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Neoliberal Globalization and the

Democracy Paradox:
The Turkish General Elections of 1999

Zrva Onig

“The decp sense Of uncertainty and the Jeeling of
rootessness produced by globalization haye
clearly contributed ta the rise af often
authoritarian forms of identity politics to the
center stage in the political areng ”

Neo]ibcra[ globalization as a late 20th century phenomenon is
an inherentiy contradictory process. It is g process that
unleashes tremendous potential for econamie growth driven by
rapid technoiogical progress, notably in the areas of
Lommunications and information technology and is associated
with the opening of markets and the rapid expansion of trade and
capital flows, At the same time, it is a highiy uneven process that
tends to agpravate inequality between as wel| ag Within countrics,
by favoring certain regions or socia) groups over others. The uncven
nature of neoliberal globalization i also a reflection or eyen a by-
product of the differont speeds at which globalization occurs. I
thus creates dispraportionate benefits in favor of the industrialized
ountries of the North and the smafl number of semi-peripheral
countries or emerging markets, such as Turkey, which are tied 1o
the northern countries through narth-south regional biocs.
Significant parts of the developing warld have heen marginalized
and left out of this process, Within individual countries, neolibera)
globalization tends to “Ieate a group of winners who are able to

who lack the skiils and the capacity to adapt themselves to the
REW environment and, hence, are excluded from iis patentia]
—_—
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benefits. Natural corollaries of this tendency are the growing
differentiation within the national econamy and the dichotomy
of highly prosperaus and declining, or stagnant, regions within
the same national economic space.

The paradox of necliberal globalization is that it unilies and
integrates while it fragments and marginalizes. Globalizadon of
the warld economy finds its most complete farm in Bnancial
markets; the process has been less tharough, however, in the arcas
of foreign direct investment and foreign trade. In the latter, in
spite of significant recent moves to gstablish a free, multilateral
wotld trading environment, striking elements of pmtcctionism
continue to cxist and novel instruments of protectionism are
created, notably in industrialized countries, in the form of lahar
and environmental and technical standavds.'

While financial globalization constitutes the most successful
aspect of neoliberal globalization, labor mability comprises the
sphere where progress to date has been the maost limited. Labor
mability applics largely to 2 sub-group of highly skilled employccs.
Unskilled or semi-skilled workers are usually confined to their
national territories and louk to their respective governments (o
improve their living standards.

The contradictory precesses unleashed by ncoliberal
globalization thus places encrmous strains and tensions on the
state. In the aftermath of widespread privatization, as well as
trade and capital account liberalization, many of the functions
that the state has traditionally performed have become absalete.
I'his s not to argue that the state itself has no useful function to
perform in the age of globalization. The state has to medify and
adapt itsclf to the new environment and assume new
responsibilities in such key areas as building human capital and
technological infrastructure, maintaining macroeconomic
stability, creating a competitive environment and rcgulating

financial systems, The “competition state,” which regquires

productive integration with the global economy, however, isa

U On the broad economic aspects of the contemparary globalization process and its
inherently urieven character, sec Paw! O. Hirst and Grahame Thampson, Globaiization
Cusrtion {Cambridge: Polity Dross, 1994); Robert Boyer and Danicl Diache, eds., Stales
Agetinst Markees: The Lanits of Ciabalization {Londen: Reudedge, 1996); Susan Strange
The Retreat of the State (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1996] and Andrew Huwrel
and Ngaire Woads, “Glabalization and Inequality.” Millennium, 24, no. 3 (1995] pP-

