
МОСКВА, 2017

Научный журнал

В
ы

п
у

с
к

 2
(

3
7

).
 2

0
1

7

Журнал «Вопросы национальных и федеративных отношений» 
включен в перечень рецензируемых научных изданий ВАК, 

в которых должны быть опубликованы
основные научные результаты на соискание ученой степени 
кандидата наук, на соискание ученой степени доктора наук.



Вячеслав 
Александрович 
МИХАЙЛОВ

Председатель Совета, д.и.н., профессор,  
зав. кафедрой национальных и федеративных отношений 
РАНХ и ГС при Президенте РФ

Редакционный Совет 

Рамазан Гаджимурадович 
АБДУЛАТИПОВ

д.ф.н., Президент Республики Дагестан

Любовь Федоровна 
БОЛТЕНКОВА

д.ю.н., профессор РАНХ и ГС при Президенте РФ

Владимир Иванович 
ВАСИЛЕНКО

д.п.н., профессор, зам. заведующего кафедрой 
истории российской государственности РАНХ и ГС 
при Президенте РФ

Вадим Витальевич 
ГАЙДУК

д.п.н., заведующий кафедрой политологии и истории 
Башкирского государственного университета

Юрий Анатольевич 
ДЕМЬЯНЕНКО

к.с.н., Ректор Псковского государственного 
университета

Леокадия Михайловна 
ДРОБИЖЕВА

д.и.н., руководитель Центра исследования 
межнациональных отношений Института  
социологии РАН

Владимир Юрьевич 
ЗОРИН

д.п.н., зам. директора Института этнологии  
и антропологии РАН

Раушан Мусахановна 
КАНАПЬЯНОВА

д.п.н., профессор кафедры международного 
культурного сотрудничества МГИК

Григор Ваникович 
КЕТЦЯН

к.п.н., зам. главного редактора журнала «Вопросы 
политологии» 

Николай Павлович 
МЕДВЕДЕВ

д.п.н., профессор, Президент Национального Союза 
Политологов

Дарья Вячеславовна 
ПЕРКОВА

к.п.н., ответственный секретарь

Александр Васильевич 
ПОНЕДЕЛКОВ

д.п.н., профессор, Проректор по работе с органами 
власти и учебными заведениями, зав. кафедрой 
политологии и этнополитики Южно-Российского 
института – филиала РАНХ и ГС при Президенте РФ

Шукран Саидовна 
СУЛЕЙМАНОВА

д.п.н., профессор Российской академии  
народного хозяйства и государственной службы  
при Президенте РФ

Александр Иванович 
ТУРЧИНОВ

д.с.н., профессор, декан факультета «Институт 
государственной службы и управления персоналом» 
РАНХ и ГС при Президенте РФ

Ольга Владимировна 
ФОМИНА

к.и.н., доцент РАНХ и ГС при Президенте РФ

Вильям Владимирович 
ШМИДТ

д.ф.н., профессор РАНХ и ГС при Президенте РФ

Редакционная коллегия 

Главный редактор – СУЛЕЙМАНОВА Ш.С., д.п.н., профессор  

Члены ред. коллегии:
Болтенкова Л.Ф., Дробижева Л.А., Кетцян Г.В.,  

Медведев Н.П. (зам. главного  редактора), Перкова Д.В. (ответственный 
секретарь), Фомина О.В., Шмидт В.В. (зам. главного  редактора).

© Национальный Союз Политологов, 2017

Научный журнал УЧРЕЖДЕН 

Национальным Союзом 
Политологов

ЖУРНАЛ ВКЛЮЧЕН

В ПЕРЕЧЕНЬ ВАК РФ

Журнал издается на базе кафедры 
национальных и федеративных 

отношений РАНХ и ГС  
при Президенте РФ 

при содействии ООО «Журнал 
«Вопросы политологии»

Журнал зарегистрирован 
Федеральной службой по 
надзору в сфере массовых 

коммуникаций, связи и охраны 
культурного наследия

Регистрационный номер  
ПИ № ФС77-47487  
от 25 ноября 2011 г.

