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Introduction. Current studies of political transitology describe different options for the transition
to authoritarianism. Researchers of democratization, for example, warn us about the “third wave of
authoritarianism”, which is characterized by the authoritarianism of practices that at the time of de-
ployment have become more “objective and dynamic”, gradual and rather unconventional (Glasius,
2018, p. 518). In both authoritarian regimes and democracies, actors pursuing authoritarian inten-
tions creatively use a variety of tools to weaken democracy while maintaining or creating nominally
democratic institutions. On the surface, these events may give the impression of an expansion of
democracy, but careful empirical research reveals that they serve “typically authoritarian purposes”
(Svolik, 2012, p. 13). Meanwhile, some democratically elected leaders are also constantly innovating
to reduce the scope for freedom of expression and accountability, but these practices are often subtle
and out of sight, making it difficult to identify them with standard democracy rollback rates.

The phenomenon of modernization has long been studied in detail by various socio-humanitar-
ian disciplines. The focus of attention of researchers is different models of modernization, includ-
ing those that differ significantly from the model that can be conditionally considered classical,
describing the way of development that societies and states of Western Europe and North America
followed since the New Age and which, in general, continue to adhere to present time. In particular,
a separate area of research has become the consideration of modernization models based not on a
democratic political tradition, but on authoritarian principles - the so-called authoritarian modern-
ization (Sztompka, 1992, p. 21-23).

The well-known American political scientist D. Bell and a number of other scholars who develop
a model of “illiberal” democracy consider the Chinese model of democracy to be quite viable, when
power, in accordance with the traditional principles of social structure, is delegated to those who
have passed an authoritative national competition (Bell, 2006, p. 153-179).

The main purpose is to analyze the political practices of political transformation of East and
Southeast Asia; to describe the factors that influenced the implementation of modernization projects
in the countries of the region; to identify specific features of the political transformations of the states
of the region associated with the formation of non-Western democracies on the basis of “authoritar-
ianism of development”.

Research methods. The study used descriptive, systematic and comparative methods, which al-
lowed to analyze the political practices of political transformation of East and Southeast Asia.

The descriptive method helped to carry out the general research of model of modernization in the
specified region, having allocated characteristic features of the given practices.

The systematic method made it possible to analyze political modernization in the context of the
non-Western political process.

Using a comparative method, the case studies of the implementation of modernization policy
practices in the Asia-Pacific region were studied.

Results. The specificity of the non-Western political process is due to the uniqueness and identity
of the Eastern (Asian), Latin American, African societies as parts of the non-Western world.

Non-Western states, which have not recently been seen as competitors of global leaders, seek to
take areal part in international competition, indicating the ambitions of regional or global leadership.

Let us turn to the experience of political modernization of the East Asian states. East Asia is a
large region located in the east of Eurasia. It includes countries such as China, Japan, Taiwan, North
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and South Korea, Mongolia, as well as the countries of Southeast Asia (Thailand, Indonesia, Malay-
sia, Vietnam, Cambodia, Burma, Singapore, Philippines and Brunei).

The most important characteristic of a modernizing society is the constant search for forms and
mechanisms to ensure its own security. And within the framework of the modern modernization
paradigm, reflecting the processes of modern social change, security cannot be understood as the
protection of currently existing structures and relations. Ensuring the safety of society, on the con-
trary, involves active stimulation and modernization of ineffective social institutional formations
and interactions (Organski, 1965, p. 40-42).

Colonization had a great influence on the modernization processes in the countries of the East.
Colonial synthesis appears as a close intertwining and interaction of the foreign policy activity of
the capitalist West, which is the subject of synthesis, and the traditional feudal-tribal East, which has
become the object of synthesis. The transformation of the states of the East was reduced, first of all,
to the strengthening of the positions of the national state, which in the colonies was revived after
decolonization, in dependent countries began to strengthen in the process of reforms and revolu-
tionary transformations. The character of such a state remained authoritarian, but at the same time
it was legitimate and looked democratic in the eyes of the population. Modernization has become an
integral part of political practice, since it was aimed at ensuring independence and national security.

