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Identity Anxiety and Religious Dependence: The Issue
of Muslim Immigrants in Europe from the
Perspective of Olivier Roy’s
“Neofundamentalism” ------eooeeoveoveeeee. Huang Ping  (40)

Muslim immigrants in Europe have a strong anxiety of identity,
especially for the second-and third-generation immigrants. Neo-
fundamentalism is a new development of Islamic fundamentalism
in the context of globalization, which abandons the strategy of a-
chieving political normalization within the framework of modern
nation-state, chooses to revive Islam at the transnational level,
and supports the establishment of a global Muslim community on
the basis of Islamic law. Due to the unique background of Europe-
an society, Neofundamentalism in some sense echoes the identity
anxiety of Muslim immigrants. Therefore, Neofundamentalism
has spread its influences in Europe and has caused various political
consequences. Neofundamentalism in European society has several
characteristics such as deterriorialisation and reterritorialization,
deculturation and re-Islamization, and individualization and Ji-

hadism.

Theocratic Democracy and New Statism: “Populist
Religion” in Contemporary International

In recent years, the drastic changes in international religious rela-
tions has spilled over into international politics. The global popu-
lism has been built and strengthened by different religious styles
of different countries. In particular, the impact of populist reli-
gion on international politics is the most prominent. The Islam-
centered Arabic populism, the Chinese populism based on Bud-
dhism and Confucianism, and Christian populism of Christian fun-
damentalists and lower-class white people have altogether pro-
duced the phenomenon of “populist religion. ” It has generated the
idea of “theocratic democracy” and “sacred populace,” and has led
to the new statism that emphasizes “absolute state” and loyalty to
state. These developments have profoundly affected international

politics and even contemporary international political thought.



