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Mniej wiecej taka, jak miedzy krzestem a krzestem elektrycznym!
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Demokracja ma przymiotnik!

Teza: wspotczesng forma rezimu demokratycznego jest demokracja liberalna.

R. Eatwell i M. Goodwin — ,liberalna demokracja w formie w petni rozwinietej
istnieje od koto stu lat” ;

S. P. Huntington — ,Swiat opowiada sie za liberalng demokracja przynajmniej
w teorii, jezeli nie zawsze w praktyce”;

G. Sartori — ,liberalna demokracja jest znakomitym swiadectwem spetnienia
pewnego zestawu ideatow”;

H. lzdebski —,organiczne taczenie ze sobg wspotczesnej demokracji z zasada
wolnosci i poszanowania podstawowych praw i wolnosci. Upowaznia to do
twierdzenia o akceptacji transcendentalnej zasady okreslonej jako demokracja

liberalna”.
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Demokracja ma przymiotnik!

 Z. Kransodebski — ,od poczatku byto wiadomo, ze chodzi o demokracje
liberalng”; ,dopiero z potaczenia wartosci demokratycznych i liberalnych
powstaje demokracja liberalna — ta, ktora godzi potrzebe respektowania woli
wiekszosci z wymogami poszanowania wolnosci jednostki”;

e M. Marczewska-Rytko i P. Spiewak - oprécz demokracji liberalnej wyrdzniaja
rowniez tzw. demokracje okreslang jako wyborcza lub elektoralna. Ogranicza sie
wowczas kryteria demokracji jedynie do wielopartyjnych i regularnie
powtarzalnych wyborow;

 Demokracja wyborcza to demokracja minimum - zawiera ,minimum standards”
w kwestiach demokratycznych zasad prawa wyborczego — wolne i uczciwe
wybory. Demokracja liberalna to ,cos wiecej” niz wyborcza, to system
gwarantujgcy pewien zbior wolnosci obywatelskich.
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Fundamentem liberalizmu jest umowa spoteczna

* Co do wtadzy wiec — kiedy oczyma przebiegam
* Dzieje cafej ludzkosci, i c6z w nich spostrzegam?
e Oto rod ludzki, dziki, w lasach rozpierzchniony,
» Skupia sie, zbiera, tqgczy dla wspolnej obrony,
 Obmysla jg —i to jest najpierwsza obrada.

» Potem kazdy wolnosci wtasnej czqstke sktada

* Dla dobra powszechnego: to pierwsza ustawa.
» Z ktorej jako ze Zrodta ptyng wszystkie prawa.

* Widzimy tedy, ze rzgd umowq sie tworzy,

* Nie pochodzqc, jak mylnie sqdzqg z woli bozej.

* Owoz, rzqd na kontrakcie opartszy spotecznym,

N Jean Monnet * Podziat wtadzy juz tylko jest skutkiem koniecznym... Codtinidad by e
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Umowa spoteczna

* Umowa jest rodzajem kontraktu zawartym pomiedzy autonomicznymi
i posiadajgcymi niezbywalne prawa jednostkami — indywiduami, ktory ma zapobiegac
konfliktom spotecznym;

* Z koncepcji umowy rozwineto sie tak wazne wspotczesnie pojecie konstytucjonalizmu;

* Konstytucje mozna bowiem zdefiniowac jako artykuty kontraktu, w wyniku ktdérego
powstaje panstwo;

* J. Locke — ,Gdzie konczy sie prawo, zaczyna sie tyrania”;

e . Tym, co zapoczatkowuje uksztattowanie spoteczenstwa politycznego nie jest nic
innego, jak tylko zgoda pewnej grupy wolnych ludzi, zdolnych do utworzenia
wiekszosci majgcej na celu zjednoczenie sie i potaczenie w takim spoteczenstwie.

To i tylko to jest tym, co dato lub mogto dac¢ poczatek istnieniu jakiegokolwiek
prawowitego rzadu na swiecie”.
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Demokracja ma przymiotnik!

* Freedom in the World 2020 - ,The principles of liberal democracy in Europe,
historically the best-performing region in Freedom in the World, have been under
serious pressure in recent years”;

* Freedom in the World 2015 - ,President Vladimir Putin made his contempt for
the values of liberal democracy unmistakably clear”;

* Nations in Transit 2017 - ,,Populists’ stunning electoral victories in Europe and the
United States have shaken the post—Cold War order in Europe and Eurasia, but
they could ultimately reinvigorate liberal democracy”;

e Democracy Index 2014 - The fall of the Berlin Wall and the collapse of
communism in 1989 led many to hail the triumph of Western liberal democracy.
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Demokracja ma przymiotnik!