Carrying out the transformation of political and economic institutions, some countries of the East
embarked on this path later than the West, but managed to offer their own path, not equivalent to
Westernization, and preserve their cultural and civilizational identity.

The specificity of the socio-cultural matrix of the East was the type of society harmoniously built
into nature. The development of Eastern civilizations until the middle of the 19th century took place
in a closed ethno-cultural environment, and the processes of modernization were greatly influenced
by factors of social development that had developed over millennia, which were different from
European civilizations. Among them: collectivism as a functional and production value; the con-
templative, passive nature of society; the predominance of collectivism and tribal power in political
relations; the absence of the institution of private property as an independent factor of being; the
relative stability of cultural archetypes that determine the inertia of culture; the dominance of recon-
struction and recovery tactics; rejection of democratic forms of organizing the political process as a
central element of the state system; a special type of management culture through a strictly hierar-
chical bureaucracy; extraordinary controls based on personal, emotionally coloured relationships.

Social capital has become a social support for the formation of the eastern model of moderniza-
tion, since traditional societies are focused on diverse forms of collective activity, social cohesion
within clan and clan structures. Such components of social capital as trust, civic identity, and toler-
ance perform important functions for the political system of legitimizing power structures, integrat-
ing and mobilizing Eastern society in the face of modernization challenges.

Oriental societies are characterized by socio-economic diversity, which is reflected in ethnic and
confessional differentiation. All strata of society, despite the way of life and occupation, maintain
close contacts and ties with the tribe, clan, community, confession, which cannot but give rise to
ideological diversity and the associated polymorphism of the political process.

The main elements of political culture in the East are stereotypes, ideas of mass consciousness
about the legitimacy of power, based on centuries-old traditions. Among them are the attitudes of
the mass consciousness of the traditional society towards righteous rule; stereotypical image of an
ideal leader based on political myths; the stereotype of perception of borrowings based on the prin-
ciple of “stranger - ours”, “we” and “they”; functionality of tribal, clan ties in modern conditions;
the stereotypical reaction of individual and mass consciousness to the power of the state and the
foundations of such legitimacy. The following postulate remains a political formula: the domination
of the state is latent, providing a measure of solidarity.

Another specific feature of political modernization in the states of the East is its authoritarian
character. However, political authoritarianism not only builds on traditional political culture, but
also transforms it. As a rule, the strengthening of the role of the state in the process of modernization
was accompanied by the establishment of authoritarian regimes - “development authoritarianisms”
or “modernizing authoritarianisms”. Such regimes ensured (both by economic and administrative
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methods) a significant increase in the share of investment in GDP, including at the expense of the
wealthy strata of society. They pursued a policy aimed at the technological modernization of the ex-
isting industry, and at the creation of fundamentally new economic sectors for the country, provided
conditions for the preparation of an appropriate workforce, and created national systems of educa-
tion and scientific research. At the same time, “development authoritarianisms” used and are using
not only repression, implementing “coercion to progress”, they also relied on public consensus and
solidarity in addressing issues of increasing material well-being and expanding opportunities for
vertical social mobility (Glasius, 2018, p. 520-525).

Modernizing authoritarianism contributed to the formation of a power pyramid with a national
leader at the head, who personifies the political regime and is the guarantor of the ongoing trans-
formations. This political regime does not erect insurmountable obstacles on the way to democracy,
it promotes the growth of the middle class, creates the preconditions for political liberalization and
gradually erodes the foundations of its own existence (Lithrmann, Lindberg, 2019). The tough na-
ture of government, combined with certain traditions of an uncritical perception of power, gave a
stunning economic effect, led to the revitalization of the population and an increase in the legitimacy
of the regime in many states of the region.

