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Hegemonicparty Regimes: Historical Origins and Consequences
ZENG Qingjie

( School of International Relations and Public Affairs Fudan University Shanghai 200433)
Abstract: Hegemonic—party regimes that combine prolonged one-party dominance with regularized multi-party elections
have become one of the most common forms of authoritarianism in the contemporary era. Despite numerous studies
regarding the role of hegemonic parties in sustaining authoritarian regimes there is a profound lack of understanding of
the conditions under which such regimes emerged. This paper proposes a typology of the historical origins of
hegemonic—party regimes by generalizing from the experiences of all 21 relevant cases in the contemporary period. It
shows that these regimes arose from more complicated historical trends and structural forces than existing studies have
suggested. Through structured case comparison it further argues that hegemonic—party regimes that transitioned from
closed single-party system tend to be more resilient than those with other modes of origins. We show that the ruling
parties” investment in building grassroots organizations and appropriating state resources under single-party rule
continues to bolster authoritarian survival in the multiparty era. Future studies should therefore take note of the
historical roots of hegemonic—party regimes when explaining important political outcomes.

Key words: hegemonic—party regime; authoritarian stability; historical origins; historical legacies.
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