Журнал издается  
один раз в три месяца

Журнал включен в базу РИНЦ 
(Российский индекс научного 

цитирования)

Включен в каталог  
Ulrich’s Periodicals Directory

Пятилетний импакт-фактор 
журнала: 1,006

Адрес редакции:  
119606, г. Москва, проспект 

Вернадского, д. 84, корпус 6,  
каб. 2069, кафедра национальных 

и федеративных отношений

Тел.: (910) 463-53-42 

www.etnopolitolog.ru

www.souzpolitolog.ru

E-mail: etnopolitolog@yandex.ru

            souzpolitolog@yandex.ru

Мнение авторов может  
не совпадать с мнением редакции. 

При перепечатке ссылка  
на журнал обязательна.

Научные статьи, публикуемые  
в журнале подлежат обязательному 

рецензированию.

Ответственный секретарь  
Перкова Д.В.

Компьютерная верстка

Иваньшина И.Г.

Подписано в печать 28.06.2017 

Формат 60×84/16.  Бумага офсетная.

Печать офсетная.  Усл. п.л. 17,75.

Тираж 1000 экз. (1-й завод – 500 экз.)

 Заказ № ___

Отпечатано в типографии  
ООО «Белый Ветер».

115054,  г. Москва,  ул. Щипок, 28.

Телефон: (495) 651-84-56



ВОПРОСЫ НАЦИОНАЛЬНЫХ И ФЕДЕРАТИВНЫХ ОТНОШЕНИЙ • Выпуск 2(37) •  2017    3 

 
ОТЕЧЕСТВЕННАЯ И ЗАРУБЕЖНАЯ ИСТОРИЯ

Кадымов А.А. История развития добровольных спортивных  
обществ БАССР в 1950–1960 гг. (по материалам Центрального 
государственного архива Башкирской АССР)............................................... 7
Хуан Тинтин История преподавания русского языка в вузах  
провинции Хэйлунцзян в 1949–1959 гг....................................................... 14
Зейтуньян Л.С. Турецкие защитники армянского народа  
в Османской империи в конце XIX – начале XX вв................................... 21
Жигульская Д.В. Turkey in the Last Two Decades of the 20th Century:  
Islamic Resurgence in Politics and its Implications for Democracy 
(Ревитализация политического ислама и его влияние на демократию  
в Турции (в период 1980–2000 гг.)................................................................ 27

НАЦИОНАЛЬНЫЕ ОТНОШЕНИЯ И ЭТНОПОЛИТИКА

Карсанова Е.С. Мультикультурализм и секуляризм как основные 
принципы современных либеральных обществ......................................... 34
Эмиров Р.М. К вопросу о Кавказе как едином геополитическом 
пространстве в его взаимосвязи с большим Ближним Востоком............. 42
Сулеймен А.А. Формирование этносоциальной структуры  
Казахстана в условиях Советского Союза................................................... 49
Микеладзе А.М. Межкультурный диалог как фактор формирования 
толерантности и доверия в системе этнополитических отношений 
(на примере грузинской культуры в России)............................................... 57

ПОЛИТИЧЕСКИЕ ПРОЦЕССЫ И ТЕХНОЛОГИИ

Абдулаев А.Х. Влияние коррупции на государственную  
и муниципальную власть.............................................................................. 64
Данилова Е.А. Проблема использования социальных медиа 
в международном брендинге вооруженных сил ........................................ 72
Саруханян В.О., Гусарская Т.А. Коррупция и отмывание денег: 
современные вызовы для государственной системы. Часть II.................. 78
Гриценко Р.А., Прокопчук Д.Д., Танцура М.С. Использование  
«Big Data» в прикладном политическом анализе....................................... 85

МЕЖДУНАРОДНЫЕ ОТНОШЕНИЯ И ЗАРУБЕЖНЫЙ ОПЫТ

Курманали кызы М. Государственная политика Кыргызской  
Республики в сфере управления образованием.......................................... 93
Уразаева Ф.П. Устойчивость японской экономики  
и научно-техническое инновационное сотрудничество  
со странами Центральной Азии.................................................................. 101

СОДЕРЖАНИЕ



4    ВОПРОСЫ НАЦИОНАЛЬНЫХ И ФЕДЕРАТИВНЫХ ОТНОШЕНИЙ • Выпуск 2(37) • 2017 

Содиков Ш.Д. Вода как источник энергетической безопасности  
(на примере Республики Таджикистан)......................................................110
Хонг Серюн Сотрудничество России с западными партнерами  
в процессе реализации арктических проектов в постсанкционный  
период.............................................................................................................115
Мехмет Урпер Британская политика на Ближнем Востоке:  
от концепции мирового сообщества к концепции сетевого  
взаимодействия............................................................................................ 122