The democratic model, in which the primary formations of society will be independent in deci-
sion-making, develop local self-government and delegate powers, has not become widespread in
the East. However, the general trend in the political development of the region is the formation of
models of non-Western democracy. The researcher believes that in non-Western democracies there
is a different relationship between democracy and constitutional liberalism than in liberal ones, at
the same time, they are more democratic (and more competitive) than illiberal or participatory de-
mocracies. An analysis of the socio-cultural characteristics of the countries of the non-Western polit-
ical process and different ways of their transformation in the presence of general patterns allows us
to reveal the presence of different types, models of democracies (not only European and American
types), including the Eastern type (Japanese, Singaporean, Indian, South Korean, Malaysian, Tai-
wanese, Israeli, Turkish, etc.) (Morgenbesser, 2020, p. 32).

Comparative studies allow us to talk about the specifics of political modernization in the states of
East, Central Asia and the Middle East, which is based on common civilizational principles for these
regions of the East (the so-called civilization model) and on national or country models characteristic
of one or more states characterized by specific signs.

Some of the eastern countries have managed to prove their worth in carrying out modernization
as a national project to meet the challenges of the time and the outside world. First of all, this applies
to the countries of East Asia, which have a vivid cultural identity, their own traditions of statehood
and a long history.

At present, researchers identify four “echelons of development” or four waves of development
in the region. It was headed by Japan with its successful modernization. This was followed by the
rapid rise of newly industrialized countries (Hong Kong, Singapore, the Republic of Korea and
Taiwan) on the basis of an effective industrial strategy, namely, the creation of an export-oriented
model of economic development with the help of foreign capital and technology. Further, a group
of Southeast Asian countries (Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand, Philippines) joined the development
process. China, as well as the countries of Indochina, are considered as the fourth wave, which is
already accumulating capital investments from all of the above countries.

No matter how great the contrast between “traditional” and “modern” in East Asian societies,
successful modernization here was based on elements of traditional regulation that correspond to its
direction. The sustainable functioning of the elements of modernity to a large extent depends on the
availability of appropriate traditional prerequisites, on their use and inclusion in the modern system
of societies in the region. In the process of modernization of the states of the region, a synthesis of
the traditional national and modern Western was carried out. This is not only Confucian work ethic
and management, but also the highest rates of saving and accumulation in the world, and the closely
related growth rates (both “Confucian capitalism” in Japan, Korea and Taiwan, and “Confucian so-
cialism” in China, where traditional values are gradually restoring lost positions, and Confucianism
itself is turning from an “insignificant” addition to formational affiliation more and more distinctly
into an integral characteristic of the civilizational core).
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It was these non-Western polities that managed to catch up with the West. The success of
modernization projects in the South-East states is due to the fact that the innovation component
has become a priority for the state and is carried out in a highly competitive environment (for ex-
ample, this applies to South Korea and Singapore). According to a number of experts, in the XXI
century Southeast Asia will gradually become the main trendsetter of political and socio-econom-
ic fashion. And now, fierce competitive wars are being waged in this region. And in these condi-
tions, only an innovative leap will allow one to assert itself, and even more so to gain the upper
hand over opponents. This was fully demonstrated by Singapore, where the forced modernization
made it possible to dramatically raise the country’s status and provide it with significant positions
in the economic and political spheres. In South Korea, the factor of regional competition is comple-
mented by the problem of political competition. Since 1953, the ROK has been in a state of “cold
war” with the DPRK, and in order to mobilize support from the population, its leadership needs
to regularly demonstrate achievements and ensure a permanent increase in the living standards
of its citizens (Yang, 1994).

The common civilizational “credo” determining the internal political course of socio-economic
and political transformations in the states of East Asia was the creation of competitive socio-eco-
nomic advantages and an increase in the level of well-being for the population, ensuring the sur-
vival and progress of the nation. For example, the Malaysian political leader Mahathir saw not the
transit of democratic institutions as the primary task of modernization, but a change in the socio-
cultural values and attitudes of the Malays through the radical re-education of the Malay commu-
nity in order to preserve national values and behavioural stereotypes that contribute to the ongoing
transformations.

