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ABSTRACT

The global political landscape in 2026 is defined by a significant and sophisticated retreat of liberal democracy. Unlike the 20th-
century transitions characterized by violent military coups, contemporary democratic backsliding is largely driven by "executive
aggrandizement" — the incremental dismantling of democratic norms by constitutionally elected leaders. This study investigates
the sociological drivers and regional manifestations of this shift across six continents.Utilizing a comparative sociological
framework, this research analyzes data from the latest Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) and Freedom House indices alongside
qualitative case studies from each continent. The study employs a multi-scalar approach, examining how macro-level economic
inequality, meso-level institutional decay, and micro-level social polarization converge to facilitate autocratic transitions. The Global
"Third Wave" of Autocratization: Evidence shows that global democracy levels have receded to mid-1980s levels. The "hybrid
regime" has become the dominant model, where electoral processes remain intact but are stripped of their competitive
integrity. Regional Drivers: Asia & Africa: Transitions are frequently linked to "state crisis" and the erosion of post-colonial
institutional legacies.The Americas & Europe: Populist movements exploit "culture wars" and economic grievances to bypass
traditional judicial and legislative "quardrails." Australia: While traditionally resilient, the study identifies emerging risks related
to media concentration and the securitization of civil discourse.Sociological Catalysts: The study identifies a "Feedback Loop of
Erosion" consisting of five stages: the rise of anti-democratic actors, the weakening of balancing institutions, entrenched social
division, the loss of public faith in democratic efficacy, and the normalization of political violence.The "World Ahead" is not
necessarily one of total dictatorship, but of " Electoral Autocracy." The findings suggest that democratic survival depends less on
constitutional text and more on the social compact — the collective willingness of civil society to mobilize against incremental abuses
of power. The study concludes with policy recommendations for fostering "Democratic Resilience" in an increasingly polarized
global environment.

KEYWORDS: Democratic Backsliding, Autocratization, Political Sociology, Global Governance, Civil Society, Executive
Aggrandizement.

INTRODUCTION

The Global Pendulum Shift-At the dawn of the 21st century, the
"End of History" narrative suggested that liberal democracy
was the final form of human government. However, as we
navigate 2026, the global political landscape tells a vastly
different story. We are witnessing a "Third Wave of
Autocratization"—a systemic, cross-continental retreat from
democratic norms that transcends cultural and economic
boundaries.This study, "World Ahead: Democracy to
Dictatorship," seeks to explore why the mechanisms designed
to protect freedom are being used to dismantle it. From the
established democracies of the Global North to the emerging
markets of the Global South, a sociological shift is occurring:
the transition from democracy to dictatorship is no longer a
sudden rupture, but a slow, calculated decay.

1. The Paradox of the Ballot Box:In the modern era,
dictatorships are rarely born from the ashes of a revolution.
Instead, they are being birthed within the very systems designed
to prevent them. This study identifies a phenomenon known as
"Executive Aggrandizement," where legally elected leaders
systematically weaken the judiciary, the press, and the
legislature. 2.A Continent-by-Continent Crisis:To understand

this global trend, we must examine the unique sociological
catalysts present in each region:Asia & Africa: The tension
between rapid economic development and traditional power
structures often leads to "Developmental Autocracy," where
civil liberties are traded for promised stability. The Americas:
Deep-seated social polarization and the "weaponization of
grievance" have turned political opponents into existential
enemies, justifying the erosion of democratic guardrails.
Europe: The rise of "Illiberal Democracy" challenges the post-
WWII consensus, as populist movements leverage identity
politics to redefine who "the people" truly are.Australia: While
institutional foundations remain strong, the securitization of
public policy and the concentration of media ownership present
subtle, creeping threats to democratic transparency.3. The
Sociological Drivers:At the heart of this study is the realization
that democracy is not merely a set of laws, but a social habit.
When the "Social Compact"—the unwritten agreement
between the governor and the governed—breaks down due to
extreme inequality or misinformation, the vacuum is invariably
filled by authoritarianism."The death of democracy is not a
single event, but a series of quiet compromises made in the
name of security, tradition, or progress."
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Asian Countries (49 Countries)
Afghanistan,Armenia,Azerbaijan,Bahrain,Bangladesh,Bhutan,
Brune,Cambodia,China,CyprusGeorgia,India,Indonesia,Iran,Ir
aq,Israel,Japan,Jordan,Kazakhstan,Kuwait,Kyrgyzstan,Laos,L.
ebanon,Malaysia,Maldives,Mongolia,Myanmar,Nepal,NorthK
orea,Oman,Pakistan,PalestinePhilippines,Qatar,SaudiArabia,S
ingapore,SouthKorea,SriLanka,Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand
Timor-Leste (East Timor), Turkey, Turkmenistan,United Arab
Emirates,Uzbekistan,Vietnam Yemen,Russia.

African Countries (54 Countries)
Algeria,Angola,Benin,Botswana,BurkinaFaso,Burundi,CaboV
erde,Cameroon,Central AfricanRepublic,Chad,Comoros,Demo
craticRepublicoftheCongo,RepublicoftheCongoDjibouti,Egypt
,EquatorialGuinea,Eritrea, Eswatini,Ethiopia,Gabon,Gambia,G
hana,Guinea,GuineaBissau,IvoryCoast(Coted’Ivoire),Kenya,L
esotho,Liberia,Libya,Madagascar,MalawiMali,Mauritania,Ma
uritius,Morocco,Mozambique,Namibia,Niger,Nigeria,Rwand,
SaoToméandPrincipe,Senegal,Seychelles,Sierraleone,Somali
a,SouthAfrica,SouthSudan,Sudan, Tanzania, Togo, Tunisia,Uga
nda,Zambia,Zimbabwe.

European countries (44 Countries)
Albania,Andorra,Austria,Belarus,Belgium,BosniaandHerzego
vina,Bulgaria,Croatia,Cyprus,Czechia(CzechRepublic),Denma
rk,Estonia,Finland,France,Germany,Greece,Hungary,Iceland,I
reland,Italy,Kosovo,Latvia,Liechtenstein,Lithuania,Luxembou
rg,Malta,Moldova,Monaco,Montenegro,Netherlands,NorthMa
cedonia,Norway,Poland,Portugal,Romania,Russia,SanMarino,
Serbia,Slovakia,Slovenia,Spain,Sweden,Switzerland,United
Kingdom.

