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Abstract. This article examines the relationship between political regime
type, press freedom, and institutional trust in post-Soviet countries. The study draws
on normative media theory, Dahl’s theory of polyarchy, and Timur Kuran’s theory of
preference falsification. The empirical analysis combines data from the seventh wave
of the World Values Survey with the Democracy Index published by the Economist
Intelligence Unit and the World Press Freedom Index published by Reporters Without
Borders.

The findings reveal a strong positive correlation between democracy and press
freedom at the global level, supporting the expectations of normative media theory. At
the same time, several post-Soviet authoritarian regimes exhibit relatively high levels
of declared trust in government institutions and elections. This pattern is consistent
with Kuran’s argument that publicly expressed political attitudes may differ from
private preferences under conditions of limited political competition.

The study contributes to the comparative analysis of post-Soviet political regimes
by demonstrating that while press freedom is closely associated with democratic
development, institutional trust is also shaped by broader political contexts.
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Introduction.

Following the collapse of the Soviet Union, all post-Soviet states formally declared their path to democratic
development. However, decades later, these countries show different dynamics. Some countries (Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia) have successfully consolidated democratic institutions, while others (Georgia, Moldova, Armenia, Kyrgyz-
stan, and Ukraine) are commonly classified as “gray zone” or hybrid regimes. A third group has established and
consolidated authoritarian regimes (Economist Intelligence Unit, 2024). This variation raises an important question:
which factors are associated with successful democratic development?

Democratic development is associated with a wide range of factors, including competitive elections (Schum-
peter, 1995), the strength of civil society (Habermas, 2016), and the presence of free media (Siebert et al., 2023;
Hallin & Mancini, 2012), among others. Among these, the relationship between political regimes and the media has
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attracted particular attention. Normative media theory argues that media systems largely reflect the characteristics
of political regimes, whereas the theories of competitive authoritarianism and media capture suggest that formal
media institutions may coexist with substantial political control (Levitsky & Way, 2010; Mungiu-Pippidi, 2012).

Although numerous studies have examined the relationship between democracy and media freedom, less
attention has been paid to how these institutional characteristics relate to citizens’ declared institutional trust in
post-Soviet countries. This article addresses this gap by combining cross-national democracy and press freedom
indices with survey data from the World Values Survey.

Two main hypotheses guide the study. The first hypothesis is based on normative media theory, positing a
positive relationship between democracy and press freedom, suggesting that free media are an institutional outcome
of democratic development.

The second hypothesis is based on T. Kuran’s idea that authoritarian contexts may report higher levels
of declared institutional trust in government institutions and the press. This pattern may be the result of specific
political and media discourse, as well as from limited opportunities for meaningful political participation.

The empirical sources of the study include the Democracy Index developed by the Economist Intelligence
Unit, the World Press Freedom Index published by Reporters Without Borders, and data from the World Values Sur-
vey (Wave 7,2017-2022). By combining these data sources, the study examines the relationship between political
regime type, press freedom, and institutional trust in post-Soviet countries.

Literature Review

Classical theories of media and democracy.

The relationship between political regime and media has a long intellectual tradition, dating back to the
Enlightenment. Libertarian (normative) media theory represents one of the earliest traditions in communication
studies. Its foundations are rooted in the liberal philosophical ideas of the XVIIth-XIXth centuries, particularly in
the works of John Locke and John Mill. In 1956, this tradition was systematized by F. Siebert, T. Peterson, and W.
Schramm (Siebert et al, 2023).

The basic idea is that the type of political regime determines the structure and the functioning of media
systems. In authoritarian countries, the government exercises control over all communication channels, whereas
in democratic countries, media are expected to operate independently from government interference. The less the
state controls the media, the more favorable the conditions for free expression, allowing individuals to express their
views openly. Thus, according to normative media theory, political regimes shape the organization and functioning
of media systems.

At the beginning of the twentieth century, Joseph Schumpeter formulated the basic ideas of the theory of
minimal democracy. Although his theory does not directly address the press, it is indirectly related. Schumpeter
argued that democracy exists where the institutionalized electoral competition allows citizens to select and replace
political leaders through elections. In this context, the connection to the media is indirect; the media serve as instru-
ments of electoral competition and play an important role in facilitating political competition. (Schumpeter, 1995).