* Freedom in the World 2011 — ,Freedom House's term "electoral democracy"
differs from "liberal democracy" in that the latter also implies the presence of a
substantial array of civil liberties. In the survey all Free countries qualify as both
electoral and liberal democracies. By contrast, some Partly Free countries qualify
as electoral, but not liberal, democracies”;

* Nations in Transit 2017 - ,Countries receiving this score are electoral
democracies that meet relatively high standards for the selection of national
leaders but exhibit weaknesses in their defense of political rights and civil
liberties”;

 Freedom in the World 2017 - ,The number of electoral democracies stood at
123, two fewer than in 2015”.
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Freedom House

* 1941 - Freedom House founded by a group of prominent individuals, including
journalists, scholars, political figures, and labor leaders. Eleanor Roosevelt and Wendell
Willkie serve as honorary co-chairpersons.

* 1972 - The inaugural publication of the Map of Freedom and the annual survey which
becomes Freedom in the World, Freedom House’s flagship publication on the state of
freedom.

* 1979 - First publication of Freedom of the Press, a global survey of media independence.

* 1995 - First publication of Nations in Transit, an annual publication tracking democratic
development in countries of the former Soviet Union and Central and Eastern Europe

* Freedom House launched an entirely new initiative, a report that employed the methods
of social science analysis to assess the level of freedom in each country in the world, with
a numerical score and ranking as Free, Partly Free, or Not Free.
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Freedom in the World Country Ratings

Freedom in the Year/d ered * Total C . Free Countries Partlv Free Countries Mot Free Countries
World edition + sardares cover ofa Lommtres Number % Number % Number %
2015 2014 195 go 46 55 28 5l 26
2014 2013 105 B8 45 50 30 45 24
2013 2012 195 o0 46 58 30 47 24
2012 2011 195 B7 45 &0 31 48 24
2011 2010 194 87 45 &0 31 47 24
2010 2009 194 B0 46 58 30 47 24
2009 2008 193 B 46 62 32 42 22
2008 2007 193 a0 47 ] 31 43 22
2007 Diec. 1, 2005-Dec. 31, 2006 193 o0 47 58 30 45 23
2006 Dec. 1, 2004-Mov. 30, 2005 192 go 46 58 30 45 24
2005 Dec. 1, 2003-Mov. 30, 2004 192 ] 46 54 28 49 26
2004 Tan 1, 2003-More. 30, 2003 192 ES 46 55 20 49 25
2003 2002 192 5O 46 55 ] 48 25
2001-2002 2001 192 835 H 58 31 45 25
2000-2001 2000 192 B5 45 58 30 48 25
19992000 1900 192 B35 44 60 31 47 25
19081990 JEET 191 B8 46 53 18 1] 26
1997-1998 1997 191 81 42 57 30 33 28
1985-1597 1996 191 74 41 58 31 53 23
19051906 1995 191 6 40 62 32 33 28
19041995 1904 191 6 40 61 32 54 28
19931904 1993 190 72 38 63 33 35 24
1992-1993 1992 186 75 40 73 39 35 21
190]-19492 1991 183 76 42 63 35 42 23
1900-1991 1990 165 65 40 50 30 ] 30
1989-1990 Mo, 1988-Diec. 1980 167 61 37 44 26 62 37
1958-1989 Mow. 1957-Mov. 1988 167 60 36 39 3 68 41
1937-1588 Hov. 1986-Nov. 1987 167 58 35 58 35 3l 30
1985-1987 MNov. 1985-Nov. 1986 167 57 34 57 34 53 32
1985-1986 MNov. 1984-Now. 1985 167 56 34 56 34 55 i3
1984-1985 Nov. 19583-Nov. 1984 167 53 32 549 35 35 33
1953-1984 Ang. 2 1982-Nov. 1983 166 52 31 56 34 58 35
1982 Jam. 1, 198]-Aug 1, 1932 165 34 33 47 28 54 39
1981 1980 162 51 31 51 31 [ 37
1980 1970 161 51 32 54 33 56 35
1979 1978 158 A7 30 56 35 35 35
1978 1977 155 43 28 43 31 64 41
Jan -Feb. 1977 1976 159 42 26 44 31 68 43
Jan -Feb. 1976 1975 158 40 215 53 34 65 41
Jan -Feb. 1975 1974 152 41 27 48 32 63 41
Jan -Feb. 1974 1973 151 44 ] 42 28 65 43
Ten Feb. 1973 1572 151 [150] & EEN SN ] B 75 &5 1%