+47-70.
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Eurape.? The current wave of economic globalization is resulting
in Western-style, liberal and pluralistic polities, which set high
standards regarding human rights. Increasingly, successful economic
integration requires political reforms. Paradoxically, and in striking
contrast to the Cold War era, transnztional corporations and
financial institutions arc unwilling to invest in and lend to countries
with authoritarian structures and weak human rtights records.
Authoritarian regimes arc na longer justified on the grounds of
stability or security, as in the past, and are increasingly associated
with favoritism, lack of transparency and uncertainty
Transnational institutions like the World Bank place increasing
emphasis on “good gavernance,” suggesting that the develapment
of strong and democratically accountable institutions have a
critical role to play in successful economic development. Anether
striking element associated with contemporary patterns of
globalization concerns the development of civil saciety and the
proliferation of non-governmental erganizations (NGOs). This
ig a proccss that manifests itself in industrial sociedes, and is
also reflected, perhaps to a lesser extent, in the development of
transnational NGCQs, A positive correlation appears to exist
between the development of civil society on a national or globat
basis and an extension of civil or human rights and freedom within
individual countries.

Considering the arguments that [ have presented thus far, it is
not surprising that many people tend to conceptualize globalization
and democratization as necessarily paralkl, inwcrchangeable and
mutually reinforcing phenomena. The reality is more complex,
however, and a decper analysis would suggest that the relationship
hetween globalization and democracy contains a dark, negative
side along with the positive, favorable features mentioned zhove.

Associated with these patterns of globalization has been the
emergence of nationalist and fundamentalist rnovements of various
sorts, movements that tend to create enormous tensions during
democratization. Authoritarian or exclusionary identity politics
seem to be a necessary corollary of globalization, although the

2 On: the complex relationship between globalization and democratization, see James
Mittelivan, ed., Glebalization: Critical Ferspectives {Boutder, CO: Lynne Rienner, 1996)
and fohn 5, Dryzek, Demecragy in Capitalise Times: Ideals, Limits and Struggles {Mew Yark:
Oxford Universi ty Press, 1994}, On a favarable asscssment of the prospects far
democratization, see Samuel P Huntingtan, The Thitrd Wive Demacratization i ihe Late
Twenticth Century (Narman, OK and London: University of Oklahema Press, 1991 h
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democratic politics is being established as the norm in the majority
of countries, serious questions remain regarding the true democratic
credentials of many of the democracies being established. Various
terms, such as “delegative democracy,” *low intensity demacracy”
or "the politics of anti-politics,” have been used to describe a
familiar pattern; low key politics within a compressed public space
and based on personalities rather than concrete party programs.*
Such politics arc driven by the desire for individual material
entichment rather than the public good. Thus, it is net surprising
to observe a degeneration of political activity and a corresponding
loss of trust in politicians and palitical activity on the part of the
general public. The moral vacuum that seems to accompany the
current wave of democratization reflects the extension of the
market to encompass econontic and nen-economic dimensians of
cveryday life, including political activity.

It is therefore not so paradoxical that identity politics are
erncrging at the same time that neoliberal globalization is taking
place. The deep sense of uncertainty and the feeling of rootlessness
produced by globalization have clearly contributed to the rise of
often authoritarian forms of identity politics to the center stage
in the political arena. It is perhaps this very gap between what is
possible and what is expected in this new, globalized environment
that is causing widespread public dissatisfaction and
disillusionment with politicians and political activity:

Turxgy: CHALLENGES AND STRAINS OF GLOBALIZATION
Turkey’s encounter with necliberal globalization dates back to
1980. Following the collapse of the import substitution model of
development during the late 1970s, Turkey embarked on a major
economic reform period in 198, with strong support from
transnational financial institutions. The objective of the reform
process was to carrect the severe inward oricntation of the previnus
era and create an economy that would be fully integrated and
competitive with the world market. The question of whether the
Turkish version of necliberalisim has been successful is an issue

* Particularly importantin this context are Guitlermo 0°'Donnell, “Delegative Demadracy.