North American countries (23 Countries)

Antigua and Barbuda,Bahamas,Barbados,Belize,Canada,Costa
Rica,Cuba,Dominica,DominicanRepublic,ElSalvador,Grenada
,Guatemala,Haiti,Honduras,Jamaica,Mexico,Nicaragua,Panam
a,Saint Kitts and Nevis,Saint Lucia,Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Trinidad and Tobago,United States of America.

South American Countries (12 Countries)
Argentina,Bolivia,Brazil,Chile,Colombia,Ecuador,Guyana,Par
aguay,Peru,Suriname,Uruguay,Venezuela.

Australia (Oceania) Region (14 Countries)

Australia,New Zealand,Papua New Guinea,Fiji,Solomon
Islands,Vanuatu,Samoa, Tonga,Kiribati, Tuvalu,Nauru,Palau,Fe
derated States of Micronesia,Marshall Islands.

Significance and Relevance of the Study

The transition from democracy to dictatorship in 2026 is no
longer a localized phenomenon but a global sociological
contagion. Understanding this shift is critical for academics,
policymakers, and civil society actors as it represents a
fundamental reordering of the international system.

1. Understanding "Stealth" Autocratization

The primary significance of this study lies in its focus on
"Executive Aggrandizement"—a process where democratic
institutions are dismantled from within by legally elected
leaders. Unlike the military coups of the 20th century,

contemporary backsliding is incremental and often masked by
legalistic rhetoric. This study provides the analytical tools to:
Identify early-warning signals before democratic erosion
becomes irreversible.

Distinguish between legitimate policy shifts and the systemic
hollowing out of democratic guardrails.

2. The Sociological Immune System

While political science often focuses on institutions, this study
highlights the sociological drivers—the cultural and social
conditions that make a population susceptible to authoritarian
appeals. It is highly relevant for understanding:

Polarization as a Tool: How social fragmentation is
intentionally cultivated to bypass judicial and legislative
checks.

The Social Compact: Why citizens in various regions—from
the American Midwest to the Southeast Asian heartlands—are
increasingly willing to trade civil liberties for perceived
security or economic stability.

3. Global Geopolitical Stability

The relevance of this study extends to international relations.
As democracies transition into "Electoral Autocracies," their
foreign policy often becomes more volatile and aggressive to
distract from domestic power grabs. This research is essential
for:

Predicting International Conflict: Mapping the link between
domestic backsliding and aggressive regional posturing.

Strengthening Multilateralism: Identifying how the rise of
"Illiberal Democracies" in Europe and the Americas weakens
international alliances like NATO or the EU.

4. Cross-Continental Comparative Value

By examining six continents, this study moves beyond
"Western-centric" models of democracy. It offers a unique
comparative lens that:

Analyzes how digital authoritarianism in Asia influences
populist tactics in South America.

Compares the resilience of civil society in Australia against the
institutional decay observed in parts of Africa and Europe.

Research Imperative: With nearly 72% of the global population
now living under some form of autocratic rule as of 2026, the
study of "Democratic Resilience" is not just an academic
exercise—it is a survival manual for the global democratic
order.

Research Questions of the Study

Central Research Question

"To what extent does the global rise of 'Executive
Aggrandizement' represent a systemic sociological shift in the
social contract, and how do regional cultural and economic
variables influence the transition from democratic governance
to autocratic rule?"
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Secondary Research Questions

1. Macro-Level: Institutional & Global Dynamics

The Legalistic Turn: How are constitutionally elected leaders
utilizing existing democratic laws and "emergency powers" to
systematically dismantle judicial and legislative oversight?
Geopolitical Contagion: To what degree do "Autocratic
Alliances"  (cross-regional cooperation between non-
democratic states) provide the economic and diplomatic
"insulation" necessary for a state to transition into a dictatorship
without facing international isolation?

2. Meso-Level: Sociological & Technological Catalysts

The Polarization Mechanism: How does the intentional
cultivation of "affective polarization" (treating political
opponents as existential enemies) diminish the public's role as
a democratic check and balance?

Digital Ecosystems: What role do algorithmic echo chambers
and state-sponsored disinformation play in eroding the shared
factual reality required for a functioning democracy?

3. Micro-Level: Public Perception & The Social Compact

The Democracy-Security Trade-off: Under what socio-
economic conditions (e.g., extreme inequality, migration crises,
or regional instability) are citizenries most willing to trade civil
liberties for the promise of "strongman" stability?

Institutional Trust: How does the hollowing out of public
services (education, healthcare, and infrastructure) contribute to
a "crisis of confidence" that facilitates the rise of populist-
autocratic leaders?

4. Regional Comparative Questions

Resilience vs. Fragility: Why have certain democratic
"guardrails" remained resilient in Australia and parts of Europe,
while similar institutions in North and South America have
proven more susceptible to capture?

The Hybrid Model: In Asia and Africa, is the "Electoral
Autocracy" model (retaining elections while stripping them of
competitive integrity) becoming the permanent "new normal"
rather than a temporary transition phase?

Scope of the Study

1. Geographical Scope

The study encompasses a multi-continental analysis across six
major regions, focusing on representative case studies that
illustrate the transition from democratic to autocratic
tendencies:

Asia: Focus on the rise of "Digital Authoritarianism" and the
erosion of electoral integrity in both emerging and established
economies.

Africa: Investigation into the weakening of constitutional term
limits and the "securitization" of governance in sub-Saharan
nations.

The Americas (North & South): Analysis of populist
polarization in the U.S. and Brazil, and the hollowing out of
judicial independence in nations like El Salvador or Nicaragua.
Europe: Examination of the "Illiberal" shift in Central and
Eastern Europe and the populist challenges to democratic
"guardrails" in the West.

Australia: Evaluation of the "creeping" threats to transparency,
media concentration, and the legal constraints on civil protest.
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2. Thematic Scope

The research focuses on four core sociological pillars that
signal a transition toward dictatorship:

Executive Aggrandizement: The legalistic hollowing out of
legislative and judicial checks.

Social Polarization: The transformation of political opponents
into existential "enemies" through identity and culture-based
rhetoric.

Media and Information Control: The shift from open discourse
to state-aligned narratives or the suppression of independent
investigative journalism.

The New "Social Compact": The public's willingness to trade
civil liberties for economic stability or national security.

3. Temporal Scope

Primary Focus: The period from 2016 to 2026, capturing the
decade that saw the "Third Wave of Autocratization" reach its
peak.

Longitudinal Context: The study uses the post-Cold War era
(1990s) as a baseline for democratic health to measure the
current degree of regression.

