Nazi party used paramilitary thugs to intimida
electoral opponents. Mussolini became the leader of Italy in:1922 by
the Fascist militia march en-Rome and intimidate the king into naming:h
the prime minister. Once in office, fascist parties use security forces to te)
citizens and strip them of rights and due process of law, “There are no ei
in the Fascist state,” one observer commented, “there are only subje
Citizens had no way to select or remove their leaders, who ruled-
charisma and intimidation. Fascist parties in Germany and Italy made
sive use of informants to report citizens who did not support party po!
Finally, the fascist state commandeered autonomeus civic organizations
as labor unions and social clubs; in an effort to ereate and express the o
community. An independent public mwwﬁo outside the state was suppress
Mussolini proclaimed, “Everything in the State, nothing against the
nothing outside the State.”33 The:boundary: vmﬁemg the public and
spheres nocmwmmm “The only private individual” under mmmnﬂm:uw;m
quipped, “was someone asleep.”>* . :

Fascist regimes permitted business: owners. to retain their ?..ouom
they also reserved the right to control how that property was used. Pt
interests were E..oﬁmnﬂmm but subordinated to the national interést. While d
ences between labor and capital were supposed to be subordinated.t
interests of the nation as a whole, the interests of capitalists _wnmqm:mn_ oV
interests of labor.

The fascist regimes- in Oﬁ_ﬂmﬁ% and HB:N gmmm with.crushing defe
1945, and their leaders met igneminious ends. Hitler committed suicide
bunker. Mussolini was killed by Italian guerilla fighters who hung his bod
side down from a meat hook in Milan and left it to be ridiculed and abus
passersby. The failure of these regimes was so complete that no n:h.mmﬂmc,,
itarian regime is mﬁmnm on fascist principles.

n:parties havé even managed. to win. the presidency, transforming
al authoritarian system into a democracy. 37 In most of these
owever, winning leadership position requires being a member of
arty or faction, and opposition anmnm have little chance of gain-
Hu_..oEEmbﬁ examples of m:nr Hom_Emm include Russia, mem%ﬂmu
38 . :
‘al mﬁroﬂmmn_ms regimes. arc not unique:in ro_n_Em elections. moEm
es, many military regimes, and one-party regimes have also done so.
es.make electoral authoritarian regimes distinctive from the other
thoritarian regimes. One is that multiparty elections determine who
werful leadership positions in the country. In monarchies and commu-
fegimes, voters never get-tovote for or against the monarch or
the communist party. Second, elections can be meaningful in electoral
rian regimes, While it is highly uhusual for leaders of these Hnm_Bmm to
as.a result of elections, it does happen.
ing regularly scheduled multiparty elections is the main way that
suthoritarian regimes seek legitimacy. Some of them, such as the ones
siz'and Russia, have also relied on economic growth and raising citi-
ard of living as means of gaining legitimacy: Rising incomes in those
/¢ enabled urban middle ¢lass citizens to wear trendy clothes, rent
rments, and drive luxury cars. Leaders.can even add restoring
nride to their list of accomplishments: The current leaders of Russia
mOn Ho_bm_nmﬁmm Russia as a world power following the collapse of

voESEmE Hnmﬂbmm in. Asia and the Arab world pursue
ar ecoriomic and social policies. They have implemented market-
onomic reforms, privatizing firms and ﬁmna_ﬁswm more foreign
but the state still plays a considerable role in the economy.
5&8& policies have both economic and political goals. They are
‘promote faster economic growth mum win the support of business-
benefit from such growth. 39

rs of these regimes use coercion to control groups in mon_mg but
se of open violence and terror than HEEE..% and one-party regimes.
cés intimidate mo:ﬂnm_ opponents and atrest citizens who cross the
‘ling between what is worﬂnm:% permissible and what is not.
ly laws in ways ‘that allow the regime to shut down human H._mrﬁm
‘labor unions. Election commissions manipulate, voting results in
riiling elite.*® The commissiops decide which opposition candi-
wed to run for office, control access to media needed to publicize
n @mnﬁmm policies, and alter vote counts to ensure the victory of the

Electoral >=§o:ﬂm:m= Regimes

In the 1980s and 1990s, large numbers of authoritarian HmmmEnm were
away by the wave of democratization sweeping across Latin America,
and Asia. The remaining authoritarian rulers learned to adjust to pressur
democratization coming from the United States, Western Europe, and
their own societies, The main form this change took was for leaders. of di
nant ruling parties to make opposition parties legal -and permit regular

tions, These regimes “institute the principle.of popular consent, even a
subvert it in practice.”35 They are now the most common form of author
ian rule in the world.3¢ .

Electoral m_..:_uon:mn_mﬁ. wmm_Enm hold’ _..nmEB.:N wnr&:ﬁm &mnﬂozm fo

e e e L T g o
e e s

chiéf-executives-and members of national parliaments; and allow mul
political parties to vie for power. The elections are not free and fair, and el
tion rules are tilted stronely in favor of the ruling political party. Oppositié

uneven playing field creates dilemmas for leaders of ow@owﬁon parties.
they are competing in a rigged game. If they choose to @mnﬁnﬁmﬂn
i the risk of legitimizing the niles of the game. If the ruling party wins elec-
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and has wide support. Repeated losses by large margins can demoralize feades
opposition -parties and convince them that it is useless. to challenge the 1¢j
Such Gsses also demoralize citizens who voted for the opposition partie
cause them to drop out of pelitics. If this happens, the regime wins by defaul

- Allowing multiple political parties to compete for offices also create
dilemmas for ruling elites. It means the regime must give up any pretend
that there is a generally agreed upon common good that the ruling elite
bodies, and concedes that there are cleavages in society.*? Regime lea
have to decide which particular means of manipulating the election
will use and to what degree. Which opposition candidates will they allo
disallow? What restraints will they place on'candidates’ abilities to hav
lies and move about the countty? There is'the risk that even with all ofit
restraints an opposition candidate- for the ‘chief executive will prove
popular than anticipated.*> Then they face the question of how to ma
late vote totals without sparking public cutrage and mass demonstrati
The Iranian presidential clection of 2009 provides an example of ht
ruling elite can misgauge an opposition candidate’s popularity. Whe:
opposition candidate did unexpectedly well, the Iranian leadership cl
rigged the vote totals so their candidate, Mahmoud  Ahmadinejad,’
presidency by an implausible margin. The announcement of Ahmadineje
victory ignited massive street demonstrations by supporters of the: I
candidate, and growing divisions and struggles within the regime itself