Journal of Demacracy. 5, no. | (1994} pp. 55-69; Barry Gills, Jocl Recamara and Richard
Wilson, eds., Law Intensicy Democracy: Political Paveer in the Now World Order (London and
Boulder, CO: Pluto Press, 1993} and Farced Zakania, " The Rise of [lliberal Demoerach

Foreign Affuirs (November/Decembec 1997} pp. 22-43,
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Ziya Oy
Incgalitarian Econgmic Developme:

Although Turkey's CCONOmic growth has heen fairly tapid, ap
inegalitarign pattern of develapment hag persisted jn Turkey
during the [980s and the 1990;. Turkey has one of the higher
relative incame inequalities: g rweent estimace of Tirkey's Gin;
coefficient, a stangard indicator of relative thcome inequaity,
was 0.5,

Furthermore, (1o Tuzrkish developmen: Cxperience has peen
characterized by majar inter-regiona] income inequaiity, Turkey’s
“OMparatively Jow PEr c2pita income of §5.5) ¢4 {alculated 1o
account for Purchasing power Parity} is a reflection of the wide
gap between the relatively developed regions of the Waegt and the
South and the severely underdevelgped Tegions of the Southeas
and East.® While the Kurdish issye in lurkey js Party an issuc of
ethnig identity, iy s also related
underdevelopment of the Sautheast Associated wigh this
inegalitarian Pattern of development has been large-scale

unemployment ang undt-rernploymcnt, continued rural-urhan
migration and the growth of shantytowng around the major
metropalican ceners

Fortunately, Turkey is in 4 pracess of demographic transition
with population grawth Aisplaying a marked decline in recent
vears.” However, the high rate of papulation growth upi recently
has created a population Structure, which, in contrast to European

labor force, jg concentrared in agricuitural and ryrq] arcas, in spite
of the fact thar the share of agricufiyze to total national production
has declined dramatically in recent decacles.

Yet another characteristic of the Turkish €xperience has been
the cycles of wage repression and recovery: Indeed, rea) wages were
cavily depressed in the early years of the neolibery) experiment
under military rule from | 980 to 1983 and the subsequent phase
of restricted democracy from 1983 10 1987 Rey Wages recoverad

—_—

“ For Ev¥idence an differont dimensions gf Neame inequality in Turkey, sec Zehra
fnakoghy, “Incame Distribution i Turke_v; Win Cotg What?™ Pringre Wierw, 45 no, 2
(Autume I997) pp. 56.62 The per Capits income fpura i based on iy Human
elopmient Repors, 1908 (New York: Ohcford Universiry Pregs 19ga).
 For & comprehengive analvsis of the changing demographic rend.

. and the decling in
the rate of populatian grawth jg Tirrkey during the recant Petiad, see TUSIAD), Ty i

Firtat Penvopast. LDiemagragi Eaniigeim ve fdfigtenlers (Itanbui. TUSIAD Py, Cation, |gog
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stgnificantly in the late 1980s and the early 1990s. Howcver, the
financial crisis of 1994, and the subseguent stabilization program
implemented in conjunction with the IME have created yet another
tound of wage depression during the latter half of the 1990s.

A characteristic not unique to Turkey is that the state possesses
limited capacity to feverse the inegalitarian trend resultin g from
globalization. It is increasingly left to informal institutional
Arrangements or networks to pravide a rudimentary form of welfare
provision.'® The growth of these informal networks and the concept
of the “network society” is crucial 10 understanding the highly
volatile electoral politics of the 1990s. The clectoral scene of the

1990s is increasingly dominated by competition amang these rival

informal netwaorks.

ParTy FRAGMENTATION DURING THE 1990s

Now that I have examined how globalization has affected the
Turkish ecanomy, I will move on to its impact on democratization
and the politicai sphere. An apparent paradox of the Turkish
political scene during the 1990s, which sharply differentiates it
from the 19805, concerns the fragmentation of the party system
and the return of coalition politics. The paolitical system was strictly
controlled during the 1980s. As noted, Turkey had a military
government from 1980 to 1983 and a controfled transition to
democracy from 1983 to 1987, There were explicit limits imposed
on the number and nature of the political partics allowed 10
participate in the general elections of November 1983 and the
municipal elections of March 1984.