The modernization process in East Asia was faster than, for example, in Europe. It can be char-
acterized as “compressed” or “condensed” because it took place in a relatively short period of time
and mainly in urbanized centres. The results of such modernization are “compressed” or “com-
plex”, which Ernest Blok called “simultaneity (synchronicity) of non-simultaneity”. When external
challenges and exogenous factors were included in the development process in the East Asian re-
gion, it began to occur rather quickly while maintaining self-identification. The fast time frame for
the implementation of modernization projects leads to the transformation of institutions and social
relations in a new social configuration, squeezes modernity, therefore, “non-system” actors appear
both within the state and in the international arena (Martinelli, 2005, p. 44-46). At the same time, the
development of all these countries does not aim at a radical change in socio-cultural foundations, as
Japan did in its time.

In this regard, it is worth taking into account the importance of the cultural traditions of the
peoples of the region for accelerated modernization. In particular, a great role was played by the
tradition of seeking harmony in diversity, the desire to reconcile opposites, maintaining continuity
in the course of changes - a tradition associated with the teachings of Confucianism, Buddhism and
Taoism. There is no doubt that the habit of hard work, a kind of social paternalism, respect for the
authority of elders and the state, as well as adherence to community principles, contributed to a
successful development policy.

The political features of the East Asian model are in the following trends:

1. The special role of governments in planning modernization strategies based on the theory of
economic growth, which provides for a high level of savings and savings and investment.

2. The leading position in the implementation of transformations was assigned to the state bod-
ies conducting the “miracle” - ministries and departments (Japan), agencies (China), planning and
development councils (Korea), engaged in careful planning, strategies for growing individual enter-
prises, strategic areas and national leaders.

3. Competent bureaucracy with minimal corruption.

4. Authoritarian transformation methods. If in the 1990’s it was believed that advanced states can
be with a liberal political regime, then in the early 2000’s such a dogma was called into question. A
number of authoritarian and even semi-totalitarian regimes have made technological and scientific
breakthroughs, creating real competition for Western democracies. This applies to the People’s Re-
public of China, South Korea, and Singapore (Waldner, Lust, 2018, p. 95).
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The specificity of the political practices of the region lies in the fact that there is the least polar-
ization of government models, which contributes to the formation of a compromise between var-
ious political forces regarding the general vector of political and economic modernization of the
region. Modernization is not perceived as Westernization, i.e. the inevitability of the movement of
state formations towards the Western model of development, but as a special way of development,
during which the synthesis of Western political experience (democracy), the norms of constitution-
al liberalism and autochthonous political culture in all its specific confessional, country, regional
originality is carried out. Examples include the Westminster model of government and the caste
system in India; Buddhist statehood and democracy in Sri Lanka; the dominant role of the Liberal
Democratic Party in Japan (until recently); confessional pluralism with the soft domination of Islam
in Indonesia; the presence of a dominant charismatic political leader (minister-mentor) in Singapore;
Chineseized Marxism, internal party democracy, direct elections at the grassroots administrative
level, emphasis on the rule of law and Confucian ethics in China.

Conclusions. In accordance with the purpose, the study performed the following tasks:

1. The analysis of political practices of political transformation of the countries of East and South-
East Asia is carried out. The region is specific in terms of a special, non-Western approach to mod-
ernization, which has resulted in intensive and effective reforms of a political and economic nature.

2. Describes the factors that influenced the successful implementation of modernization projects
in the region. So, in particular, among them: the accelerated nature of transformations, social con-
sensus and solidarity.

3. The special features of the East Asian model of modernization are revealed:

- the special role of governments in planning modernization strategies;

- competent bureaucracy with a minimum degree of corruption;

- authoritarian methods of transformation.

