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Abstract

Presidents apply the populist approach as a way to gain support from the public and to preserve their
thrones. President Erdogan took this approach during his nearly 18 years in office, through multiple
electoral campaigns. This research paper explores the level of Turkish public support for Erdogan and seeks
to explain which citizens continue to support Erdogan’s agenda. The 7th wave of the World Values Survey
in Turkey in 2018 was used in this research, in which over 2,000 Turkish citizens from all regions of Turkey
were interviewed to collect the data. An analysis of those who expressed a willingness to vote for the AKP
suggests that the usual demographic indicators do not predict support as expected. The Turkish public is
divided in its support for continued AKP rule, and these divisions do not correlate with gender, or income.
There is mild support for more religious people voting for the AKP, but most respondents actually report
that religion is important in their life, even those that do not support the AKP.  The picture becomes even
more complicated when examining attitudes about democracy and perceptions about the democratic quality
of the regime.
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Introduction:

Turkey has been an imperfect democracy since 1945 when Mustafa Kemal Ataturk set up a

multi-party political system, enduring a number of short lived coups and facing challenges such as the

Kurdish uprisings and the divisions that still haunts Turkey, between secular and Islamist parties. Despite

these challenges, Turkey had largely endured as one of the largest Muslim countries to regularly hold

competitive elections that were relatively free and fair for nearly the past 50 years.  However, the

democratic world started to be concerned about the fate of democracy in Turkey over the last 20 years

when R. Erdogan and the AKP (Justice and Development Party) came to power because they came to

power in 2003. While they governed very democratically at the beginning, more recently the quality of

that democracy has started to decline.

Turkey witnessed the rise of right-wing politics throughout the country after Erdogan became

Prime Minister in 2003 when his Justice and Development party won the majority of seats in the Turkish

parliament. In 2014, Erdogan became the president of Turkey and won the second presidential election in

2018, although the actions he has taken and the rhetoric he has employed, suggest an erosion of

democratic standards. Erdogan gained more power after the 2017 constitutional referendum that

effectively changed the system from a parliamentary one to a presidential one, with Erdogan now head of

state and head of government after 2018. One of Erdogan’s actions that are considered a threat to

democracy is the implementation of what scholars call “Neoliberalism Clientelism” policy, in which the

services such as welfare and jobs are provided to people who support the AKP while the AKP’s political

opponents are being excluded from welfare and jobs (Rogenhofer, Julius, and Panievsky, 2020). In

addition, Erdogan increased the religious division in Turkey by labeling the black Turks as the religious

and the real people, while the white Turks as the Western nonmuslim plotters and the corrupt elites

(Rogenhofer, Julius, and Panievsky, 2020). In the aftermath of a failed coup in 2016, he has ordered the
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arrest of hundreds of journalists and closed a lot of media outlets, and labeled them external to the

national political community because they have opposing political views to his (Rogenhofer, Julius, and

Panievsky, 2020). Despite all the undemocratic actions that Erdogan has done, there is a perception that

Erdogan remains popular in Turkey itself and that he continues to win elections that are not free and fair

as the elections he won early on.

This led me to investigate what is the basis of Erdogan's support, especially after the attempted

coup and the crackdown. Erdogan’s increasingly undemocratic actions and rhetoric nonetheless resulted

in another successful presidential term which has raised the following questions: What explains the level

of Turkish public support for Erdogan and the Justice and Development Party (AKP)? Which groups of

citizens continue to support his agenda, and why?  In this research paper, I argue that Turkish support for

President Erdogan in 2018 can be explained with reference to cultural values that have been shown to be

indicators for support for democracy, which are levels of religiosity, social trust, gender, and social

classes. In addition, the Turkish support President Erdogan in 2018 can be explained by what people

think about having a democratic political system, the level of importance to live in a country that is

governed democratically, the level of how democratically is Turkey being governed today, the level of

satisfaction of how the political system is functioning in Turkey these days, and how often in Turkey

voters are counted fairly. Identifying the sources of support for Erdogan and the AKP is important

because the West has been always hoping for democracy in Turkey but Erdogan constantly undermines

the West’s hopes. When Erdogan first rose to power, he introduced himself as a moderate Muslim leader

for Turkey and presented the AKP as a party that will help individuals to practice their own preference

religion freely. This made the West to think that Erdogan will be the bridge between the West and the

Muslim countries. However, Erdogan was opposite from what the West hoped for. It is important to

identify the factors that explain which parts of the Turkish public continue to support Erdogan’s actions
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and rhetoric, so that we can know whether there is hope that the Turkish public attitude toward

democracy is supportive; and to better understand whether the kind of democracy they suggest support

for is what the West hoped for, or not.

Literature Review:

It is important to examine the factors that made the Turkish public support Erdogan’s actions and

rhetoric because they will give a sense of whether his appeal is primarily religious and cultural or

economic, give a sense of the political culture of Turkey, and will let us know whether the Turkish public

attitude toward democracy is supportive or perhaps whether it has changed, over time, from before

Erdogan was in power, until now. The cultural values that have been shown to positively support

democratic institutions are social trust, social classes, support for gender equality, and in the Turkish

context, secularism (Tessler and Altinoglu 2004; Rogenhofer and Panievsky 2020; Uslu 2016; Erdenir

2014; Erişen 2019).

Some scholars have suggested that Turkey's ongoing work to become a member of the EU has led

to a gradual Europeanization of its political culture, and that this change will help support democracy

long-term. The Europeanization of “Turkish political culture” is linked to the consolidation of democracy

in Turkey, the change in value orientations will show the level of societal Europeanization (Erdenir 2014,

93). To determine the impact of Europeanization on Turkish society, levels of religiosity have been chosen

for “cross-cultural comparison” because Turkey’s political culture inherited a centralized and deep state

tradition from the Ottomans (Erdenir 2014, 88). Utilizing data from the World Values Survey in 1997,

based on a national random sample of 1907 respondents, Tessler and Altinoglu demonstrate that support for

political liberty and democracy are higher among individuals who are less religious (Tessler and Altinoglu

2004, 34-37). However, the character of the Turkish society is conservative, thus a change in “value

orientations” and norms of the Turkish society is not easy to establish even though the Turkish public
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commends the European power, governing system, technology, and rules (Erdenir 2014, 89-90). Additional

analysis of the 1990-2007 and 2010-2014 waves of the WVS, which were face-to-face survey experiments,

also demonstrate that the majority of the Turks reported high levels of religious practice and faith (Aytac

and Carkoglu 2019, 68; Erdenir 2014, 94). The people who responded that they never attended religious

services were only 32% in 1990, 25.3% in 1996, 32.3% in 2001, and 32.9% in 2007, and the WVS data,

between the period 1996 to 2011, shows that there is an increase of 18% in the number of the Turks who

call themselves religious, despite whether they attend the religious services or not (Erdenir 2014, 93-94). A

survey that was conducted from 2010 to 2014 shows that 70% of the Turkish public believe that religion is

very important in all aspects of life and the majority of the Turkish population “tend to adhere to an

exclusionary version of their faith” (Erdenir 2014, 94-95). For example, technology is accepted by society,

but when technology is opposed to religion in any way, “religious doctrine outweighs scientific evidence”

(Erdenir 2014, 95).