In November 1983, Turgut Ozal’s right-of-center Motherland
Party won the first general election after military rule.’t The
Matherland Party continued to dominate the political scenc and
emerged as the winner once again in the 1987 general election.

1% For @ comprehensive discussion of informal networles and their importance in: the political
ccanomy of Turkey, see Ayge Bufira, “The Immoral Economy of Housing in Turkey.”
Trnternutional fournal af Urban and Regianal Research, 22, no. 2 {1598} pp. 303-17.

"' For an analysis of the political envirenment of the 19805 and Lhe tise of the Batherland
Pany, sce John Waterbury, *Export-Led Grewth and the Center Right Coalition in Turkey,

Comparative Priitics, 24 (Winter 1993) Fp. 127-45. Alsa relevant to an understanding of
the period is Metin Heper, ed., Strong State and Feonomic Interest Groups: The Pore- 1950
Tierkish Experience (Berlin and New York: Walter de Gruyter, 1991). On the pattern of
electoral paolitics during the 1990s, see Ersin Kalaycloglu, “The Shaping of Party
Preferenives in Turkey: Coping with Post Cold War Era.” New Perspectives on Turkep, 10
{Spring 1599] pp. 47-76.
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. Table 2
Electoral Performance in the Post-1980 Era:
Systemic versus Fringe Parties
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An examination of recent party programs and a comparison on
ain ¢riteria point toward some interesting

the basis of seven m
tendencies, which are warth highlighting. The seven criteria are:

privatization, as a measure of commitment to reducing the direct
involvement of the state in economic aftairs; decentralization, as
a measure of commitment to reducing Ankara’s control over
regional districts; democratization and individual rights, as a
measure of the party’s commitment to civil ri ghts and democracy:
traditional and conservative communitarianism, which involves a
mix of Islamic and nationalist undertones and emphasizes
traditian, hierarchy and group solidarity; nationalism, which
measures the extent to which the party programs are based on
nationalist, exclugionary dialogue; secularism, which measures the
party’s commitment to separation of religion and the state; and,
foreign policy orientation, which indicates the party’s stance

toward EU membership. These trends are laid out in Table 3.

Some interesting trends are clear from Table 3. First, there scems
to be much less disagreement on economic issues in the 1990s
compared with earlier periods. In the past, significant differences
existed between the right-of-center and left-of-center parties
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concerning the role of the state in economic affairs and the issug
of whether or not to privatize the large state enterprise sector,
Now, almost all political parties appear to be in favor of
privatization and the market economy; although differences of
emphasis may still be detected."

Secondly, all of the parties appear to be in favor of some
decentralization and delegation of autharity to local governments,
Most of the palitical parties also appear to be in favor of
democratization and the enlargement of individual rights. At the
same time, with one exception, the programs of ali the principal
political parties tend to reflect strong traditional and conservative
communitarian elements invalving various mixes of Islam and
nationalism. This type of communitarianism, with its emphasis
on tradition, culture, hievarchy and group selidarity, makes a rather
sharp contrast with the "liberal communitarian” vision of the world,
with its emphasis on the individual and individual rights within a
broader social context. Perhaps not surprisingly, then, the emphasis
on nationalism appears to be particularly sirong across the political
spectrum.

The degree of emphasts placed on secularism seems to be a point of
demarcation between center-left and center-right political parties, with
the former placing more emphasis en the importance of secularism.
Center-right parties appear less concerned with maintaining

secularism. Foreign palicy oricntations of the political parties are
broadly paralle], again with ane or two exceptions. The link between
party programs and electoral results will be cxplored later.

