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New Changes and Influences of “the Turkish Model”

Wang Lincong

Abstract: Turkish model was the product of secular authoritarianism during the
Kemal era whose basic contents were modernization — oriented radical secularism
nationalism and Westernization. With the evolution of Turkish history these contents
were reshaped and modified into new Turkish model during Erdogan era. The new
model adopts passive secularism democratization market economy and foreign in—
dependence highlights respect for religious and traditional values. Being product of
the struggles between religious forces and secular forces New Turkish model shows
some characters of the democratic politics reflecting the moderate nature of Turkish
Islamism and the coexistence of Islam and democracy. The new model may serve as
references to the Arabic states in political transition and exerts demonstration
effect. However Turkish model was the special product of history it cannot be rep—
licated. What’ s more it doesn’ t take shape yet and has its limitations.

Key Words: Turkish Model; Kemalism; Justice and Development Party

¢« Q7 o