РЕЦЕНЗИИ НА МОНОГРАФИИ

Медведев Н.П. Рецензия на монографию: Слизовский Д.Е. 
Политическое лидерство Руси-России: истоки и противоречия 
GRANDSTRATEGY(БОЛЬШОЙ СТРАТЕГИИ). – М.: Издательство 
журнала «Вопросы политологии», 2017 . – 220 с..................................... 129

АКТУАЛЬНЫЕ РЕЦЕНЗИИ НА СТАТЬИ ЖУРНАЛА

Перкова Д.В. Рецензия на статью доктора политических наук,  
профессора Е.С. Карсановой «Мультикультурализм и секуляризм  
как основные принципы современных либеральных обществ» ............ 133

НАШИ АВТОРЫ........................................................................................... 136

ТРЕБОВАНИЯ К ОФОРМЛЕНИЮ РУКОПИСЕЙ..................................... 140



ВОПРОСЫ НАЦИОНАЛЬНЫХ И ФЕДЕРАТИВНЫХ ОТНОШЕНИЙ • Выпуск 2(37) •  2017    27 

УДК 94(560)
Д.В. ЖИГУЛЬСКАЯ

 кандидат исторических наук,
 сотрудник кафедры стран Центральной Азии и Кавказа

 ИСАА МГУ имени М.В. Ломоносова, Россия, г. Москва

РЕВИТАЛИЗАЦИЯ ПОЛИТИЧЕСКОГО ИСЛАМА  
И ЕГО ВЛИЯНИЕ НА ДЕМОКРАТИЮ В ТУРЦИИ  

(В ПЕРИОД 1980–2000 гг.)

В статье рассматриваются внутриполитические процессы в Турции 
в период 1980–2000-х гг., в частности, описывается концепция турецко-
исламского синтеза, а также возрождение политического ислама и их 
влияние на развитие демократии в Турции. Феномен турецко-исламского 
синтеза стоит рассматривать в качестве проявления культурной бифур-
кации турецкого общества. Он был обусловлен, прежде всего, социальными 
и экономическими изменениями, массовой миграцией сельского населения 
в города, интенсивной урбанизацией, развитием промышленности, кото-
рые в свою очередь повлияли на дальнейшую фрагментацию и усиление 
дифференциации внутри турецкого общества. Также в статье приводит-
ся подробное описание Партии благоденствия (Refah Partisi), основанной 
Неджметтином Эрбаканом, дальнейший раскол которой способствовал 
переосмыслению концепции политического ислама и разделению его по-
следователей на традиционалистов и реформистов. Роль ислама во вну-
триполитической жизни Турции, заметно возросшая в последние двадцать 
лет прошлого столетия, рассматривается в статье в качестве основного 
фактора, сформировавшего ряд предпосылок для появления и развития се-
годняшней правящей Партии справедливости и развития.

Ключевые слова: Турция, политический ислам, демократия, турецко-
исламский синтез, Партия благоденствия Турции, Партия справедливости 
и развития Турции.
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TURKEY IN THE LAST TWO DECADES OF THE 20TH 
CENTURY: ISLAMIC RESURGENCE IN POLITICS AND 

ITS IMPLICATIONS FOR DEMOCRACY

This paper focuses on Turkish politics of the 1980–2000’s period and, in 
particular, discusses the concept of Turkish-Islamic Synthesis and the process 
of revitalization of political Islam and its implications for democracy in Turkey. 
Phenomenon of the Turkish-Islamic Synthesis should be perceived as one of the 
manifestations of cultural bifurcation of Turkish society, caused by socioeconomic 
change, with mass migration from rural areas and intensive urbanization, 
industrialization and development of a service industry, which deepened social 
differentiation and fragmentation in Turkey. The growing role of Islam in Turkish 
politics in the last two decades of the 20th century is discussed in this paper in 
terms of the prerequisites that paved the way for the formation of today’s ruling 
Justice and Development Party. In particular, the paper describes the Welfare 
Party (Refah Partisi) of Necmettin Erbakan, the dissolution of which eventually 
led to the rethinking within the Islamic movement about its future political strategy 
and further split to the «traditionalists» and «reformists».