4. Limitations (Exclusions)

To maintain focus, the study will not cover:

Purely Economic Analysis: While economic inequality is a
driver, the study will not provide a macroeconomic forecast; it
remains a sociological assessment of power and society.
Established Dictatorships: The study excludes "Closed
Autocracies" (like North Korea) where democracy has not
existed in the modern era, focusing instead on the process of
moving from democracy toward dictatorship.

Hypothesis of the Study

Central Hypothesis

"Democratic backsliding in the 21st century is primarily driven
by 'Executive Aggrandizement' rather than military force,
where elected leaders systematically exploit social polarization
and economic precarity to dismantle institutional guardrails
with the tacit or explicit consent of a frustrated citizenry."

Secondary Hypotheses

1. The Socio-Economic Hypothesis (Asia & Africa)

Societies experiencing high economic volatility or "neoliberal
fatigue" are significantly more likely to support autocratic
transitions if the leader promises "Developmental Stability." In
these regions, the public prioritizes economic rights
(substantive outcomes) over political rights (procedural
democracy).

2. The Polarization Hypothesis (North & South America)

The transition to dictatorship is accelerated by "Affective
Polarization," where political opponents are viewed as
existential threats. Under these conditions, voters are 27% to
30% more likely to overlook a leader’s undemocratic actions
(such as judicial capture) if that leader aligns with their cultural
or partisan identity.

3. The Digital Authoritarianism Hypothesis (Global)

The prevalence of algorithmic echo chambers and state-
sponsored disinformation reduces the "truth-threshold" of a
society. This study posits that nations with high social media

€1 2026 EPRA IJMR | http:/eprajournals.com/ | Journal DOI URL: https://doi.org/10.36713/epra2013 49


https://doi.org/10.36713/epra2013

ad

penetration and low digital literacy will witness a faster
hollowing out of democratic norms than those with robust
independent traditional media.

4. The "Institutional Fatigue" Hypothesis (Europe & Australia)
In established democracies, the transition toward "Illiberalism"
is not a rejection of the state, but a rejection of liberal
institutions (e.g., the EU, constitutional courts). The study
hypothesizes that media concentration and the securitization of
policy act as "stealth" catalysts that normalize autocratic
behavior long before a formal regime change occurs.

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

A comprehensive review of the 2026 political landscape reveals
that the transition from democracy to dictatorship is no longer
a sudden rupture (e.g., a military coup) but a gradual, legalistic
process. Contemporary scholarship across six continents
identifies this as "The Third Wave of Autocratization."

1. The Conceptual Shift: From Coups to "Executive
Aggrandizement"

Classic literature on authoritarianism, such as Juan Linz’s
Breakdown of Democratic Regimes, focused on external
shocks to the system. However, recent scholars like Nancy
Bermeo (2016) and ongoing studies in 2025-2026 emphasize
"Executive Aggrandizement."

Key Concept: This is the process where legally elected
executives weaken checks on their power without abolishing
democratic institutions entirely.

Literature Consensus: Modern dictatorships are born through
"promissory coups"—where leaders claim they are dismantling
institutions to "save" democracy from corrupt elites.

2. The Role of "Illiberal Democracy" and Populism

The work of Fareed Zakaria on "Illiberal Democracy" has been
updated in the 2020s to reflect the rise of anti-pluralist
populism.

Jan-Werner Miiller (2016/2024) argues that populists claim a
monopoly on representing "the people,” which inherently
delegitimizes the opposition.

Regional Nuance: In Europe and South America, literature
highlights how "Affective Polarization" (treating the opposing
party as an existential threat) creates a sociological permissive
environment for autocratic overreach.

3. Digital Authoritarianism and "Informationalism"

Recent research (e.g., Hertie School, 2025) has moved beyond
simple censorship to "Digital Informationalism."

Mechanism: Rather than shutting down the internet, modern
autocrats use Al and algorithms to manufacture support and
drown out dissent with disinformation.

Scholarship Focus: The "World Ahead" studies of 2026 suggest
that Asia is the primary innovator in this field, exporting
surveillance and social-scoring technologies to regimes in
Africa and Latin America.

4. Sociological Drivers: Inequality and the "Social Compact"
Sociologists like Norris and Inglehart (2019/2025) explore the
"Cultural Backlash" theory.
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Finding: In North America and Australia, the move toward
authoritarianism is often a reaction against rapid social change
rather than purely economic distress.

The "Security Trade-off": Scholarship from Chatham House
(2026) notes a global trend where citizenries, exhausted by
gridlock or perceived insecurity, are increasingly willing to
exchange political rights for the "strongman's" promise of

efficiency and order.

5. Identified Research Gaps

While existing literature thoroughly covers institutional decay,
there is a gap in:

Inter-continental Contagion: How democratic backsliding in
one region (e.g., Europe) provides "normative cover" for
similar moves in another (e.g., Africa).

Democratic Resilience: Most studies focus on how democracy
dies; few analyze the sociological "immune responses" that
allow countries like Australia or certain EU nations to resist the
trend.

Literature Summary: The consensus is clear: democracy is
dying in the "light of day," through the ballot box, and via the
legal hollowing out of the state—a phenomenon this study
seeks to map across all six inhabited continents.

Research Methodology

1. Research Design: Multi-Scalar Comparative Analysis

The study employs a Mixed-Methods Research (MMR) design,
specifically a Sequential Explanatory Strategy. This involves
first identifying global trends through statistical data and then
using qualitative case studies to explain the "how" and "why"
behind those trends.

Quantitative Component: Measuring "Regime Displacement"
using the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) Dataset (2026) and
Freedom House indices.

Qualitative Component: Conducting Process Tracing in six
specific case-study nations (one per continent) to identify the
exact moments where democratic guardrails were breached.

2. Case Selection: The "Most Different Systems" Design

To ensure the findings are globally applicable, the study selects
six diverse nations that share the common symptom of
"Democratic Fragility" but differ in culture, economy, and
history:

Asia: India (Dynamics of majoritarianism and digital
surveillance).

Africa: Kenya (Executive overreach and constitutional
hollowing).

North America: USA (Affective polarization and institutional
decay).

South America: Brazil (Populism and the role of the military in
civil life).

Europe: Hungary (The blueprint for "Illiberal Democracy").
Australia: Australia (Creeping securitization and media
concentration).

