§ » 2010 2 196

( 330013)
D374 A 1674 -6201(2010) 02 — 0062 — 06
2010 - 05 - 26
(1972 -) .
. 1963
20 . 1980
. 1987
«“ ” . . 1989
. 1992

c62o



43

. 2005

1995
. 1997
2001
o 2002
1
2004
2005
10 -15 7

3
40 7
2004
10 o

» 2
o
;2007 3
”
o
”» “
“
o
“
Al
.
» 4
o

. 2006



20 90
“9e11”

143

[13

é“

”»

43

o

”»

1993

o

“«

2001



13 ”»

Al
”
;2004
“ ”»
“
”
”
”
”
9

065n



A}
o
°
o
°
”»
Al Al
“ 2
[43
14 ”
o
“ ”
«
°
L]
”» 12
o
“ 2
»
6@ ”

«

4 \27

@

“« ”»

”»

o 2004

”»

»

”»



“ . . . 4 FAWAS A. GERGES. America and Political Islam M .

” Cambridge University Press 1999.
« »” . 5 . I
2006( 6) .
’ 6 ]
2004( 1) .
’ 7 . . .
° J 2005( 3) .
8 . J
2006( 4) .
9 J
. - i 2007(4) .
10 PETER FORD. Wariness over Turkey’ s EU Bid J .
« ” Christian Science Monitor. 2004( 10) : 6.
« 11 METIN HEPER. Political Culture as a Dimension of

Compatibility A . in M. HEPER H. KRAMER and
A. NCUEDS C . Turkey and the West: Changing Po—

litical and Culture Identities London: IB Tauris
é“

N 1993.
) 12 LOH DPA REUTERS. Sarkoyz will die tur zuschlagen
° R/OL . 2008 - 8. http: //www. focus. de/politik/
N ausland/eu - erweiter — ung — sarkozy — will — die — tuer

- zuschlagen aid 312440. html.

13 .
R/0OL .2009 - 1. http: //finance. zjt. com. cn/inter—
| I national /2009 - 01 -20/A860798. html.
2005(2) . 14 : I
I 2008( 3) .
2 MUJEEB R. KHAN and M. HAKAN YAVUZ. Bringing
15 . ? R/

Turkey into Europe J . Current History 2003(3) .
3 BURAK AKCAPAR. Turkey’s New European Era lan—
ham M . Rowman & Littlefield Inc  2007.

OL . 2008 —12. http: //zhidao. baidu. com/question/
19197172 html

Turkey’ s Opening Accession of joining EU: Dislocation of Strategy Value and Acceptance Difference

LIU Xing — hua

( Financial School Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330013)

Abstract: In the history of modern international political relations the special case that Turkey applies to join EU is meaningful
and thought — provoking. However the road to EU is rough bumpy and full of many difficulties in recent years. Turkey is still
outside EU now. The advantage from Turkey’ s geopolitics and the value Turkey owns will be used as important bargaining count—
ers for negotiations on joining EU. At the same time the support from U. S. will influence EU% attitude toward Turkey. It is ob—
vious that Copenhagen Criteria is only the nominal obstacle while the Islam culture nature and its deriving civilization conflict
with European culture is the real obstacle. There is a uncertain future for Turkey to join EU whatever the result its symbol
meaning surpasses practical meaning.
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