Key words: Turkey, political Islam, democracy, Turkish-Islamic Synthesis, 
the Welfare Party of Turkey, the Justice and Development Party of Turkey.

After the unstable period from the 1960s to the 1980s, marked by strong 
political polarization within society, the Turkish electorate was seeking a centrist 
solution to the maladies of the party system in order to ensure regime stability1. 
This fact partly explains the success of the center-right Motherland Party (MP) 
under Turgut Özal in the general election of November 6, 1983. The party had 
come to the power with the slogan “freer market, smaller state”. Thus, the major 
policy objective of the Özal era was the liberalization of the economy, including 
privatization, abolishment of import restrictions, reduction in government 
expenditure, promotion of export-oriented and/or supply-side economics etc., 

1  Mert N. 2000. Türkiye’de Merkez Sağ Siyaset: Merkez Sağ Politikaların Oluşumu, in 
Türkiye’de Sivil Toplum ve Milliyetçilik, ed. by S. Yerasımos Stefanos, Günter Seufart, K. Vorhoff, 
Ankara: İletişim Yayıncılık. – P. 56.
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accompanied by efforts to renew the bureaucracy by disregarding already existing 
institutions in favor of newly formed ones1.

According to Özal, political liberalization could only be achieved via economic 
liberalization. Economic policies were legitimized by claiming that they would 
promote the future interests of society. Ideologically, economic liberalism and 
political liberalism were separated from each other2.

Despite the high rates of economic growth between 1983 and 1987, Özal’s 
economic modernization program had run into serious problems in the second 
half of the decade, including runaway inflation that increased from 30% in 1983 
to 80% in 19883. Furthermore, economic policies had worsened the gap between 
the rich and the poor, as the latter experienced a drastic decline in their standard 
of living and real income. Electoral competition with the comeback of the pre-
1980s politicians also gave way to a more confrontational approach that resulted 
in a steady decline of electoral support for the MP government.

By early 1987, Turkey was witnessing the rise of inter-party competition and 
fragmentation within the party system because of the emergence of the old parties 
and leaders of the right as a result of the referendum, which favoured the pre-
1980s parties. It should be noted that Özal actively campaigned against lifting 
the ban on the parties. He argued that the return to politics of the prominent party 
leaders of the 1970s would destabilize the fragile political system and jeopardize 
the chances of consolidating democracy in Turkey4. 

To maintain its position, the MP pursued economic policy measures such 
as higher agricultural support prices and heavy spending in constituencies 
that merely exacerbated the economic deficiencies and problems. The MP’s 
performance in the general election of October 29, 1987 clearly indicated that it 
was on a downward trend, receiving just 36% of the votes compared with 45% 
in 1983. The party’s era came to an end with the defeat in the polls in October 
19915. New elections heralded in a coalition between the Demirel-led True Path 
Party (TPP) (Doğru Yol Partisi) and the Social Democratic People’s Party (SDPP) 
(Sosyal Demokrat Halkçı Parti). The results of that election, with five parties now 
in parliament, signaled the return of the problematic trend towards fragmentation 
in national politics. 

1  Yeldan E. 2002. Küresseleşme Sürecinde Türkiye Ekonomisi: Bölüşüm, Birikim ve Büyüme, 
İstanbul: İletişim Yayınları. – P. 25.

2  Toker N. 2005. Türkiye’de Liberalizm ve Birey, in Modern Türkiye’de Siyasi Düşünce 7, 
İstanbul: İleişim Yayınları. – P. 116–117.

3  Ergüder Ü. 1988. Post-1980 Parties and Politics in Turkey, in Perspectives on Democracy in 
Turkey ed. E. Ozbudun, Ankara, Türk Siyasi Bilimler Derneği Yayını. – P. 160.