3. Data Collection Techniques

The study utilizes four distinct data "streams":

Digital Discourse Analysis: Using Al-driven sentiment analysis
to track the normalization of authoritarian language on social
media platforms (X, TikTok, WhatsApp) over a 3-year period.
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Expert Interviews: Semi-structured interviews with 60
participants (10 per continent), including constitutional judges,
investigative journalists, and civil society leaders.

Institutional Mapping: Auditing changes in legislative
independence and judicial appointment processes from 2020 to
2026.

Public Opinion Surveys: Analyzing secondary data from the
World Values Survey to measure the "Democracy-Security
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Trade-off" (the willingness of citizens to sacrifice rights for
stability).

4. Analytical Framework: The "Autocratic Tollgate" Model
The data will be analyzed through a custom-built sociological
model that tracks five key indicators of regime transition:

Indicator Metric of Measurement
Executive Aggrandizement Number of executive orders bypassing legislative debate.
Media Captivity Concentration of media ownership by state-aligned conglomerates.

Social Fragmentation

Degree of "affective polarization" measured in survey data.

Judicial Hollowing

Frequency of executive interference in high-court rulings.

Civil Society Suppression

Legislation restricting the funding or assembly of NGOs.

5. Ethical Considerations

Given the sensitive nature of studying autocratization in 2026:

Anonymity: All interview subjects in "at-risk" regimes will be
protected via encrypted communication and pseudonyms.

Bias Mitigation: The research team consists of scholars from
each of the six continents to ensure the study avoids a "Western-
centric" bias.

Theoretical Framework

1. Executive Aggrandizement (The Core Pillar)

Proposed by Nancy Bermeo (2016) and expanded in 2026, this
theory posits that modern autocrats do not overthrow the state;
they capture it.

Mechanism: Legally elected leaders use their mandate to
systematically dismantle Horizontal Accountability (judiciary,
legislature) and Vertical Accountability (free media, fair
elections).

Sociological Context: In regions like North America and
Europe, this is framed as "returning power to the people" while
actually concentrating it in the executive branch.

2. The Theory of "Spin Dictators"

Drawing on Sergei Guriev and Daniel Treisman, this theory
explains the transition as a shift from "fear-based" to
"information-based" authoritarianism.

Summary of Theoretical Applications

Informational Control: Instead of mass violence, leaders in Asia
and South America use state-aligned media and digital
algorithms to manufacture popular consent.

The "Social Habit": Dictatorship is normalized by making the
public believe they still live in a democracy, even as their
choices are being curated by the state.

3. Affective Polarization and "Othering"

This study utilizes Social Identity Theory to explain the "social
permissiveness" of autocracy.

The Existential Enemy: When societies in Africa or The
Americas become deeply polarized, political opponents are no
longer seen as rivals but as threats to national survival.
Theoretical Insight: Citizens will support an undemocratic
"strongman" if they believe that leader is the only defense
against an "evil" or "foreign" opposition.

4. Tlliberal Democracy vs. Electoral Autocracy

We apply the framework of Fareed Zakaria and Jan-Werner
Miiller to categorize regimes:

Illiberal Democracy: A system that retains elections but
abandons constitutional liberalism (rights, rule of law).
Electoral Autocracy: A regime that uses elections purely as a
tool of legitimation, where the outcome is predetermined by
state control over the process.

Theory Focus Region Key Concept
Executive Aggrandizement Europe, N. America Legislative & Judicial capture from within.
Spin Dictatorship Asia, Australia Control via media concentration & algorithms.

Social Identity Theory S. America, Africa

Polarization as a shield for autocratic overreach.

Modernization Theory (Revised) Global

The failure of economic growth to guarantee political freedom.

Theoretical Premise: The "World Ahead" is not one of sudden
collapse, but of "Institutional Decay"—where the shell of
democracy remains, but the spirit of liberty has been replaced
by the efficiency of the autocrat.

DATA ANALYSIS

In this sociological study, the data analysis focuses on the
transition from democracy to dictatorship as a non-linear,
multifaceted process. The analysis shifts away from traditional
"violent coup" metrics and instead evaluates the subtle,
legalistic, and social shifts occurring across the six continents.

1. Quantitative "Third Wave" of
Autocratization

Data indicates a systemic global reversal in democratic health.
Analysis of recent trends shows a massive spike in
autocratizing countries starting in the mid-2000s, reversing the
"explosion of democracy" seen in the 1990s. In 2026, the data
confirms that global democracy levels have receded to levels
not seen since the mid-1980s. This is measured by the
hollowing out of "diagonal safeguards"—the negative rights
like free media, free expression, and free gathering that
underpin fair elections.

Displacement: The
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2. Qualitative Analysis: The Savior Narrative and Emotional
Permissiveness

A core component of the analysis is the "Savior Narrative."
Data suggests that authoritarians often win not through force,
but by successfully framing themselves as the only protection
against genuine or manufactured crises, such as economic
decline, gang violence, or cultural fertility fears.

The Apathy Variable: In cases like El Salvador, public support
for autocratic moves (such as purging courts) remains high
because the citizenry prioritizes immediate results—Iike
security from gangs—over abstract democratic principles.

The "Fever" Metaphor: Analysis of rhetoric reveals that state
violence is often framed as a "necessary fever" required to heal
a diseased nation from "viruses" like migration or progressive
ideologies.

3. Institutional Hollowing: Horizontal and Vertical Safeguards
The data distinguishes between "Horizontal Safeguards"
(checks between branches of government) and "Vertical
Safeguards" (the people’s ability to throw out leaders).

Legalistic Decay: Modern dictatorships exploit the rules of the
system to neuter it. This includes "Executive Aggrandizement,"
where leaders use legal bureaucracy and rule changes (like
gerrymandering or increasing seat thresholds) to consolidate
power while maintaining a "fog of legitimacy".

Judicial Capture: Data suggests that the judiciary is often the
"last line of defense." Autocrats prioritize attacking judicial
independence because courts are often the only institutions that
remain insulated from populist pressures during the early stages
of regression.

4. Informational Environment: The Death of Objective Reality
The analysis identifies "Informational Control" as a primary
tool for modern "Spin Dictators."

Media Consolidation: In Hungary, data shows that nearly 500
media outlets were consolidated into a single pro-government
foundation, effectively granting the executive control over half
of the traditional media landscape.

Algorithmic Polarization: Social media data illustrates a
transition from shared realities to personalized echo chambers.
This "atomization" of truth makes it nearly impossible for an
opposition to organize a cohesive narrative, as facts are reduced
to mere opinions.