Orne last dramatic trend underlying the eleetoral politics of the

99035, and patticularly the elections of 1999, and closcly related to
the process of globalization, involves the national-local divide, The

“ The programs of all the major political pacties seem o display a certain degres of
continuity in the campaigns leading toward the elections of 1995 and 1999, with the
exception of that of the Virtue Party, which has changed itz pragram significanily in
favor of a more libera! approach in economic affairs and a new emphasis an demosratic
rights and civil libertics. Morcover, Virtue currently atwaaches major importance o
developing closer links with the Evrepean Unjon. These changes mark a sharp contrast
to the program of the Wellare Party o 1994 and 1955, Welfare’s pragram had b:Fﬂ
based on a hyper-popalist thetoric of “just arder” apd a cleat bias could be detected nits
fareign policy stance in favor of the Arab and [slamic werld and against [sracl andllhc
European Union. The closure of the Welfare Party in January 1998 clearly Iﬁ'l.ll'fﬂd ina
massive overhaul of the program of its successar, Virue The link with the EU is moee
impartantin this context in teems onmtccting the party against another possible closute.
The shedding of its more communitarian clements In Favor of a pragram baf_t‘ﬂ on
individial rights and liberties, with a locus on religious rights, has not hielped Virwes
elecreral fortunes, however, as the resules of the 1999 elections testily:
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disarray after its predecesor was closed. Indeed, the Nationalist
Action Party has managed to increase iis votes precisely in the areas
where Welfare previously dominated. The experiences of both the
Welfare and the Nationalist Action Parties clearly testify to the
importance of strong organizational skills, local level networks and
redistributive mechanisms, which are crucial in building a broad
cross-class coalition from a grassroots level,

The logical implication of this argument is that class-based
politics do not preduce success in the new political environment.
This observation is directly verified in the cases of both the
Motherland and the Republican People's Parties, which have
become increasingly class-based and which have sustained
significant electora! losses. The Motherland Party under Ozal
during the 1980s was a truly cross-class coalition. Its
programmatic appeal was based on a hybrid ideology, combining
astrong cormmitment to the market with communitarian elements
of nationalism and Islam, although not to the extent of
Nationalist Action and Welfare. Following the departure of 0zal
and the more conservative elements in the party, it progressively
lost its cross-class quality. Under the dominance of its liberal
wing, during the 19905 the Motherland Party increasingly became

the principal representative of the urban bourgeoisie, which has

naturally benefited from the glebalization process. The

Motherland Party example clearly demonstrates that a political

party thac only appeals to the winners of globalization will not

be able to translate this limited popularity into electoral success.

Similarly, the Republican People’s Darty, which tried to appeal
primarily to the losers of the globalization process, was not able
to generate the desired level of electoral success in the 1990s. Tt
is important to note, however, that the specific historical legacy
of the Republican People's association with the state and the
state idealogy of authoritarian secularism has also limited its

electoral success.!?

** For a discussion and a eritique of official state ideolagy and the notion of authoritarian
secularism, see Hakan Yawws, *Turkey's Fault Lines and the Crisis of Kemalism,” Current
History ([anuary 2000) pp. 33-38. For similar critical perspectives concerning the positions
taken by the Turkish state concerning the Kurdish issuc and politival [slam respectively, see
Henri J. Barkey and Graham E. Fuller, Tirbey's Kurdish Question {Oxford: Rovan and
Liutlcfield, 1998) and Mehran Kamrava, “Prendo-Demecratic Politics and Popuiist Fosstbilitics:
The Rise and Demise of Turkey™s ¥elfare Party, " British fowrnaf af Middle Eastern Stadies, 23,
no. 2 (1998} pp. 275-301. Turning our attentian o the Republican People’s Party, there is
an interesting dichotomy between its staunch defense of Kemalism on the issue of PD“UCH:
Islam and its more liberal stand concerning minority rights and ethnic idenlity.
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A second attribute of successful parties in the 1990s is their
appeal to the underpriviledged, which aceounts for the Welfare
Party’srise to power in 1994 and 1995 and the unexpected rise of
the Nationalist Action Farty in 1999. Both of these parties have
capitalized on the weaknesses of the traditional social democratic
parties in Turkey and have represented themselves as the natural
outlets for the underprivileged, In both cases, they appeared to be
mare statist and populist than the mainstream parties, At the same
time, they managed to differentiate themselves in terms of their
discourse from the mainstream politica! parties of the “center ”
Welfare appealed to the electorate by usin g Islamic nationalism
whercas Nationalist Action focused more on nationalism and
national identity." The appeal te the underprivileged in both cases
utilized strong collectivist and communitarian elements that helped
ta build a bridge between various levels of socicty These strong
communitarian elements had a strong moral appeal in the Turkish
environment, which is increasingly characterized by favoritism,
corruption and an overall decline in ¢thics caused by relentless
matcrialism and the extension of the market into everyday life.
The identification of the main center-right political parties with
corruption has also been instrumental in tilting the balance of
support toward parties of the extreme right,