The political practices of the East Asian states indicate the prevalence of a greater number of
non-Western democracies in the region, those countries that have managed to synthesize democrat-
ic principles and constitutional liberalism with the peculiarities of their political culture, including
the specifics of the confessional organization of society and, in some countries, the state. They set the
general vector of regional development. Regimes with a different vector of political development -
rigidly authoritarian or military rule - are in the minority.

It is among the East Asian countries that there are those that show the most impressive regional
(and world) economic growth (Japan, South Korea, Taiwan, Singapore), and this growth is carried
out not on the basis of a mobilization model of violent development, but on the basis of moderniza-
tion as a special, synthetic paths, not Western and not mobilization type. These countries were able
to overcome the external challenges of the West and caught up with the Western polities in virtually
all parameters, regardless of their geographic or demographic size, resource availability, etc., while
changing the economic and political map of the world.
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Summary

Teslenko S. S. Political practices of transformation of East and Southeast Asia countries. - Article.

The article considers models of political transformation in East Asian countries.

The analysis of political practices of transformation of the countries of East and South-East Asia is
carried out in the study. The research contains the factors that influenced the successful implementation of
modernization projects in the states of the region. The specific features of the political transformations of the
states of the region associated with the formation of non-Western democracies on the basis of “development
authoritarianisms” are revealed.

Carrying out large-scale transformations is connected with the need to establish sovereignty in the
postcolonial period and ensure national security in the current geopolitical conditions. The success of the East
Asian model of transformation is also associated with the preservation of elements of traditional regulation,
a unique synthesis of traditions and innovations based on a special, synthetic way, non-Western and non-
mobilization type.

Governments and national leaders play a special role in the political practices of non-Western modernization,
ensuring the planning of modernization strategies. A separate role in the transformation belongs to the
competent bureaucracy with a minimum degree of corruption. And the transformations were carried out by
authoritarian methods.

Non-Western modernization is of interest both from a theoretical and empirical point of view, especially
given the effect of the non-Western approach to transformation, embodied in the so-called Asian economic
miracle and contributing to national consolidation in Southeast and East Asia.

For developing countries, it is important to choose the ways of their socio-political and economic
development, especially in the context of globalization. The study of the experience of the countries of
Southeast and East Asia allows us to identify the main directions of their development that have transformed
societies, and to determine an acceptable development strategy for the state.

Back in the 1990s, concepts were put forward according to which the 21st century would be the era of
domination of the Asia-Pacific civilization, which replaces the Euro-Atlantic one. The modernization of the
countries of Southeast Asia is becoming a factor in reformatting the established world order, creating a new
balance of power in the international arena and new centres of influence in political and economic relations.

Key words: political transformation, Southeast Asia, political process, non-Western democracies,
authoritarianism, political culture.

Anomauyisa

Tecaenko C. C. IMomitnuHi npakTuku TpaHcdopMmanii kpain Cximaoi Ta IliBpenHO-CximHoi A3ii. -
CraTTs.

Y cTatTTi posrisaaamoThes Mozierli MO TUYHOT TpaHcopMallil B CXiTHOa3iMChKIX AeprKaBax.

3nivicHeHO aHasIi3 HOJIITUYHMX IIPaKTUK TpaHcdopMmarlii kpaia Cximroi Ta IliBmerHo-CxigHol Asii; mocrti-
IDKeHO YMHHWKMY, IO BIUIMHYJIM Ha yCIIIIIHY peasli3allifo MOAepHi3aliliHIX IPOEKTIB y depKaBax perioHy;
BUSIBJIEHO crierudpivHi pyicy IIOJIITMYHMX TpaHCOpMaLlivi JiepKaB periony, oB s3aHi 3 OpMYyBaHHSIM He3a-
XiITHVX JeMOKpaTill Ha OCHOBI «aBTOPUTAPU3MiB PO3BUTKY».