4  Cemal H. 1989. Özal Hikayesi, Istanbul: Bilgi Yayınevi. – P. 211–221. 
5  Sakallıoğlu-Cizre Ü. 1996. 1983–1984: Siyasal Parti Topografyası, in Cumhuriyet Dönemi 

Türkiye Ansiklopedisi 15, İstanbul: İletişim Yayınları. – P. 1251.
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To summarize the impact of the Özal Government on democratization processes 
in Turkey’s post-coup era, it should be noted that there were two main outcomes 
of that period: the re-emergence of identities in Turkey and the revitalization 
of political Islam. While the former could be regarded as a generally positive 
trend, the latter had an ambiguous impact on Turkey’s democracy. Indeed, the MP 
successfully established itself as a political force “for the softening of political 
conflict” and in creating “policy-oriented dialogue” in post-1980 political life1. 
Previously known as “taboo subjects”, various problems (mainly the Kurdish 
question) began to be discussed. Alongside the Kurdish problem, many new 
actors such as environmentalists, religious people and repressed women emerged 
in the Turkish public sphere. This was something new for Turkish politics  – 
new constituencies emerging with the demand that they be accepted as equal 
to others. Thus, micro-scale identity struggles took the place of the macro-scale 
class struggles of the pre-1980s. 

However, Özal’s attempt to synthesize market modernism with Muslim 
identity under the label of “conservative nationalism”2 paved the way to a rethink 
of the role of Islam in Turkish politics and society. As Heper has said, through 
reconciling the former cultural orientations with the requisites of economic growth 
and Western democracy, Islam became embedded in policies which emphasized 
market forces, the privatization of state enterprices and the decentralization of 
government3.

As a reuslt of the economic reforms, a new class of entrepreneurs and 
businessmen emerged in the provincial towns of Anatolia, including Denizli, 
Gaziantep, Kayseri and Kahramanmaraş. The new middle class – the so-called 
Anatolian bourgeoise – had strong roots in Islamic culture. Under Özal’s more 
permissive approach to religion, Muslim groups and brotherhoods were given 
greater freedoms and were allowed to finance the construction of private schools 
and, subsequently, universities.

Thus, in the post-1980 era, largely because of Özal’s politics, Islam was 
reincorporated subtly into Turkish nationalism and the concept of Turkish-Islamic 
Synthesis re-emerged4. The implementation of this concept can be viewed as an 
attempt to create a more homogeneous community and to insulate the population 
from the influence of left-wing ideologies. The synthesis, however, sent an 
ambiguous message. On the one hand, under the 1982 Constitution, Turkey was 

1  Göle N. 2000. 80 Sonrası Politik Kültür, in Türkiye’de Politik Kültür ve Modernleşme ed. 
E. Kalaycıoğlu and A.Y. Sarıbay İstanbul: AlfaYayınları. – P. 425.

2  Özal T. 1987. Anavatan Partisi Nedir, Ne Değildir? Anavatan Partisi Ne Yaptı, Ne Yapıyor, 
Ne Yapacak? Anavatan Partisi Basın-Yayın Dağıtım ve Halkla İlişkiler Başkanlığı, Ankara. – P. 137.

3  Heper M. 1991. The State, Religion and Pluralism: The Turkish Case in Comparative 
Perspective, in British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies, V:18. – P. 38–51.

4  Çaha Ö. 2004. Ana Temalarıyla 1980 Sonrası İslami Uyanış, in Modern Türkiye’de Siyasi 
Düşünce 6, İstanbul: İletişim Yayınları. – P. 477.
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defined as a secular state. On the other, the role of religion was strengthened 
in schools and education as a means of reinforcing Turkish nationalism, which 
tended to weaken the emphasis on secularism1.

As mentioned above, largely due to Özal’s initiatives, political Islam 
witnessed a strong resurgence in the early 1990s. In the March 1994 local 
elections, the Welfare Party received 19% of the vote and won the mayor’s office 
in 28 municipalities, including Turkey’s two largest cities, Istanbul and Ankara.

The Welfare Party (WP) (Refah Partisi) was formed in 1983. It is perceived as 
a successor of the National Salvation Party (NSP) (Milli Selamet Partisi), which 
was founded in October 1972 by Necmettin Erbakan and closed down after the 
1980 coup. The NSP agitated for a return to Islam’s teachings and the “Muslim 
way of life”. In place of ties to the West, the party favored the creation of a 
Muslim Common Market with the Islamic dinar as its common currency, and 
the development of a Muslim Defense Alliance2. After the party was shut down, 
its leader Erbakan and some other party members were banned from political 
activities for 10 years. Yet the party re-emerged in 1983 under a new name, 
the Welfare Party, with an ideology that differed little from that of the NSP. It 
expressed the same hostility towards Westernization and advocated for closer 
integration with the Muslim world.