In terms of attitudes towards gender roles and gender equality, the 2014 public opinion polls show

that even though there were legislative changes since 2000, there is no progress on values of gender

equality because Turkish society is highly conservative (Erdenir 2014, 96). The results show that 59% of

the women and 69% of the men believe that “women should always obey men'' (Erdenir 2014, 96). This

helps Erdogan bring up religious references in his rhetoric every time he is expressing his view on

strengthening family values and promoting conservative views on gender (Kocamaner 2018, 36). The

surveys shows that a significant number of females support the Islamist AKP because they believe that the

AKP is giving them their rights and freedom. Analysis of the WVS from 2010-2014 shows that after the

AKP became in power and lifted the Hijab ban in public institutions and universities, 60% of the Turkish

females reported that they became wearing headscarves freely (Aytac and Carkoglu 2019, 68). Lifting the

ban on Hijab and allowing them in schools in 2014 starting with the fifth grade, which was one of
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Erdogan’s policies of raising the pious generation, gave females confidence in themselves (Yilmaz 2018,

57). The AKP’s appointment of President Gul whose wife wears a Hijab made Muslim females support the

AKP’s policies (Rogenhofer and Panievsky 2020, 1400). For example, a poor woman wearing a Hijab and

who resisted the 2016 coup attempt, stated in the Democracy Watch meetings, “My father cried for

Menderes, I cried for Özal, but my children will not cry for Erdogan” (Uslu 2016, 201); Menderes was a

Prime Minister in Turkey between 1950 and 1960 who was tried and hanged after the 1960 coup d’etat

under the military junta (Koelle 2012). Ozal was the president of Turkey from 1989 to 1993 who died

unexpectedly while he was in office and his cause of death was unclear (Abramowitz 2013). Also, some

females stated that they recognized that the West instead of supporting the efforts of Muslims to establish

democracy, the West supported the coup, and that the US and the EU prefer to take the easy actions that fit

their interests (Uslu 2016, 202).

Economic factors thought to be related to democratic success or failure are the level of

modernization, and strength of the middle class. According to the WVS of 1996–2007 pooled data,

“democratic support is brittle under economic crisis” (Altinoglu 2013, 23 ). The factors behind Erdogan’s

win in the 2007 and 2011 elections are the “good economic performance and promises for democratic

progress - at least for the 2007 elections'' (Altinoglu 2013, 12). Also, the 2016 coup attempt proved that

people with low income are more supportive of Erdogan’s regime because they believe that the AKP is

giving them democracy and Erdogan’s regime is securing, strengthening, and empowering ordinary people

(Uslu 2016, 198-199). The majority of the people who resisted the 2016 coup were from lower and

middle-class groups (Uslu 2016, 198). During the AKP’s continuous years in power, people of the lower

class have been able to accumulate wealth, possess property, and other comfortable living standards that

were denied them during the Kemalist regime (Uslu 2016, 199). Under Erdogan’s power, the GDP per
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capita increased from 3,000 USD to 10,000 USD and the GNP increased from 200 billion USD to 800

billion USD (Uslu 2016, 205).

In addition, the children of the lower class became able to receive an excellent and reputable

education, and career opportunities in public and private sectors (Uslu 2016, 199). After the 2016 coup

attempt, Erdogan’s government seized over a thousand schools from members of the Fethullah

Gulen-affiliated Hizmet Movement (Rogenhofer and Panievsky 2020, 1397). Then, he increased the

number of the Imam Hatip Schools (IHS) (from 450 schools to 4,500 nationwide), which are schools that

train preachers and imams and make them join the Diyanet (Yilmaz 2018, 66). The article by Yilmaz is

answering the question, “What are the main tools under the control of the AKP government to manipulate

the Turkish youth and shape their worldview?” According to Yilmaz, schools are among the most

important shapers of political culture, therefore through the IHS, the AKP exploits Islam for their

political purposes, against the democratic checks and balances, and promotes hatred toward the Western

democracy by giving mandatory courses as a way to mold the worldview of students (Yilmaz 2018,

57-64). The 2018 reports show that the AKP doubled the spending on Imam Hatip upper schools to 6.57

billion lira ($1.68 billion) and promoted attractive scholarships and financial support for students who

come from low-income families (Yilmaz 2018, 68-69). Erdogan's promotion of the IHS and his guarantee

to the students of graduates’ employment increases their growth; the number of Turkish students in 1924

was only 2,268 and it increased to 1,136,000 in 2016 (Yilmaz 2018, 68-69).

Erdogan and the AKP convinced the Turkish public that the US aid agencies and the UN

Population Fund for birth control methods are a Western scheme against the Turkish nation that aims to

decrease its productivity, development, and prosperity (Kocamaner 2018, 37). The AKP government

canceled student loans and offered “interest-free loans of up to 10,000 TL for newlyweds” as a way to help

young couples to get married because “delaying marriage delays having children” (Kocamaner 2018, 38).
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From 2015 to 2016, the AKP government transferred 450 million Turkish liras (TL) to more than a million

of the mothers’ bank accounts who have newborn babies (Kocamaner 2018, 38). Also, Erdogan offered

funding, discounts, payment plans for in-vitro fertilization (IVF) treatments for low-income families

(Kocamaner 2018, 38). The loyalty of Erdogan’s regime was secured through social assistance programs

that “mostly supplied by Islamic oriented charity groups and philanthropic associations (act) as a substitute

for welfare state functions” (Rogenhofer and Panievsky 2020, 1397). With the free market reforms during

Erdogan’s regime, the low and middle class gained more welfare and the welfare reached a significant level

for these two classes (Uslu 2016, 199).