This maral imperative also helps explain the rise of Ecevit’s
Democratic Left as the premicr party of the center-left. Ecevit's
brand of social democracy embodied a strong emphasis on
nationalism in conjunction with a challenge to political Islam,
although it did not convey the strong authoritarian secularist tone
associated with its rival Republican People’s Party. Specifically, the
Democratic Left presented an image of being on good terms with
pure Islam while being against the politization of religion. Ecevit's
image as a clean politician has helped bolster the party’s electoral
chances. In facr, pleas for clean politics were an important common
clement in the risc of twe leaders, Ecevit of the Democratic Left
and Bahgeli of Nationalist Action, during the 1999 elections.

*The Nationalist Action Party’s rise is also associated with the wough and uncompromising
stance that the party has adopted on the Kuardish issue, Consequenily, it has been ahlcto
appeal to these sepments of the clectorate who have bezn dicectly affected by Lhe war in
Lhe Southeast. Tt is interesting to observe, howeyver, that Nationalist Action, Fallowing
is clectoral victery in 1999, has been moving twward the center of Turkish palitics and
has been develaping a milder image. How this change will affect the cloctoral fortunes of
the party in the caming years is an interesting question.
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the Virtue Party, which was based on extensive redistribution and
an expanded role for the state, has been replaced by a commitment
to privatization and a reduction of the role of the state in economic
affairs.

The parameters set by the lagic of neoliberal globalization and
the requirements of successful integration with global capitalism
effectively lead te a convergence of economic policies when parties
of different ideological orientations find themseives in government.
This gap between what is preached in opposition and what is
implemented in government has led to a certain disillusionment
with politics and political activity in general.’? It also contributes
to the volatility and fragmentation of the party system in the sense
that electoral choice is increasingly centered around leaders and
persenalities, as opposed to concrete party programs. The paradox
is that this instability will not impact economic policies, as they
arc increasingly determined by exogenous factors.

In the political realm, the fragmentation of the center-left and
the center-right has contributed to political instability in Turkey
by providing reom far fringe parties of the extreme right to establish
themselves as major palitical actors. This was clear during the rise
of political Islam in the mid-1990s, which provided a direct and
sertous challenge to the existing secular constitutional order.

The strong tradition of a centralized state and the Kemalist
ideclogy based an a deep commitment to the principles of
secularism and the unitary nation-state have built a significant
clement of stability, perhaps overstability, into the Turkish political
system, The closurc af the Islamist Welfare Party in 1998—-an

actian spearheaded by the military-—clearly highlights the Hmits
imposed by the key institutions of the state. Thus, Turkey's
challenge is to balance a stable political order with the process of
demacratization. The centralized state, and a sLrong commitment
to Kemalism, restricts the sphere of action of groups or parties
whose politics are based explicitly on religious or ethnic identity.
At the same time, the democratic credentials of anti-systemic
parties, such as the Welfare Party ar its successor, the Virtue Party,

are also in doubt.
Important developments increase optimism regarding the

17 For valuable survey research demanstrating the broad tack of trust concerming politicians
and political partes in Turkey, seaYilmaz Esmer, Dewrin, Evrim, Statiiks, Thrkiye'de Sosyad,

