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Abstract

This disseƌtaƟoŶ iŶǀesƟgates iŶto stƌategies of autoĐƌaƟĐ poǁeƌŵaiŶteŶaŶĐe. The

ĐuŵulaƟǀe thesis ĐoŶsists of fouƌ studies ǁhiĐh ĐoŶjoiŶtlǇ eǆaŵiŶe ǁhǇ aŶd hoǁ

authoƌitaƌiaŶ ƌegiŵes ŵaŶage to suƌǀiǀe. The fiƌst studǇ iŶƋuiƌes hoǁ diffeƌeŶt

authoƌitaƌiaŶ ƌegiŵes ŵake use of the IŶteƌŶet to legiƟŵate theiƌ ƌule. BǇ pƌopos-

iŶg a Ŷeǁ ĐoŶĐept of e-goǀeƌŶŵeŶt iŶ autoĐƌaĐies, the ƋualitaƟǀe aŶalǇsis shoǁs

that ǁhile the ŶoŶ-ĐoŵpeƟƟǀe ƌegiŵes of TuƌkŵeŶistaŶ aŶd UzďekistaŶ use theiƌ

offiĐial ǁeďsites pƌiŵaƌilǇ to iŵpƌess aŶ iŶteƌŶaƟoŶal audieŶĐe, the plaƞoƌŵs of

the ĐoŵpeƟƟǀe ƌegiŵes of KazakhstaŶ aŶd ‘ussia ƌeǀeal a suƌpƌisiŶg ĐiƟzeŶ ƌe-

spoŶsiǀeŶess. The seĐoŶd studǇ, Đo-authoƌed ǁith CaƌsteŶ Q. “ĐhŶeideƌ, eŵpiƌi-

ĐallǇ tests GeƌsĐheǁski s͛ ;ϮϬϭϯͿ thƌee pillaƌs ǁhiĐh suggest that autoĐƌaƟĐ staďil-

itǇ is sƟpulated ďǇ ǀaƌious foƌŵs of ƌepƌessioŶ, ĐooptaƟoŶ, aŶd legiƟŵaƟoŶ. The

fuzzǇ-set QualitaƟǀe CoŵpaƌaƟǀe áŶalǇsis illustƌates that it is iŶdeed Ŷot oŶe of

these aspeĐts iŶ isolaƟoŶ ďut ƌatheƌ theiƌ ĐoŵďiŶed effeĐts ǁhiĐh keep eleĐtoƌal

ƌegiŵes staďle. The thiƌd studǇ ĐoŶƟŶues the iŶƋuiƌǇ aďout authoƌitaƌiaŶ peƌsis-

teŶĐe iŶ autoĐƌaĐies iŶ geŶeƌal. It ĐoŶĐeptualizes the theoƌeƟĐal fƌaŵeǁoƌk of the

heǆagoŶ - aŵodified ǀeƌsioŶ of the thƌee pillaƌs ǁhiĐh is ƌooted iŶ set theoƌǇ - aŶd

poiŶts to fiǀe ĐoŵďiŶaƟoŶs of the ǀaƌious stƌategies of ƌepƌessioŶ, ĐooptaƟoŶ, aŶd

legiƟŵaƟoŶ ǁhiĐh authoƌitaƌiaŶ ƌegiŵes use to ƌeŵaiŶ iŶ poǁeƌ. The last studǇ

applies ƋuaŶƟtaƟǀe aŶd ƋualitaƟǀe teǆt aŶalǇsis to eǆaŵiŶe the ƌhetoƌiĐ stƌate-

gies of autoĐƌats. The studǇ ƌeǀeals that hegeŵoŶiĐ ƌegiŵes aƩeŵpt to speak

like deŵoĐƌats to siŵulate pluƌalisŵ aŶd theƌeďǇ stƌeŶgtheŶ theiƌ ƌule. Oǀeƌall,

this disseƌtaƟoŶ pƌoǀides a deepeƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of authoƌitaƌiaŶ Đlaiŵs to legit-

iŵaĐǇ. Fuƌtheƌŵoƌe, the ƌesults of the ǀaƌious aŶalǇses ĐolleĐƟǀelǇ ĐoŶtƌiďute to

Ŷoǀel aŶd ŵulƟfaĐeted peƌspeĐƟǀes oŶ authoƌitaƌiaŶ peƌsisteŶĐe.
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