In the 1960s, Jurgen Habermas formulated the idea of the public sphere. While prior researchers had focused
more on the political regime, Jurgen Habermas’s theory emphasized the role of the media in shaping democracy in
the Western world. The central idea is that democracy is impossible without free public communication. In Europe,
printing began to develop during the 17th and 18th centuries, with the emergence of weekly and daily magazines
and newspapers. Habermas argued that democracy depends on a free public sphere in which independent media
provide a platform for public discussion and contribute to the development of civil society (Habermas, 2016).
More recent empirical research has extended Habermas's theoretical arguments by examining the role of media
in political participation. Building on this perspective, Enikolopov, Makarin, and Petrova (2015) demonstrate that
access to independent media can significantly influence protest activity and political participation. (Enikolopov,
Makarin, and Petrova, 2015).

In the mid-20th century, Dahl developed the theory of polyarchy (“multi-power;,” “rule of the many”). He
argued that modern complex democracies cannot be achieved directly. Therefore, they are achieved where a com-
bination of factors exists, particularly high electoral competition and the ability of the opposition to run for office
and win elections. One key factor is freedom of speech - the presence of independent media (Dahl, 1971)
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Contemporary approaches to media in authoritarian contexts.

In the 2000s, S. Levitsky and L. Way developed the concept of competitive authoritarianism. The core idea
is that the presence of formal democratic institutions - such as elections and even nominally independent media
- does not necessarily guarantee the emergence of a democratic political regime. Levitsky and Way argued that,
unlike fully authoritarian systems, competitive authoritarian regimes may allow the operation of opposition media.
However, these regimes maintain power by strategically manipulating democratic institutions, including elections
and the media environment. In this context, media play an ambivalent role: they may both legitimize authoritarian
rule and provide opportunities for political contestation. (Levitsky and Way, 2010).

The theory of media capture, closely related to the theory of regulatory capture, emerged in the 2000s -
2010s. Media capture theory argues that political and economic actors may influence media organizations through
financial, regulatory, or coercive mechanisms. As a result, formally independent media may continue to reflect elite
interests rather than operate autonomously (Stigler, 2021; Louis-Sidois et al, 2023).

Another relatively recent line of research focuses on democratic backsliding. This body of work examines
how regimes with formally democratic features gradually move away from democratic governance and revert
toward authoritarianism. In this context, the dismantling of democratic institutions is characterized by the erosion
of independent media (Mungiu-Pippidi, 2012).

Another area of research examining institutional trust in authoritarian regimes is Timur Kuran’s work “Private
Truths, Public Lies” (Kuran, 1995). Kuran'’s theory of preference falsification explains why individuals may publicly
express political attitudes that differ from their private beliefs. In politically restrictive environments, concerns about
social or political consequences may encourage citizens to conform publicly to dominant opinions. Consequently,
survey-based measures may capture higher levels of declared institutional trust than individuals privately hold.

Overall, the literature suggests two broad perspectives. Classical theories emphasize the role of free media
as a fundamental institution of democratic governance. More recent approaches focus on authoritarian contexts,
highlighting how political control over media and preference falsification may shape both media systems and citizens’
publicly expressed institutional trust.

Materials and Methods

This study draws on data from the international survey program, the World Values Survey (WVS). WVS is an
international database that studies political, economic, religious, and cultural values worldwide. The WVS database
includes 120 countries (covering 94.5% of the world’s population) and uses over 600 indicators to study values.
The analysis used data from Wave 7, a series of surveys conducted worldwide from 2017 to 2022.

The study focuses on 12 post-Soviet countries, for which data are available. The analysis included questions
on confidence in institutions: the press (question 66), government (question 71), and elections (question 77).
Distributions of respondents’ responses are presented as indices. The index was obtained using the formula.

Trustpos — Trustneg
Trustpos + Trustneg

TrustIndex =

Trustpos denotes the proportion of respondents who answered “a great deal” and “quite a lot”, whereas
Trustneg denotes the proportion who answered “not very much” and “none at all”. Responses such as “I don’t know”
and “No answer” were excluded from the data due to their relatively low frequencies. The resulting index ranges
from -1 (complete distrust) to 1 (complete trust), with 0 indicating a neutral balance between positive and negative
evaluations.

The analysis was conducted using unweighted WVS data, which should be considered a limitation of the study.

Hypothesis 2, based on Thomas Kuran’s theory, is tested using the constructed trust indices. It suggests that
higher levels of declared institutional trust are observed in authoritarian countries compared to democratic ones.