* Tinless otherwize noted, the year'dates covered by each edition are Janary 1 through Decamber 31.
+ These years rafer to the varoos edidons of Freedom i the World, except for the first five years (Jan -Feb. 1973 through Jan -Feb. 1977), which are from Freadom af Loue; the first Freedom 1 the
World book survey is the 1978 adifion.
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FREEDOM IN THE WORLD 2015 freedomhouseorg

Freedom in the World 2015 Findings

The Map of Freedom reflacts the findings of Freedom A Frea country has broad scops for open poltical Freedom Status Country Breakdown  Populstion Beeskdoan
futhe ok TN 6 b of i o ;j_'ﬂ’"‘f“h‘" respact ‘°;°_'"" Iibar- FREE 8 ja5%) 2826250000 (40%) [N FRee F
rights and cwil liberties in 210 countries and teeritc- es. Partly Free counttrias have some restrictions an : -
rins during 2014, Based on these ratings. each coun- _ political rights and ciilliberties. In 8 Not Free courr- SANTLY fReS 59_{30%) 1822000000 25%1 MR PARTLY FREE ree o m
Uy OF tarilory 16 0esignita0 as Frea Partly Free o try, basic pastical fights and chl liberties are absent NOT FREE 48 (25%) 2467900000 (35%) [N woT FREE
Mot Froe. or sysematically violated Total 195 7,116,750,000
et ou
= ndependen 3 the eqarsen v adaded (nitabey when reled sty
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FREEDOM IN THE WORLD
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Freadom i the Werld 2020 Freedom
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Freedom House - Methodology

* Country or territory is awarded 0 to 4 points for each of 10 political rights
indicators and 15 civil liberties indicators, which take the form of questions; a

score of O represents the smallest degree of freedom and 4 the greatest degree
of freedom.

* The political rights questions are grouped into three subcategories: Electoral

Process (3 questions), Political Pluralism and Participation (4), and Functioning of
Government (3).

* The civil liberties questions are grouped into four subcategories: Freedom of
Expression and Belief (4 questions), Associational and Organizational Rights (3),
Rule of Law (4), and Personal Autonomy and Individual Rights (4)
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Freedom House - Methodology

A country or territory’s Freedom in the World status depends on its
aggregate Political Rights score, on a scale of 0-40, and its
aggregate Civil Liberties score, on a scale of 0-60.
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Freedom House - Freedom in the World 2018 i 2019
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Freedom House — Freedom in the World (tytuty)

* FIW 2014 - The Democratic Leadership Gap
* FIW 2015 - Discarding Democracy: Return to the Iron Fist

* FIW 2016 - Anxious Dictators, Wavering Democracies: Global Freedom
under Pressure

* W 2017 - Populists and Autocrats: The Dual Threat to Global Democracy
* FIW 2018 - Democracy in Crisis

* FIW 2019 - Democracy in Retreat

* FIW 2020 - A Leaderless Struggle for Democracy
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Freedom House — Nations in Transit (tytuty)

 NIT 2015 - Eurasia’s Rupture with Democracy

* NIR 2016 - Europe and Eurasia Brace for impact
* NIR 2017 - The False Promise of Populism

* NIT 2018 - Confronting illiberalism

* NIT 2020 - Dropping the Democratic Facade
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Freedom House - Freedom in the World 2020

GLOBAL: STATUS BY POPULATION GLOBAL: STATUS BY COUNTRY
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Freedom House - Freedom in the World 2020

Freedom in the World 2017

Freedom in the Balance
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Freedom House - Freedom in the World 2020

FREEDOM IN THE BALANCE

After years of major gains, the share of Free countries has declined over the past decade, while the share of
Mot Free countries has risen.
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Freedom House - Freedom in the World

Twelve Years of Decline

Number of countries that declined and improved
in aggregate score, 2006—2017 B Declined

I improved

80

70 —

60 |-

50 =

# of Countries

y . N

40 |-

30 1 1 1 1 1 1
2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

www.freedomintheworld.org

"N Jean Monnet Co-funded by the
Centre of Excellence Erasmus+ Programme

of the European Union




Freedom House - Freedom in the World 2020

DECLINES ACROSS THE BOARD

The 14 years of decline have affected all regions and Freedom in the World subcategories.