Many studies prove that trust is considered as a determinant of “attitudes supportive of democracy”

and the “attachment to democratic values will be higher for individuals who have higher levels of trust in

ordinary citizens” (Tessler and Altinoglu 2004, 32; Erdenir 2014, 97). An analysis of the 2005-2008 wave of

the WVS in Turkey finds that “the level of interpersonal trust among Turks is quite low” in which Turkey

had the second lowest score of interpersonal trust among fifty-seven countries (Erdenir 2014, 97). In terms

of social trust, according to Ekmekci, high social trust plays a role in the commitments of citizens to the

values of democracy and their rejection of authoritarian appeals, which ensure the survival of democracy

(Ekmekci 2014, 564). However, the survey that was conducted from 2004 to 2008 shows that Turkey is one

of the countries in the world with the lowest social trust (Ekmekci 2014, 565). The survey question was,

“Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted or that you need to be very careful in

dealing with people?” (Ekmekci 2014, 565). The percentage of the Turkish people who responded “most

people can be trusted” was only 4.8 percent (Ekmekci 2014, 565). The WVS shows that the widespread

distrust in Turkey leads to a social approval of a “strong leader” and a higher popular acceptance of

undemocratic rule (Ekmekci 2014, 566). Turkey's average support for a “strong leader” was 58.9 percent,

which is high, because the majority of the Turkish population “prefer ‘benevolent despotism’ to malevolent’
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democratic rule” (Ekmekci 2014, 566). These findings were prior to the coup attempt and the crackdown, so

the reason to reexamine these kinds of questions again in 2018 is to see if they have changed. One factor

that causes a major setback for the democratization of Turkey is that Erdogan is a strong political leader that

has a strong connection with his supporters and they trust him and trust his leadership and thus he keeps

winning the elections (Uslu 2016, 203). The “support for democracy is higher among individuals who have

higher levels of trust in ordinary citizens, as opposed to a strong leader,” however this is lacking in Turkey

(Tessler and Altinoglu 2004, 34).

In terms of democracy, Turkey is essential to western interests in the Middle East because Turkey is

the only Muslim majority secular country in the Middle East with a pro-western democracy (Özer-imer

2013, 1). However, the accession negotiations of Turkey in the European Union are at a deadlock at the

present time (Özer-imer 2013, 1). In addition, the differences between the West and Turkey are increasing

on several critical issues. Turkey's characteristic of being more socially conservative causes concerns to its

western partners, despite its liberal market orientation (Özer-imer 2013, 1). Under Erdogan rule, Turkey has

started to shift its culture and politics eastward, while the West seeks to strengthen ties and establish

common values with Turkey (Özer-imer 2013, 1).

In addition to the West's dissatisfaction with Turkey's politics, and its concern about democracy in

Turkey, Turkish citizens’ conceptualizations of democracy and citizens’ perceptions of electoral integrity

affect the Turkish citizens’ satisfaction with democracy (Akboga, Sema, and Sahin 2013, 209). The larger

number of Turkish citizens do support democracy as a political system, however, a portion of these citizens

are satisfied with the status quo rather than an actual commitment to democracy (Tessler, Mark, and

Altinoglu 2004, 43). The expectations about democracy are important because they determine how people

evaluate the democracy of their society. People can conclude that democracy is not working in their society

when there is a gap exists between people's expectations of democracy and the outcome (Akboga, Sema,
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and Sahin 2013, 218). A study that used a regression analysis of a nationally representative survey shows

that despite the issues regarding the democracy's consolidation in Turkey, the majority of citizens, which are

about 60.6%, emphasized procedural characteristics in their conceptualizations of democracy (Akboga,

Sema, and Sahin 2013, 218).

Also, people believe that free and fair elections are a central element of democracy and voting is the

only action that citizens can do to become involved in political processes (Akboga, Sema, and Sahin 2013,

211). In regard to electoral fraud, if citizens have doubts that elections are not fair, this can lead citizens to

question the legitimacy of the government, which can lead to a negative effect on people's satisfaction with

democracy (Akboga, Sema, and Sahin 2013, 211). Many studies show that the Turkish people's concerns

about the integrity of elections have increased over time. The studies indicate that in 2007 there were only

28% of people in Turkey stated that elections would not be fair, however, the percentage increased to 43%

after the general elections in 2015, and to 52% before the 2017 referendum (Akboga, Sema, and Sahin

2013, 212-217). In addition, in the 2014 presidential elections, the WVS shows that the integrity of elections

in Turkey was ranked 86th among 127 countries, however, the integrity of the Turkish 2015 general

elections was ranked 101st among 139 countries (Akboga, Sema, and Sahin 2013, 212-217). Studies

indicate that a considerable share of people in Turkey think that Turkey's elections are not free and fair,

which indicate also that those people are less satisfied with democracy because the perceptions of the

fairness of elections are linked with the citizens’ satisfaction with democracy (Akboga, Sema, and Sahin

2013, 217).

In terms of presidential and parliamentary democratic systems, a face-to-face survey was taken in

2015 which shows that the Turkish people have low levels of basic knowledge about presidentialism in the

world. The survey asked "whether the following statement is true or false: ‘Today, most democracies have a

parliamentary system of governance rather than a presidential one as in the United States’" (Aytac 2017, 4).
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The result shows that only 15 percent of the responders correctly answered that the statement was true

(Aytac 2017, 4). Also, the survey shows that 27 percent of the voters supported a presidential system and 45

percent were opposing it (Aytac 2017, 7). The analysis shows that there is a larger group of people in Turkey

that are opposed to the presidential system Aytac 2017, 16).

Overall, the hypothesis of this research paper is that people who are more religious, with low

incomes, have lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens, and are religious females, will be more likely to

support Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric. However, others may argue that people who are less religious, with

high income, have higher levels of trust in ordinary citizens, and are religious males, will be more likely to

support Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric. In addition, people who are satisfied with the political system,

believe that the country is completely democratic, believe that votes are counted fairly, believe that having a

democratic political system is very good, and believe that having a system governed by religious law in

which there are no political parties or elections is very good, will be more likely to support the AKP (Justice

and Development Party) and the MHP (Nationalist Movement Party). The data that will be analyzed will

rely on public opinion surveys of the Turkish public, over time, utilizing the World Values Survey of Turkey

in 2018. The fieldwork from the 7th wave of WVS will update what these scholars have done and found

about who is buying Erdogan’s populism.