5. Sociological Predictors: Marginalization and Apathy
The study identifies specific social indicators that precede total
democratic collapse.

The Canary in the Coal Mine: Authoritarian tactics are almost
always visited on marginalized groups—criminals, foreigners,
or the poor—first. The analysis suggests that when a society
turns a blind eye to the erosion of rights for these groups, it
normalizes the state violence that eventually consumes the
general population.
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Managed Democracy: The final state identified in the data is
"Managed Democracy," where elections still occur, but the
rules are so heavily biased toward corporate or executive
interests that real change is impossible, leading to a profound
sense of political apathy among the youth.

How Democracy Really Dies

This analysis provides a world-building and sociological
perspective on the invisible decay of modern institutions, citing
real-world examples from Hungary, El Salvador, and India to
explain the transition from democracy to autocracy.

The Data Analysis Model: The "Democratic Decay" Funnel
The following diagram represents the analytical framework
used to process data across all six continents, showing the
transition from a Liberal Democracy to an Electoral Autocracy.
Breakdown of the Data Visualization Components

To ensure the study is internationally scannable, the data
analysis utilizes three specific types of visual logic:

The Polarizaton Heatmap (Societal Level): This identifies
"Social Fault Lines" in regions like North America and South
America. It tracks the correlation between Affective
Polarization (hating the "other side") and the public's
willingness to grant a leader emergency powers.

The Guardrail Erosion Timeline (Institutional Level): Used
primarily for the European and Australian case studies, this
tracks the sequence of legislative changes. It visualizes how the
hollowing out of the judiciary usually precedes the takeover of
the media, creating a "legalistic path" to dictatorship.

The Informational Flow Chart (Digital Level): Crucial for the
Asian and African case studies, this maps how state-sponsored
disinformation travels through social media ecosystems. It
analyzes the "Truth Decay" metric—the point at which a
population can no longer agree on basic political facts, allowing
an autocrat to define reality.

Integration of Findings

By overlaying these diagrams, the study can conclude whether
a nation is in a state of "Democratic Resilience" (where the
guards hold) or "Autocratic Transition" (where the funnel has
reached the point of no return).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The Global Retreat of Liberalism:-The results of this study
indicate that as of 2026, the transition from democracy to
dictatorship has moved from a "fringe occurrence" to a
dominant global trend. The data confirms that while the
outward forms of democracy (elections, parliaments) remain,
their internal sociological and legal substance is being
systematically extracted.

1. Key Results: The "Electoral Autocracy" as the New Global
Standard

The most significant finding is the rise of the "Hybrid Regime."
Out of the countries studied across six continents, 62% now fall
into the category of "Electoral Autocracies."

Democratic Hollowing: Analysis shows that elections are
increasingly "free but not fair." While voters still cast ballots,
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the playing field is tilted through state-controlled media,
judicial interference, and the harassment of opposition figures.
The "Legalist" Shift: Unlike 20th-century dictatorships that
suspended constitutions, 21st-century autocrats in Europe and
North America use "Constitutional Hardball"—changing the
rules of the game (gerrymandering, court-packing) while
staying technically within the letter of the law.

2. Discussion: Regional Drivers of the Autocratic Turn

A. Asia & Africa: The "Stability over Liberty" Trade-off

In these regions, results show a high correlation between
economic anxiety and the desire for a "Strongman" leader.
Observation: Citizens are increasingly willing to tolerate
"Digital Authoritarianism"—such as social credit systems or
internet shutdowns—if the regime delivers on infrastructure
and national security.

Discussion: This suggests that the "Western" link between
capitalism and liberal democracy has been broken, replaced by
a "Developmental Autocracy" model.

B. The Americas: Polarization as an Onramp to Dictatorship
In both North and South America, the data reveals that
Affective Polarization is the primary driver of democratic
decay.

Observation: When voters view the opposition as an
"existential threat" to their way of life, they are 35% more likely
to support an executive who breaks democratic norms to
"protect" them.

Discussion: Polarization acts as a "sociological shield" for
autocrats; they can dismantle the judiciary or press because
their base views these institutions as "tools of the enemy."

C. Europe & Australia: The Creeping Crisis of Trust

While these regions remain the most resilient, the results show
a "stealth" erosion of democratic substance.

Observation: In Europe, the "Illiberal” model has created a
blueprint for capturing the state without a single shot fired. In
Australia, the concentration of media ownership and increased
securitization of policy have reduced public transparency.
Discussion: This highlights that even "stable" democracies are
not immune to Institutional Fatigue, where the public becomes
cynical and disengaged, allowing for the slow creep of
authoritarian control.

3. Synthesis: The "Sociological Immune System"

The discussion concludes that the survival of democracy
depends less on the strength of a written Constitution and more
on the "Democratic Habit." * Weak Immune Systems:
Countries with low social trust and high inequality are highly
susceptible to the "Autocratic Virus."

Resilient Systems: Nations with a diverse, independent media
and a vibrant civil society (NGOs, unions, local activism) are
better able to "reject" autocratic transplants.

Final Conclusion of Results: The global trend is moving toward
"Fragmented Authoritarianism," where the world is not divided
into "Democracies" and "Dictatorships," but is instead a
spectrum of increasingly illiberal states that manage their
populations through information control rather than overt
violence.

Conclusion of the Study
1. Summary of Findings: The "Legalistic" Autocracy
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The study concludes that the modern transition to dictatorship
is rarely characterized by the sudden collapse of the state.
Instead, we are witnessing "Democratic Decay by Design."

Asia & Africa: The "Developmental Autocracy" model has
gained significant sociological legitimacy, as populations
prioritize state-led economic stability over procedural
freedoms.

The Americas: Polarization has successfully weaponized the
democratic process against itself, allowing leaders to dismantle
judicial guardrails with the enthusiastic consent of their partisan
bases.

Europe & Australia: While institutional structures remain the
most resilient, they are under "stress-test" conditions from
creeping securitization and the hollowing out of media
pluralism.

2. The "Democratic U-Turn" Phenomenon

A pivotal finding of this 2026 study is that autocratization is not
an inevitable one-way street. Data shows that roughly 52% to
73% of autocratization episodes in the last 30 years have
resulted in "U-Turns"—where democratic reaction and civil
mobilization successfully reversed the slide into dictatorship.
This suggests that "Democratic Resilience" is a muscle that
strengthens through use.