$ o.m ..E@bmnnrﬁmu. .BEE&& single-party, and ruling parties in electoral
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. This requires effective bureaucracies®. Leaders of democracies can
tronger infrastructural power than personal rulers. For example,
e Costa Rica has much stronger infrastructural power than authori-
ad: As we saw earlier; Costa Ricathas an extremely effective health

ot

power in their own hands and loosen organizational restraints on wha
can do. When they accumulate so much power that they can.impose: th
cisions without significant constraints from other leading member
regime, the result is personal rule. Tt can emerge from any of the four
types discussed previously.** Personal rulers gain control-over person
well as policy decisions and tend to stay in power for life. They “range f
cious psychopaths to benevolent populists.”#3 : RN
Personal rile usually emerges from power struggles in a ruling po
party or military regime after it has seized control of the state. Joseph
came to power in the Soviet Union through such a struggle; as d
Zedong in China. In both cases, Stalin and Mao continued to have the
of the communist party, but were able to make decisions witheut:
accountable to it.*6 The best current example of personal ruleis Nort
where the leader controls the Korean Workers® Party rather |
controlled by it. B : I
Personal rulers'can come to power in countries with strong state 11
tions as well as weak ones. In the Soviet Union and China, dictator
manded relatively strong states that were capable of enforcing
throughout the territory they claimed to control. This has also been t
with Mahathir Mohamad oﬁg%mw%wmuwéro transformed “a semidemio
ong-party regime into somethiitg more closely resembling personalized
itarian rule” during the 1990s:47 But most cases-of personal rule.occus
poor countries with weak political and economic institutions. The polit
entist Barbara Geddes. lists 22 countries governed by personal rule in
Twelve of them were in sub-Sahatran Africa where weak institutions p
Weak party and state institutions also shape the ways in which p
rulers hold on to power. These countries do. not have strong and capa

ety system in rural aréas-for-expectant mothers and their néwborns.
st;:a 2004 study in Chad that tracked what happened to government
érided for rural health clinics found that “only 1 percent of it
e clinics.”5? The rést was siphoned off by corrupt officials. The con-
.that in Costa Rica only 9 infants die in their first year of life, com-

services that rulers can depend on to implement policies, d

strong Institutional protection from attempts to: overthrow them.

cumstanices, personal dictators seek loyalty by uvsing patronage to fill
the military, police, and civilian bureaucracy with members of their e
family, or people from their region, religious group, or ethnic group. In.
for their loyalty, these officials are given the opportunity to enrich the
through corruption. Recent examples of personal rule in Africa inclu
Seko Mobutu, the onetime dictator of Zaire (now renamed the Dem:
Republic of the Congo) and the curtent president ¢f Chad; Idris Dex
took power in 1990. o o . v
 Personal rulers sometimes appear to have overwhelming power, bu
appearance can be Ewm_mm;&,mww,.ﬁw&%i@ have strong despotic power, but
structural power is weak. Despotie power is power to make decisions w
having to follow organiZatioiial procedures or consult with groups in 50
Personal rulers can decide to remove officials from office, intimidate
ists, and have opponents arrested. Despotic rulers use their security £
ahdvirt foriars and mrrder nanonente Bt most of these rulers hav

i
H
f
i
|
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inally, leaders can reach beyond their borders to seek support from
tul countries. During the Cold War' personal rulers made efforts to
pport from either the United States ot-the Soviet Union. Both super-
supported a number of repressive regimes. The United States gave
stantial economic aid to the Mobutu regime in Zaire, in part to keep the
y.out of Soviet hands and in part to ensure access to its valuable min-
iealth. Mobutu used this aid to enrich himself and his supporters and
maintain the patronage network he used to keep-éontrol of the state

5

ociety.

*LAINING AUTHORITARIAN PERSISTENCE

ate twentieth century was particularly auspicious for democracy. Between
nd 1995; the number of democracies rose from 40 to 117. Yet many
farian regimes survived—-some types more than othérs. The number
raty and one-party regimes declined dramatically, but the number of
rchies remained largely unchanged, while the number of electoral au-
drian regimes increased. Not only did the democratic wave remove some
of authoritarianism more than others, but its geographic reach was
‘as well. Democracy swept away numerous authoritarian regimes in
1erica, Affica, and Asia. In contrast, the Middle East remained a solid
uthoritarian resistance. Israel was the only liberal democracy in the

11011974, and this remained the case in 2010.
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The persistence of authoritarianism in the Arab world remains a p
an “age of democracy.”51 Some scholars attribute the failure of demd
to tak t in the Middle East to Islam. The political scientist:S:
J\l P. Huntingtor)maintains that authoritarianism.in the Arab world-*]
]

_ﬁ

es include a willingness to challenge political elites; and support for
peech and freedom in choice of lifestyles. Surveys find lower levels
m for these values in predominantly Muslim countries than in
id North America. Over half of the citizens surveyed in five Arab
favor “men of religion” having influence “over government deci-
d-in another set of countries half of the Hmmwonn_nbﬁm believed EEEn
v should be the law of the land.>”

mmary, the evidence concerning whether Islamic values are com-
ith: democracy is inconclusive. There is a problem, however, with
y Arab countries to test the hypothesis. To test the hypothesis ade-
e'need to examine alf predominantly Muslim countries, not just
rab ones.’® It happens that eight countries in which Muslims h
va majority ‘of the population are electoral democracies that use |
d: fair elections to determine who rules.”?? One of them ‘wmﬂ
;ithe fourth most populous country in the world and by far the N
julous Muslim' country. Indonesia was ruled by a military regime
until 1998. After the military regime collapsed, the first demo-
elected president was Abdurrahman Wahid, the leader of the
argest Islamic organization. Wahid was a prankster and joker
Western classical music. He once teased a friend by suggesting
ians must be closer to God than Muslims because Christians only
isper for God to hear them, while Muslims have to shout from
kers. Wahid supported the right of people of all religions to
they chose. Indonesia, and the other seven Muslim majority
hat have free and fair elections, are mSn_mnnm that Islam is not an
obstacle to democracy.