ITpoBemeHHs MMpPOKOMAaCIITaOHVIX IIepeTBOPEHb II0B si3aHe 3 HeOOXiTHICTIO yTBepIKeHHS CyBepeHiTeTy
B IIOCTKOJIOHiaJIbHWUV IIepiof i 3abe3lleyeHHs HaIliOHaJIbHOI Oe3IeKM y CydacHMX TeONOJITHYHMX YMOBax.
Yenix cxigroasivicbkoi Mopierti TpaHcdopMariil 38"3y€TbCs TaKOX 31 30epe’keHHSIM eJIeMEHTIB TPaULIiHOL
peryJisLii, yHiKaJIbHVM CMHTE30M TPanIIilt i HoBallilt Ha OCHOBI 0COOJIMBOTO, CMHTETMYHOTIO IIUISIXY, He3axif-
HOTO i HeMOO1Ti3aIliOHHOTO THITY.

B nonitTraHMX IMpakTUKax He3axiHOI MOfepHisarlil ocoOymMBY posib BifirparoTs ypsau i HarfioHaIbHi J1i-
Tepu, 110 3a0e3redyloTh IUIaHYBaHHs cTpaTeril MofepHiszallil. OKpeMa posib y HepeTBOPEeHHSIX HaJIeXWUTh
KOMITETEHTHIV OI0pOKpaTil 3 MiHIMaJIbHMM CTyIleHEeM KOPYIILi. A IlepeTBOpeHHs 3/IiVICHEeHi aBTOpUTapHUMM
MeTofaMM.
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He3axizHa MoziepHi3allist CTAaHOBUTD iHTepec SIK 3 TEOPETMYHO], TaK i 3 eMIIIPIUYHOI TOUOK 30py, OCOOIIMBO
3 OISy Ha edpeKT Bill He3axiTHOro IIiAXoMy 110 TpaHcdopMallil, 0 BTUIMBCA Y TaK 3BaHOMY a3iliICbKOMY eKo-
HOMIYHOMY MBI Ta CIIpMsAB HalliOHa/IbHIV KOHcomifail y KpaiHax [lismerno-CxinHot Ta CxigHot Asii.

M1t KpalH, 10 pOo3BUBAIOTHCS, BaXKIMBUM € BUOIp MIIAXIB IX COITiaIbHO-IIOITMYHOTO i EKOHOMIYHOTO po3-
BUTKY, OCOOJIMBO B yMOBaXx CBiTOBOI I7100asti3antii. Busuenns nocsiny xpais IliBmerno-CximrHoi Ta CxigHot A3il
T103BOJISI€ BUSIBUTY OCHOBHI HaIIPsIMU 1X PO3BUTKY, 1110 TpaHCOPMYyBasIv CyCHisIbCTBA, i BUSHAUNUTY ITPUNHSAT-
HY JI AlepKaBy CTpaTerifo pO3BUTKY.

e y 1990-x pokax Oysyv BUCYHYTi KOHIIemLil, 3rimHo 3 axmmu XXI cTOIITTS cTaHe elloXo0 TOMiHYBaHHS
A3iTICbKO-TMX00KeaHChKOT IIMBiITi3allil, sKa e Ha 3MiHy €BpoaTiianTUuHin. MonepHisanig kpaiH Ilisnen-
HO-CxigHoi A3ii crae daxTOpoM IepedpopMaTyBaHHS YCTaJIEHOTO CBITOYCTPOIO, CTBOPIOIOUNM HOBMI OasraHC
C/JI Ha MDKHAPOIHIN apeHi 1 HOBI IIeHTPY BIUIVBY B OJIITMYHOMY Ta €KOHOMIYHOMY BiZTHOIIICHHSIX.

Katouobi caoba: momnitTiana TpancdopMariis, IliBpenHo-CxigHa Asist, HOIITUYHNUI ITpoliec, He3axifgHi 1eMo-
KparTil, aBTOpUTapu3M, IOJITUYHA KyJIbTYypa.
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