Data and Methods:

The fieldwork from the 7th wave of the World Values Survey in Turkey in 2018 is going to be the

appropriate source to retrieve data from to test the hypothesis of this research paper. The hypothesis is that

people who are more religious, with low incomes, have lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens, and are

religious females, will be more likely to support Erdogan’s actions and rhetorics. In addition, people who

are satisfied with the political system, believe that the country is completely democratic, believe that votes

are counted fairly, believe that having a democratic political system is very good, and believe that having a
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system governed by religious law in which there are no political parties or elections is very good, will be

more likely to support the AKP (Justice and Development Party) and the MHP (Nationalist Movement

Party). The 2018 data of the 7th wave of the World Values Survey in Turkey was conducted by an

experienced data collection firm called BINOM, who is a member of ESOMAR (“World Values Survey

Wave 7 in Turkey: Sample Design,” 2017-2020). The fieldwork for the 7th wave of World Values Survey

in Turkey targeted the Turkish citizens who are over the age of 18 and reside in households (“World Values

Survey Wave 7 in Turkey: Sample Design,” 2017-2020). Over 2,000 Turkish citizens were interviewed. To

guarantee that all of the 26 units of Turkey are covered by the sampling frame, the survey was conducted in

all regions and subregions of Turkey (“World Values Survey Wave 7 in Turkey: Sample Design,”

2017-2020). The interviews occurred face-to-face and were conducted using paper and pencil, in the

residences of the respondents (“World Values Survey Wave 7 in Turkey: Sample Design,” 2017-2020).

The most recent wave of the World Value Survey will help to examine the effect of levels of

religiosity, social trust, gender, and social classes on the Turkish public support for Erdogan and the Justice

and Development Party (AKP). The independent variables that will be tested are levels of religiosity, social

trust, gender, and social classes. The dependent variable that will be tested will measure the support of the

Turkish public for Erdogan and the Justice and Development Party (AKP).

To measure the independent variables, responses to questions that were asked in 2018 during the

7th wave of the World Values Survey will be used. In terms of the levels of religiosity, which is an ordinal

variable, the question of, “For each of the following aspects, indicate how important it is in your life.

Would you say it: is very important, rather important, not very important or not important at all. Religion?”

will be used (WVS 2017-2020). This question is a good measure for the level of religiosity because by

measuring the importance of religion in individuals’ life, it reveals individuals’ level of religiosity, whether

they are more religious and conservative or more liberal. The level of religious importance can demonstrate
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how much an individuals’ life is influenced by religion, and thus this can show whether there is a

relationship between the level of religiosity and the support for Erdogan and the AKP because Erdogan is

always bringing up religion and conservative views in his rhetoric and also he created religious institutions.

For social trust, which is a dichotomous variable, the question of, “Generally speaking, would you

say that most people can be trusted or that you need to be very careful in dealing with people?” will be

used to measure the levels of trust in ordinary citizens (WVS 2017-2020). This question is a good measure

for the level of trust in ordinary people because by knowing whether the Turks believe that most people

can be trusted or that they need to be careful in dealing with people, we can conclude the level of social

trust in the Turkish society; whether Turkey has a low level of social trust or it has a high level of social

trust. The previous WVS shows that the widespread distrust in Turkey led to a social approval of a “strong

leader” and a higher popular acceptance of undemocratic rule because the Turkish population “prefer

‘benevolent despotism’ to ‘malevolent’ democratic rule” (Ekmekci 2014, 566). Therefore, the responses to

this question from the 7th wave of the WVS can show whether the people who have a low level of trust in

others will be more likely to support Erdogan or not.

In terms of gender, which can be considered a categorical variable and an ordinal variable, two

questions will be used from the World Value Survey, which relate to gender and level of religiosity. The

first question is asking for the “sex” of the responders, whether “male” or “female” (WVS 2017-2020).

This question is important because by knowing who is responding to the questions that will be asked

(whether males or females), we can know the different points of view about whether voting for the AKP

or MHP or not from both the males and the females of the Turkish society. Also, this question will show

whether the females of the Turkish society have the same attitude toward the AKP and MHP as the

males, or not. The second question that will be used to conduct the data is the same question that was

used previously, “For each of the following aspects, indicate how important it is in your life. Would you
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say it: is very important, rather important, not very important or not important at all. Religion?” (WVS

2017-2020). This question is a good measure to be used with the “gender” variable because by knowing

the level of religiosity that each gender has, we can know which people (the religious or the liberal) of

each gender are more likely to vote for the AKP or the MHP. Examining responses to these two questions

will  allow us to see whether there is a gendered dimension to the AKPs support in Turkish society and

whether that interacts with  their level of religiosity. And thus, they can show whether “gender” and

“level of religiosity” plays a role in the support of the populist right politics of the AKP and the MHP,

because Erdogan always promotes conservative views on gender through his rhetoric.

Lastly, in terms of the social class, which is an ordinal variable, the question of, “Here is a scale of

incomes. We would like to know in what group your household is, counting all wages, salaries, pensions

and other incomes that come in. Just give the letter of the group your household falls into, before taxes and

other deductions,” will be used to conduct data (WVS 2017-2020). The answer choices are “Low,

Medium, High, Don’t Know, or No Answer” (WVS 2017-2020). This question is a good measure for the

social stratifications which occur in class society because by knowing the levels of income, we will be

able to know to which category from the hierarchical social categories (upper, middle, and lower classes)

most of the responders belong to. Thus, we will be able to know whether people with low incomes are

more supportive of Erdogan’s regime or not because there is a widespread belief in Turkey that the AKP is

giving the lower class democracy and Erdogan’s regime is securing, strengthening, and empowering

ordinary people (Uslu 2016, 198-199).

In addition, the World Value Survey will help to examine the effect of levels of satisfaction with the

political system, the level of the country’s democracy, the fairness of election’s votes, the strength of the

belief of having a democratic political system, and the strength of the belief of having a system governed

by religious law in which there are no political parties or elections, on the Turkish public support for the
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AKP and the MHP. The independent variables that will be tested are the satisfaction with the political

system performance, the level of the country’s democracy, the fairness of election’s votes, the strength of

the belief of having a democratic political system, and the strength of the belief of having a system

governed by religious law in which there are no political parties or elections. The dependent variable that

will be tested will measure the support of the Turkish public for the Justice and Development Party (AKP)

and the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP).