is: leaves the question of why so many Muslim countries in the
are autocratic. One possible explanation has to do with low levels
.and social development. A strongly supported generalization
I sciences is that the higher the level of a country’s economic
nt, the higher the chance that it will be a democracy. That explana-
Snot-persuasive in %_m case. While Yemen is a low-income country, Iran,
jgrdan, .and Syria are lower-middle-income- countries, and Bahrain,
@atar, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates are wealthy coun-
09 Qatar enjoyed the second highest GDP per capita in the world
t the seventh highest.6¢

rnative explanation for the persistence of authoritarian rule in
s has to do with state dependence on oil revenues. Eleven of the
:countries derive the bulk of thei
valuable natural resource that produces high incomes, or
states that own rights to the oil. States that benefit from abnor-
rofits from such natural resources are called \%
ts: use oil rents to buy support by providing extetisive public
ree inmbere of savernment 1ohs without havine to tax their

ey
source at Ieast in part to the inhospitable nature of Islamic culture and

| __to Western liberal concepts. 32 Those who agree with Huntington believ
%Eonwmn% requires z willingness to challenge political authority ‘ar
) Huu, acceptance o fﬁnm__mﬂgnm ideas, equality of rights,.a
{ v ferent lifestyles. They argue Istam rejects these .E_smm. Democracy also.re
vesting authority in secular government rather than religious aut
whereas Islam supposedly regards God as “the sole source of political au
ity and from whose . divine law must come all: nmmﬁ_msosm governir
community of believers.”?3 .
ﬂ.\\. Others scholars reject the assertion that Islam is incompatible sﬁr.a
jracy. They point out that there is no mEmHm interpretation of Islam t
mnnmwﬁ& by all Muslims, as the previous authors imply. Citizens livinig i
i dominantly Muslim countries. differ greatly in their attitudes toward p
| authority, rightsfer, women, mbn_ mnmmwammnm of m&mnmbnimmnmﬁ_om. This
case even irIran,the only country in the world where Hmmmnzn clerics ¢
the state. N
Until recently, the debate about whether Islam is ooawmﬁ__u_m with d
racy was based on a selective reading of Islamic texts and on impress
views of what citizens in predominantly Muslim countries believe.
research based on carefully conducted interviews allows us to correct a
ber of misconceptions. One of the main findings of this research i
Muslim _.ucﬁuhmncum can strongly support democracy. World Valu
in 19951996 and in 2000-2002 17 31X Arab countries asked’ interv;
whether they agreed with the statement, aUnBonnw may have pro
but it’s better than any other form of government.” A higher petcent
respondents in Arab countries expressed agreement than.did th
European countries.” A Pew Foundation survey of Muslim populati
2003 likewise found that large majorities supported Western-style d
racy.?® These findings contradict assertions. &»mﬂ Islamic: @:_urnm are hos
democracy.
At the same time, the surveys &mooﬁwnnn_ ozpnﬁ less nmnosnwm_wm ¥
High levels of popular support for &Eﬂonnmn% are not a good Hunmnrn
whether a country will _umnoBm mb& remain a democracy. People living i
tries with- authotitarian regim
\\/ W demgecracy. but not ES ;\\.
s\mﬁ economic wealth o
similar prosperity to their country. Others:i imagine. mﬂmﬁ ina mnBoQ..mn%. p
like themselves will have more influence over government policies, but d
@E@ the idea of people with different values Wmﬁum more Ebumbnn. It uirns
that a beiter predictor of whether a country wi

U
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Jeaders can reach beyond their borders to seek support from
During the Cold War personal rulers made efforts to
‘win support from either the United States or the Soviet Union. Both super-
owers supported a number of repressive regimes. The United States gave
substantial economic aid to the Mobutu regime in Zaire, in part to keep the
untry-out of Soviet hands and in part to ensure access to its valuable min-
4] wealth, Mobutu used this aid to enrich himself and his supporters and
jelp maintain the patronage network he used to keep control of the state

ind society.

Finally,
powerful countries.

XPLAINING AUTHORITARIAN PERSISTENCE

le late twentieth century was particularly auspicious for democracy. Between
74 and 1995, the niimber of democracies rose from 40 to 117. Yet many
thoritasian regimes survived—some types more than others. The number
military and one-party regimes declined dramatically, but the number of
wionarchies remained largely unchanged, while the number of electoral au-
britarian regimes increased. Not only did the democratic wave remove some
srms of authoritarianism more than others, but its geographic réach was
éven as well. Democracy swept away numerous authoritarian regimes in
tini America, Africa, and Asia. In contrast, the Middle East remained a solid
oek of anthoritarian resistance. Israel was the only liberal democracy in the
gion in1974, and this remained the case in 2010.

.
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_uwba of the Rio Onmnmn River. The two cities are so close to
her: that the Mayor of Fl Paso can actually see downtown Juarez
window. But the quality of life for residents of the two cities
ore different: In 2008, El Paso was ranked as the third safest
ooo in the United States, with only 16 homicides, while over
were murdered in Juarez that same year. The infant mortality
aber of newborns who die before their first birthday—in El Paso
00,000 births. In comparison, the infant mortality rate was five
4cross the river in Juarez, and while 63 percent of El Paso residents
igh 'school, only 10 percent did so in Juarez.

Hﬁo Grande divides Mexico from the United States, the Moie
5 the border between Thailand and Myanmar. And like the Rio
Moie River is so narrow in some places that people can actually
ut if they were to do so, they would find conditions of life to
mnnabn from one shore to the other. In Thailand, most people have
receive good bealth care, and can afford modern amenities.
pping malls, and traffic jams, and citizens have intermittently en-
ical freedom. In Myanmar, however, many people suffer from mal-

Jth care is primitive, and poverty is widespread. The shelves in
jare, mmoEm use bicycles as their main form of ﬁ.mnmwoﬁmﬂoaﬂ and a
tary.government deprives people of basic human rights.!
two rivers is at the heart of our book The Good Society,
eme is: Why are some countries more successful than others at
itions that promote their citizens’ well-being? Why do people in
the United States live so much better than those who live just
,&nm in gmeﬁmH and Mexico, respectively? How can a river
e as.an ocean in terms of the quality of life for those who live on
 These questions give unity to a wide range of topics in com-
veip QOm by asking how political institutions in different countries
@smrﬁ% of life. Students are iriterested in comparative politics—and -
so—because of what it might teach them about how different
institutions affect people’s lives. It is our experience that few students
aumﬁomﬁnﬂom to Ooﬁ%mnﬁ_ﬁ wo_ﬁnmu are intrinsically curious

ire. om comparative politics. But they are curious why some coun-
o_u than others of providing for their Qﬁmnﬁm. mﬁummsﬁm want

3, piA8.
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. .

for major executive offices and for national legislatures, and in some extrem, es'with strong party and state institutions will be able to remain in wo_.%wu :
unusual cases have even stepped down from power after losing electio sieseeable future. But without strong party m..sm state institutions, these.
Nevertheless, they remain authoritarian regimes whose leaders intend to m . re vulnerable. This is especially true of rentier states that use revenues

valuable natural resources sales to stay in power by buying oﬁ.m Support..
regime, and receives a Polity IV rating of only - 3. Its presidential and par ng.resource prices could threaten their stability. In summary, while m:%o.ﬁ.-z
mentary elections are tightly controlled to eliminate any real opposition fr regimes proved more resilient than many political scientists _u.\m&_nﬁon_ 1
gaining power. Russia is another example of an clectoral authoritarian regimj 0s, many of them may be more vulnerable than they appear.

but has a higher Polity IV rating of 5. : _ .

