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Democracy: defining features

* Rule of majority

* Elections and accountable government
* Protection of minorities

* Rule of law

* Division of power

* Civic and political liberties

* Market economy

* Free media

e --> Liberal democracy



How to assess/measure democracy?

* Freedom in the World Index
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Freedom in the World,
https://freedomhouse.org/report/methodology-freedom-world-2017)

 Political rights: Electoral Process, Political Pluralism and Participation, and Functioning of
Government

* Civil rights: Freedom of Expression and Belief, Associational and Organizational Rights,
Rule of Law, and Personal Autonomy and Individual Rights

* Bertelsmann Transformation Index (https://www.bti-
project.org/en/index/methodology/, https://www.bti-
project.org/en/index/status-index/)

 Political transformation (free elections, civil rights, stateness, rule of law, etc)
* Economic transformation (private property, economic performance, market economy, etc)

e Other indices
 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of freedom_indices



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Freedom_in_the_World
https://www.bti-project.org/en/index/methodology/
https://www.bti-project.org/en/index/methodology/
https://www.bti-project.org/en/index/methodology/

Case studies
* (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of freedom indices)

e Czech Republic: Free (1-1)
e South Korea: Free (2-2)

* Hungary: Free (3-2)

* Indonesia: Partly Free (2-4)
* Thailand: Unfree (6-5)
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Moller-Skaaning:
hierarchical ,ladder”
theory

* Political liberties: free speech,
opinion, right to protest

* Rule of law: equal treatment
under the law, minority rights
and protections
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Figure 2.1 Descending the ladder of abstraction to construct types of democracy.



Table 2.3 Ordering based on FH data, 2005, 2007, and 2009

Elections without defects Elections with moderate defects No meaningful elections
+ Political liberties + Rule of law 41 2 0
39 2 0
40 1 0
Liberal democracy Minimalist democracy Autocracy
—Rule of law 20 8 0
26 5 0
24 5 0
Polyarchy Minimalist democracy Autocracy
— Political liberties + Rule of law I 0 0
1 0 0
2 0 0
Electoral democracy Mintmalist democracy Autocracy
— Rule of law 14 38 68
16 34 T0
14 33 13
Electoral democracy Minimalist democracy Illiberal autocracy

Sources: FH 2006 (italic), FH 2008 (bold), and FH 2010 (normal).



Table 2.5 Linking the cases to the democracy types, 2009 (FH)

Liberal democracy Pobhyarchy (2,100 Elactoral democracy MAinimalist

(2, 1. 1) 2.0.0a) democracy (1,00}
AndorTa Argentina Antiguna and Barbuoda Albania
Aunstralia Belize Bolivia Bangladesh
Aunstria Bulgama Bra=il Bhutam
Bahamas Costa Rica East Timor Bosnia-Herzegowvina
Barbados Croatia El Salvador Botswana
Belgium Dominican Fepublic (Grenada Burandi
Canada Ghana Guyana Central African
Cape Verde Greece Imdia Eiepublic
Chile Hungary Indonesia Colombia
Cyprus Italy Istael Comoros
Czech Fepublic Latwvia Jamnaica Ecuador
Denmark Lithwmania Paraguay Guatemala
Dominica MMaumitms Pem GCuinea-Bissan
Estomia Panama Sao Tome and Haita

Finland Poland Poncipe Irag

France Fomamia Lesotho
Germnany Slovakia Liberia
Icelamd South Africa Macedonia
Ireland South KEorea MMalawn
Kinbati 5t Kitts and MNewis Maldives
Liechtenstein 5t. Lucia hali
Luxembourg 5t. Vincent and the Mexico

Mialta Grenadines Moldovra
Marshall Islands Surinanne Montenegro
Micronesia Trnnidad and Tobagzo Micaragua
Maurm Papua New Guinea
MNetherlands Samuoa

Mew Zealand Senegal
Morway Seychelles
Palam Siema Leone
Portugal 5n Lanka

San Marino Turkey
Slovenia Ukraine

Spaim Zambia
Sweden

Switzerland

Tuvwaln

TUnited Kimgdom

Unated States

TUrnoguay

HMote

Dievnant caszes: Japan, Tawan, Monaco, Benm |, BMongolia, Mamibia, Serbea, Wannata,



Table 2.4 Linking the cases to the democracy types, 20 (BTI)

Libaral demiocracy  Polhaarchy Elgcroral democracy Mimimalizt democracy
(a1 (2.0, 20,0 .o

Chile Costm Bica A rpentinag Albania
Estonda Czach Fepualblic Hemim Bolivia
Slowvenda Hunmgary Botswanma Boszmia
Taiwan Jameaica Brarxil Burkina Faso
Uy Latvia Bulzaria Baurmandi
Lithmsmnia Croatia Ceniral Afnican Fepoblic
Poland Belombenesro Colombis
Slovakia Bomamia Drominican Fepublic
Seriia Ecuador
South Forea El Salvador
Georgia

Adewico
hioldowa
hiongzolia
MMozambigoe MNamibia
Hepal
HMicaragna
Miger
Panamna
Paragnay
Peru

Fuccia
Sensgal
Sierra Leons
South Africa
5ri Lanka
Tamzamis
Turkey
Teamda
Ukraine
Zarnhia



Additional factor: Social rights

Table 3.1 Ordenng the cases in the augmented typology, 2009

Elections without defacts Elections with moderate defects No meaningful elections

+ Social rights - Social rights + Social rights - Social rights + Social rights - Social rights
+ +Rule oflaw 4 1 0 0 0 0
Political Social democracy  Liberal democracy
liberties

~Ruleoflaw 3 5 0 2 0 1
Polyarchy

- +Rule of law 0 0 0 0 0 0
Political
liberties —Rule oflaw 0 10 0 45 0 37

Electoral democracy Mimmalist democracy Pure autocracy




Additional factors

* Stateness

* Wealth

* Market economy

* Vibrant civil society

* Role of religion

e Ethnic fragmentation
* Natural resources

* Others



Sequence of democratization

* UK/USA: rule of law = political liberties = election rights = social
rights

* PL/HU: rule of law = election rights/political liberties = social rights

» Taiwan/South Korea: rule of law* = social rights/political liberties =
election rights

 China: rule of law* > social rights/political liberties? = election
rights?