Political Freedom of  Associational Personal
Electoral Pluralism and Functioning Expression and Organizational Autonomy and
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Freedom in the World 2020 - Europe

* The principles of liberal democracy in Europe, historically the best-
performing region in Freedom in the World, have been under serious
pressure in recent years.

* In the Czech Republic, Prime Minister Andrej Babis’s replacement of the
justice minister with a close ally raised concerns that he was attempting to
block criminal charges for his alleged misuse of European Union funds,
prompting the country’s largest protests since 1989.

* Poland’s legislative elections laid bare the extent to which the ruling Law
and Justice party had politically captured the state media, whose taxpayer-
funded broadcasts leading up to the voting amounted to partisan
propaganda.
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Freedom House - Freedom in the World 2020

EUROPE: STATUS BY POPULATION EUROPE: STATUS BY COUNTRY
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Largest One-Year Gains and Declines, 2016

Gains in aggregate score reflect improvements in conditions for political rights and civil liberties.

0

B Free
[ | PARTLY FREE
I ot FREE |

-7
-7
-6
-5

=15 Turkey
-10 South Sudan

Libya
Nicaragua
Congo (Kinshasa)
Tajikistan
Venezuela
Poland
Zambia
Ethiopia
Hungary
Lesotho
Mozambique
Niger

Yemen

Somalia
Central African Republic +3
Belarus +3
Argentina +3
Myanmar +4
Burkina Faso +4
Papua New Guinea +5

+10

+5

Note: This chart shows aggregate score
changes of 3 or more points in countries

with a population of 1 million or more.
Freedom
House

Co-funded by the
Erasmus+ Programme
of the European Union




%, ok
7 e37 < Z
% T2

'S %, .
B >

THE WORLD AT A GLANCE $8:, 8
. — sw i iifiy s
Of the 11 countries and territories s TVE S
that received trend arrows calling & &S
attention to developments of major §’ - "i«f & éf
significance, only one denotes 3 / ¥ & £
improvement. s /// /// K &
c \,xﬁ‘&
© O Indicates positive or negative E 50~ // c)‘*\\i‘l@ Q\g&‘o
trend designations g 4 ///// // // dc}w@
: y 770
% .
0s y ///// // /4 -

P
2
‘sfioo
Qe
e
WY
e
RS
NS
WOS
Hinos |
L

gie
z"ﬁi%
|| L1 Wi
g
H

é
\!

Bk
=3
@_%ﬂ%’iﬁv@“
%,50 % S 77 \
ey L0 %04, \\
4‘964,/‘/:?% 4’0?”0
» 050‘@&)@4{
Kz, T Gap
ﬂ;kﬁ,g' /s
Q”'fé‘pggaﬂ
Arg, ‘:’

—_—
{ GREECE
\ — m— PANA

—_——
e

—

MACEDONIA
HOAYNOT e —
YINVZNYL

z %ﬁ 2%, 0 ]
23592
Co-funded by the
—.asmus+ Programme

I J ea n M o n n et Note: This. chart sho.vc{s countries and territories with 5
centre Of Exce"ence a population of 1 million or more. 8
of the European Union

‘ ADAM MICKIEWICZ UNIVERSITY, POZNAN




How Does the United States Match Up?

After declining by eight points in 10 years, the US has
fallen below its traditional democratic peers.

AUSTRALIA &
TOTAL AGGREGATE DENMARK 3
SCORE DURING GIVEN YEAR FRANCE ()

GERMANY &
SWITZERLAND

UNITED
KINGDOM

AUSTRIA OJ

This chart shows the countries that have
scores within 3 points of the United
States in the given year and have a
population of 1 million or more.

CHILE &
IRELAND [ |
NEW ZEALAND & CZECH )
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& MONGOLIA
ITALY él o PANAMA
LATVIA = = POLAND
MAURITIUS & T
ARGENTINA;
CROATIA D
rROMANIA (D
SOUTH KOREA
fFreedom MNote: Freedom in the World aggregate scores are on a scale from o to 100, where o is keast free and 100 i most free.
1 House This infographic is from the Freedom in the Waorld 2020 repont by fresdomhouseorg
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COUNTRIES IN
THE SPOTLIGHT

The following countries saw important developments
in 2018 that affected their democratic trajectory, and
deserve special scrutiny in 2019.

ARMENIA

Nikol Pashinyan's reform-minded
alliance won snap elections after
unpopular incumbent Serzh
Sargsyan unsuccessfully
attempted to extend his rule.

BRAZIL

Right-wing candidate Jair
Bolsonaro captured the
presidency with rhetoric steeped
in disdain for democratic
principles.

