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2003 p 24
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Ye ikhda (eds ), The Political and Socieconanic Tranfom ation of Turkey, W estport Connecticuy London 1993, p 62.
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TheMuslim World, Vol 93, April2003 p. 171.
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(2001), p.441.
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Journal ' M ddle Eastern Studies (1998), 25 (2), p. 299

. 30.



EHAELRSE S ERA N ER LEHR

2 3% 2 2 l
”@
2002 11 ,
2001 2 40 12 , ;
@
2 2 4270 2
81 57
a 2007 , 5 ,
) o
10% , 30 E
) (1) .
. 3 (2)
. . ;o (3
2 6 2
| 9 %
! ;L », { », 2001 6 , 33~ 36 : «
», CEesdsgr i@ ) », 2001 455 128, % 611
@ [ ] . ; A », 4 Y, 2004 4 24
) See TheM ddle East, December 2002 p.9.
Y 2004 3 29
% L M, « », 2007 7 24
% - L », , 2005 , 101 “ 6
6 [

. 31.



BTN 200944 84

» ) )
2 2
2 2
o 2
2 2
|
2
2 2
, 20 90 ,
@
2 o 2
2 2 2
[13
2
» )
2 2
B » ) , 90
2 ; 2
2 2

TG R B RS #h)

! SeeAglarKeyder “W hither the Pro ect ofM od emity” iR eth inking M od ernity and N ational Identity in Turkey, SbelBozlogan and Resat
Kasaba eds Seattle The University of W ashington Press 1997.

@ SeeCengiz andar “Redefining Turkey s Political Center ” Joumal of Democracy, 10 (4), 1999 p. 136.

@ SeeM enderes Cinag op. cit, p 470.

« » 2009 7 ,
1. ) )
« »
2 , { », << »
3 « » {
» , \ ,
4 ,

PP




WEST ASIA AND AFRICA  No § 2009

A Canparative Study on the D ifference between the Justice and
Development Party and the W elfare Party in Turkey

Min Jing

A lthough both the Justice and Development
Party (AKP) and theW elfare Party (RP) inTurkey
are pro— Ishmi¢ the wo have different vievs on a
series of key issues The RP shows an obvous relr
gious attitude while the AKP sticks to the principle
of separation of religbn and politics based on moder
ate secularsm. The RP is of politically arb irariness
while the AKP is of democratic tolerance The RP
denies theW estern culure and resists the European

Unon (EU) while the AKP recognizes the progres

pp- 26— 32

sive value of he EU and hasm ade great progress n
striving for Turkey’ s entty nto the EU. TheRP dd
not mprove the Turk sh econam © simation while the
AKP led Turkey out of the econan ic crisis and have
made Tuikish econamy develop healhil. A1l the
differences above have been the decisive factors that
result n the RP’ s beng banned and he AKP’ s
successive tu ling positbn and w ill mpact positively
he future Tuikish relgious and political relations
and theM idle E ast fundam entalisn.

A Probe into Turkey—- Iran Relation in the New Century

Zhang La i

There are geograph ical advan tages and good re
alistic conditions for Tuikey and Iran to develop heir
but the relatbons beween the wo have
long been cold H owever the Bsues of Irag enemgy

re lations

factors and nuclear issue of Iran have all nflenced
positively he bilateral relatbns The shared nterests
n tackling the Kurd ssue have got the wo close
each oher The demand for energy has made Turkey
enore theU. S opposition It is appreciated by Iran

pp- 39— 43

that Turkey has stood against the U.S. military at
tack n solving the Iran nuclear issue The approach
of the wo states is in accordancew ith the nterestof
ntemational society and beneficial to the regbnal
stability, yet the U. S nterference has bng been
he negatve elment that affectng Turkey — TIran
relation development There are stillmuch work for
the wo to do n establishing new econamic relation
mechanign and cooperative princ p les

An Analysis of the Governm ent Roles in A frican Poverty Reduction

An Chunying

The universal regbnal and bng— tem features
of A frican poverly and he character for govemmen s
to conto ] pub lic resources have endowed the A frican
govemments with dam nant and decisive 1oles n

It is shown that the

govemme nis have brought poverty reduction into

natbnal poverty reducton

heir rehtve national devebpment strategies by
ushg adn inistratve m easures and mlng resources

which has laid the systematic basis of poverty reduc
ton having fomed the substantial econam ic basis
by adjustng fnancial expenses credit fund ng and

. 80.

pp- 44— 49

ncreasng nvesiment n poverly reducton offering
more opportunities to the poor to participate n
econan ic actwites and ncrease their ncames by
mplenenting the policies of land refom and prmo-
tng snall- medum sized enterprises development

carrying out the targeted poverty reduction hrough
special poverty reductbn prograns However the
govemments may be restrcted in many areas of
povertyreduction They need to well dealw ih the
relations between govemment and markef private
enterprises and NGOs and the people n poverty