In the 1995 national elections the Welfare Party received 21.6% of the vote and 
formed a coalition with the right-of-center True Path Party (TPP) (the successor 
of Demirel’s Justice Party), with Erbakan as Prime Minister. Welfare’s victory 
sent shock waves throughout the secular establishment. For the first time since 
the founding of the Turkish Republic in 1923, Turkey was run by an Islamist 
party with an Islamist Prime Minister. 

However, the Welfare Party showed little capacity for addressing Turkey’s 
mounting domestic problems. Erbakan found it difficult to balance his anti-
system campaign rhetoric with the need to consider the interests of the secular 
establishment, which was highly suspicious of his political goals, as well as of his 
commitment to democracy. Thus, instead of reducing social tensions, Erbakan’s 
government further polarized Turkish society along secular-Islamic lines.

Welfare’s policies alarmed the secular establishment, particularly the military. 
On February 28, 1997, the National Security Council – which was dominated by 
the military – presented Erbakan with a list of recommendations to restrain anti-
secular activity3.

1  Rabasa A., Larrabee F.S. 2008, The Rise of Political Islam in Turkey, RAND National Defense 
Research Institute. – P. 38.

2  Landau J. 1976. The National Salvation Party in Turkey, in Asian and African Studies, 
Vol. 11. – P. 1–57.

3  Günay N. 2001. Implementing the ‘February 28’ Recommendations: A Scorecard, Research 
Notes No. 10, Washington Institute for Near East Policy.
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When Erbakan ignored the recommendations, the military held a series of 
briefings and mobilized the secular establishment against him, eventually forcing 
him to resign in June 1997 in what has been termed a silent or post-modern coup.

In January 1998, the Welfare Party was closed down by decision of the 
Constitutional Court, and Erbakan and some other key members of the party were 
banned from politics for five years. The February 28 process was an important 
political watershed. As A. Rabasa and F.S. Larrabee have pointed out, “it marked 
the abandonment of the idea that religion could be used to consolidate society, 
which had been at the root of the Turkish-Islamic synthesis”1. 

At the same time, it had an important impact on the orientation and development 
of the Islamist movements. It underscored the fact that a direct Islamic agenda 
could not succeed and would generate strong opposition from the secularists.

This led to an intense internal debate and rethinking within the Islamic 
movement about its future political strategy and agenda. A philosophical and 
political rift emerged within the movement between two different groups: the 
“traditionalists” (Gelenekçiler), centered on Erbakan and his chief lieutenant 
Recai Kutan, opposed any serious change in approach or policy, while a younger 
group of “modernists” or “reformists” (Yenilikçiler), led by Instanbl mayor 
Recep Tayyip Erdoğan and his close associate Abdullah Gül, argued that the party 
needed to rethink its approach to a number of fundamental issues, particularly 
democracy, human rights, and relations with the West. 

This internal debate was reflected in the emergence of the Virtue Party (VP) 
(Fazilet Partisi), which replaced the Welfare Party. However, while Virture 
was Welfare’s successor, it differed in a number of important respects. Unlike 
Welfare, which was ideologically hostile to the West and Westernization, Virtue 
began to establish links with Western political values. This was an important 
ideological shift, as Islamic political identity had traditionally been built on 
opposition to the West.

After the Virtue Party was shut down by the Constitutional Court in June 
2001, the movement formally split. The traditionalists established the Felicity 
Party (FP) (Saadet Partisi), formaly led by Recai Kutan while the real leadership 
lay with Erbakan behind the scenes. The modernists founded a new party, the 
Justice and Development Party (JDP) (Adalet ve Kalkınma Partisi), with Erdoğan 
as party chairman. The party defined itself not as an Islamic party but as a 
conservative democratic party similar to Christian Democratic parties in Western 
Europe. Since its establishment in 2001, the JDP has increasingly emphasized 
Western political values such as democracy, respect for human rights and the rule 
of law in its public discourse, looking towards the West, especially the EU, as an 
important ally in its struggle against the restrictions of the Kemalist state.

1  Rabasa A., Larrabee F.S. 2008, The Rise of Political Islam in Turkey, RAND National Defense 
Research Institute. – P. 44.
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It seems reasonable to conclude, that the analysis of the Turkish politics in 
the period of the last two decades of the 20th century is extremely important in 
terms of understanding the nature of the political and social transformations that 
preceded the JDP’s formation and influenced its leaders
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