To analyze the relationship between political regime freedom and press freedom, scatterplots are constructed
using two indices: The Democracy Index developed by the Economist Intelligence Unit and the World Press Freedom
Index published by Reporters Without Borders.
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The Democracy Index is compiled by the Economist Intelligence Unit and covers 167 countries. It is based
on five categories: elections and pluralism, civil liberties, government performance, political engagement, and polit-
ical culture. Political regimes are ranked into four types: full democracies, flawed democracies, hybrid regimes, and
authoritarian regimes (autocracies).

The World Press Freedom Index (RSF) is compiled by the international nongovernmental organization
Reporters Without Borders (RSF). The index assesses the level of press freedom in approximately 180 countries.
The index is composed of the following categories: journalistic freedom, media independence, journalistic safety,
and institutional environment. Press freedom is rated from “Good” to “Very Serious.” Both the Democracy Index and
the World Press Freedom Index rely partly on expert assessments, which should be considered when interpreting
the findings.

Because Wave 7 of the World Values Survey does not include all post-Soviet states, the institutional trust
analysis is based on the 12 countries for which WVS data are available. In contrast, the Democracy Index and the
World Press Freedom Index provide data for all 15 post-Soviet countries and are therefore used in the comparative
analysis of political regimes and press freedom.

Table 1 below shows the Democracy and Press Freedom Indexes for post-Soviet countries. The table shows
that the Baltic states (Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania) have the best press freedom conditions. The democratic sit-
uation in these countries is also good, and these countries are classified as imperfect democracies. Moldova also
falls into the imperfect democracy category. While the Baltic states have a good press freedom situation, Moldova
is classified as satisfactory.

The next block consists of Armenia, Ukraine, and Georgia. The press situation in these countries is classified
as problematic, and Armenia, Ukraine, and Georgia are defined as hybrid regimes.

Countries such as Kyrgyzstan, Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan, Russia, Uzbekistan, Belarus, Tajikistan, and Turkmen-
istan fall into the authoritarian regime category, with the press situation in Kyrgyzstan and Kazakhstan classified as
difficult, and in Azerbaijan, Russia, Uzbekistan, Belarus, Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan, it is classified as very difficult.

Hypothesis 1 is tested by examining the relationship between two indices. It is based on normative media
theory, which posits an independence between political regime type and the level of press freedom.

Scatterplots were constructed using R.

Table 1 presents the Democracy Index and the World Press Freedom Index in post-Soviet countries
(2024)

Country Regime Type Democra- Press Freedom Category Press Free-
cy Index dom Score
Estonia Full democracy 8,13 Good 86,44
Latvia Flawed democracy 7,66 Good 82,9
Lithuania Flawed democracy 7,59 Good 81,73
Moldova Flawed democracy 6,04 Satisfactory 74,86
Armenia Hybrid regime 5,35 Satisfactory 71,6
Ukraine Hybrid regime 4,9 Problematic 65,0
Georgia Hybrid regime 4,7 Problematic 53,05
Kyrgyzstan 49,11
Kazakhstan 41,11
Azerbaijan Very serious 27,99

Russia Very serious 29,86

Uzbekistan Very serious 37,27
Belorussia Very serious 26,8

Tajikistan Very serious 33,31
Turkmenistan Very serious 22,01
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The Research Results

The first block of analysis is related to Hypothesis 2, which is grounded on Kuran’ s theory that people in
more rigid political regimes tend to express higher levels of declared support for state institutions than in democratic
ones. To test this hypothesis, data from the WVS database were used from post-Soviet countries that participated
in the values survey. The analysis focuses on Question 71, which asks, “How much do you trust each institution -
completely, somewhat, not very, or not at all? The government.”

Figure 1 displays respondents’ responses in index form. The graph shows that respondents from Tajiki-
stan, Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Belarus, Russia, and Kyrgyzstan express higher trust in their governments, while in
Ukraine, Armenia, Latvia, Georgia, Lithuania, and Estonia, the proportion of negative assessments exceeds positive
ones, resulting in a negative index.

This distribution is consistent with Kuran’s argument that a more restrictive political environment is associ-
ated with higher levels of publicly expressed support. Respondents in countries classified as full democracies, flawed
democracies, and hybrid regimes tend to report lower levels of trust in their governments, whereas the opposite
pattern is observed in more authoritarian contexts. Despite the fairly clear division of countries by regime type, the
observed distribution should be interpreted with caution and warrants further statistical testing.