‘CONCLUSION fEXERCISES

The resilience of anthoritarian regimes has forced political scientists to reass what you learned in this chapter on MyPoliSciKit {www.mypoliscikit.com).
their assumption of the 1990s that in the post-Cold War era authorita: i :

regimes were relics that would be -replaced by democracies. In the. ‘ASSESSMENT ! VIDEQ CASE STUDIES

= Analyze recent world affairs by .-
watching streaming video from’
major news providers, ,

10 years, political scientists have devoted considerable attention to explai;
why they havé survived.”® Their findings lead to four conclusio

Review this chapter using
learning objectives, chapter
summaries, practice tests, and
_more.

pletely discredited. Communist regimes have either collapsed as in the cas
the Soviet Union, or been forced to make substantial changes. They h
moved away from economic models based on state ownership and cen
planning and toward a significant role for markets. They have also given t
citizens greater freedom to decide where to live, what to buy, and what
lieve. Leaders of nearly all authoritarian regimes, excepting North Korea
Cuba, assume that the only effective economic system is one that relies exte
sively on markets. :

Compare political ideas,
behaviors, institutions, and

y COMPARATIVE EXERCISES

FLASHCARDS
Tearn the key terms in this 23 1
‘chapter; you can test yourself policies worldwide.

‘by term or definition.

TCAL THINKING QUESTIONS
hy are rulers of authoritarian regimes more hopeful about their prospects today
unrmw were in the 1990s? . . . o L
practiced, nor indeed universally accepted, in the general climate of wo authoritarian rule justified if a leader can achieve improvements in citizens’ ca-
; ilities, as President Paul Kagame has done in Rwanda? . .
w do communist and fascist regimes differ, and why have communist regimes

' more enduring?

Third, there are no ideologies comparable to Marxism that have appe . . :
’ 8 P kP Why. do electoral authoritarian regimes present dilemmas for both rulers and .

for large numbers of people in different parts of the world. Fundamentalis
forms of Tslam might gain some traction in.a few countries outside the Midd}
East, but even if regimes based on fundamentalist Islam can be established
remains to be seen how effective and enduring such regimes can be, Iran,sth
only country governed by Islamic clerics, is badly divided between support

pposition?
s'one form of authoritarianism better than another?

Y TERMS

of the Iranian theocracy and supporters of a more secular regime. The country

has lacked political stability for several years. . L I . 52
Finally, while electoral mﬁ_pon.ﬁmnmwmmﬁ is the most prevalent kind of au ' horitarianism H.mw Mnm.ﬂ.uﬂﬂﬂ _.Muha%mm HMM ! WMMMMMM MMWQH 152

thoritarianism, it does not ensure authoritarian persistence. The political scien wnmﬁan ; EoE 140 . Wmé__.&on wu 44 Infrastructural .

tist Andreas Schedler suggests that electoral authoritarianism represents the lag ,MMMMMWHEEH Marxism 145 . power 152

and weakening “line of authoritarian defense in-a long history of struggle th ﬁnmwmamnw 142 Fascist party 146 Rentier states 157

has been unfolding since the invention or modern representative institutions™’: Military regime 142 Charismatic leader 147

As the 2009 presidential elections in Iran demonstrated, elections have the po: CFoun détar 142 “Flectnral antharirarian
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lectoral authoritarian regimes tend to have either very low or very r._m.r. .
- rates. Several, including Egypt, Malaysia, mmummmonnwmmn_ %:.u_m_m :
micide rates below 2 per 100,000. Others, including gomm.E_uEzmu.
.wnu.mimu and Zambia, have rates over 20 per 100,000, _u_m.nEm Enﬂ.,
ountries with the highest homicide rates in the world. No single vari-.
ns:to explain the differences. For example, mimmbonu has a very high
per capita and a very low homicide rate, but Egypt’s rate is almost -
‘to that of Singapore, and Egypt is a much poorer country.

The literacy record of ‘military regimes tracks their record with inf
mortality. South Korea had a relatively high literacy rate at the beginnin
military rule and the rate was even higher by the time the military step
down from power. Brazil and Chile also raised literacy rates, but with big’
ferences among income groups. The African military regimes lag well be
as they did with infant mortality. When the military stepped down from po
in Nigeria in the late 1990s, literacy rates were only 55 percent. .

the world. Other communist regimes do not have such stellar records acy . . . N
China and Vietnam have mﬁmnmo%mnmﬁmm over 90 percent. Laos lags behind, onarchies were the winners in having ﬁ.rn _oﬁmmﬂ average r.oE_MMM .
. . y'are losers in democracy ratings. The most authoritarian rating usec
IV is — 10 and both Qatar and Saudi Arabia receive a - 10. Komﬁ ‘
onarchies do little better, with. the exception of .ﬁo.nmmnu ér_nr. Teceives. .
e average for nine contemporary monarchies is - ﬂN This makes -
“most authoritarian regime type, even more mcﬁronnmﬁmn than com-
ingle-party regimes. They rule without constitutional checks on their .
1id citizens do not have recourse to independent courts of law or con-
al guarantees to free and fair n_ooao.mm to owum:.umo leaders. Hn_man_nno.:w
In this category of capabilities, monarchies are the clear winners. Even Bhug of the Arab Eomm_.nr_mm.|.mmn& >Hm§m.E.umnﬂo&mnl;mgmwn y _.mwm Enm |
) 11’5 freedom to make decisions about their lives. Women are not allowe:

e cars in Saudi Arabia, and the sexes are strictly mm.ﬁmnmﬁnm in mc_urn s
Women are not so restricted in other Arab Eonmnn_.:m.m. In Kuwait, for
;- women can drive cars and serve as HmE_unHm of @mnrmﬂmuﬂ.