To measure the independent variables, in terms of the satisfaction with the political system

performance, which is a continuous variable, the question of, “How satisfied are you with how the political

system is functioning in your country these days?” will be used (WVS 2017-2020). I recoded the original

continuous variable, which was on the scale from 1 to 10 (1 means not satisfied at all and 10 means

completely satisfied) into a continuous variable from 0 to 2 (0 means not satisfied at all and 2 means

completely satisfied). This question is a good measure for the citizen’s attitude toward democracy because

by measuring the satisfaction of the Turkish citizen with the political system performance, it reveals

individuals’ attitude toward democracy, whether they are satisfied with their political system performance

or not. The level of satisfaction with the political system performance can demonstrate how much an

individual is supportive of democracy, and thus this can show whether there is a relationship between the

level of satisfaction with the political system performance and the support for the AKP and MHP because

these two parties performance are drifting away from the characteristics of democracy.

For the level of the country’s democracy, which is a continuous variable too, the question of, “And

how democratically is this country being governed today?” will be used (WVS 2017-2020). I recoded the

original continuous variable, which was on the scale from 1 to 10 (1 means that it is “not at all

democratic”  and 10 means that it is “completely democratic”) into a continuous variable from 0 to 2 (0

means that it is “not at all democratic” and 2 means that it is “completely democratic”). This question is a
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good measure for people’s attitude toward democracy because by knowing what position the Turks would

choose, we can conclude whether the people think that their country’s political system is democratic or

not. Therefore, the responses to this question from the 7th wave of the WVS can show whether the people

who believe that the country is completely democratic will be more likely to support the AKP and the

MHP or not.

For elections’ votes, which is an ordinal variable, the question of, “In your view, how often do the

following things occur in this country’s elections? Votes are counted fairly” will be used to measure the

fairness of elections (WVS 2017-2020). The choices for this question are, “very often, fairly often, not

often, and not at all often”. This question is a good measure for the Turkish elections integrity because by

knowing whether the Turks believe that votes are counted fairly or not, we can conclude people’s attitude

toward democracy in Turkey. Therefore, the responses to this question from the 7th wave of the WVS can

show whether the people who believe that votes are counted fairly will be more likely to support the AKP

and the MHP or not.

In terms of having a democratic political system, which is an ordinal variable, the question of, “I’m

going to describe various types of political systems and ask what you think about each as a way of

governing this country. Having a democratic political system,” will be used to conduct data (WVS

2017-2020). The answer choices are “very good, fairly good, fairly bad or very bad” (WVS 2017-2020).

This question is a good measure for people’s attitude toward democracy because by knowing the strength

of the belief of having a democratic political system in Turkey, we will be able to know whether the Turks

are supporting a democratic political system in Turkey or not. Thus, we will be able to know whether

people with the belief that having a democratic political system is a very good way of governing Turkey

are more supportive of the AKP and the MHP or not, because there is a widespread belief in Turkey that

the AKP is a democratic party.
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Lastly, in terms of having a system governed by religious law in which there are no political

parties or elections, which is an ordinal variable, the question of, “I’m going to describe various types of

political systems and ask what you think about each as a way of governing this country. Having experts,

not government, make decisions according to what they think is best for the country,” will be used to

conduct data (WVS 2017-2020). The answer choices are “very good, fairly good, fairly bad or very bad”

(WVS 2017-2020). This question is a good measure for people’s attitude toward democracy because by

knowing the strength of the belief of having experts, not government, make decisions according to what

they think is best for the country, we will be able to know whether the Turks are supporting a democratic

political system in Turkey or not. Thus, we will be able to know whether people with the belief of having

experts, not government, make decisions according to what they think is best for the country is a very

good way of governing Turkey are more supportive of the AKP and the MHP or not.

To measure the dependent variable, which is the support of the Turkish public for Erdogan and the

Justice and Development Party (AKP), the question of, “If there were a national election tomorrow, for

which party on this list would you vote? I recoded the original categorical variable into a dichotomous

variable, 1 for people who said they would vote for the AKP if there were a national election tomorrow

and 0 for those who mentioned any other party (or they did not know). The support of the Turkish public

for Erdogan and the Justice and Development Party (AKP) is a dichotomous variable now. This question

is a good measure for “the support for the Justice and Development Party (AKP),” because by knowing

whether the majority of the Turkish public is willing to vote in the national election for the Justice and

Development Party (AKP) or not, we can know the amount of support that Erdogan has from the Turkish

public. This will demonstrate whether the majority of the Turkish society supports Erdogan’s actions and

rhetoric or opposes them. In summary, the variables that will be tested will help to explain variation in

support for the AKP.
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In addition, to measure the dependent variable which is the support of the Turkish public for the

Justice and Development Party (AKP) and the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP), with the independent

variables that are related to democracy, the question of, “If there were a national election tomorrow, for

which party on this list would you vote?” will be used again. However, this time, I recoded the original

categorical variable into a dichotomous variable, 1 for people who said they would vote for the AKP or

the MHP if there were a national election tomorrow and 0 for those who mentioned any other party (or

they did not know). The support of the Turkish public for the AKP and MHP is a dichotomous variable

now. This question is a good measure for “the support for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) and

the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP),” because by knowing whether the majority of the Turkish public

is willing to vote in the national election for the AKP or the MHP, or not, we can know whether the

majority of the Turkish society supports Erdogan’s actions and rhetorics or oppose them.

Results and Analysis:

The questions of this research paper are: what explains the level of Turkish public support for

Erdogan and the Justice and Development Party (AKP)? Which groups of citizens support his agenda,

and why? This research paper hypothesizes that people who are more religious, with low incomes, have

lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens, and are religious females, will be more likely to support

Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric. In addition, this paper hypothesizes that people who are satisfied with the

political system, believe that the country is completely democratic, believe that votes are counted fairly,

believe that having a democratic political system is very good, and believe that having a system governed

by religious law in which there are no political parties or elections is very good, will be more likely to

support the AKP and the MHP. Crosstab is best when the independent variables and the dependent

variable are categorical and/or ordinal. Crosstab is appropriate to test these hypotheses because the
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independent variables and the dependent variables of these hypotheses are ordinal and categorical

variables.

Levels of Religiosity

In terms of the effect of levels of religiosity on the Turkish public support for Erdogan and the

Justice and Development Party (AKP), the crosstab results table shows that among those who believe that

religion is very important in their life, 45.5% would not vote for the Justice and Development Party

(AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow, and 54.5% would vote for the Justice and Development

Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow. Also, the results show that among those who

believe that religion is rather important in their life, 59.3% would not vote for the Justice and

Development Party (AKP), and 40.7% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP). Among

those who believe that religion is not very important in their life, 86.4% would not vote for the Justice

and Development Party (AKP), and 13.6% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP).