CAMBODIA

Leader Hun Sen secured near-total
power in lopsided elections held
after authorities dissolved the
main opposition party and
shuttered independent media.

CAMEROON

Long-time president Paul Biya
extended his rule through deeply
flawed elections, while the ongoing
Anglophone crisis threatened to
deteriorate into civil war.

CHINA

Over a million ethnic Uighurs and
others were forced into brutal
“reeducation” centers, while
President Xi Jinping's position was
secured indefinitely.

2l

mal aill

Neo d

ETHIOPIA

Following protests, a new
reformist prime minister lifted the
state of emergency, released
political prisoners, and permitted
more open political debate.

IRAQ

Despite allegations of fraud and a
controversial recount, competitive
elections led to a peaceful transfer
of power.

POLAND

The conservative ruling party has
laid waste to the country’s legal
framework inits drive to assert
control over the judiciary.

SRI LANKA

President Maithripala Sirisena’s
unilateral dismissal of the prime
minister threatened recent democratic
gains, though the Supreme Court
declared the move unconstitutional.

TANZANIA

The government arrested
opposition leaders, stifled protests,
and pushed for legislation to
further cement the ruling party’s
stranglehold on politics.

Co-funded by the
Erasmus+ Programme
of the European Union




Nations in Transit 2020

Democracy Status

In z01g, a record low 10 of 2g countries were classified as democracies.
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Nations In Transit

CHANGES IN DEMOCRACY SCORES SINCE 2007 IN EU MEMBER STATES AND CANDIDATES
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Nations in Transit 2020

DEMOCRATIC DISINTEGRATION

There are 10 democracies in the region today, down from 15 in 2010, while the number of hybrid regimes has more than
tripled in the past decade, rising from 3 to 10. There has been little movement on the authoritarian end of the spectrum,
with 11 such regimes in 2010 and g in 2020.

16
14
12

10

Number of Countries
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Nations in Transit 2020

Leading the Democratic Decline

The breakdown of the democratic consensus has been most visible in Central Europe
and the Balkans, which experienced the greatest gains after the end of the Cold War.
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€ Freedom
House Thiss infograp hic i from the Nations in Transt 2020 report by freedombouse.org
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Nations in Transit 2020

POLAND’S TEN-YEAR DECLINE

Democracy Score
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MATIONS IN TRANSIT 2020 SCORES

m&m:zu-m;:::;;- Ilu-:Ln:ﬂ d 7
mmmm-ﬂmmmm
e i dhetaied bet of o '__ bt m_uﬂ?um:;m
?u‘mmmu1nu-_ T - E.
X
il 3
o R “
p—————  independer Weda
Sarvaon i togi: S — 5
40050 Semi-Corsolidmed Democracy B Cormuption Ey
gm-gon Conldind Drmacmacy == Each Connilsy's Dussocray Sore FE
dE
Eﬂ
4
i
3
E:
5ar
2
BN
I I I I | I | I I I | I I | I l I | I | I l I | I L9
| 7
fijiipiiidjifi ;5?5;53’3‘3;’
Pog d
"N Jean Monnet Co-funded by the
Centre of Excellence Erasmus+ Programme

of the European Union



MATIONS IN TRANSIT 2020 OVERVIEW OF SCORE CHANGES
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Nations in Transit 2020

Country 2000 201 | 2012 | 2013 2014 2015 | 2006 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
Central Europe
Bulgaria 496 | 493 486 | 482 475 47 4-75 464 461 461 454 | ¥
Czech Republic 579 | 582 | 582 | 5B6 575 579 579 575 571 571 564 | ¥
Estonia 6.04 6.07 6.07 6.04 6.04 6.04 6.07 6.07 6.8 6n 6oy | ¥
Hungary 5.61 539 | 54 511 504 | 482 | an | 446 | 429 | 407 | 396 | ¥
Latvia 582 5B 5.Bg 593 593 593 593 5.96 593 5B 570 | ¥
Lithuania 575 575 g7 c 68 o644 c 64 c.68 c.68 .64 .61 564 | A
Poland 568 5-79 586 582 582 579 558 543 511 so4 | 4903 | ¥
Romania 4.54 4.57 4.57 4.50 4.54 4.54 4.54 461 4.54 4.43 4.43
Slovakia 532 546 5.50 543 539 536 539 539 539 536 529 | ¥
Slovenia 6.07 6.07 61 611 6.07 6.07 6,00 .06 503 503 5.03
Average 556 557 555 553 550 547 545 G0 533 527 5.22
Median 572 577 577 575 570 572 568 556 552 548 5-46
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FREEDOM AND THE MEDIA 2019: A Downward Spiral

¢ Freedom
I House

Global Press Freedom in Peril

4=Best 0=Worst

Freedom in the World 2019 subcategory scores for question D1: Are there free and independent media?