it military regimes are less authoritarian &m: Eowmnn.rwmm. Four cur-.".
tary regimes average a — 4 in Polity IV rankings, but this average hides .,
e5.68 At the most repressive extreme is Myanmar EE,.E& in monaﬁmmn.
ith a ranking of — 8—where the military has been in power since Hmmm_, :
ruthlessly beaten down resistance to its rule. The authors of apw Hyo.r&\...
ntry Report on Myanmar for 2008 point out, aﬂ._.m_..m are few .Em_uE.-,_
constraints on the executive, particularly as the unicameral Hmm_m._ﬂ:mn,.
yer convened.”? Algeria practices a less mcnroiﬁmimb. form of military
iid has a Polity IV ranking of 2. It allowed mmaq.mmmm candidates to compete
fidpresidency in 2004, but real power remains in the hands of the military -
ithan in the hands of voters. . -
‘ommunist one-party regimes all receive a — 7 ._,.m:w_:m mnoE. Polity IV. -
re among the most authoritarian types cm. regimes along éﬁw monar-
s, and like monarchies rule withont constitutional checks on their power..
ir-citizens do not have recourse to independent courts of _mé. or constitu- -
nial’ guarantees to free and fair elections to .nrmbmo. leaders. China has initi- -
d some limited experiments with democratic elections at the local .ano_ but
16 intention of extending them to the national level, or allowing chal-
ges to the communist party’s hold on power. e
< Finally, electoral authoritarian regimes are the most democratic of the

almvr allmrer mmimemnsieiarn Alanelinemn.

Electoral authoritarian regimes vary greatly in literacy as they did in inf:
mortality. Very poor ones tend to have very low literacy rates, suc
Mozambique’s 54 percent, while wealthier ones such as Malaysia have liter
rates above 90 percent.

than the United States. Most of the Middle Eastern monarchies have homi
rates matching those of advanced European democracies. The average ho
cide rate for the nine monarchies for which such data are available is.
1.7 per 100,000.56 .
Military regimes have some of the lowest and highest homicide rate:
any type of authoritarian regime. Some, such as Syria, have homicide rates’
low as many advanced democracies, while others such as Rwanda, h
among the highest homicide rates in the world. Homicide rates are a mislea
ing indicator of safety in many military regimes. Military regimes threa
beat, and jail suspected opponents, and some kill thousands of people as thi
take power and consolidate their control. Military rulers in Brazil and C
killed thousands of suspected opponents, while the Indonesian military kill
hundreds of thousands in the 1960s. .
Communist party regimes generally have low homicide rates, although »
lack data for homicide rates in North Korea. Of today’s other four communis
party regimes, only Cuba has a higher homicide rate than the United Stat
and this is by the slim margin of 6 per 100,000 compared with 5.9 in the
United States. As with the case in military regimes, homicide rates can be
misleading indicator of safety. These regimes also use intimidation, mass ca
paigns against class enemies, and prison sentences to punish their enemies: or
suspected enemies. They also killed many more people while taking power and
consolidating it than have military regimes. The highly respected Ching
scholar Andrew Nathan puts the human cost of communism in China in the
tens of millions.”
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the Arab monarchies have all succeeded in lowering infant mortal- :
military regimes vary dramatically in their _98_. of success. South’
d:one of the most successful military regimes in the SOHE. from
he late 1980s. During these years the regime sharply reduced Emma,.....
-rates, from nearly 100 to just 8 infants per 1,000. Qther EEEJM
rere not as-successful as South Korea, __wﬁ nw<mh_nwﬁ_mm.m Hoﬁwmnwa E._
tality rates significantly. These include the military regimes in Brazil
nﬁm_Wwwm Chile Amumuwlpw%wmr and Indonesia (1965-1998). All three .

used to stifle dissent. At first glance this appears to be of great benef
citizens, but the cost of not having to pay taxes is a lack of goverr
accountability. In Samuel P, Huntington’s words, ““No taxation withou
resentation’ was a political demand; ‘rio representation without taxation’
political reality.”®! States that get their revenues from taxes have to
responsive to citizens who want a voice in how their money is spent
rentier phenomenon may explain why authoritarian regimes. in the Mj
East, with oil and gas reserves, such as Saud; Arabia, stay in power. How : . . to
this is not the whole answer, since autocratic governments persist in: trieshad high infant Eonmraw. rates when military _.mm_ﬂum%owmaﬂ._ e
countries like Jordan, which lacks such resources, . . n:1970 Brazil’s infant Bonmrsm rate was nearly 100 per rm Y » Wi m
The final explanation for the persistence of authoritarianism. i s was even higher. Indonesia still had a relatively _M Hwﬂm Y
. ;000 when the military was ,mop.nnm.o_.:.. of office in 1998. T n@O& ilean-
upgrade authoritarianism” to keep pace with changing economies an regime reduced the infant mortality rate to H.w. per ﬁro.smmn. mE.Em ;
eties.®2 There is no single formula that fits all of the countries, but the & truled. In contrast to the successes of the military Hmwm_amm :m mo..ﬂ_:m
of upgrading authoritarianism has been to combine looser political co d:Latin America, military regimes in sub-Saharan A rica nave E.M. :
with selective repression. Leaders allow controlled elections that hav ote'sustained economic development or Bmmmznmﬂw Hmp Mo ve oMrM
toral rules designed to ensure regime victories. They split their oppositio being. The military governments n_”_m.ﬁ controlled #mmm_._m .mom._ lity-
- convincing secular opponents that they dare not risk allowing radical Isl 0s unti] the late 1990s provide a striking o.xmﬁm_m. In mnﬁrﬁo_ M_ G
parties to come to power, : mained at 120 per 1,000 from 1975 until 1995 near the end of
In conclusion, Islam has been used to help establish and legitimize auf ule. ) . levels of suc-
itarian regimes in the Middle East. Like many major religions, its religioust mmunist one- party regimes have also had very m_mmmnwww cvels o m_:.w =
can be interpreted to support authoritarian rule. Rulers such as the Ayate mproving infant mortality rates. Cuba has a lower in ant mortality.
‘Ruhollah Khomeini, who led the 1979 revolution in Iran that installed an‘the United States, despite having a Ecor ﬁoswma per capita ncorme:
Islamic Republic of Iran, promote versions of Islam that are antidemoct os; and Vietnam have all succeeded in v.:sm_um down E?EMH%% m- :
but that does not prove that Islam is antidemocratic or that it cannot be it infant mortality rates in Laos were still 48 per 1,000 Er o
preted in ways supportive of democracy. Leaders such as Abdurrahman: is only slightly lower than Haiti’s rate. North Korea is one of the fer
of Indonesia have shown that it can, . i¢s'in the world to have rising infant mortality rates since Hmmo.. In.
ommunist party rule is no guarantee of great success in lowering
rtality. ; . .
ctoral authoritarian regimes also vary dramatically in Emm.:: B..onnmrg -
“This.is true in large part because they are found in countries with very
itlevels of economic development. Mozambique in .ms.vimmrmumb Nﬁzmm._
ig-the poorest countries in the world, while Malaysia in Southeast Asia
iuch higher income per capita. It is not surprising to m.E&. that infants in,
have a much higher probability of living past their %H.mﬁ year of life
wse in-Mozambique. Malaysia’s infant mortality rate is 16 per H,ooo.‘
pm.gowma_&anmw stands at 106.5%