Lastly, among those who believe that religion is not at all important in their life, 80.0% would not vote

for the Justice and Development Party (AKP), and 20.0% would vote for the Justice and Development
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Party (AKP). Overall, the more people believe that religion is very important in their life, the percentage

of who would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election

tomorrow increases.

Even though there is not a big difference between the percentage of people who believe that

religion is very important in their life and would vote for the AKP and the percentage of people who

believe that religion is very important in their life and would not vote for the AKP, the results support my

hypothesis of that people who are more religious will be more likely to support Erdogan’s actions and

rhetoric. The Relationship between “religiosity” and “vote for AKP” is significant at the p<0.05 level.

The hypothesis is supported with the crosstab test because it is statistically significant since the p-value,

which is 0.000, is less than 0.05. We can be 95% confident that there is a relationship between “Religion”

and “Vote for AKP”. The Somers’d is -0.229, which indicates that there is a relationship between

“Religion” and “Vote for AKP,” even though it is not a very strong relationship. The Somers’d is negative

(-0.229) because the scale of importance is coded as such: 1 is Very Important, 2 is Rather Important, 3 is

Not Very Important, and 4 is Not At All Important. There is a relationship in the expected direction,

however, it shows a negative relationship because the higher the score of the “religion” index, the lower

the score of the vote for the AKP; it is coded in the opposite way.

Overall, this shows that the character of the Turkish society is conservative because only 5 people

answered that religion is not at all important and would not vote for the Justice and Development Party

(AKP), however, the people who answered that religion is very important and would vote for the Justice

and Development Party (AKP) are 789. The Turks who believe that religion is very important in their life

helped Erdogan bring up religious references in his rhetoric and promote conservative views.

Social Trust
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In terms of social trust, high social trust plays a role in the commitments of citizens to the values of

democracy and their rejection of authoritarian appeals, which ensure the survival of democracy. The previous

studies show that there is a low social trust in Turkish society. This crosstab results table shows that among

those who responded that “most people can be trusted,” 52.4% would not vote for the Justice and Development

Party (AKP), and 47.6% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP). Also, among those who

responded that “they need to be very careful in dealing with people,” 54.7% would not vote for the Justice and

Development Party (AKP), and 45.3% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP). Overall, the

more people believe that “they need to be very careful in dealing with people,” the percentage of who would

vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) decreases. The results are not supporting my hypothesis that

“people who have lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens will be more likely to support Erdogan’s actions and

rhetoric”. The relationship between “Social Trust” and “Vote for AKP” is not significant at the p<0.05 level.

The hypothesis is not supported with the crosstab test because it is not statistically significant since 0.422 is

greater than 0.05. The Somers’d value is -0.016 which shows a weak or no relationship between “Social Trust”
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and “Vote for AKP”. Even though the results show that 2032 Turks believe that “they need to be very careful

in dealing with people,” and only 338 Turks believe that “most people can be trusted,” which shows that the

Turkish society has a low level of social trust, the people who have lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens

will be less likely to support Erdogan.

Gender

In terms of gender, the crosstab results table shows that among those who are males, 54.7% would not

vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow, and 45.3%

would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow. Also,

among those who are females, 53.4% would not vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there

were a national election tomorrow, and 46.6% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if

there were a national election tomorrow. Overall, the results show that females in the majority would not

vote for the AKP (only 46.6% would vote), however, it is a little higher than the percentage of males who

would vote for the AKP (45.3%), but the difference is not statistically significant since the P-value is 0.526.
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Also, the Somers’d value is very low (0.013), which means it is not enough to reject the null hypothesis that

there is no relationship between “Gender” and “Vote for AKP”.

Gender and Religiosity
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Testing the “Gender” variable alone shows that there is no difference, there is a split between

males and females. Doing an interaction between “Gender” and “Religiosity” to see whether religious

females in particular who are the basis of support for the AKP was a choice. In terms of gender, the

crosstab results table shows that among those who are males and believe that religion is very

important in their life, 68.6% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the

Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were a national election tomorrow. Also, among those

who are females and believe that religion is very important in their life, 69.0% would vote for the

Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were a

national election tomorrow. Overall, the results show that religious females in the majority would

vote for the AKP or the MHP (69.0%), however, it is slightly higher than the percentage of religious

males who would vote for the AKP or the MHP (68.6%). T he results show that even though breaking

down gender by how religious people are, there is still no difference.

Social Classes
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In terms of social classes, the crosstab results’ table shows, that among those who are their income

level is low, 56.5% would not vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national

election tomorrow, and 43.5% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a

national election tomorrow. Also, among those whose income level is medium, 53.6% would not vote for

the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow, and 46.4% would vote

for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow. Lastly, the result

shows that among those who are their income level is high, 55.3% would not vote for the Justice and

Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow, and 44.7% would vote for the Justice

and Development Party (AKP) if there were a national election tomorrow. The relationship between “Social

Classes” and “Vote for AKP” is not significant at the p<0.05 level. The hypothesis is not supported with the

crosstab test because it is not statistically significant since 0.654 is greater than 0.05. The Somers’d value is

very low: it is 0.009, which means that it is not enough to reject the null hypothesis that there is no

relationship between “low incomes” and “vote for AKP”.

Overall, the result is not supporting my hypothesis that people with low incomes will be more likely

to support Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric. The result shows that social class is not an important predictor

of AKP support, as a slight majority in all three social classes report that they would not vote for the

AKP. While Erdogan is in power, people of the lower class are able to accumulate wealth, possess

property, and other comfortable living standards that were forbidden to them during the Kemalist regime,

the GDP per capita increased from 3,000 USD to 10,000 USD, and the children of the lower class

became able to receive an excellent and reputable education, and career opportunities in public and

private sectors (Uslu, 2016). Therefore, this led to the conclusion that people of the lower class would be

more likely to support Erdogan’s regime. However, this is not supported by the 2018 data of the 7th wave

of the World Values Survey in Turkey. This may be because of the recent years price hike on goods such
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as benzene, diesel, foods, and medicinal drugs by Erdogan’s government, which impacted negatively

those with low incomes, and therefore, the people with low incomes became less likely to support

Erdogan and the Justice and Development Party (AKP).

