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within authoritarian regimes. Consider, for example, the authoritarian regime of Ferdinand 
Marcos, which ruled the Philippines from 1972 to 1986. In terms of its support coalition, the 
Marcos regime is generally considered a personalist dictatorship (Geddes 2003). But what about 
in terms of its degree of electoral competition? Prior to 1979, the Marcos regime is classified as 
“politically closed.” From 1979 to 1983, though, it is classified as “hegemonic electoral” 
because Marcos won the 1981 presidential elections in a landslide. One reason for the 
landslide, and hence the “hegemonic electoral” classification, was that the major opposition 
parties boycotted these elections. From 1984 to its downfall in 1986, the Marcos regime is 
classified as “competitive authoritarian.” This is because the major opposition parties decided 
to compete in the 1986 presidential election and unite behind the candidacy of Corazon 
Aquino. Corazon Aquino and the opposition parties registered such a strong showing in the 
1986 presidential elections that when the National Assembly declared Marcos the winner, it set 
off the “People’s Power Revolution” that ultimately led to Marcos’s removal from power.

Note that although the degree of electoral competition varied significantly during the time 
that Marcos was in power, few scholars would argue that the Philippines experienced three 
different authoritarian regimes between 1972 and 1986. From his declaration of martial law in 
1972 to his removal from office, there was one Marcos regime. What changed over time were 
the strategies of the incumbent leader and the opposition. At times the dictator found it 
helpful to allow elections, and at times the opposition found it useful to participate. While the 
literature on “electoral authoritarianism” points to an important source of variation across 
authoritarian regimes, the degree of electoral competition also constitutes an important 
source of variation within authoritarian regimes. The example of the Marcos regime also 
highlights that the degree of electoral competition at any given point in time is driven in large 

Number of Country-Years by Authoritarian Regime 
and Degree of Electoral Competition, 1975–2004Table 10.2

Degree of electoral competition

Electoral authoritarianism

Regime type Politically closed
Hegemonic  

electoral
Competitive  
authoritarian Total

Military 178 47 61 286 (14.2 percent)

Personalist 296 86 155 537 (26.7 percent)

Dominant party 586 165 187 938 (46.6 percent)

Monarchy 203 51 0 254 (12.6 percent)

Total 1,263 (62.6 percent) 349 (17.3 percent) 403 (20.0 percent) 2,015

Note: Numbers are based on data from Brownlee (2009).