This hypothesis was also tested using additional survey items: Question 66, “How much do you trust each
institution - completely, somewhat, not very, or not at all? The Press” and Question 76, “How much do you trust
each institution - completely, somewhat, not very, or not at all? Elections.”

A similar pattern is observed for confidence in the press, although the relationship is less consistent than
for confidence in government. For instance, Tajikistan (0.202), Kazakhstan (0.148), and Azerbaijan (0.070) show
positive trust in the press. However, Lithuania (0.122), defined as a flawed democracy, is also among these coun-
tries. At the same time, eight countries display a negative level of trust in the press. The lowest levels of trust are
observed in Georgia (-0.286), Estonia (-0.273), and Russia (-0.248). These are followed by Latvia (-0.240), Ukraine
(-0.201), and Belarus (-0.179). Armenia and Kyrgyzstan show the least negative values among countries with overall
negative trust indices.

Overall, these findings provide partial support for Hypothesis 2, as countries classified as more authoritarian
tend to show higher levels of positive evaluations, consistent with the pattern observed in the previous indicator.

The question on confidence in elections was asked in only four countries: Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
and Russia. The results for confidence in elections generally follow the same pattern, although they are based on
only four countries and should therefore be interpreted cautiously. The highest level of confidence in the elections
is observed in Tajikistan (0.62), followed by Kazakhstan (0.16). In both countries, positive assessments exceed
negative ones, resulting in positive index values. In contrast, negative evaluations outweigh positive ones in Russia
and Kyrgyzstan. The lowest level of confidence is observed in Kyrgyzstan (-0.244), followed by Russia (-0.112).

Overall, the findings provide partial support for Hypothesis 2. Across the three indicators, respondents in
more authoritarian contexts generally report higher levels of declared institutional trust. However, several exceptions
and the limited country coverage suggest that these findings should be interpreted with caution.

Thus, Hypothesis 2 receives partial empirical support. However, given the limited number of countries
included in this part of the analysis, the results should be interpreted with caution.
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Figure 1. Government Confidence Index
Source: https://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/

Figure 2. Press Confidence Index
Source: https://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/

Figure 3. Election Confidence Index
Source: https://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/
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The second stage of the analysis tests Hypothesis 1, which is grounded on normative media theory and posits
that each type of political regime is associated with a corresponding type of media system. To test this hypothesis,
two scatterplots were constructed based on the Democracy Index developed by the Economist Intelligence Unit and
the World Press Freedom Index published by Reporters Without Borders, and a correlation analysis was conducted.

The first scatterplot, based on a global sample of more than 150 countries, shows a strong linear relationship
between the variables. The distribution of points forms a clear upward trend, indicating that a higher level of
democratization is associated with a higher level of press freedom.

The correlation analysis reveals a strong positive linear relationship between the variables (r = 0.80, p
<.001, N = 156). This finding suggests a close association between the level of media freedom and the degree of
democratic development, in line with the expectations of normative media theory. However, it is important to note
that correlation does not imply causation, and no conclusions can be drawn about a cause-and-effect relationship
between the variables.

The second scatterplot reflects the relationship in post-Soviet countries. Similar to the global sample, it
reveals a strong linear relationship: more democratic regimes tend to be associated with a higher level of press
freedom (r =0.970, p <.001, N = 14). However, given the limited number of observations, the correlation results for
post-Soviet countries should be interpreted with caution. However, the regression line suggests that the observed
data points closely follow the overall trend, indicating a relatively consistent relationship between the variables.

Taken together, both analyses support Hypothesis 1. Across both the global and post-Soviet samples, higher
levels of democracy are consistently associated with greater press freedom.

Figure 4. Correlation between Democracy Index and World Press Freedom Index. Global sample

Figure 5. Correlation between Democracy Index and World Press Free-
dom Index. Post-Soviet countries sample
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Conclusions

This article examined the relationships between political regime type, institutional trust, and the level of
press freedom. The empirical analysis was based on the Democracy Index developed by the Economist Intelligence
Unit and the World Press Freedom Index published by Reporters Without Borders, and data from the World Values
Survey.

First, a strong positive correlation was found at the global level between political regime type and the level
of press freedom. The results indicate a strong association between democratic development and media freedom.
This relationship is explained within the framework of normative media theory, which posits that media systems
reflect the nature of the political regime. However, correlation does not equal causation, so the findings require
careful interpretation.