AUTHORITARIANISM >_z_u.._._._m GOOD SOCIETY

While some authoritarian regimes such as China’s have had success in'p
ing economic growth and improving citizens’ capabilitics, many have not
this section we assess the records of the four different kinds of authorit
regimes and how well they do at improving capabilities o

_uzﬁ_om.: Well-Being

Several Middle Eastern monarchies have had considerable success in lowei
infant mortality rates. Oman has had the greatest success, lowering rates f ST .
. 0 ; ormed Decision Making __
in 2007. The United Arab Emirates has also had considerable success wit ‘he * different types of .m.cﬂroiﬁimu regimes _.wmiw. Mrm mmEM _Wmnmﬂm.
only 7 deaths per 1,000.63 These statistics approach those achieved by so terns for informed decision Bmw_um. that &.Hm% do for mm Mu_ﬂ HHH.HE. ality. The
mﬁho.ﬁnm—ﬁ countries. Other Middle Eastern monarchies have not had this le ddle Fastern monarchies have Hﬂwm.ﬂaﬂﬂ—% WEWT rates o m ult —ﬁmu..mhuwu rang:
Arom 83 per cent in Saudi Arabia to 94.5 percent in Nmém_ﬁ. Bhutan
ad: Morocco do much worse, with the literacy rate in Bhutan being only

= st o

the least successful monarchies with much higher infant mortality rates thaj
the Middle Eastern monarchies 64
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The persistence of authoritarianism in the Arab world remains a puzzle
an “age of democracy.”! Some scholars attribute the failure of democr
to take root in the Middle East to Islam. The political scientist Sam
P. Huntington maintains that authoritarianism in the Arab world :

to Western liberal concepts.”2 Those who agree with Huntington believe tk
democracy requires a willingness to challenge political authority and-
acceptance of pluralism, competition among ideas, equality of rights, and dif
ferent lifestyles. They argue Islam rejects these values. Democracy also requir
vesting authority in secular government rather than religious authori
whereas Islam supposedly regards God as “the sole source of political author
ity and from whose divine law must come all regulations governing’
community of believers.”53 .
- Others scholars reject the assertion that Islam is incompatible with dem
racy. They point out that there is no single interpretation of Islam tha
accepted by all Muslims, as the previous authors imply. Citizens living in pr
dominantly Muslim countries differ greatly in their attitudes toward politi
authority, rights for women, and acceptance of different lifestyles. This i
case even in Iran, the only country in the world where Islamic clerics contf
the state. . . .
Until recently, the débate about whether Islam is compatible with dem
racy was based on a selective reading of Islamic texts and on impressioni
views of what citizens in predominantly Muslim countries believe. Empirical
research based on carefully conducted interviews allows us to correct a ni
ber of misconceptions. One of the main findings of this research is'th
Muslim: populations can strongly support democracy. World Values Su
in 1995-1996 and in 2000-2002 in six Arab countries asked interview
whether they agreed with the statement, “Democracy may have probl
but it’s better than any other form of government.” A higher percentage
respondents in Arab countries expressed agreement than did tho
European countries.>* A Pew Foundation survey of Muslim populatio
2003 likewise found that large majorities supported Western-style de
racy.’ These findings contradict assertions that Islamic publics are hostil:
democracy. . :
At the same time, the surveys discovered other, less encouraging resylt
High levels of popular support for democracy are not a good predictof:
whether a country will become and remain a democracy. People living in coun
tries with authoritarian regimes may like what they take to be the results of
democracy but not like its procedures. Some may associate democracy wit
the economic wealth of the United States and Europe and believe it will bring
similar prosperity to their country. Others imagine that in a democracy people
like themselves will have more influence over government policies, but do not.
like the idea of people with different values having more influence. It turns ou
that a better predictor of whether a country will become a democracy is its:

T
population’s support for self-expression values.8 As we discussed in Chapter 4,

rab countries has to do with state dependence on oil revenues. Eleven of .ﬂr.m
steen Arab countries derive the bulk of their revenues in ﬁ_._.mﬁ manner. Oil is
scarce and valuable natural resource that produces Emr incomes, or,
rents, for the states that own rights to the oil. States that benefit m:wa abnor-
mally high profits from such natural resources are n.mcmm rentier mSHom” .‘
Governments use oil rents to buy support by providing extensive @:mef
vices and large numbers of government jobs without rmﬁb.m to tax H.Tm_m “
:citizens. The revenues also pay for large and powerful state security mstitutior..

alnes include a willingness to challenge political elites, and support for

thusiasm for these values in predominantly Muslim countries than in

oﬁm and North America. Over half of the citizens surveyed in five Arab _

i€ igi ing i “« deci-.
tries favor “men of religion” having influence “over government

law should be the law of the land.*’

ise a majority of the population are electoral democracies that use
ohesia, the fourth most populous country in the world and by far the

65 until 1998. After the military regime nozm.m.mmau the first demo- .
lly elected president was >_um5nmwn.._mw Wahid, the leader o.m the
ntry’s largest Islamic organization. Wahid was a bn.mswmﬁmn and _o_mmn
ved Western classical music. He once teased a friend by suggesting

wérable obstacle to democracy.