For more information, see the Freedom in the World 2019 at PO freed rid-2019.
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Freedom House - FREEDOM OF THE PRESS

HISTORICAL TRENDS IN PRESS FREEDOM

Distribution of countries among the three press freedom categories
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Freedom House - FREEDOM OF THE PRESS
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Pluralism Uhdé( Attack:_ ;

The Assault on Préss Freedom!in E(‘If'\md;z
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Freedom House - FREEDOM OF THE PRESS
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Freedom House - FREEDOM OF THE PRESS
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1 Jean Monnet
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MILESTONES OF DECLINE
Countries have followed a similar pattern as their press freedom has declined.

M FREE PARTLY FREE [ NOT FREE

Venezuela
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The Economist Intelligence Unit first produced
the Democracy Index in 2006.
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Source: The Economist Intelligence Unit.
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Democracy Index - Methodology

* The Economist Intelligence Unit’s index of democracy, on a 0 to 10 scale, is based
on the ratings for 60 indicators, grouped into five categories: electoral process
and pluralism; civil liberties; the functioning of government; political
participation; and political culture. Each category has a rating on a 0 to 10 scale,
and the overall Index is the simple average of the five category indexes.

* The index values are used to place countries within one of four types of regime:

1. Full democracies: scores greater than 8
2. Flawed democracies: scores greater than 6, and less than or equal to 8
3. Hybrid regimes: scores greater than 4, and less than or equal to 6

4. Authoritarian regimes: scores less than or equal to 4
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Democracy Index

Chart 2: Evolution of democracy by category, 2008-19
(Index score out of 10, 10 being best)
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Source: The Economist Intelligence Unit.
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Democracy Index 2019

Table 1
Democracy Index 2019, by regime type

No. of countries % of countries % of world population
Full democracies 22 13.2 5.7
Flawed democracies 54 323 427
Hybrid regimes 37 222 16.0
Authontarian regimes 54 32.3 356

Note. "World” population refers to the total population of the 167 countries covered by the Index. Since this excludes only micro states, this

is nearly equal to the entire estimated world population.

Source: The Economist Intelligence Unit.
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Democracy Index 2019

Table 5
Democracy Index 2006-19 by region

2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013 2012 201 2010 2008 2006

Asia & Australasia 567 5.67 G.63 574 574 570 561 556 5.51 553 LS8 C44
Eastern Europe 542 542 5.40 543 555 5.58 553 5.51 550 555 567 576
Latin America 6.13 6.24 6.26 6.33 6.37 6.36 6.38 6.36 6.35 6.37 6.43 637
Middle East & North Africa 3.53 354 3.54 356 358 3.65 3.68 3.73 362 3.43 3.54 353
MNorth America 8.59 B.56 8.56 8.56 8.56 8.59 859 8.59 8.59 8.63 8.64 8564
Western Europe 835 8.35 838 8.40 842 8.41 8.41 8.44 8.40 845 8.61 860
Sub-5aharan Africa 4.26 436 435 4.37 438 434 4.36 432 432 423 428 4124
World average 544 5.48 5.48 552 255 53.55 553 252 549 546 555 552

Source: The Economist Intelligence Unit.
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Table 12