Satisfaction with the Political System Performance

In terms of the satisfaction with the political system performance, the crosstab results’ table shows,

that among those who are completely satisfied with the political system performance, 63.9% would vote

for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were a

national election tomorrow, and 21.0% would vote for other parties if there were a national election

tomorrow. Also, among those who are not satisfied with the political system performance, 4.1% would

vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were

a national election tomorrow, and 24.3% would vote for other parties if there were a national election

tomorrow. The relationship between “Satisfaction with the Political System Performance” and “Vote for

AKP or MHP” is significant at the p<0.05 level. The hypothesis is supported with the crosstab test
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because it is statistically significant since 0.000 is less than 0.05. The Somers’d value is very high: it is

0.435, which means that it is enough to reject the null hypothesis that there is no relationship between

“Satisfaction with the Political System Performance” and “Vote for AKP or MHP”.

How Democratically is this Country Being Governed Today

In terms of how democratically is Turkey being governed today, the perception of how the Turkish

citizens believe that Turkey is being governed today in terms of the level of Turkish democracy, plays a role in

how the Turkish citizens define and conceive democracy. The previous studies show that the majority of the

Turkish citizens believe that Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric are democratic and that the AKP is giving them

democracy. This crosstab results table shows that among those who responded that “Turkey is completely

democratic,” 67.9% would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement

Party (MHP) if there were a national election tomorrow, and 26.0% would vote for other parties. Also, among

those who responded that “Turkey is not at all democratic,” 4.3% would vote for the Justice and Development
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Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were a national election tomorrow, and 24.3%

would vote for other parties. Overall, the more people believe that “Turkey is a completely democratic

country,” the percentage of who would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist

Movement Party (MHP) increases. The results support my hypothesis that “people who believe that the

country is completely democratic, will be more likely to support the AKP or the MHP”. The relationship

between “How Democratically is Turkey Being Governed Today” and “Vote for AKP or MHP” is significant at

the p<0.05 level. The hypothesis is supported with the crosstab test because it is statistically significant since

0.000 is less than 0.05. The Somers’d value is 0.420 which shows a strong relationship between “How

Democratically is Turkey Being Governed Today” and “Vote for AKP or MHP”.

Election Votes

In terms of the effect of the election integrity on the Turkish public support for the Justice and

Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP), the crosstab results table shows
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that among those who believe that votes are counted fairly very often or fairly often, 55.4% & 27.0%

(equal to 82.4%) would vote for the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement

Party if there were a national election tomorrow, and 13.6% & 42.0% (equal to 55.6%) would vote for

other parties if there were a national election tomorrow. Also, the results show that among those who

believe that votes are counted fairly not often or not at all often, 13.8% & 3.7% (equal to 17.5%) would

vote for the AKP or the MHP, and 29.2% &15.2% (equal to 44.4%) would vote for other parties. Overall,

the more people believe that votes are counted fairly, the percentage of who would vote for the AKP or

MHP if there were a national election tomorrow increases. The results support my hypothesis that people

who believe that votes are counted fairly will be more likely to support the AKP or the MHP.  The

perception of the democratic legitimacy of the regime is an important predictor of the support for the

AKP or MHP. The Relationship between “How Often in Country’s Elections: Votes are Counted Fairly”

and “Vote for AKP or MHP” is significant at the p<0.05 level. The hypothesis is supported with the

crosstab test because it is statistically significant since the p-value, which is 0.000, is less than 0.05. We

can be 95% confident that there is a relationship between the two variables. The Somers’d is -0.391,

which indicates that there is a strong relationship between “Elections’ Votes” and “Vote for AKP or

MHP”. The Somers’d is negative (-0.391) because the scale of “how often” is coded as such: 1 is Very

Often, 2 is Fairly Often, 3 is Not Often, and 4 is Not At All Often”. There is a relationship in the

expected direction, however, it shows a negative relationship because the higher the score of the “How

Often ...” index, the lower the score of the vote for the AKP or MHP; it is coded in the opposite way.

Having a Democratic Political System
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In terms of having a democratic political system, the crosstab results’ table shows, that among

those who are believe that having a democratic political system is very good, 40.4% would vote for the

Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were a national

election tomorrow, and 46.6% would vote for other parties if there were a national election tomorrow.

Also, among those who believe that having a democratic political system is very bad, 2.6% would vote for

the Justice and Development Party (AKP) or the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) if there were a

national election tomorrow, and 4.4% would vote for other parties if there were a national election

tomorrow. The relationship between “Having a Democratic Political System” and “Vote for AKP or

MHP” is not significant at the p<0.05 level. The hypothesis is not supported with the crosstab test because

it is not statistically significant since 0.300 is greater than 0.05. The Somers’d value is very low: it is

0.021, which means that it is not enough to reject the null hypothesis that there is no relationship between

“Having a Democratic Political System” and “Vote for AKP or MHP”.
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Having a System Governed by Religious Law in Which There Are no Political Parties or
Elections

In terms of having a system governed by religious law, the crosstab results’ table shows, that

among those who believe that having a system governed by religious law in which there are no political

parties or elections is very good, 9.9% would vote for the AKP or the MHP if there were a national

election tomorrow, and 3.3% would vote for other parties if there were a national election tomorrow. Also,

among those who believe that having a system governed by religious law in which there are no political

parties or elections is very bad, 24.2% would vote for the AKP or the MHP, and 36.7% would vote for

other parties. The relationship between “Having a System Governed by Religious Law in Which There are

no Political Parties or Elections” and “Vote for AKP or MHP” is significant at the p<0.05 level. The

hypothesis is supported with the crosstab test because it is statistically significant since 0.000 is greater

than 0.05. However, the Somers’d value is low: it is -0.194, which means that the relationship is weak and
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it is not enough to reject the null hypothesis that there is no relationship between “Having a System

Governed by Religious Law in Which There are no Political Parties or Elections” and “Vote for AKP or

MHP”.

Conclusion:

The West’s hope is to see Turkey transform into a largely secular democracy that belongs to the West, not

to the Middle East. However, when Erdogan rose to power, first as a Prime Minister in 2003 and then as a

president of Turkey for two presidential terms, in 2014 and 2018, the hope of the West started to fade away.

From the West perspective, president Erdogan and his Justice and Development party (AKP) are heading

Turkey toward the East under the banner of nationalism. Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric risk destabilizing

Turkey and even risk further destabilizing the Middle East overall. Erdogan increased the internal religious

division of Turkey by labeling the black Turks as the religious and the real people, while the white Turks as

the Western nonmuslim plotters and the corrupt elites. He also had a hand in erupting the internal ethnic

conflict in Turkey, especially with the Kurds, and thus increased the division between people in Turkish

society.