Second, the analysis of post-Soviet countries reveals that citizens’ subjective assessments are not always
fully explained by formal regime typologies. Several post-Soviet countries classified as electoral autocracies display
relatively high levels of declared trust in government institutions and elections. The findings are partially consistent
with Kuran’s theory, which suggests that in more restrictive political regimes, individuals may demonstrate a higher
level of publicly expressed loyalty.

Overall, the findings provide support for the first hypothesis by demonstrating a strong association between
democracy and press freedom. The results also provide partial support for the second hypothesis, as several post-So-
viet authoritarian regimes exhibit relatively high levels of declared institutional trust.

However, the study has several limitations that should be acknowledged. First, the international indices
used in the analysis are partially based on expert assessments. Second, the correlation analysis does not allow for
strong causation inferences. Third, a relatively small number of observations for post-Soviet countries requires
cautious interpretation of results. In addition, the analysis was conducted using unweighted WVS data, which should
be considered a limitation of the study.

Another important limitation concerns the interpretation category “press”. In different political contexts,
respondents may associate press with different types of media institutions. In more restrictive media environments,
respondents may primarily interpret the press as state-affiliated or government-aligned media rather than inde-
pendent journalism. Consequently, higher levels of declared trust in the press do not necessarily indicate support
for independent media institutions.

Further research could focus on a more detailed analysis of the mechanism underlying institutional trust
in post-Soviet authoritarian and hybrid regimes.
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K. PoarioHoBa
JL.H. 'ymunes amwvindarsl Eypasus yaimmeolk yHugepcumemi, Acmaxa Kazakcmat

BACITA MEH MEJUAHBIH JEMOKPATHUAJIBIK JAMYAAFbI POJII:
NOCTKEHECTIK EJIJEP MBbICAJIBIHJA

Axaarna. Makasaza MOCTKEHECTIK eJiieperi cascu peXXuM Typi, 6acrnace3 60CTaHABIFbI XK9HE
WHCTUTYLIMOHAJIABIK CEHIM apacblHAAFbl ©3apa 6ailsiaHbIc 3epTTeseAl. 3epTTeyAiH TeopUsIbIK HeriziH BAK-TbIH
HOPMAaTUBTIK Teopusichl, P. lanb/blH nosuapxus Teopusicel xkaHe T. KypaHHBIH apThHIKIWBLIBIKTAP/bl OypMaay
(preference falsification) Teopusce! Kypaiabl. IMIUPHUKaIBIK TanAay JYHUeXY3iJIiK KyHABUIBIKTapAbl 3€pTTEY/iH
(World Values Survey) »xeTiH1Ii ToJNKbIHBIHBIH JepekTepiHe, Economist Intelligence Unit kapusinalteiz [eMokpaTus
HHZEeKciHe x)aHe «Illekapacki3 Tinuiisep» yiAbIMbI )XapUsIalThIH JyHUexy3inik 6acnace3 60CTaHAbIFbI MHAEKCIHE
HeTi3/ieJIreH.

3epTTey HOTIXKeJepi »kahaHbIK AeHrelle eMOKpaTHs MeH 6acnace3 60CTaH/bIFbl apachblH/A KYIITi OH
KoppeJisiiys 6ap ekeHiH kepceTefi, 6y BAK-TbIH HOpMaTUBTIK TEOPUSACHIHBIH HETi3Ti TYKbIPbIMAAPBIH PaCTalAbL
CoHbIMEH KaTap 6ipKaTap MOCTKEHECTiK aBTOPUTAPJIBIK MEMJIEKETTEP/I€ MEMJIEKETTIK MHCTUTYTTAp MEH caiyiayFa
JleTeH JKapus Typ/e 6iaaipiieTiH ceHiM JleHTreHiHiH casbICThIpMaJibl TYPAe KOFaphbl eKeHi 6akiKaiaabl. by ypaic
T. KypaHHbIH apThIKIIbIBIKTap/Abl 6ypMaJsiay TeOpUsCbIMEH COMKec KeJsleJli, OFaH calikec casicu 6aceKeiecTik
HIeKTeYJIi KaFAaiJa a3aMaTTapAbIH XXapus Typ/ie 6i1ipeTiH casgcy Ke3KapacTapbl OJIapAbIH IIbIHAWBI XKEKe
YCTaHbIM/IapbIHAH e3relie 60ybl MYMKiH.