Western Europe 2019
Overall Global  Regional |Electoral process [l Functioningof 111 Political IV Political W Civil Regime type
score Rank rank and pluralism government  participation culture liberties
Norway 987 1 1 10,00 964 10.00 10:00 971 Full democracy
lceland 958 2 2 10,00 9.29 889 10,00 971 Full democracy
Sweden 939 3 3 958 964 833 10,00 9.4 Full demacracy
Finland 925 5 4 10,00 893 889 875 971 Full democracy
Ireland 0324 6 5 10000 7.86 833 10000 10000 Full democracy
Denmark 9322 T= 6 10,00 920 833 9138 912  Fulldemocracy
Switzerland 9.03 10 7 958 9.29 1.8 938 912  Fulldemocracy
Metherlands 9.0 11 8 958 920 833 875 912  Fulldemocracy
Luxembaourg 881 12 9 10,00 893 6.57 875 971 Full democracy
Germarny 8.68 13 10 958 857 833 750 a4 Full democracy
United Kingdom 852 14 11 958 7.50 BAD 7.50 912  Fulldemocracy
Austria 829 16 12 958 7.86 B33 6.88 882  Fulldemocracy
Spain 814 18 13 958 7.14 71.22 8.13 882  Fulldemocracy
France 812 20 14 958 7.86 778 6.88 853  Fulldemocracy
Portugal 8.03 22 15 958 7.86 6.11 7.50 912  Fulldemocracy
Malta 7195 26 16 917 7.50 6.11 8.13 882  Hawed democracy
Belgium 7.64 33 17 958 8.21 5.00 6.88 853  Fawed democracy
Cyprus 7.59 34 18 9.17 6.43 6.67 6.88 8182 Hawed democracy
Itaby 752 35 19 958 6.07 778 6.25 794  Hawed democracy
Greece 7.43 39 20 958 486 6.67 7.50 853  Fawed democracy
Turkey 409 110 2 3.08 5.00 5.00 5.00 235 Hybrid regime
Sourca: The Economist Intelligance Unit.
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Table?7

Eastern Europe 2019
Crwerall  Global Regional | Electoral llFunctioningof  NIPolitical N Political W Ciwil )
sore Rank  rnk  Pooo™ govemment  particpaton cuture  lberties o YPC
pluralism
Estonia 180 .y 1 958 T86 1) 683 BS53 HAawed democaoy
Crech Republic 159 32 2 958 679 & 6Ed B53 Flawed democracy
Slovenia 750 6= 3= 958 679 1) 635 B24 HAawed democaoy
Lithuania 750 6= 3= 958 643 611 6.5 412 Flawed democracy
Latvia 749 k- 5 958 607 611 6Ed BA2 Flawed democracy
Shovakia FaFs 42 B 958 T4 556 Le3 794 HAawed democaoy
Bulgaria 703 47 7 917 643 T3 438 7504 Flawed democracy
Hungary 663 55= B 875 607 .00 635 706  Flaweddemooscy
Poland 662 =T 4 917 607 611 438 735 Flawed democracy
Croatia LT 59 10 917 607 L56 500 106 Flawed democracy
Romania 649 63 11 917 &M 556 438 165 HAawed democaoy
Sarbia b1 bh 12 8215 536 611 500 735 Flawed democracy
Miorth Macedonia a7 Fr 13 Ti00 536 1) £k T0a Hybrid regime
Ukraine 590 T8 14 TA42 M 1) 635 BT Hybrid regime
Albania Lag TS 15 T 536 444 500 165 Hybrid regime
Moldova 575 B3 16 6.58 464 611 438 T0a Hybrid regime
Montensgro Le5 B4 17 1T 536 611 438 BTG Hybrid regime
Armenia L54 B& 18 150 536 611 313 L Hybrid regime
Geongia L42 89= 19 T83 an 611 438 559 Hybrid regime
Kyrgyz Republic 489 101 20 608 293 667 375 500 Hybrid regime
Bosnia and Hercegovina 486 102= 21 617 293 556 375 58 Hybrid regime
Russia 31 134= 2 297 179 500 250 412 Autheoritarian
Karakhstan 294 139 23 0.50 214 444 438 324 Authoritarian
Azerhaijan 275 146 24 050 N 278 375 353 Authoritarian
Balarus 248 150 25 052 20060 27 438 235 Authoritarian
LEzbekistan 2 157 25 008 186 13 500 0ag Authoritarian
Tajikiztan 1493 158= Ir 008 075 167 615 a3 Authoritarian
Turkmenistan 172 162 28 0.00 07 1 500 059 Authoritarian
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Table 3
Democracy Index 2006-19

2019 2018 2017 2006 2015 2014 2013 2002 201 2010 2008 2006

Lithuania 750 750 741 747 754 754 754 724 724 724 736 743
Moldova 575 585 594 601 35 632 632 632 632 633 650 650
Montenegra 565 574 569 572 601 504 594 605 615 627 643 657
North Macedonia 597 587 557 523 602 625 616 616 616 616 621 633
Poland 6.62 6.67 6.67 6.83 7.09 147 112 FA Y 112 1.05 7.30 730
Romania 640 638 644 BB2 668 668 654 654 654 660  TO6 706
Russia 3.11 284 317 324 33 339 350 374 392 426 448 502
Serbia 6.41 6.41 6.41 657 671 671 667 633 633 633 649 662
Slovakia FAY 110 1.16 1.29 7.29 7.35 1.35 7.35 135 135 7133 7.40
Slovenia 750 750 750 751 757 757 788 788 776 769 796 796
Tajikistan 193 193 103 180 195 237 251 251 2.51 2.51 245 245
Turkmenistan 172 172 172 183 1.83 1.83 172 172 172 172 172 183
Ukraine 5.90 .60 569 5.70 570 542 5.84 59 594 6.30 6.94 6.94
IUzbekistan 2.01 2.01 1.05 1.05 195 245 172 172 174 174 174 185
average 42 542 540 543 555 558 553 55 550 555 G567 576
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Table 2
Democracy Index 2019
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Table 2
Democracy Index 2019
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Table 2