dlé East are autocratic. One possible explanation has to do with 54 _m,.\o_m.
cconomic and social development. A strongly supported mnnmEerﬂo.ﬁ
- social sciences is that the higher the level of a country’s economic
m.,_om,Emsﬁ the higher the chance that it will v.m a %Eﬁnnmﬂw That mem.:m,
0t persuasive in this case. While Yemen is a _oé.._uon.ﬁﬁn noﬂbﬁ.ﬁm_r an,
4z Jordan, and Syria are lower-middle-income countries, and Bahrain,
wait, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates are S.mm:r% coun-
. In 2009 Qatar enjoyed the second highest GDP per capita in nr_)m world
tiwait the seventh highest.® o .
An alternative explanation for the persistence of authoritarian rule in

and in another set of countries half of the Hmmﬁo‘w&nnﬂm believed Tslamic -

.summary, the evidence concerning whether Islamic values are com-
le with democracy is inconclusive. Hgnm. is a problem, woégmm S%w. .
g.only Arab countries to test the wﬁuwﬂrnm_m. To test the Eﬁ.oﬁrmm_m ade- -
ly; we need to examine a/l _u_..om._oEE.muz% Z:&.:u countries, not __.cm,ﬁ N
cally Arab ones.’® It happens that eight countries in which Muslims. .

opulous Muslim country. Indonesia was ruled by a military regime -

free speech and freedom in choice of lifestyles. Surveys find lower levels - -

and fair elections to determine who rules.”>® One of them is. .

‘Christians must be closer to God than Muslims ._umnmsmn Christians only .
&to whisper for God to hear them, while Muslims- have to mr.o._q;,?.o.ﬂ .“.
dspeakers. Wahid supported the right of people of all .Hm:m_o.nm i

ship as they chose. Indonesia, and the oﬂrwm seven Muslim majority: -
Gintries that have free and fair elections, are evidence that Islam is not an

ut this leaves the question of why so many Muslim countries in the
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seal authoritarian regimes tend to have either very low or very high
tes. Several, including Egypt, Malaysia, Singapore, and Tunisia
ide rates below 2 per 100,000. Others, including' Mozambique;
nzania, and Zambia, have rates over 20 per 100,000, placing them
untries with the highest homicide rates in the world. No single vari-
to explain the differences. For example, Singapore has a very high
apita-and a very low homicide rate, but Egypt’s rate is almost
o that of Singapore, and Egypt is a much poorer country.

. The literacy record of military regimes tracks their record with
mortality. South Korea had a relatively. high literacy rate at the beginn;
military rule and the rate was even higher by the time the military st
down from powes it and Chile also raised literacy rates, but wit
ferences among Efdao groups, The African military regimes lag-well:b
as they did with infant mortality. When the military stepped down-from:
in Nigeria in the late 1990s, Ennmn% rates were only 53 percent.

Communist one-party regimes also have literacy rates that @mnm:
records in reducing infant-mortality.- According to the United Na
Development Programme,/Cuba has the highest literacy rate of any cou
the world. Other commuinist regimes do not have siuch stellar recordg

ﬁ China and Vietnam. have literacy rates over 90 unnnnbﬂ. Laos lags behind
\did with infant mortality rates. . -

Electoral authoritarian regimes vary mummﬁq in literacy as ﬁrm% %m
mortality. Very poor ones tend to have very low literacy. rates;:
Mozambique’s 54 percent, while wealthier ones such as Malaysia wm< li
rates above 90 percent.

narchies were the winners in.having the lowest average homicide
are losers in democracy ratings. The most authoritarian rating used
is:— 10 and both Qatar and Saudi Arabia receive a ~ 10. Most
rchies do little better, with the exception of Jordan, which reccives
erage for nine contemporary monarchies is — 7.2. This makes
ost-authoritarian regime type,-even more authoritarian than com-
igle-party regimes. They rule without constitutional checks on their
citizens do niot have recourse to independent courts of law or con-
guarantees to free and fair elections to change leaders. In addition,
~ Arab monarchies—Saudi Arabia in particular—severely restrict
dom to make decisions about their lives. Women are not allowed
rs'in Saudi Arabia, and the sexes are strictly separated in public
ey are not so Hnmﬁﬁnﬁmm in other Arab monarchies. In Kuwait, for
omen can drive cars and serve as.members of parliament.

ilitary regimes are less authoritarian than monarchies. Four cur-
egimes average a — 4 in Polity IV rankings, but this average hides
At the most repressive extreme is Myanmar (Burma) in Southeast
ranking of — 8=—where the military has been in power since 1962
hlessly beaten down resistance to-its rule. The authors of the Polity
.Report on Myanmar for 2008 point out, “There are few institu-
taints on the executive, particularly as the unicameral legislature
onvened.”®? Algeria practices a less authoritarian form of military
Huomﬁw IV ranking of 2. It allowed several candidates to compete
ency in 2004, but real power remains in the hands of the HE__\SQ
n the hands 0m voters.

Safety

In this category of capabilitics, monarchies are the clear winners. EvenB
! with the highest homicide rate of 4.3 per 100,000 has a lower homicid

than the United States. Most of the Middle Eastern monarchies have ho
rates matching those of advanced European democracies. The average
cide rate for the nine monarchies for which such n_mﬂm are availabl
1.7 per 100,000.56

HSESJN regimes have some of mﬁ lowest and wwm_pmmﬁ roE_Qmm £a
any type of authoritarian régime. Some, such as Syria, have homicide rat
low as many advanced democracies, while others such as Rwanda]
among the highest homicide rates in the world. Tomicide rates are a mi
ing indicator of safety in many military regimes. Military regimes. th
beat, and jail suspected opponents, and some kill thousands of people:
take power and consolidate their control. Military rulers in Brazil and
killed thousands of suspected opponents, while the Hﬁmoamm_mb EEBH
hundreds of thousands in the 1960s. : :

Communist party ...mm_Emm generally have low homicide rates, m_ﬁro:m :
lack data for homicide rates in North Korea. Of today’s other four commi aunist one-party regimes all receive a.— 7 ranking from Polity IV.
party regimes, only Cuba has a higher homicide rate than the United St ong the most authoritarian types of regimes along with monar-
and this is by the slim margin of 6 per 100,000 compared with 5.9 inthEEss ke monarchies rule without constitutional checks on their power.
United States. As with the case in military regimes, homicide rates ¢4 ns do not have recourse to independent courts of law or constitu-
misleading indicator of safety. These regimes also use intimidation, mas rantees to free and fair elections to change leaders. China has initi-
paigns against class enemies, and prison sentences to punish their enemi imited experiments with democratic elections at the local level but
suspected enemies. They also killed many more-people while taking power tion of extending them to the national level, or allowing chal-
consolidating it than have militarv recimes. The hichlv respected communist party’s hold on power.
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n,.,ﬁ_.:w :Arab monarchies have all: succeéded in lowering infant mortal-
s :military regimes vary dramatically in their level of success South ™

