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“Turkey Mode”: Past and Present

ZAN Tao
(Department of History, Beijing University, Beijing 100871)

Abstract: The road for Turkey’s development as a model can be roughly divided into two stages/types:Mustafa Kemal’s drastic
secularism; moderate Islamism based on secular democratic system. Turkey can develop its pattern of development first due to its
successful national construction (nationalism).The problem facing Turkey is how Turkey people as a traditional imperial ruling nation
build a new national identity in post—imperial age. Turkey model can be classified two stages mainly based on the observation of relation
between government and religion (secularism)in Turkey, which involves the way Turkey constructs a modern country through secularism.
The relation between government and religion reflects the dynamism of Turkish model. Only if the content stated above is viewed as a
whole, can we make a comprehensive understanding of Turkish model.The summary and study of Turkish model is of significance of
reference for other countries in the Middle East.

Key Words: Turkish model; nationalism; secularism; Party of Justice and Development