Despite Erdogan’s anti-democratic actions and rhetoric, he enjoys great popularity in Turkey and has

many supporters. For this reason, it was very important to study what explains the level of Turkish public

support for Erdogan and the AKP, and which groups of citizens support Erdogan’s agenda. I argued in this

research paper that Turkish support for President Erdogan in 2018 can be explained with reference to cultural

values that have been shown to be indicators for support for democracy, which are levels of religiosity, social

trust, gender, and social classes. My hypothesis was that people who are more religious, with low incomes,

have lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens, and are religious females, will be more likely to support

Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric. In addition to the public opinion about democracy in Turkey: people who are

satisfied with the political system, believe that the country is completely democratic, believe that votes are
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counted fairly, believe that having a democratic political system is very good, and believe that having a

system governed by religious law in which there are no political parties or elections is very good, will be

more likely to support the AKP (Justice and Development Party) and the MHP (Nationalist Movement

Party).

The findings did not support all of my hypotheses. The findings show that religion is the most indicator

that can explain the Turkish support for Erdogan. The results indicate that people who are more religious will

be more likely to support Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric, which is reasonable because the majority of the

Turkish population is conservative in nature, and Erdogan and his party, the AKP, are famous for

incorporating religion in every aspect of their deeds. Erdogan brings up religious references in his rhetoric

and promotes conservative views in all of his actions as a way to manipulate the Turks and gain their support.

With the exception for religion, the other demographic indicators which are social trust, gender, and social

class don’t really predict.

In contrast, the findings of social trust and social class are not supporting my hypothesis. The findings

indicate that people who have lower levels of trust in ordinary citizens will not support Erdogan. This is a

reasonable result because if the Turks do not trust each other, it makes sense if the Turks do not trust Erdogan

either, and thus would not support him. However, the previous studies show that the widespread distrust in

Turkey led to a social approval of a “strong leader” and a higher popular acceptance of undemocratic rule

because the Turkish population “prefer ‘benevolent despotism’ to ‘malevolent’ democratic rule” (Ekmekci

2014, 566). These two contradictory studies raise the question of what has changed in the Turkish public

perspective toward a “strong leader”? In addition, it is important to make further research on the result that

people with medium incomes are more likely to vote for the AKP than people with low incomes. As shown

in the previous studies, Erdogan gained the majority of the support from the Turks with low incomes because

they believe that the AKP is giving them democracy, and Erdogan’s regime is securing and empowering
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them because they became able to accumulate wealth and possess properties that were forbidden to them

during the Kemalist regime. This needs further research in the future to understand what made the Turks

from the lower class change their perspective toward Erdogan, and thus their support for Erdogan declined in

2018.

The “Gender” variable was tested alone in the beginning, but the data shows that there is a split

between males and females. Then, the “Religiosity” variable was added with the “Gender” variable to know

whether the religious females or the religious males would be more likely to support Erdogan. Knowing the

“Gender” of the responders alone would not help enough to know whether the females or the males would

be more likely to vote for the AKP. Running crosstabs with third variables is more helpful to know whether

there is a relationship between “Gender” and “Vote for AKP,” and whether the more religious females or the

more religious males would be more likely to support Erdogan’s actions and rhetoric than the more liberal

females and liberal males. The results show that even though we break down gender by how religious

people are, there is still no difference. The results shows that even though there is a relationship between the

three variables, the relationship is considered weak because there is not a huge difference between the

percentage of the religious females (69.0%) and the percentage of the religious males (68.6%) who would

vote for the AKP or the MHP. This section needed further research by using a different variable than “Level

of Religiosity” with the “Gender” variable.

In term of the perception of the Turkish citizens about Democracy, the findings of “satisfaction with the

political system performance, how democratically is Turkey being governed today, and how often in

Turkey's election: votes are counted fairly” are supporting my hypothesis of that “people who are satisfied

with the political system, believe that the country is completely democratic, and believe that votes are

counted fairly, will be more likely to support the AKP (Justice and Development Party) and the MHP

(Nationalist Movement Party). The supporters of the AKP or the MHP  don't seem to think that voting for
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either of the AKP or the MHP somehow hurts democracy. This perception that we have and the literature

review have that democracy is in trouble under Erdogan and the AKP is not widely shared, Erdogan’s

supporters don't see it that way. On the other hand, the findings of  “having a democratic political system

and having a system governed by religious law in which there are no political parties or election” are not

supporting my hypothesis of that “people who believe that having a democratic political system is very good

and believe that having a system governed by religious law in which there are no political parties or

elections is very good, will be more likely to support the AKP (Justice and Development Party) and the

MHP (Nationalist Movement Party). The findings show no sufficient difference between the perception of

the supporters and the opponents of the AKP or the MHP about democracy. Even though there is no

difference between them, they imply that Turkish citizens think that democracy is important and elections

are important whether they are supporting the AKP or not.

Overall, the Turkish case is unique because the West hoped that Turkey would be the bridge between

them and the Muslim states, especially because Erdogan presented himself to the world when he first came

to power as a moderate Muslim leader, and started his rule with a lot of democratic promises (Kubicek

2020, 255). However, unfortunately, Erdogan shattered the West’s hope because he turned out to be an

opposer to the West's ideas and democracy in general and the optimistic period to democratization in Turkey

has eroded (Kubicek 2020, 255). Many scholars believe that “Turkey is now an emerging authoritarian state,

not an emerging democracy” (Kubicek 2020, 255). This ruined some of the West’s goals in the Middle East

because before Erdogan arrived in power, the small, secular, and powerful elites of Turkey were happy to

take orders from the West, apply the Western decisions in the Middle East, and keep Islam restricted and

exiled in the rural areas of Turkey. However, Erdogan spread Islam all over Turkey, granted Muslims

recognition and strong status, and refused to take the West's orders. Therefore, it is not in the interest of the

West that the Turkish people keep supporting Erdogan and that Erdogan continues in power. Some recent
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news indicate that “Turkish opposition parties are presenting an increasingly united organized front aimed at

replacing Erdogan and even forcing early elections in the coming year to challenge his 19-year rule” (Gall,

2021). The opponents of Erdogan and his party, the AKP, mentioned that Erdogan’s presidential system

allowed him to concentrate almost an authoritarian power. He fueled corruption and thus was able to rule by

decree, dicated monetary policy, controlled many governmental institutions such as courts, and jailed

thousands of his political opponents (Gall, 2021). This lead us to be easy convinced that democracy in

Turkey has ended in our present time, however, we should always be optimistic about the future of Turkey,

that there is a possibility for Turkey to progress politically, economically, and socially, especially because

there is significant opposition to Erdogans’ regime, and thus there is a possibility that Erdogan’s government

will change in the future.
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