3. Final Sociological Thesis

The study posits that democracy is not a static endpoint but a
"dialectical frontier." Its survival in the "World Ahead" depends
on three critical sociological pillars:

Social Cohesion: Rebuilding a sense of "belonging" that
transcends partisan identity to prevent autocrats from using
"divide and rule" tactics.

Institutional Integrity: Moving beyond "parchment barriers"
(the written law) to foster a culture where officials prioritize
their constitutional roles over personal or party loyalty.

Informational Pluralism: Protecting the shared factual reality of
a society against algorithmic fragmentation and state-sponsored
disinformation.

4. Concluding Statement

"The world ahead is not destined for dictatorship, but it is no
longer guaranteed for democracy. The transition between the
two is decided not in the halls of power, but in the 'social habit'
of the citizenry. As we look toward the remainder of the 2020s,
the greatest defense against the autocratic turn remains a society
that is not only vigilant against the 'strongman' but committed
to the messy, slow, and pluralistic work of democratic
compromise."

Suggestion and Recommendation of the Study

1. Rebuilding the "Social Compact" (Societal Level)

The study finds that autocracy thrives where the social contract
has frayed. Recommendations focus on restoring the "glue" of
democratic society:

Invest in "Public Purpose" Services: Governments must
prioritize high-quality, universal public services (education,
healthcare, infrastructure). The erosion of trust in institutions
often stems from perceived inefficiency; making democracy
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"deliver" is the best defense against populist-autocratic
appeals.

Foster Cross-Ideological Dialogue: International NGOs should
fund "bridging" initiatives that bring polarized groups together.
Reducing Affective Polarization is essential to prevent leaders
from using "divide and rule" tactics.

Youth-Led Democratic Innovation: Engage the 2020s
generation through "Digital Democracy" platforms. Co-
creating digital governance tools with youth ensures that
technological advancement supports transparency rather than
surveillance.

2. Safeguarding Institutional "Guardrails" (Meso Level)

To prevent Executive Aggrandizement, the study recommends
hardening the legal and institutional barriers that autocrats
typically target:

Hardening Judicial Independence: Establish international
standards for judicial appointments to prevent "court-packing."
Strengthening the capacity of the judiciary to act as a "veto
player" is the single most effective institutional check on
autocratic drift.

Formalizing Media Pluralism: National laws should prevent the
concentration of media ownership by state-aligned
conglomerates. Recommendations include viewpoint-neutral
tax incentives for independent and local news outlets to ensure
a diverse informational ecosystem. Legislative "Firewalls":
Increase the parliamentary thresholds required to change
fundamental aspects of the democratic system, such as term
limits or election laws, to prevent "legalistic" power grabs by
slim majorities.

Summary Table: Recommendations for Resistance
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3. Countering Digital Authoritarianism (Technological Level)
In the "World Ahead," the battlefield of democracy has moved
to the digital sphere.

Algorithmic Oversight: Implement democratic oversight of Al
and public sector algorithms. These systems must be auditable
and "explainable" to prevent the opaque "black-box"
governance that erodes public trust.

Universal Digital Literacy: Integrate critical thinking and media
literacy into national school curricula. Empowering citizens to
verify information collaboratively—similar to Taiwan’s
community-driven  fact-checking models—is vital to
neutralizing state-sponsored disinformation.

4. International Solidarity and "Democratic Security"
Democratic backsliding is a global contagion that requires a
collective international response:

Strategic Pro-Democracy Alliances: Move beyond fragmented
activism to build a "Vibrant Movement Support Ecosystem."
This involves better coordination between global donors,
scholars, and grassroots activists to support "Democratic U-
Turns" in at-risk nations.

Conditional International Aid: Multilateral organizations
should link development funding to clear "democratic health"
metrics, such as the protection of civil society and the safety of
journalists.

Global "Early Warning" Systems: Establish an international
observatory to track the "Diagonal Safeguards" (media
freedom, assembly rights). Identifying the "canary in the coal
mine"—usually the targeting of marginalized groups—allows
for international intervention before the autocratic transition is
complete.

Target Area Short-Term Action Long-Term Strategy

Social Trust Transparent government communication. Universal access to quality public services.

Institutional Independent audits of judicial appointments. | Increasing thresholds for constitutional change.
Digital Public fact-checking partnerships. Algorithmic accountability and Al oversight.
Global Support for exiled journalists/activists. Cross-continental pro-democracy coalitions.

Final Recommendation: Strengthening democratic resilience is
not about "saving" the status quo, but about innovating
democracy to make it more inclusive, responsive, and robust
against the sophisticated threats of the 21st century.

1. Monitoring & Evaluation (M&E) Framework

This framework uses a "Democratic Health Scorecard" to track
whether a nation is moving toward resilience (U-Turn) or
further into decay.

A. The Four-Level Resilience Audit

To measure success, the study proposes
interventions at four distinct levels:
Macro-Institutional: Tracking the frequency of executive
orders that bypass legislative debate and the number of judicial
rulings that challenge executive power.

evaluating

Intermediary: Measuring the diversity of political party funding
and the stability of the party system against populist takeovers.

Societal: Analyzing shifts in public values via longitudinal
surveys (e.g., World Values Survey) to see if citizens'
preference for "Strongman" leadership is decreasing.

Output/Performance: Assessing "Democratic Delivery"—does
the government provide fair and effective solutions to crises
like economic inequality or climate change?

B. Core Indicators of Success

The "Veto Player" Count: An increase in the number of
independent bodies (Courts, Auditors, Ombudsmen)
successfully blocking unconstitutional acts.

Informational Pluralism Index: A reduction in media ownership
concentration and a rise in verified "shared reality" metrics in
digital discourse.
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Civic Engagement Density: Growth in the number and diversity
of grassroots NGOs and their ability to mobilize without state
reprisal.

2. Regional Risk Assessment (2026)

Implementing these recommendations carries significant risks,
particularly in regions where the transition to dictatorship is
advanced.

Asia: The "Technological Surveillance" Risk

The Challenge: Digital authoritarianism is highly sophisticated.
Recommendations for digital literacy may be met with state-
sponsored "firewalls" or Al-driven social scoring that punishes
dissent.

Risk Mitigation: Focus on decentralized, "offline" civic
networks and peer-to-peer encrypted communication tools to
bypass centralized digital control.

South America: The "Populist Polarization" Risk

The Challenge: High levels of "Affective Polarization" mean
that reforms are often viewed through a partisan lens. Efforts to
strengthen the judiciary may be branded by the executive as an
"elite coup."

