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Fran Prim itive Community to Nationalism Camm unity

——Ziya G kalp and His Study on Turkish Nationalism (1 of 2)

Liw Zhongmin

The theoty of Ziya G kab once phyed mpor
tant role formembers ofY outh Tuikey for their trans
Hmation fran Pan— ottananisn to Kem al’ s naton-
alim. The man contents of Zya G kalp inclides
(1) Human being canmunity has two brandies
Prinitve canmunity and nation The prmitve
canmunity ncludes four knds of types  und ifferen-
tiated Canmunities w ith a clan basis d ifferen tiated
cammunities w ith a clan basis trbal communites

n which totamic mnstition is entirely lacking

pp- 26— 30

degnerate prin itive canmunities. (2) The identity
of relighn is a backward psychology identity corre
spond ng to past empire and the identity of naton is
corresponding to advanced national statg therefore it
is necessary historically to transfer from religious
(3) Advocating of
secular nationalism, that is advocatng dividing
of relgion fran politics and ob jecting to relgion’ s

canmunity to national state

ntewentbn n politics

On the Stratocracy and D an ocratization Process

——A Case Study on the 1980 Coup D’ tat in Turkey

Zhou Shuqing

Turkish m ilitary power at last intervened polr
tics m 1970s when Turkey metw ith severe politica)
econan ic and social crisis and several govemmen ts
failed to control the situaton. The first hing for the
m ilitary regime was to stabilize the cwil siuation
and rebuild new power structure was he bgical ex
tension of the coup In 1982 the mplan ent of new
constilutbn was the mark of recoverng civil officer
politics and the substantial step to do that was to
conduct the general electon next year The restoring
of cwvilgovernment helped Turkey to gan the reputa
ton differently fran same South American states

pp-31- 36

them were regadded as m ilitary autocratic regines

The original am for the m ilitary to launch the coup
d’ tatwas tomantan itself nterest but the result
ob jectively was the “ revision” of democracy The
pumpose of the coup launched by Tuikish m ilitary
consists inmaintan ng the benefits of their own  and
the consequence of he coup is to get the damocratr
zation to the right phce. The 1980 coup d’ eata is
not a tragedy of democracy but the “ rational reduc
not the frustre

ton of the denocratc development but the adjust

ton” of the democratic fran avork

mentof the deamocratic deve lopmentm ode.

The Russia— Turkey Relations Since 21* Century

Zhang La iyt

Sice the beginning of the 21" Century Russia
and Tuikey are tryng to establish a new parmershp
relation w ih mutual respect and understandng e
quality and mutual benefiy long— tem stability and
bilateral deve bpment based on disn issing h storical
fouls and mntervention fran U.S There are frequent
vBits bewveen the leaders of the o countries w hich
have great pumoted friendly cooperation in all k nds

. 80.

pp-37- 41

of fields and a stable and fine econam ic cooperation
has been established The cooperatbn between Rus
sia and Tuikey boks active and potential and there
seem s great advantage of geopolitics and better real
istic conditbns for the bilateral cooperaton In the
new circun stancg Russia and Turkey w ill streng thr
en their friendly bilateral relatbns and their good
cooperation w ill start new steps