Democracy Index 2014
Rank (herall score pf&ih:::d Functioning of Fuh‘tTcal. Political culture  Givil liberties
A government participation
Lithuania 38 1.54 9.58 6.07 6.11 6.25 9.71
Latvia 39 T.48 9.58 5.71 6.11 6.88 9.12
Poland 40 T.47 9.58 h.71 b.67 6.25 9.12
Greece £]1 1.45 Q.58 5.36 6.67 6.25 0.41
Cyprus &2 740 9.17 6.43 6.67 5.63 9.12
Jamaica 43 7.39 9.17 6.79 5.00 6.88 9.12
Brazil (74 1.38 Q.58 7.50 & .44 6.25 9,12
Slovakia 45 1.35 9.58 7.50 5.56 5.00 9.12
Timor-Leste 46 T.24 8.67 T.14 5.56 6.88 .04
FPanama &7 1.08 9.58 6.43 5.56 5.00 8.82
Trinidad and Tobago 48 6.99 9.58 T.14 5.00 5.00 .24
Indonesia £9 6.95 1.33 T.14 6.67 6.25 T.35
Croatia 50 6.93 9.17 6.07 5.56 5.63 8.24
Hungary 51 6.90 9.17 6.07 LA 6.88 T.94
Argentina 52 6.84 8.75 5.71 5.56 6.25 7.94
‘ Jean Monnet Co-funded by the
Centre of Excellence Erasmus+ Programme

of the European Union



‘

Yy of the European Union

Democracy Index 2019

“Flawed democracies”: Poland slips behind Hungary

For the "flawed democracies” in the region, the changes in 2019 were minor. The scores for the Baltic
states moved closer together, as Estonia—the leader—saw confidence in political parties decline, while
Latvia—the laggard—saw the share of women in parliament increase. Estonia remained the highest-
ranking country in eastern Europe, with a score of 7.90 and a global ranking of 27th.

The states of Central Europe are close behind the Baltics in the Democracy Index, but the gap
between the Czech Republic, Slovenia and Slovakia on the one hand, and Hungary and Poland on the
other, is now substantial. Moreaover, in 2019 Poland fell below Hungary for the first time, as Poland's
ruling conservative-nationalist Law and Justice (PiS) party continued its efforts to turn the country into
an “illiberal democracy”, including by constraining the independence of the judiciary and consolidating
media ownership in Polish hands.
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Wedtug ,democracy index” co roku , petnych demokracji” jest:
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DI 2019
DI 2017
DI 2016
DI 2015
DI 2014
DI 2013
DI 2012
DI 2010
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2020 World Press Freedom Index — Reporterzy bez granic
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o

e government's drive to subjugate the judicial system and
growing tendency to criminalize defamation are beginning to have
an effect on the freedom of expression of independent media
outlets. Some courts are now using article 212 of the criminal
code, under which journalists can be sentenced to as much as a
year in prison for defamation, although the civil code offers
citizens all the protection they need if they are defamed. Even if
the courts usually content themselves with fining journalists, the
use of article 212 encourages self-censorship by the independent
media. The Warsaw daily Gazeta Wyborcza continues to be the
leading target of government lawsuits.
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Democracy Index 2017
Free speech under attack

Areport by The Economist Intelligence Unit

Pluralism Under Attack:
The Assault on Press Freedom in Poland

by Annabale Chapman
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WHAT IN THE WORLD

lliberal democracy in Eastern [urope
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AND TURKMEN MILITIAS, STATEMENT SAYS P STATEMENT ALSO C FAREED 2K

The rise of illiberal democracy
Fareed Zakaria
Foreign Affairs; Nov/Dec 1997: 76, 6;: ABU/INFORM Global
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[lliberal Democracy
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|lliberal democracy:
Poland, Hungary and the rule of g@ Carilbiiden
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https://www.eiu.com/topic/democracy-index
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