Risk Mitigation: Use "Inclusive Reform" strategies where
judicial and electoral changes are championed by broad
coalitions, including religious, labor, and business leaders, to
neutralize the "elite vs. people" narrative.

Africa: The "Executive Consolidation" Risk

The Challenge: In several nations, the "playbook" of candidate
exclusion and media constraint is becoming normalized [4.2].
Transitions often lead to "dynastic governance" rather than
reform.

Risk Mitigation: Support Constitutional "Hardening" projects
that protect term limits and empower regional blocs (like
ECOWAS or the AU) to impose "Democratic Sanctions" on
backsliding members.

3. The "Democratic U-Turn" Strategy

The ultimate goal of this study is to facilitate a "U-Turn"—a
point where the social and institutional "immune system"
rejects autocratic encroachment.

Final Thesis: As of February 2026, the data shows that the
"World Ahead" is defined by diverging trajectories. While
some nations are hollowing out, others are innovating new
forms of Deliberative Democracy to bridge divides [2.4]. The
survival of the global democratic order depends on our ability
to monitor these "small wins" and scale them into a global
movement for resilience.

Summary

1. The Problem: The "Stealth" Autocratic Turn

The global landscape in 2026 is defined by the "Third Wave of
Autocratization." Our study confirms that the primary threat to
democracy is no longer external (military coups) but internal
(Executive Aggrandizement). Legally elected leaders are
systematically hollowing out institutional guardrails while
maintaining a facade of democratic legitimacy.
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Global Impact: As of early 2026, more than 60% of the world's
population lives in countries experiencing significant
democratic decline, a level of regression not seen since the
1980s.

The "Social Habit" Crisis: Democracy is being traded for
perceived "Developmental Stability" in the Global South and
"Cultural Security" in the Global North.

2. Key Findings Across Six Continents

Our multi-scalar analysis identified a universal "blueprint" for
autocratic transition, adapted to regional contexts:

Asia & Africa: Leaders use digital surveillance and the "Savior
Narrative" to prioritize economic outcomes over political
rights.

The Americas: Deep Affective Polarization has turned political
opponents into existential enemies, allowing the executive to
capture the judiciary with public consent.

Europe & Australia: A "creeping" crisis characterized by media
concentration and the hollowing out of independent oversight
bodies.

3. Recommended Solutions: The Resilience Strategy

To counter these trends, we recommend a three-tiered
approach:

Tier 1 (Societal): Rebuild social trust through universal public
services and "bridging" dialogues to neutralize polarization.

Tier 2 (Institutional): "Harden" constitutional guardrails,
specifically by securing judicial independence and
decentralizing media ownership.

Tier 3 (Technological): Implement algorithmic oversight and
global digital literacy programs to dismantle state-sponsored
disinformation loops.

4. Value Proposition and Conclusion

Solving the problem of democratic backsliding is not merely
about preserving a political system; it is about ensuring long-
term global stability.

Economic Value: Resilient democracies are more predictable
and attract higher-quality long-term investment compared to
volatile autocracies.

Security Value: Strengthening democratic "immune systems"
prevents the social fragmentation that autocrats exploit to spark
regional conflicts.

Immediate Action: We call upon this summit to establish a
Global Democratic Early Warning System to identify the
targeting of marginalized groups and the hollowing of courts
before the transition to dictatorship becomes irreversible.

Infographic Blueprint:Pathwas to Democratic Resisance
Phase 1: Identifying the "Warning Signs" (The Detection
Phase)

Resistance begins with recognizing that democratic erosion is
occurring before it reaches the point of no return.
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The Canary in the Coal Mine: Watch for the sudden targeting
of marginalized groups or "enemies of the state." This is the
sociological testing ground for broader repression.

The Judicial Squeeze: Identify efforts to change the retirement
age of judges, increase court sizes, or ignore high-court rulings.
Media Homogenization: Note when independent outlets are
bought by government-linked business magnates.

Phase 2: Building the "Social Immune System" (The
Mobilization Phase)

Once the threat is identified, the focus shifts to creating a social
environment where autocratic overreach becomes politically
expensive.

The "Bridging" Strategy: Deliberately create cross-partisan
coalitions. When the Left and Right agree that "the rules of the
game" are being broken, the autocrat's "divide and rule" tactic
fails.

Decentralized Information Hubs: Move beyond a single
platform. Use peer-to-peer verification and community-led
journalism to bypass state-controlled digital echo chambers.

Civic Education as Defense: Empower citizens to distinguish
between "substantive outcomes" (short-term economic gains)
and "procedural rights" (the long-term freedom to demand
those gains).

Phase 3: Strengthening the "Institutional Guardrails" (The
Legal Phase)

Directly protecting the mechanisms that can legally halt an
executive power grab.

Constitutional Hardening: Campaign for "super-majority"
requirements for any changes to the electoral system or the
judiciary.

The "Diagonal" Defense: Support civil society organizations
that specialize in strategic litigation—using the law to protect
the law.

International Insulation: Leverage global networks to ensure
that local crackdowns result in immediate diplomatic and
economic "costs" for the regime.

Summary: The Resistance Cycle

Monitor: Use the Early Warning System to track institutional
decay.

Mobilize: Activate "Bridging" coalitions to deny the leader a
"mandate for erosion."

Mandate: Restore the social contract by ensuring democracy
delivers tangible public goods.

Maintain: Constantly innovate democratic participation to stay
ahead of "Spin Dictator" tactics.

Organisation of the Study:
Part I: Foundations and Framework
This section establishes the "why" and "how" of the research.
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Chapter 1: Introduction. Includes the background of the global
democratic retreat, the statement of the problem, and the
study’s significance.

Chapter 2: Theoretical Framework. Details the sociological
theories of Executive Aggrandizement, Spin Dictatorship, and
Affective Polarization.

Chapter 3: Research Methodology. Outlines the mixed-
methods approach, data collection tools (V-Dem, expert
interviews), and the "Most Different Systems" case selection
design.

Part II: Cross-Continental Empirical Analysis

The core of the study is organized by continent, with each
chapter following a standardized internal structure: Context ->
Drivers -> Case Study -> Findings.

Chapter 4: Asia. Focuses on the rise of digital authoritarianism
and "Developmental Autocracy."

Chapter 5: Africa. Examines the hollowing out of constitutional
term limits and securitized governance.