1d one of the most successful military regimes in the world frowi-

sed to stifle dissent. At first glance this appears to be of great ben
citizens. but the cost of not having to pay taxes is a lack of govers
bility. In' Samuel P. Huntington’s words, “‘No taxation withou
SsemTation” was a political demand; ‘no representation without taxatio
political reality.”¢! States that get their revenucs from taxes hav ) tlity rates; from nearly 100 to-just 8 infants per. 1,000, Other milita
responsive to citizens who want a voice in how their money is spent ; . ‘ . 2 T mlrary
rentier phenomenon may explain why authoritarian regimes in the N
East, with oil and gas reserves, such as Saudi Arabia, stay in power. Hoy
¢his is not the whole answer, since autocratic governments persist in
countries like Jordan, which lacks such resources. ; S
The final explanation for the persistence of authoritarianism
Middle East is that many of the region’s leaders have learned
> to keep pace with changing economies an:
eties, 52" : ole fe¥mula that fits all of the countries, but thee
., [f of upgrading authoritarianism has been to combine looser political co
A L with selective repression. Leaders allow controlled elections that ha
toral rules designed to ensure regime victories. They split their oppos
oonﬁbnwsm secular opponents that they dare not risk allowing Hm&.nm_ 05 until the late.1990s provide a striking example. Infant mortality
parties to come to powerL . : R ained at 120 per 1,000 from 1975 until 1995 near the end of
In conclusion, Islam has been used to help establish and legitimize.a e . .
itarian regimes in the Middle:East. Like many major religions, its religio : :
can be interpreted to support autheritarian rule. Rulers such as the Ay?
Rizhollah Khomeini, who led the 1979 revolution in Iran that instalh
Tslamic Republic of Iran, promote versions of Islam that are antidem
but that does not prove that Islam is antidemocratic or that it cannot b
preted in ways supportive of democracy. Leaders'such as Abdurrahman:
of Indonesia have shown that it can. EEE :

tality rates significantly. These include the military regimes frr Brazil
B85), Chile (1973-1988), and: Indonesia (1965-1998). All three
2s-had ‘high infant mortality rates' when military regimes came to
: .,Gﬂ.@& infant mortality rate was nearly 100 per 1,000, while
a’s was even higher. Indonesia still had a relatively high rate of
000 when the military Wasforeed-out-of office in 1998. A_rm\@_ﬂnma
gime reduced the infant mortality rate to-18 per thousand uring
‘ruled. In contrast to'the successes of the military regimes in South

(<9

ustained economic development or measurably WEWB@@ citi-

eing. The military governments that controlled MigerizSfrom the

.u&m. world to have rising infant mortality rates since 1980. In
nmunist party rule is no guarantee of great success in lowering
ality. : - S S , o
sauthoritarian regimes also vary dramatically in infant mortality
true in large part because they are found in countries with very

AUTHORITARIANISM AND THE GOOD SOCIETY -
While some authoritarian regimes such as China’s ave had success in p
ing economic growth and improving citizens’ capabilities, many have
this section we assess the records of the four different kinds of authori
regimes and how well they do at improving capabilities. -

poorest countries-in the world, while Malaysia in-Southeast Asia
highér income per capita. It is not surprising to find that infants in

Physical Weli-Being o , L
Several Middle Eastern monarchies have had considerable success in lo .
infant mortality rates. Oman has had the-greatest success, lowering rat
nearly 100 infant deaths for every 1,000 births-in-1975 to only
in 2007. The United Arab Emirates has also had considerable succes
“only 7 deaths per 1,000.63 These statistics approach those achieved by
Furopean countries. Other Middle: Eastern monarchies have not had thi

P 1 Tl i Dlivitmen memd AAararee e

n. monarchies have relatively high rates of adult literacy, rang-
e meatmt 1t Al Avatia f4 OA § mmsimmun i tern TFeeeermte PL e
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for major executive offices and for national legislatures, and in some extren:
unusual cases have even stepped down from power after losing electio
Nevertheless, they remain authoritarian regimes whose leaders intend to-m
tain their hold on power. Egypt is one of the best known examples of
regime, and receives a Polity IV rating of only - 3. Its presidential and par
mentary elections are tightly controlled to eliminate any real opposition: fr
gaining power. Russia-is another example of an electoral authoritarian regi
but has a higher Polity IV rating of 5. IR

.nﬂﬁw strong party and state institutions will be able to remain in power
fo m..wnmEn. future, But without strong party and state institutions, these

re.vulnerable. This is especially true of rentier states that use nmmnucwm
! nable natural resources sales to stay in power by buying off support
resource prices could threaten their stability. In ms.EEmQ. while MEMSH..
.,mm_ﬂmm.wnoqmm more resilient than 'many: political m&mnmmﬁm_.wam&nﬁmm in
Os, many of them may be mote vulnerable than they appear.”?

CONCLUSION

The resilience of authoritarian regimes has forced political scientists-to re:
their assumption of the 1990s that.in the post-Cold War. era authorita
regimes were relics that would be replaced by democracies. In the
10 years, political scientists have devoted considerable attention to expla
why they have survived.”? Their findings lead to four conclusions. Firs
types of feasible authoritarian regimes have been narrowed. Fascism—on
the main forms of authoritarian rule in the twentieth century—has been:¢
pletely discredited. Communist regimes have. either collapsed as in the cas
the Soviet Union, or been forced to make substantial changes. They &
moved away from economic models based on state ownership and
planning and toward a significant role for markets. They have:also given:
citizens greater freedom to decide where to live, what to buy, and what
lieve. Leaders of nearly all authoritarian regimes, excepting North Kore
Cuba, assume that the only effective economic system is one that relie
sively on markets. S ‘ R o
Second, democracy today is the only widely accepted way of gaining
ical legitimacy: Amartya Sen writes, “While democracy is not yet univ
practiced, nor indeed universally accepted, in-the general climate-o:
opinion, democratic governance has now achieved the status of being ta
be generally right.””? S - . S
Third, there are no ideologies comparable to Marxism that have a;
for large numbers of people in different parts of the world. Fundame
forms of Islam might gain some traction:ir a few countries outside the
East, but even if regimes based: on fundamentalist Islam can be establis
remains to be seen how effective and enduring such regimes can be.
only country governed by Islamic clerics, is: badly divided between supp
of the Iranian theocracy and supporters of a more secular regime. The c
has lacked political stability for several years. :
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