3epTTey OCTKEHECTIK eJiepAiH casicy peXUM/epiH calbICTbIPMasbl TalJjayFa YJIec Koca/bl )koHe 6acrnaces
60CTaHABIFbI IEMOKPATHSJIBIK JaMyMeH ThIFbI3 6alIaHbICThI 60FaHbIMEH, HHCTUTYLUOHAIABIK, CEHIM AeHreui
KeHipeK casiCu KOHTEKCTIH, bIKNa/bIMEH /ie KaJbIIITacaTbIHbIH KOpCeTes,.

Heri3sri yreiMaap: 6ykapasblK aknapaT Kypaiagapsl (BAK), 6acnaces, feMoOKpaTHs, CasiCh PEXUM,
3JIeKTOpaJblK aBTOKpaTus, BAK-TbIH HOpMaTUBTIK TeOPUACH], UHCTUTYLIMOHA/ABIK CEHIM.

K. PoaroHoBa
Eepa3suiickuil HayuoHabHbIl yHUsepcumem um. JL.H. ['ymusesa,

AcmaHa, KazaxcmaH

POJIb [TPECCbI U MEJWA B JEMOKPATUYECKOM PA3BUTHUHN: AHAJIU3 ITOCTCOBETCKUX CTPAH
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AHHOTanus. B cTaTbe UcciefyeTcsl B3aUMOCBSI3b MEX/Y TUIIOM MOJIMTUYECKOT'0 PeXKUMa, YPOBHEM CBOGObI
Mpecchl U MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIbHBIM JIOBEPHEM B IOCTCOBETCKUX CTPaHaX. TeopeTU4eCcKy0 OCHOBY UCCJIeJOBAHUS
COCTaBJIAIOT HOpMaTuBHas Teopust CMU, Teopust nonmapxuu P. [lans u Teopus panbcudpukanuy npegnodTeHuH
T. KypaHa. OMnupu4eckuil aHa/u3 0CHOBaH Ha JAHHBIX Ce/IbMOU BOJIHbI BceMUpHOTO McCie0BaHUS LIeHHOCTEN
(World Values Survey), a Takxe Ha UHzaekce nemokpatuu oT Economist Intelligence Unit u BcemupHoM nHgekce
CBOGO/IbI ITPECCHI OPraHU3alnu «PernopTepbl 6€3 rpaHHUL».

PesysibTaThl Hcc/iejoBaHUS JEMOHCTPUPYIOT HAJTUYUE CUJIBHOM MOJIOKUTENbHON KOppeasiiul MeXxy
YPOBHEM JIEMOKPATHUH U CBOOO/J01 Pecchl Ha I/106aJIbHOM YPOBHE, YTO MO TBEPK/AET I10JI0’KEHUSI HOPMAaTUBHOMN
Teopuu CMU. BmecTe ¢ TeM B psiJie NOCTCOBETCKUX aBTOPUTAPHBIX TOCYAAaPCTB HABJIIOJAI0TCS OTHOCUTENBHO
BbICOKHE YPOBHU JIEKJIAPUPYEMOT0 I0BEPHUs K FOCYAAaPCTBEHHbIM UHCTUTYTaM U BbI6opaM. JlaHHasi 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb
corJjiacyeTcsi ¢ Teoprer ¢panbcudukanuu npeanodteHuit T. KypaHa, corsiacHo KOTOPO# B yC/I0BUSIX OTPaHUYeHHOM
MOJIUTUYECKON KOHKYPEHIIUH MY6JIUYHO BbIpaXKaeMble MOJMTHYEeCKHEe YCTAHOBKH MOTYT OTJIMYAThCS OT YaCTHBIX
MpeANoYTEHUN IPaXK/aH.

I’IccneaosaHHe BHOCHT BKJIaJ, B CpaBHHTEHBHbIﬁ AHAJIN3 NOJIMTHYECKHX PEXXHMOB [TOCTCOBETCKUX CTPAH,
JIEMOHCTPUPYS, YTO, yPOBEHb MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIBHOTO JOBEPHS, HAPsIAY CO CBOGO/I0H MPeCChl, onpe/eseTcs 6oJiee
LUIMPOKUM MOJUTUYECKUM KOHTEKCTOM.

KioueBsle cioBa: npecca, CMY, nemokpaTus, 1OJIMTUYECKUH PEXUM, 3JIeKTOpa/ibHAsA aBTOKpaTHUS,
HopMaTuBHasa Teopusi CMH, MHCTUTYLIMOHATBHOE JJOBEPHE.
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