Stpasal, Ekonomik Deferler {Istanbel: TESEY Yayintari, 1999).
304

tential f; i i o
E})the ] ;rrgzm(;r:l:atuf c'ieepemng in Turkey. First, the ox ! i ;
oo m sugge:l t(.ﬁ)ahtmn government, formed ’after tl};;‘r;i;‘;ce

\ § that Turkey i5 learning to live with coaliti09
- a n

deep-seated instabil;t ‘onfl

o ate ¥ orconflict as it did in the latter hy

a chonn I:h; (szilgir';;hasc of tI?e 1900, Morcover, ther:; f‘;ﬂ; e

managenen 2 m: culture in favor of greater toleran::e f?-t‘frjl

fragneeme pr,[%; t]-l.::t.‘n:m.‘;. Indeed, in spite of the existenge 21?

bacben bt ¥, the most fecent coalition government in 1 .
2 underrake Tadiical ecg i P

Concrusion

Neoliber .
al globalization j )
. N Is an inh . L
that under o erently incgalitari
paraduﬁc‘r}};.liirtzc edistributive CaP-’-‘lC?’EEES gf Lhci?a{};ni:ess
) s to pro . but
democracy th Promote democracy, I
i5 wi ¥ Hoy
¥ that emerges is withoy: teal alternatives in thgi"’e r, the
COnamic

and traditionaj

economi :
unomic realm berween parties of quite d;

At what appears on the Surface

to he conflices
‘ aver group ident; ; .
conflicts, group identity are, jn many instances, economic

Offl\;zolfber&l globalization tends to generate a g
af‘f‘ec{::jsbas well as winners. The mobilizatio fs'I
aftec Y globalization frequentl n

15i0us or natianal identity Hence

gnificant group
thQSe adversely



Journal of I aternational Affairs

lobalization process. This may explain the electoral success of
the Islamist Welfare Party in Turkey in 1994 and 1595, and the
subsequent rise of the Democratic Leftand the extreme Nationalist
Action during the 1999 clections.

While the losers of globalization typically constitute the
backbone of political parties, class-based politics has been unable
ta generate electoral success. A clear formula for electoral sUCEss
requircs forging 2 broad crass-class coalition, which integrates both
the winners and lasers of the globalization process. Strong
craditional and conscrvative communitarian agendas based ot
nationalism ot [siam of both appear to be crucial in tying these
disparate elements together in a broad-based crass-class coalition.
The construction of cross-class coalitions is also critical in
generating the respurces needed to organize informal networks of
radistribution to the poor and underprivileged majority within
these coalitions. indeed, the canstruction of such well-fungtioning
informal networks constitutes an important organizational
precondition for electoral success.

The recent Turkish expericnee also helps to highlight another
apparent paradax of neoliberal globalization: it restricts the state’s
ahility to guarantee social rights even as citizens increasingly look
10 their state for welfare provision due to the increasingly uncertain
economic environment. Under these circumstances, citizens
become increasingly disenchanted with politicians and political
activity. This growing lack of trust in politics is also caused by low
ethical standards and corruption due to weakening state authority.
Not surprisingly, the more successful parties in Turkey have
effectively capitalized on this maral vacuum by stressing theit
claims to clean politics. The parties concerned are confronted with
a real dilemma ance they find themselves in office. In opposition,
their ability to distinguish themselves from their rivals constitutes

a key element of their success. Once they arc in government,
however, their ability to differentiate themselves from thelt rivals
dedlines sharply, given the parameters set hy the official stae
ideology and the internatienal financial community. This
discrepancy reduces their chances of replicating their previous
electoral success and contributes to the inherent fragrmentation
and lack of equilibrium in the party system. ¥
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