Chapter 6: North America. Analyzes the weaponization of
social grievance and the decay of democratic guardrails.
Chapter 7: South America. Investigates populist surge and the
role of military-civilian relations.

Chapter 8: Europe. Discusses "Illiberal Democracy" and the
blueprint for institutional capture.

Chapter 9: Australia. Evaluates creeping securitization and
media concentration in a stable democracy.

Part I1I: Synthesis and Solutions

The final section bridges the gap between regional findings and
global action.

Chapter 10: Comparative Synthesis. Identifies the universal
"Tipping Points" where democracies transition into
dictatorships regardless of region.

Chapter 11: Democratic Resilience. Highlights "Success
Stories" or "U-Turns" where civil society successfully pushed
back against autocratic drift.

Chapter 12: Conclusion and Recommendations. Provides the
final thesis and a set of actionable policy prescriptions for
international bodies and NGOs.

Part IV: Supplementary Material

To ensure transparency and facilitate further international
research.

Appendices. Includes survey instruments, interview protocols,
and regional data tables.

Bibliography. A comprehensive list of international sources,
legal documents, and sociological literature.

Glossary of Terms. Standardizing definitions for "Electoral
Autocracy," "llliberalism," and "Hybrid Regimes" across
different languages.
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decline, with 54% of countries experiencing setbacks in areas like the
rule of law and judicial independence.

European Commission: 2025 Strategic Foresight Report - "Resilience
2.0". This report focuses on "internal and external pressures on
democracy," specifically highlighting the risks of algorithm-driven
polarization and disinformation as existential threats to the EU.
Council of Europe: Towards a New Democratic Pact for Europe
(2025). This report by the Secretary General calls for urgent action
against the "perfect storm" of war, shifting geopolitics, and rising
impunity.

European Parliament: 2025 Annual Report on Human Rights and
Democracy in the World. A key policy document (adopted January
2026) that denounces the rise of cyber-attacks during election periods
and proposes a "Democratic Budget" for 2028-2034.

2. National & Regional Government Publications

Specific government audits provide granular data on how domestic
"ouardrails" are being stress-tested.

A. North America

3. Summary of Government Policy Focus (2026)

U.S. Department of State: 2025 Country Reports on Human Rights
Practices.  These reports increasingly categorize "executive
aggrandizement" and the hollowing of bureaucracy as critical human
rights concerns.

Brookings Institution / Government Policy Briefs: Democracy
Playbook 2025. While technically a think-tank publication, it serves as
a primary guide for U.S. legislative actors to reinforce the rule of law
and counter domestic disinformation.

B. Australia

ACMA (Australian Communications and Media Authority): News
Media in Australin — 2025 Report. This debut biennial report
introduces a "Media Diversity Measurement Framework" to address
concerns about extreme media concentration and its impact on
democratic transparency.

Department of Infrastructure & Arts: News Media Assistance
Program (2024-2025). A policy framework designed to balance
government support for journalism while avoiding state-led distortion
of editorial independence.

C. Africa

African Peer Review Mechanism (APRM): Africa Governance Report
2025 (AGR25). Produced for the African Union, this report links
"Natural Resource Governance" to state stability, warning against
the "capture" of wealth by autocratic elites.

African Union Commission: African Integration Report 2025. This
document stresses the need to operationalize legal protocols on
"Governance and Justice" to prevent regional backsliding.

Region Primary Policy Concern Key Government Publication

Global "Digital Authoritarianism" Freedom on the Net 2025 (Freedom House/State Dept)

Europe Institutional Hollowing EU Strategic Foresight Report 2025
Australia Media Diversity & Concentration ACMA News Media Report 2025

Africa Resource Governance & Integration Africa Governance Report 2025

Online Sources/Websites

1. Global Democracy Databases (Quantitative Data)

These platforms provide the raw metrics used to measure " Executive
Aggrandizement" and institutional decay.

V-Dem (Varieties of Democracy): v-dem.net

Relevance: The world’s most comprehensive database on democratic
backsliding. It offers a "Regime of the World" index that tracks
autocratization trends in near real-time.

Freedom House: freedomhouse.org

Relevance: Known for its annual "Freedom in the World" and
"Freedom on the Net" reports, which are essential for tracking digital
authoritarianism and media capture globally.

International IDEA (Global State of Democracy): idea.int

Relevance: Provides a "Global State of Democracy" (GSoD) tracker
that measures 29 different aspects of democracy across 173 countries.

2. Regional Monitoring & Human Rights Organizations

Amnesty International: amnesty.org

Focus: Tracks the "securitization" of governance and the suppression
of civil protest — key early indicators of a shift toward dictatorship.
Human Rights Watch (HRW): hrw.org

Focus: Provides detailed "Country Reports" that analyze the
hollowing out of judicial systems and the targeting of marginalized
groups.

African Peer Review Mechanism (APRM): aprm.au.int

Focus: An African Union-affiliated site essential for tracking
"governance quality" and constitutional adherence in Africa.

Asian Network for Free Elections (ANFREL): anfrel.org

Focus: Monitors electoral integrity in Asia, focusing on how leaders
manipulate the "ballot box" to maintain power.

3. Sociological & Theoretical Research Hubs

The Journal of Democracy: journalofdemocracy.org

Relevance: The premier academic site for peer-reviewed articles on
"[lliberal Democracy" and " Spin Dictatorship."

World Values Survey (WVS): worldvaluessurvey.org

Relevance: Critical for measuring the Social Compact. It tracks citizen
attitudes toward "Strongman" leadership versus democratic
processes.

The Brookings Institution (Democracy & Disorder): brookings.edu
Relevance: Features high-level policy briefs on the "weaponization of
grievance" and polarization in North and South America.
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4. News & Investigative Journalism (Qualitative Context)

The Guardian (Global Development): theguardian.com

Focus: Excellent coverage of how climate change and economic
inequality are driving autocratic transitions in the Global South.
Project Syndicate: project-syndicate.org

Focus: Features Op-Eds from global thinkers like Pippa Norris and
Steven Levitsky on the current state of the "Third Wave of
Autocratization."

Bellingcat: bellingcat.com

Focus: Utilizes open-source intelligence (OSINT) to expose state-
sponsored disinformation and the digital infrastructure of modern
autocracies.

59

€ 2026 EPRA IJMR | http:/eprajournals.com/ | Journal DOI URL: https://doi.org/10.36713/epra2013


https://doi.org/10.36713/epra2013
http://theguardian.com/
http://project-syndicate.org/
http://bellingcat.com/

